
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

 

W.P.No.30133 OF 2018 

ORDER 

 

 This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

 
“ ……. to issue a Writ ,  Order or Direct ion part icularly 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 2nd Respondent  without  considering 

the obj ect ions and representat ions of the Pet it ioners with 

respect  to Quest ion ID: 90471922391, 90471922403, 

90471922280, 90471922394, 90471922385, 90471922252, 

90471922329 and 90471922331 Teacher Recruitment  Test  to the 

post  of Physical Educat ion Teacher under Not if icat ion No. 

56/ 2017 dated 21.10.2017 issued by the 2nd Respondent  as 

totally il legal, without  j urisdict ion, violat ion of Art icles 14, 16 

and 21 of the Const itut ion of  India and consequent ly direct  the 

Respondents to const itute Expert  Commit tee to consider the 

obj ect ions of the Pet it ioners and to correct  the Final Key and 

revise the result  of the Pet it ioners as per their ent it lement  with 

all consequent ial reliefs……” .  

        
Heard  Sri S.Rahul Reddy, lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the 

petitioners, lea rned  Government Pleader for Educ a tion appearing 

for the 1st respondent and  Sri D.Ba la  Kishan Rao, lea rned  Stand ing 

Counsel appearing  for the 2nd  respondent- Telangana  Sta te Pub lic  

Servic e Commission 

Pursuant to the notific a tion da ted  21.10.2017 issued  by the 2nd  

respondent, the petitioners have appeared  for the written 

examina tion for the post of Physic a l Educ a tion Teac her.  The 

grievanc e of the petitioners is tha t in the written examina tion, some 

questions were g iven ambiguously yield ing  more than one answer 

and  in respec t of some questions, though the petitioners have 

answered  c orrec tly, in the fina l key pub lished  by the respondents, 
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the same were shown inc orrec t. Henc e, they a re deprived  of their 

right of sec uring  va luab le marks though they answered  the 

questions c orrec tly.  To strengthen their c ase, the petitioners have 

relied  upon c erta in materia l. 

Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioners submits tha t 

the exerc ise undertaken by the respondents in fina lizing  the fina l key 

without c onsulting  the experts is a rb itra ry and  illega l and  tha t 

appropria te d irec tion be g iven to the respondents to award  marks 

to the petitioners in respec t of the questions to whic h they have 

written c orrec t answers.  

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the 2nd   respondent 

c ontends tha t the p relimina ry key was pub lished  on 14.3.2018 g iving  

time to the c and ida tes to file their ob jec tions from 21.3.2018 to 

31.3.2018; tha t ob jec tions were rec eived  and  those ob jec tions were 

referred  to the Expert Committee and  based  on the report of the 

Expert Committee, fina l key was pub lished  on 3.5.2018; tha t aga in 

ob jec tions were c a lled  for and  sent to the Expert Committee and  

a fter c onsulting  with the Expert Committee, revised  fina l key was 

pub lished  on 29.5.2018; tha t a fter c onsulta tion with the experts 

minute c a re was taken for pub lishing the fina l key c orrec tly; and  

tha t no illega lity has been c ommitted  by the respondents. 

Having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by the lea rned  

c ounsel on either side, this Court is of the view tha t the petitioners 

a re relying  on some text books to strengthen their c ase tha t the 

answers written by them are c orrec t and  fina l key pub lished  by the 

respondents is inc orrec t. Learned  Stand ing Counsel for the 2nd  

respondent relied  on the report of the Expert Committee to 
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c ontend  tha t the fina l key pub lished  by the respondents is c orrec t. 

In view of the same, it is d iffic ult for this Court to ad jud ic a te the 

matter sinc e this Court has no expertise knowledge to dea l with the 

d isputed  questions.  When both the parties a re relying  on c erta in 

doc uments to p rove their c ase, it would  be appropria te to refer the 

matter onc e aga in to the Expert Committee c onsisting  of 

ac ademic ians to re-examine the d isputed  questions by looking into 

the materia l p lac ed  before this Court and  p repare a  revised  fina l 

key, and  if there is any c hange in the fina l key, it should  be 

extended  to the c and ida tes who have partic ipa ted  in the sa id  

selec tions. 

Ac c ord ing ly, the Writ Petition is d isposed  of d irec ting  the 

respondents to refer the d isputed  questions numbering  9, out of 

whic h, 4 a re inc orrec t keys and  5 a re deleted , to the Expert 

Committee c onsisting  of ac ademic ians for further examina tion 

within a  period  of two weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of 

this order. Based  on the report of the Expert Committee, fina l key 

has to be pub lished  by the respondents and  if there is any c hange 

in the fina l key, a fter c onsulta tion with the Expert Committee, the 

sa id  benefit has to be extended  to the c and ida tes who have 

appeared  in the examina tion, inc lud ing the petitioners herein. No 

c osts. 

Misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing  sha ll stand  c losed .  

 

_____________________________ 

JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

17.07.2019 

Prv 
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