IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP-28061-2018 (O&M)
Date of Decision:29.01.2019

Ekta ... Petitioner

Versus

Mabharishi Dayanand University & another ... Respondents

CORAM:- HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA.

Present: Mr. Ramender Chauhan, Advocate for the petitioner.

TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA, J. (ORAL)

As per pleadings on record, petitioner appeared in the 5"
Semester Examination pertaining to B.Sc. (Non-Medical) under the
Maharishi Dayanand University, Rohtak in the year 2016.

Apparently, the petitioner opted to have her grade/marks re-
evaluated pertaining to two papers of the 5™ Semester i.e. Mathematics-II
(Group & Rings) and Mathematics-III (Dynamics).

Instant writ petition has been filed praying for a mandamus for
directing the respondents to grant to the petitioner the actual marks secured
by her in the afore noticed two papers and accordingly, the marks sheet be
modified and issued.

Having heard counsel for the petitioner at length, this Court is
of the considered view that the prayer made in the instant petition is without
any basis and cannot be accepted.

Placed on record at Annexure P-3 is a communication dated

19.05.2016 issued by the Maharishi Dayanand University, Rohtak and a
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perusal of the same would reveal that the exercise of re-evaluation pertaining
to the two subjects in question of the 5" Semester, B.Sc. (non-medical) was
undertaken and as per which the previous result for Mathematics-II
remained intact i.e. having been awarded 2 marks and for Mathematics-III
marks have been increased from 12 to 20.

Counsel argued that the marks during the course of re-
evaluation had been increased substantially by the evaluator but actual
benefit has not been given to the petitioner while issuing the revised result
upon re-evaluation.

However, there is no material on record to substantiate such
contention. Even otherwise the result upon re-evaluation was declared in the
year 2016. Instant petition has been filed in the year 2018. The delay in
filing the instant petition has gone unexplained.

No basis for interference is made out.

Dismissed.
29.01.2019 (TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA)
harjeet JUDGE
i) Whether speaking/reasoned? Yes/No

iil)  Whether reportable? Yes/No
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