IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

W.P.(C) 8001/2017 & CM 32994/2017

JALTSINGH @ L Petitioner
Through: Mr.A.K.Singh, Adv.

versus

UNION OF INDIA & ANR .. Respondents
Through: Mr.Sanjay Kumar, Adv. for R-1-2

CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJIV KHANNA
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NAVIN CHAWLA
ORDER
% 11.09.2017
The petitioner had applied for selection for the post of Assistant

Commandant in the Central Reserve Police Force.

The petitioner has obtained copy of his English paper in which
he had secured 44 marks out of 100.

The contention of the petitioner is that he has been wrongly
awarded zero mark in respect of answer to sub-question (iv) to
question No.3. It is also submitted that the petitioner had awarded ‘4’
marks for su-questions (i) to (vi) to question 3, which was reduced to
‘3’ as there is over-writing by the examiner.

Question no.3 related to passages to which answers were to be
given by the candidate in his own words with reference to the
passage. We have considered the said contention and reject the same
for this Court should not wear the shoes of the examiner and re-check
or re-evaluate the question paper. We do not think, it will be

appropriate and proper for us to on the basis of our assumption and



understanding award marks. The examiner after examining the reply
had given zero marks to the petitioner in response to sub-question
no.(iv) to question no.3.

The petitioner was awarded three (3) marks for sub-question (i)
to (vi), when we add up the marks awarded for each sub-question.
The submission of over-writing is, therefore, misconceived.

There is no merit in the writ petition and the same 1s dismissed

without any order as to costs.

SANJIV KHANNA, J

NAVIN CHAWLA, J
SEPTEMBER 11, 2017
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