
132521

IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

(Special Originat Jurisdiction)

FRIDAY, THE TWENTY THIRD DAY OF JANUARY .

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENry SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE MRS JUSTICE SUREPALLI NANDA

WRIT PETITION NO: 2108 OF 2026

Between:

Rakasi Amav Reddy, S/o. R. Balavardhan Reddy, aged about 20 years, Occ;
Student, Fyo.41, Aditya Fort View, Manikonda, R.R.'Dist, Hyderabad.

.....PETITIONER
AND

1. The State of Telangana, represented by its Principal Secretary, Medical &
Health Family Welfare Depa(ment, Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad-5O0
055.

2. Kaloji Nararayana Rao University of Health Sciences, represented by its
Registrar, Warangal.

.....RESPONDENTS

Petition Under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue a writ of mandamus or any other direction declaring the action of

the 2nd respondent in not conducting revaluation of answer sheets of MBBS First

year Human Anatomy theory paper of the petitioner as bad in law and violation of

Articles 14, 19 and 21 of the cbnstitution of India and the principles of naturai

justice and consequently direct the Respondents to forthwith to re-evaluate answer

sheet of MBBS First year Human Anatomy theory paper of the petitioner and

permit the petitioner to verify the answer sheet of MBBS First year Human

Anatomy theory paper.
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Petition Under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circL Tstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may e pleased to direct

the Respondents to allow the Petitioner to personally verify t r ) answer scripts of

MBBS First year Human Anatomy theory paper of the exarr nation held in the

month of November , 2025 pending disposal of the writ petitior

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI SRINIVASA RAO PACHWA

Counsel for the Respondent No.1 : AGP FOR MEDICAL HEAt TH AND FAMILY
WELFARE

Counsel forthe Respondent No.2: SRI T.SHARATH, SC FOfl KALOJI
NARAYANA RAO UNIVERSITY OF HEALTH SCIENCES

The Court made the following ORDER



IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE SUREPALLI NANDA

WRIT PETITION No.21O 8 ()F 2026

DATE: 23 oL.2o26

Between:

Rakasi Arnav Reddy
Petitioner

And

The State of Telangana,

represented by its Principal Secretary,

Medical & Family Welfare Department,

Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad-500 055

& another

Respondents
ORDER

Heard Sri Srinivasa Rao pachwa, tearned counsel

appearing. on behalf of the petitioner, learned

Assistant Government pleader for Medical Health

appearing on behalf of the respondent No.1 and Sri

T.Sharath, learned Standing Counsel for Kaloji

Narayanrao University of Health Sciences appearing

on behalf of the respondent No.2.
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'tt'" u.yr_,l.,of Mandamus )r any other

:[i'ii""]fl:ffi''i"n j;::.!,.". "i i;;';;i , ,',io'naunt in
rirst year n'ur;;"'1t^tl?l of answer slt.'ts of IvtBBS
petitioner as bli'i"'ril?tlv theorv p, per of the

;:..,.i1 f ;L";n'.'["# "y,".n 
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to rortnwitrr [J ;;;j,?.t^t]t-'ti"n direct the iespondents
v"",. uumin'"n;:t;;1'''::: answer sheet : ptbss rirst

;tt S" #$;["1!;i# T"?": iii il:"j" I ; ff ffiii j;
pass such oth". o.d"r.n3n 

Anatomy thec-'r v pa jer and

3 h ti n rt rl1f as oer the
AV rm nts a e ht a ff:'d v tf iled bv he pe ront t r

u o of s r t to s_ rs under:_

3xamination

i) tfre petitioner is an MBBS student str Jying at [4NR
Medical College & Hospital, having been admrt ed during the
academic yeat 2024_25. The petitioner ap1; rared for the
First Year examinatjon held in November 20 2 > and passed
the subjects of Physiology and Biochemist-y, but was
declared as failed in Human Anatomy

Human Anatomy examination, : e petitioner
secured 81 marks out of 100 in the practica

ii) In the

and 78 marks in the thr-oory examination, fa Ilirr,

L

short by a
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marginal two marks to be declared as passed. As the

petitioner could not secure the required aggregate of 50o/o

marks in theory and practical, the petitioner was declared as

fa iled in Human Anatomy.

iii) Aggrieved by the result and suspecting improper

evaluation, the petitioner approached the respondent

University seeking verification of the answer scripts. The

petitioner was inFormed that there is no provision for re_

evaluation or personal verification of answer scripts and that

only recounting is permitted. Aggrieved by the refusal of the

respondent authorities to permit personal verification of the

answer scripts, the petitioner approached this Court by filing

the present writ petition.

4. PERUSE THE RECO D:

A) The A xCourt in the Judqment reoorted tn

20 11 (8 ) scc Paoe 497 in Central oard of Second rv

Educatio nVs tva BandoDadhAdi avand others at
Para No. 8 observed as un er:

'la.... w art on r ts
e exa mrnouestion whether th lSe titled to
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'-!certified cooaes thereof. This right is clair
the students, not with reference to the rules r

laws of examining bodies, but under the F

which enables them and entitles them to hav()
to the answer books as 'information' and
them and take.certified copies thereof. Secti<r
Rl-I Act provides that the provisions of the 3

will have effect, notwithstanding .I
inconsistent therewith contained in any other
the tlme being in force. Therefore the provis
the RTI Act will prevail over the provision:;
bye-laws/rules of the examining bodies in rr:,

examinations. As a result, unless the examinir
is able to demonstrate that the answer br,r
under the exempted category of infr r

described in clause (e) of section 8(1) of RTI I
exami n no bodv will he horr nd tfl nrov de

rules/bve-laws of the examinino

to an examinee to inspect and take copie5 of his
v a wer boo eve _ such

g er the
_ bodv

insDection or takinq cooies is barred un

oovern r no he exa mtnat lons Thcrefo r1 :, thet
decision of this urt in Maharashtra _ Board
(suora) and the subseouent decisions fo! owino
the same, will not alter or interfere vvi :h the
riqht of the examinee seekinq insoec! on of
answer-books or tak ino certified _:opres
thereof

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIO N

5. Learned counsel appearing on behalF of :l e petitioner

submits that the subject issue in the present v' it petition is

squarely covered by thg order of this ( ourt dated

09.01.2026 passed in !v.P. No.1225 of 2026 all I hence, the

petitioner is entitled for the similar relief as ex: Inded to the

petitioner in W.P. No. 1225 of 2026.
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6. Learned Assistant Government Pleader appearing on

behalf of the respondent No.1 and the learned Standing

Counsel appearing on behalf of the respondent No.2 do not

dispute the said submission made by the learned counsel

appearing on behalf of the petitioner.

7. This Court opines that the Grievance Committee

of the 2"d respondent University is bound to consider

the request of the petitioner for revaluation of answer

sheets of MBBS l"t year Human Anatomy Theory

paper of the petitioner in view of the specific

observations of the Apex Court Judgment (referred to

and extracted above),

8 TAKING INTO CONSIDE TION:

(a) The aforesaid facts and circumstances of

the case,

(b) The submissions made by the learned

counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner, tearned

Assistant Government Pleader appearing on behalf of

i
I

!

i
I

I
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the respondent No.1 and the learrr :d counsel

appearing on behalf of the respondent No. ,-,

(c) The Apex Court judgment reported in 2O11

(8) SCC Page 497 (referred to and extract( d above).

(d) The order of this Court, dated O9.O1.2O25

passed in W.P.No.1225 of 2026.

(e) The discussion and conclusion ,r ; arrived at

para Nos.S to 7 ofthe present order,

The writ petition is disposed of in t1 rms of the

order of this Court dated 09 .o1.2026 oas ,.! ed in W.P.

No. L225 of 2026. ith an observat ion I rat_1 as nd

whe the D tioner aooroaches the Gr ieva nce

mmi eof nd r tv inql DAV

the recluisite fees. the oetitioner shail be t1 rrmitted to

re rifv oeti tioner's answer sheet of MB s 1"t vt r

Hu an Ana tomv eorv P Der, d lv rkino into

consideration the observations of the Aog r Court in
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the iudqment (referred to and extracted above).

However. there shall no order as to costs.

Miscellaneous petltions, if any, pending in this Writ

Petition, shall stand closed.

SD/. M.OSMAN ALI BA]G

//TRUE coPY// ASslsrANEGlsrRAR

ro sEcffoN oFFtcER
1. The Principal Secretary, Medical & Health Family Welfare Department,Secretariat Buildinqs,.state of felinga;; atilyjerabad_500 055.2. The Registrar, Kal6ii Nararayana Rao University of Health Sciences,Warangal.
3 lwo ccs to Gp FoR IvrEDrcAL HEALTH AND FAMTLY WELFARE. HiohCourt for the State of.Teransana ,aHtd";;b;;.'fouii ' " -'' ^, \,-! , ',v,,
4. one CC to SRt SRtNtVAsa"RAb in6u-r,rj,ilnoi,"cate [opUC]5. one cc to sRtr.sHARArH, SC ron riiildiilvnneynNn neoUNtVERStTy OF HEALTH screr.rCis, no-riocut" fop.bi " ."
6. Two CD Cooies

SA
a



C.C. TODAY

HIGH COURT

DATED:2310112026

ORDER

WP.No.2108 of 2026

DISPOSING OF THE W.P

WITHOUT COSTS.
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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE SUREPALLI NANDA..

WRIT PETITION No.1225 OF 2026

DATE: 09.O1.2O25

Between :

Ette Rahul Siddarth Reddy
Petitioner

And

The State of Telangana, Rep. by its
Principal Secretary, Health Medical and
Family Welfare Department, Hyderabad & another

Respondents
ORDER:

Heard Sri L. Ram Singh, learned counsel appearing on

behalf of the petitioner, learned Assistant Government

Pleader for Medical Health appearing on behalf of the

respondent No.1 and Sri T.Sharath, learned Standing

Counsel for Kaloji Narayanrao University of Health

Sciences appearing on behalf of the respondent No.2.

2. The Detitioner aDDroaclred the Court seekinq Drilvrer

as under:

"...to lssue a Writ of Mandamus or any other directlon
declaring the action of the 2nd respondent in not conducting
revaluation of answer sheets of MBBS First year Human
Anatomy theory paper of the petitioner as bad in law and
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violation of Articles 14, 19 and 21 of the constitl -ion of India
and the principles of natural justice and conse,l rently direct
the Respondents to forthwith to re-evaluate an3 ver sheet of
MBBS First Year Human Anatomy theory pri per of the
petitioner and permit the petitioner to verifl the answer
sheet of MBBS First year Human Anatomy thecr / paper and
pass such other order.-."

3. The case of the petitioner in brief is that the petitioner is an

MBBS student at RVM Institute of Medical Scier:es & Research

Centre, Mulugu, who had been admitted in thr-' academic year

2024-2025 and appeared for the MBBS First Y( ar Examination

conducted by the 2nd respondent University in \ cvember 2025.

On declaration of the results, the petiticr er passed in

Biochemistry and Physiology but failed in Humtrt Anatomy. In

Human Anatomy, the petitioner secured 79 out c f 200 marks in

theory-one mark short of the minimum require(l -and 71 out of

100 marks in practicals. As the petitioner failec to secure the

requisite aggregate of 50o/o in theory and practic,l combined, the

petitioner was declared failed in the subject. Be eving that the

petitioner had performed well in the theory € ) amination and

suspecting improper evaluation, the petitioner soL lht revaluation

of petitioner's theory answer script. The Universit, informed him

that its regulations permit only recounting of rrarks and not

revaluation. The petitioner accordingly applied forecounting, but

no change in marks was found. Subsequently, the petitioner
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requested personal verification and supply of petitioner's answer

script, which was also denied on the ground that the University

rules do not provide for personal verification or furnishing of

answer scripts beyond recounting. Aggrieved by the denial of

revaluation and personal verification, and apprehending errors in

decoding, scanning, uploading, or evaluation of petitioner's theory

answer script, the petitioner filed the present writ petition seeking

appropriate relief.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION :

4. The Apex Court in the Judqment reDorted in 2O11 (8)

SCC Paqe 497 in Central Board of Secondary Education Vs.

Aditva Bandopadhyay and others at Para No.18 observed

as under:

*18.... What arises for consideration is the
question whether the examjnete is entitled to
insDect his evaluated answer books or take
certified copies thereof. This right is claimed by the
students, not with reference to the rules or bye-laws
of examining bodies, but under the RTI Act which
enables them and entitles them to have access to the
answer books as 'information' and inspect them and
take certified copies thereof. Section 22 of RTI Act
provides that the provisions of the said Act will have
effect, notwithstanding anything inconsistent
therewith contained in any other law for the time
being in force. Therefore the provisions of the RTI Act
will prevail over the provisions of the bye-laws/rules of
the examining bodies in regard to examinations. As a
result, unless the examining body is able to



4
- SN,J

w.P. No.1225 of 2026

demonstrate that the answer books fall L nder the
exempted category of information describe<l in clause
(e) of section B(1) of RTI Act, the examinjno bodv
will be bound toD vide access toanl I <amrnee
to insoect and ta e coDres ofhisr 1 raluatbd
answer books even if such tnsoection ( r takinq
coDies is barred under the rules /bve-la y's of the
examinano bodv oovernino the exanr nations.
Therefore. t ed ecision ofh this ( )urt ln
Ma ha rashtra Bo ard (su Dra ) and the su! sequent
decisions followino the same, will not_ alter or
interfere with the rioht of theexamtne( I seekino

of n er-b ksort :ertified
cooies thereof."

4. Learned counsel appearing on behalF of :he petitiorler

submits that the subject issue in the present v rit petition is

squarely covered by the order of this Court dand 07.01.2026

passed in W.P. No.5B5 of 2026 and hence, tf ( petitioner is

entitled for the similar relief as extended to the pe I tioner in W.p.

No. 585 of 2026.

5. Learned Assistant Government Pleader appea'ing on behalf

of the respondent No.1 and the learned Star Cing Counsel

appearing on behalf of the respondent No.2 do rr, ,t dispute the

said submission made by the learned counsel appea -ing on behalf

of the petitioner.

6. This Court opines that the Grievance (: )mmittee of

the 2nd respondent University is bound to r onsider the
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request of the petitioner for revaluation of answer sheets

of MBBS 1't year Human Anatomy Theory paper of the

petitioner in view of the specific observations of the Apex

Court Judgment (referred to and extracted above),

7. TAKING INTO C NSIDERATION:

(a) The aforesaid facts and circumstances of the

case,

(b) The submissions made by the learned counsel

appearing on behalf of the petitioner, learned Assistant

Government Pleader appearing on behalf of the respondent

No.1 and the learned counsel appearing on behalf of the

respondent No.2,

(c) The Apex Court judgment reported in 2O11 (8)

SCC Page 497 (referred to and extracted above).

(d) The order of this Court, dated 07.O1.2026 passed

in W.P.No.585 of 2026.
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(e) The discussion and conclusion as , rrrived at para

Nos.4 to 5 of the present order,

The writ oetit!onls disoos d of in terr I s of the order

f thi ou da d o as P. No. 585 of

2026, with an observation that- as ald when

I

the

Det tioner DDTOA ches th Griev nce Commi the 2dt :ee of

res nden Universitv bv DAV ln e reoui: itth e fees. the

oetitioner shall beD ermattedtor everilI Detitioner's

wer ee MB S1$v ear H man An

dul takin into consider

tomv Theorv

Pa tion eo ! ;ervations of

.; nd extracted

above). However, there shall be no order stE costs.

Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending in thi: Wrlt petition,

shall stand closed.

MRS. JUSTICE SUREF ALLI NANDA

Date: 09.O1.2026
Yukr

r

Note:

Registry is directed to append copy of the orderr
of this Court dated 07.OL.2OZ6 pijsea in
W.P. No.585 ot 2026 .
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