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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.15932 of 2018

Seema Devi, wife of Raghubir Singh, resident of Village- Behrar, now
Hatwana, P.O.- Ghaloon, Tehsil- Banga on Una Himachal Pradesh, At present
Officer Training Academy, Gaya, P.S.- Magadh Medical College, District-
Gaya.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The Chairman, Central Board of Secondary Education 'Shiksha Kendra' (2)
Communiti Center Preet Vihar, Delhi- 11092.
The Controller of Examination, C.B.S.E. 'Shiksha Kendra (2) Community
Center Preet Vihar, Delhi.
The Regional Officer, Central Board of Secondary Education, Ambika
Complex, Behind State Bank Colony, near Bramsthan, Sheikhpura, Raza
Bazar, Bailey Road, Patna, Bihar.
The Principal, Kendriya Vidyalaya No. 2 ASC Centre (North), Pahrpur (North
Gaya Bihar- 823005).

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Praveen Kumar
For the Respondent/s  : Mr. Vinay Krishna Tripathy

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN
SINGH
ORAL ORDER

The petitioner is mother of Sourav Mankotia, who
passed Class-X Examination, held by the Central Board of
Secondary Education in 2017. Petitioner’s name has been
entered in the grade sheet-cum-certificate of performance issued
by the Board as ‘Seema Mankotia’.

The petitioner filed an application before the Board
for correcting her name as mother of Sourav Mankotia, as
according to the petitioner, her name is ‘Seema Devi’ and
‘Seema Mankotia’ has been incorrectly entered in the grade

sheet-cum-certificate of performance and other documents. The
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said application has been rejected by the impugned
communication dated 04.03.2018 issued by the Board, which
has been brought on record by way of Annexure 3 and which is
under challenge in the present writ application.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner
draws my attention to Annexure 1 of the writ application, which,
according to the petitioner, was application for admission of the
petitioner’s son. Based on the said document, learned counsel
for the petitioner submits that the petitioner’s name was
mentioned as ‘Seema Devi’ at the time of admission and not
‘Seema Mankotia’. Learned counsel for the petitioner, however,
does not dispute that in subsequent school records, the
petitioner’s name was mentioned as ‘Seema Mankotia’ and even
in the application for registration and examination form, the
petitioner’s name was mentioned as ‘Seema Mankotia’. From
the impugned order, I notice that the petitioner’s case for
correction has been rejected by the Board on the ground that the
desired correction did not match with the school records.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has not been able to
satisty this Court that the said finding, recorded by the Board in
the impugned order is incorrect. Learned counsel for the

petitioner has attempted to persuade this Court that if the Court
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directs correction in the petitioner’s name, that will not
adversely affect any third party and a sympathetic view needs to
be taken since in other documents petitioner’s name has been
mentioned as ‘Seema Devi’ and not ‘Seema Mankotia’.

The certificates issued by the Board have their own
sanctity. In appropriate cases, correction can be made when the
entries are found to be incorrect. There is no dispute that the
entry is based on the school record. The decision of the Board
in such circumstances, cannot be said to be bad, requiring this
Court’s interference.

This application is accordingly dismissed.

(Chakradhari Sharan Singh, J)



