
THE HON' BLE SRI  JUSTI CE S.V.BHATT 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .3 9 5 1 7  o f  2 0 1 6  

ORDER:  

 

Heard Mr. G. Eswaraiah for pet it ioner.  

 

2. Pet it ioner prays for Mandam us declar ing the inact ion of 

respondents in passing order on the representat ion filed by pet it ioner 

as illegal and unconst itut ional. 

 

3. Pet it ioner is pursuing B.Tech (EEE)  – I V year in the third 

respondent  college. The third respondent  addressed let ter dated 

03.11.2016 to pet it ioner, which reads thus:  

Date:  03.11.2016 

To 

Mr. VENKAT RAJU, V 

Roll No.12R11A0249 

Geethanajali College of Engineering and Technology 

 

Dear Student ,  

 

 Sub:  You request  for issue of duplicate hall t icket  for 

at tending University exam inat ion on 4 th November 2016, and 

hall t icket  for exam inat ions commencing from 18 th November 

2016. 

 

 As per you let ter dated 3 rd November 2016, you were 

impersonated by another student  of our college on 25 th October 

2016 at  Holy Mary I nst itut ion of Technology and Science, 

Keesara (your exam inat ion centre)  in the exam inat ion hall 

where lll year ll semester supplementary exam inat ions in 

Disaster Managem ent  subject  was being held. 

The impersonat ion was not iced by HI TS college invigilators. The 

Principal of the college, we are given to understand, reported 

the m at ter to JNTUH. 

 

 As per the Malpract ice rules of R13 Academ ic 

Regulat ions of JNTUH (vide rule no.3)  a candidate who is 

impersonated will not  be “allowed to appear for exam inat ions of 

the rem aining subjects that  sem ester/ year” . Further, since 

JNTUH is already seized of the mat ter a final decision will be 

taken by it  and our college has to abide by its decision.  

As we have not  yet  received any inst ruct ions from JNTUH,  

we express our inabilit y to issue a duplicate hall t icket  as 

requested by you. 
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 With regard to the hall t icket  for exam inat ions 

com m encing from  Novem ber 18, 2016, we have not  received 

the hall t icket  from  the university. 

 

Yours sincerely 

       Sd/ -  

    Principal  

Geethanjali College of Engg. and Tech 

Cheeryal (V) , Keesara (M) , R.R. Dist .  

 

4. From  the let ter addressed by the third respondent , it  is clear the 

enquiry against  pet it ioner is taken up and the sam e is pending with 

respondents 2 and 3.  

 

5. Counsel for pet it ioner t r ies to persuade this Court  that  the hall 

t icket  of pet it ioner for the exam inat ion scheduled to be held from  

18.11.2016 is already dispatched by second respondent  and not  

delivering the hall t icket  of pet it ioner is im perm issible, illegal and 

arbit rary. 

 

6. The subm ission of counsel for pet it ioner is noted only to be 

rejected. The third respondent , who is in know of the alleged 

m alpract ice of pet it ioner, has sent  let ter on 03.11.2016. Unless and 

unt il the enquiry pending against  the pet it ioner is decided, this Court  

will not  be just ified in accept ing the general prayer of pet it ioner and 

direct  issue of hall t icket  by third respondent . The Court  is of the view 

that  the issue is exclusively in the realm  of academ ic standard and 

affairs and is not  inclined to exercise the discret ion and entertain the 

writ  pet it ion. 

 

The writ  pet it ion fails and is dism issed. As a sequel,   

the m iscellaneous applicat ions pending, if any, shall stand closed. 

There shall be no order as to costs. 

____________ 

S. V. BHATT, J 
Novem ber 17, 2016/ DSK 


