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HI GH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND AT NAI NI TAL 

HON’BLE THE ACTI NG CHI EF JUSTI CE MR. MANOJ 

KUMAR TI W ARI   

AND  

HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE VI VEK BHARTI  SHARMA 

1 3 TH NOVEMBER, 2 0 2 4  
 

W RI T PETI TON ( S/ B)  NO. 3 0 0  OF 2 0 2 2  

Suchita Joshi                …….Pet it ioner 

Ver su s 

State of Ut tarakhand and another.       …….Respondents 
Counsel for the pet it ioner  : Mr. Dushyant  Mainali,  learned 

counsel.   

Counsel for the respondent  : Mr. Ashish Joshi, learned counsel for 

respondent  No. 2.  

   
 

JUDGMENT :  (p er  Mr . Man o j  Ku m ar  Tiw ar i , A.C.J.)  

 Pet it ioner ’s candidature for the post  of Stat ist ical 

Officer, Hort iculture was rejected by Ut tarakhand Public 

Service Com m ission on the ground that  she does not  

possess the requisite qualificat ion for the said post .  

Challenging the decision taken by Ut tarakhand Public 

Service Com m ission, pet it ioner filed this writ  pet it ion in 

the year 2022.  An inter im  order was passed in favour 

of pet it ioner on 13.06.2022 that  she shall be 

provisionally perm it ted to part icipate in the m ain 

exam inat ion.  However, her result  was not  to be 

declared without  leave of this Court .  

2. A counter-affidavit  has been filed by Mr. Gir idhari 

Singh Rawat , Secretary, Ut tarakhand Public Service 

Com m ission.  Paragraph No. 6 of the said counter-

affidavit  is ext racted herein below: -  

“6. That  at  the t im e of subm ission of online 

applicat ion form  for the Ut tarakhand Com bined 
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State Civil /  Upper Subordinate Service 

Exam inat ion-2021 the pet it ioner has claim ed her 

qualificat ion in the online applicat ion form  

Graduat ion (B.Sc.)  Physics, Stat ist ics, 

Mathem at ics and in Post  Graduat ion (M.Sc.)  

Stat ist ics. A photocopy of the online applicat ion 

form  of the pet it ioner is being annexed as 

Annexure No. CA-1 to this affidavit .  
 

I n the advert isem ent  dated 10.08.2021 the 

post  of Stat ist ical Officer (Hort iculture and Food 

Processing Departm ent )  was advert ised and a 

perusal of the advert isem ent  which is annexed as 

Annexure No. 1 to the writ  pet it ion at  serial no. 28 

the essent ial qualificat ion for the post  of Stat ist ical 

Officer has been given and has been published by 

the Com m ission on the basis of the requisit ion 

send by the State Governm ent  and concerned 

rules.  The essent ial qualificat ion for the post  of 

Stat ist ical Officer is –“ the candidate m ust  have the 

graduat ion with the subject  m athem at ics or 

Mathem at ical Stat ist ics or Stat ics and having 

m inim um  two years course of Post  Graduat ion in 

Stat ist ics (Mathem at ical)  from  any recognized 

stat ist ical I nst itute or University.”  I t  is relevant  to 

m ent ion here that  in the advert isem ent  in point  

no. 16 of general direct ion it  has been specifically 

m ent ioned that  at  the t im e of filling up of the form  

the candidate m ust  ensure that  he /  she is eligible 

as per the condit ions advert ised in the 

advert isem ent .  A photocopy of the relevant  part  

of condit ion no. 16 of the advert isem ent  is being 

annexed as Annexure No. CA-2 to this affidavit .  

As m ent ioned above it  is clear that  the pet it ioner 

is not  having the essent ial educat ional qualificat ion 

for the post  of Stat ist ical Officer and as such the 

nam e of the pet it ioner has not  been considered by 

the Com m ission at  the t im e of declar ing the result  

of the prelim inary exam inat ion.  From  what  has 

been stated above, it  is clear that  the prayer 

sought  by the pet it ioner is not  m aintainable in the 

eyes of law hence the writ  pet it ion is liable to be 

dism issed.”  

  

3. Mr. Ashish Joshi, learned counsel appearing for 

Com m ission, subm its that  cases of all such candidates, 
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who were declared to be ineligible, were referred to 

Expert  Com m it tee const ituted by the State 

Governm ent , and after exam ining all relevant  aspects, 

the Com m it tee has opined that  the qualificat ion 

possessed by pet it ioner does not  m eet  the requirem ent  

of the Recruitm ent  Rules and M.Sc. (Stat ist ics)  degree 

possessed by pet it ioner cannot  be t reated as equivalent  

qualif icat ion of M.Sc. Mathem at ical Stat ist ics degree.   

4. Since the Expert  Com m it tee has taken a decision 

against  pet it ioner, therefore, we cannot  sit  in Appeal 

over the decision taken by the Expert  Com m it tee.  

5. Mr. Dushyant  Mainali,  learned counsel for 

pet it ioner, also very fair ly concedes that  the Com m it tee 

has taken a decision against  pet it ioner.  

6. I n such view, there is no scope for interference as 

this Court , while exercising the power of judicial review 

under Art icle 226 of the Const itut ion of I ndia, cannot  sit  

in Appeal in academ ic m at ters over the report  of the 

Expert  Com m it tee.  

7. The instant  writ  pet it ion is, accordingly, dism issed.   

 

  

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

MANOJ KUMAR TI W ARI , A.C.J. 
   

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

VI VEK BHARTI  SHARMA, J. 
Dt:  13 th Novem ber, 2024 
Rathour 
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