HON’BLE SRl JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILU

W.P.N0.30133 OF 2018

ORDER

Thiswrit petition isfiled seeking the following relief :-

..... to issue a Writ, Order or Direction particularly one
in the nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the impugned Final
Key and Revised Key dated 29.5.2018 and corrected Final dated
12.06.2018 published by the 2" Respondent without considering
the objections and representations of the Petitioners with
respect to Question ID: 90471922391, 90471922403,
90471922280, 90471922394, 90471922385, 90471922252,
90471922329 and 90471922331 Teacher Recruitment Test to the
post of Physical Education Teacher under Notification No.
56/ 2017 dated 21.10.2017 issued by the 2™ Respondent as
totally illegal, without jurisdiction, violation of Articles 14, 16
and 21 of the Constitution of India and consequently direct the
Respondents to constitute Expert Committee to consider the
objections of the Petitioners and to correct the Final Key and
revise the result of the Petitioners as per their entitlement with

”

all consequential reliefs....! i

Heard i SRahul Reddy, learned counsel appearing for the
petitioners, learned Government Pleader for Education appearing
for the 1s respondent and Si D.Bala Kishan Rao, learned Sanding
Counsel appearing for the 21 resgpondent- Telangana Sate Public
Service Commission

Pursuant to the notification dated 21.10.2017 issued by the 2nd
respondent, the petitioners have appeared for the written
examination for the post of Physical Education Teacher. The
grievance of the petitionersisthat in the written examination, some
questions were given ambiguousdly yielding more than one answer
and in resgpect of some questions, though the petitioners have

answered correctly, in the final key published by the respondents,



the same were shown incorrect. Hence, they are deprived of their
right of securing valuable marks though they answered the
questions correctly. To strengthen their case, the petitioners have
relied upon certain material.

Leamed counsel appearing for the petitioners submits that
the exercise undertaken by the respondentsin finalizing the final key
without consulting the expers is arbitrary and illegal and that
appropriate direction be given to the respondentsto award marks
to the petitioners in respect of the questions to which they have
written correct answers.

Learmned Sanding Counsel appearing forthe 2M respondent
contendsthat the preliminary key waspublished on 14.3.2018 giving
time to the candidates to file their objections from 21.3.2018 to
31.3.2018; that objectionswere received and those objectionswere
referred to the Expert Committee and based on the report of the
Expert Committee, final key was published on 3.5.2018; that again
objections were called for and sent to the Expert Committee and
after consulting with the Expert Committee, revised final key was
published on 29.5.2018; that after consultation with the expers
minute care was taken for publishing the final key correctly; and
that no illegality hasbeen committed by the respondents.

Having considered the rival submissonsmade by the learned
counsel on either side, this Court is of the view that the petitioners
are relying on some text books to strengthen their case that the
answers written by them are correct and final key published by the
respondents is incorrect. Learned Sanding Counsel for the 2nd

respondent relied on the report of the Expert Committee to



contend that the final key published by the respondentsis correct.
In view of the same, it is difficult for this Court to adjudicate the
matter since this Court hasno expertise knowledge to deal with the
disputed questions. When both the parties are relying on certain
documentsto prove theircase, it would be appropriate to refer the
matter once again to the Expert Committee consisting of
academiciansto re-examine the disputed questionsby looking into
the material placed before this Court and prepare a revised final
key, and if there is any change in the final key, it should be
extended to the candidates who have participated in the said
selections.

Accordingly, the Writ Petition is disposed of directing the
respondents to refer the disputed questions numbering 9, out of
which, 4 are incorrect keys and 5 are deleted, to the Expenr
Committee conssting of academicians for further examination
within a period of two weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of
this order. Based on the report of the Expert Committee, final key
hasto be published by the respondents and if there isany change
in the final key, after consultation with the Expert Committee, the
said benefit has to be extended to the candidates who have
appeared in the examination, including the petitioners herein. No
costs.

Miscellaneouspetitions, if any, pending shall stand closed.

JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVIU
17.07.2019
Prv






