
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10136 of 2015 

====================================================== 

1. Ashish Kumar Thakur represented through  his natural Guardian Father 

Baidyanand Thakur,  resident of Parari, P.s Biroul, District Darbhanga. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through Principal Secretary, HRD, Patna.   

2. The Secretary, Bihar School examination Board, Bihar, Patna.   

3. The Chairman, Bihar School Examination Board, Patna.   

4. The Secretary, Bihar School Examination Board, Patna.   

5. Principal , Marwari, College, Darbhanga.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Pranav Kumar Jha 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Sc20-Dr. A.K. U Padhyaya 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR 

TRIPATHI 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 28-09-2015           The petitioner filed the writ application  seeking a direction 

against the respondents, Bihar School Examination Board for re-

evaluation of History and English papers since, he was very sure 

that he  deserved better marks than what had been awarded to him 

in  the two papers. 

          Counter affidavit has been filed on behalf of the Respondent 

Nos. 2 to 4 with a stand that both papers were scrutinized. There is 

no change in the awarded marks in his History paper. However, 

for English, the marks 21 have been revised to 30. The corrected 

result as well as the marks sheet has been made ready and will be 

made available soon.  
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                       Learned counsel for the petitioner does not feel 

satisfied with the exercise so done. 

                     However, in absence of any statutory right, or 

mandate for re-evaluation, this Court can not embark upon in an 

exercise, beyond the terms of the regulation of the Board. 

                 The writ application therefore, stands disposed of as 

primary relief that the petitioner is looking for has been extended 

though not to the satisfaction of the petitioner. 

              This writ application stands disposed of with the above 

observation.  

 

 
 

 

Sudha/- 

(Ajay Kumar Tripathi, J) 
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