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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 8098/2026 & CM APPL. 38646/2026 

 RANVIJAY SINGH THROUGH HIS FATHER .....Petitioner 

 

Through: Mr. Abshishek Gautam and Mr. 

Shubham Soni, Advocates. 

 

    versus 

 

UNION OF INDIA & ANR    .....Respondents 

 

Through: Mr. Brijesh Yadav, SPC with Ms. 

Nikita, Mr. Sandeep Yadv, Mr. Sawan 

Saini, Mr. Rahul Yadav, Mr. Anirudh 

Nagar, Mr. Hari Mohan and Mr. Kunal 

Chaudhary, Advocates for UOI. 

Mr.  Sanjay Khanna, Ms. Pragya 

Bhusan and Mr. Saurabh Pandey, 

Advocates for NTA. 

 

 CORAM: 

 HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AMIT SHARMA 

    O R D E R 

%    05.06.2026 

1. This hearing has been done through hybrid mode.  

CM APPL. 38645/2026 (exemption) 

2. Allowed, subject to all just exceptions. The application is disposed of. 

W.P.(C) 8098/2026 & CM APPL. 38646/2026 (interim relief) 

3. The present petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, 

1950, seeks the following prayers: - 

 

“a) Issue a Writ of Mandamus or any other appropriate writ, order 

or direction directing Respondents to permit the petitioner to 
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participate in the missed examination of Common University 

Entrance Test (UG)-2026 for subject - Mathematics in any 

city/examination centre on any date of 06.06.2026 and 07.06.2026, 

in the interest of justice;  

 

Any other or further orders or directions which this Hon'ble Court 

may deem fit and proper in the facts and circumstances of the case 

be also passed by the Hon'ble Court in favour of the Petitioner and 

against the Respondents.” 

 

4. By way of the present petition, the petitioner is seeking direction to the 

respondents to permit the petitioner to participate in a missed examination of 

Common University Entrance Test (UG)-2026 for the subject-Mathematics in 

any city/examination centre on 06.06.2026 or 07.06.2026.  

5. It is stated in the petition that the petitioner was allotted an examination 

center at Agra, Uttar Pradesh, for his exam scheduled on 21.05.2025 from 

09:00 AM to 12:00 PM. It is further stated that owing to delay in arrival of 

the Vande Bharat Express Train by which the petitioner was travelling to the 

exam center, he could reach the examination centre at approximately 08:45 

AM. It is alleged that the petitioner was denied participation in the first paper 

despite his presence at the examination center. It was further stated that 

immediately upon being denied entry to the first examination paper, the 

petitioner and his father approached concerned officials and requested that the 

petitioner be permitted to undertake the examination. Then, he was allowed 

to appear/take the said examination.  

6. After the exam, the petitioner also addressed representations through 

mail on 24.05.2026 to respondent No.2 explaining the circumstances which 

led to delay and requesting a fair opportunity to undertake the missed paper. 

Despite said representation, no response was received from respondent 

No.2/NTA. It is further stated in the petition that respondent No.2 has issued 
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public notices on 27.05.2026 whereby, certain examinations have been re-

scheduled for 06.06.2026 and 07.06.2026 for the candidates affected due to 

technical glitch in CUET (UG)-2026 on 30.05.2026. Thus, the present petition 

has been filed seeking an opportunity to undertake the missed Mathematics 

exam on 06.06.2026 or 07.06.2026. 

7. In the representation/email dated 24.05.2026, the petitioner had stated 

that, at the main gate, he was initially stopped by the security staff and was 

not allowed to enter immediately, and permitted entry after some time, 

following which additional time was taken for frisking and document 

verification procedures. It was further stated that by the time he reached his 

allotted lab, the Mathematics examination had already started. The invigilator 

informed him that he would not be allowed to appear for that paper as the 

exam had commenced. Later, he was permitted to appear for the remaining 

two examinations, i.e., Physics, and Physical Education. During the course of 

hearing, it was, however, also argued by the learned counsel for the petitioner 

that on account of delay, the Mathematics paper was not displayed on the 

computer terminal.  

8. Learned counsel for respondent No.2/NTA, who appears on an advance 

notice, submits that the plea taken in the present petition is itself incorrect. It 

is the case of respondent No.2 that the petitioner was allowed to appear in the 

examination, and as per the audit log in possession of respondent No.2, he had 

appeared in the examination for all the three papers, starting from 09:00 AM 

to 12:00 PM. It is further pointed out that the paper for Physical Examination 

was held from 09:00 AM to 10:00 AM, Mathematics was from 10:00 AM to 

11:00 AM, and Physics was from 11:00 AM to 12:00 PM. It is pointed out 

that the petitioner’s case that he could not appear for the Mathematics 
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examination on account of delay in commuting to Agra is, therefore, 

completely false. Learned counsel for respondent No.2/NTA submits that the 

audit log placed on record shows that the petitioner was on the computer 

terminal at 09:00 AM. It is pointed out that the alleged Mathematics exam 

was scheduled and started from 10:00 AM to 11:00 AM, and by that time, the 

petitioner was already allotted a computer and he, in fact, was taking his exam 

at that relevant point in time. Learned counsel has referred to the relevant 

entries in the audit log to demonstrate the same. Learned counsel for 

respondent No. 2 has by way an email sent to the Court today shown an audit 

log to demonstrate the same, and the same is taken on record. 

9. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that it is the case of the latter 

that on account of delay in reaching the examination centre, he was not 

allowed to take the examination of Mathematics. It is also an admitted case of 

the petitioner that he had reached the examination centre by 09:00 AM and 

was allotted the computer terminal. 

10. In the mail dated 24.05.2026 sent by the petitioner to the respondents, 

it is stated that he was allotted the lab and by that time, the Mathematics 

examination had already started, and thereafter, the invigilator informed him 

that he would not be allowed to appear for the Mathematics paper. 

11. The aforesaid stand of the petitioner is clearly contradictory to the audit 

log placed on record by respondent No.2/NTA before this Court.  

12. During the course of hearing, it was also argued by the learned counsel 

for the petitioner that on account of delay, the Mathematics paper was not 

displayed on the computer terminal. The same is clearly contradictory to his 

own representation/e-mail dated 24.05.2026 sent to the respondents, as 

pointed out herein above in which it is stated that the invigilator had not 
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allowed him to appear for the Mathematics exam.  

13. In these circumstances, the stand of the petitioner that he was not 

allowed to take/appear for Mathematics exam on 21.05.2026 on account of 

delay in reaching the exam centre does not correspond with, and the same is 

belied from the audit log placed on record by respondent No.2/NTA. 

14. In view thereof, this Court is not inclined to grant reliefs to the 

petitioner as prayed for. 

15. Accordingly, the present petition is dismissed and disposed of in the 

aforesaid terms. 

16. Pending application(s), if any, also stands disposed of accordingly. 

17. Order be uploaded on the website of this Court, forthwith. 

 

 

AMIT SHARMA, J 

(VACATION JUDGE) 

JUNE 05, 2026/bsr/ns 
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