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ISSUE: Are the regulations denying the request for re-grading exami-
nation answers, for reasons other than obvious errors (which
may be found by formal check), by the participants of exami-

nations held by the relevant authority consistent with the Con-

Article 23 of the Act Governing the Administration of Exami-
nation (¥3X7% % —+ =4%&) ; Act for Examination Supervi-
sion ( Ef3XJ% ) ; Articles 7 and 8 of the Regulation Governing

the Review of the Grades upon the Application of Civil Ser-
vice Test Participants ( J&# A W 354 & F X R G IR LI E

examination ( #3,) , review of grades (# & 4 ) **

HOLDING: For the examina-
tions held by the relevant authority, the
grading members give the grades while
the names on the answer sheets are cov-
ered to ensure the examinees’ privacy.

Once the seal is removed, the answer

*  Translated by Pijan Wu.
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sheet should not be re-graded upon the
request of the examinee unless there is
any obvious error regarding the grades,
which can be found by formal check. The
purpose is to maintain the impartiality and
fairness of examinations. Article 8 of the
Regulation Governing the Review of the
Grades upon the Application of Civil Ser-
vice Test Participants, as revised by the
Examination Yuan on November 12,
1986, provides that “for the review of the
examination grade, the applicant may not
request re-grading, model answers, or the
viewing/copying of the answer sheets;
also, the applicant may not request the
identity of any grader or other relevant
information.” Such rule is to uphold the
abovementioned principle and is consis-
tent with Article 23 of the Act Governing
the Administration of Examination re-
garding the “confidentiality requirement
for the persons administering examina-
tions,” and is not in contravention with the
Constitution. However, the review of ex-
amination grades is relevant to the interest
of the participants, and, therefore, should

be made clear by law.
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REASONING: For the exami-
nations held by the relevant authority, ex-
amination commissions are established to
set the standards for test questions, grad-
ing, evaluating, admission and review of
grades. Furthermore, the Control Yuan
assigns ombudsmen to monitor the cus-
tody of test questions, the sealing of an-
swer sheets, the check of the seal, the re-
view of grades and the post-
ing/announcement of test results. The
ombudsmen shall report to the Control
Yuan upon the finding of any collusion,
switching answer sheets or other cheating
behavior. These rules are made clear in
the Act Governing the Administration of

Examination and the Act for Examination

Supervision.

For the abovementioned examina-
tions, the graders correct the examination
papers while the names on the answer
sheets are covered to protect the exami-
nees’ privacy. Once the seal is removed,
the answer sheet should not be re-graded
upon the request of the examinee unless
there is any obvious error regarding the

grades, which can be found by formal
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check. The reasons are that the grading by
the previous grader may have been seen
and that the identity of the examinee may
have been known. Under such circum-
stances, it is difficult to maintain the im-
partiality and fairness of examinations.
Article 8 of the Regulation Governing the
Review of the Grades upon the Applica-
tion of Civil Test Participants, as revised
by the Examination Yuan on November
12, 1986, provides that “for the review of
the examination grade, the applicant may
not request re-grading, model answers, or
the viewing/copying of the answer sheets;
nor may the applicant request the identity
of the grader or other relevant informa-
tion.” Such rule is to uphold the impartial-
ity and fairness of the examination. Also,
it is necessary to maintain respect for the
academic evaluation of the grader and is
consistent with Article 23 of the Act Gov-
erning the Administration of Examination
regarding the “confidentiality requirement
for the persons administering examina-
tions.” In the event there is any obvious
error such as failure to grade certain an-
swers, Article 7 of the abovementioned

Regulation provides for appropriate
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remedies. Therefore, the Regulation is not
in contravention with the Constitution.
However, the review of examination
grades is relevant to the interest of the
participants, and, therefore, should be

made clear by law.

Justice Yueh-Sheng Weng filed dissenting
opinion in part, in which Justice Zu-

Zan Yang, Justice Geng Wu joined.
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