
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.11227 of 2018

======================================================
Krishan  Kanahaiya,  S/o-  Suresh  Singh,  resident  of  Village-  Bhatauli
Bhagwan, P.S. & P.O.- Kartahan, District- Vaishali.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The Union of India through the Principal Secretary, Department of Human
Resources, Govt. of India, New Delhi.

2. The Chairman, the Central Board of Secondary Education, Shiksha Kendra, 2,
Community Centre, Preet Vihar, Delhi- 110092.

3. The Secretary, the Central Board of Secondary Education, Shiksha Kendra, 2,
Community Centre, Preet Vihar, Delhi- 110092.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Arvind Kumar Sinha
For the Respondent/s U.O.I.:  Mr. S.D. Sanjay, Addl. Solicitor General

 Mr. Abhay Shankar Jha, C.G.C.
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH

ORAL ORDER

4 07-08-2018  The  petitioner  has  grievance  that  his  answers  to

question nos. 156, 148 and 49 in the NEET examination has not

been properly evaluated.  It is his claim that the answer, which

the petitioner has marked in the test, to the said questions were

correct.   In  support  of  his  plea,  the  petitioner  is  relying  on

certain books.

The Court cannot go into correctness of the decision

of  the  experts  in  the  matter  of  evaluation  of  answers  to  the

questions  in  the  competitive  examination  based  on  objective

type  test.   The  petitioner  has  claimed  that  he  has  filed  a

representation before the Central Board of Secondary Education
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(C.B.S.E.) against wrong framing of model answers.  There is

no  statement,  however,  made  in  the  writ  application, as  to

whether  the  petitioner  raised  any  objection  against  model

answers prepared by the C.B.S.E., which had conducted the said

examination.   In  that  view  of  the  matter,  no  interference  is

required by this  Court.   Relief  sought  in  the  writ  application

cannot be granted.

This application is dismissed.  
  

Pawan/Ragini
(Chakradhari Sharan Singh, J)
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