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PER COURT
1. Heard.
2. Learned counsel for petitioner states that since 2009, the

petitioner was allotted centre for HSC examination. The same is
abruptly cancelled. The show cause notice was issued to the
petitioner on 10.11.2016. The same was assailed in the present Writ
Petition. The learned counsel submits that the petitioner College
has all the necessary infrastructure and the students. Girl students
are more. If the centre is allotted at other place, it will be difficult

for the students of the petitioner No.2 to travel long distance and

appear for the examination. The learned counsel submits that even
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the order dated 25.1.2017 was not served to the petitioner till filing
of the Writ Petition and it was served only on 1.2.2017.

3. Ms.Mahajan, learned counsel for Respondent No.2 states
that petitioner has no vested right. The petitioner No.2 has only 71
students. The order is passed on 25.1.2017 negativing the request
of the petitioner No.2 for allotment of the centre. The centre is
allotted at Palam, where there are more students and all
infrastructural facilities are available. The petitioner No.2 has no
locus-standi.

4. We have considered the submissions.

5. The centres are already allotted. It is submitted by
Respondent No.2 that hall-tickets are issued. The petitioner has not
challenged the order dated 25.1.2017, cancelling the allotment of
the centre to the petitioner No.2 though it is submitted that the said
order is served upon the petitioner on 1.2.2017, still, the petitioner
could have assailed the same. The same is not done.

6. Considering the over-all conspectus of the matter, it would

not be possible to interfere and accede to the request of the

petitioner.
7. The Writ Petition is disposed of. No costs.
(K.L.WADANE, J.) (S.V.GANGAPURWALA, J.)

Dt.08.02.2017.
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