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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

WRIT PETITION NO. 1729 OF 2017

Nagnath Vidyalaya Nagtala through

Its Head Master B. K. Ajabe .. Petitioner
Versus
The State of Maharashtra and another .. Respondents

Shri Bhaginath T. Bodkhe, Advocate for the Petitioner.
Ms. Vaishali N. Patil, A.G.P. for the Respondent No. 1.
Ms. Surekha Mahajan, Advocate for the Respondent No. 2..

CORAM : S.V.GANGAPURWALA AND
K. L. WADANE, JJ.
DATE : 09TH FEBRUARY, 2017.

PER COURT :

Mr. Bodkhe, the learned counsel for the petitioner states
that, since three years the petitioner school was having centre for
conducting H.S.C. Examinations. Earlier eight schools were
attached to the petitioner centre. Last year also eight schools
were attached to the petitioner centre. The learned counsel
submits that, abruptly, this year centre has been cancelled for
conducting H.S.C. Examinations. The students have to travel
long distance of seven to eight kilometers. The school is situated
in hilly area. All these aspects are not considered by the

authorities. Even another school is situated in an adjacent
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village, which forms part of group gram panchayat. There are 31

students of said school.

2. Miss Mahajan, the learned counsel for the respondent No. 2
submits that, there are less students with the petitioner school.
The school of the petitioner is attached with the school which is
at the distance of 4.7 k.m.

3. It appears that, initially show cause notice was issued to
the petitioner school. Reply was solicited in December 2016. No
doubt, there are representations by the students and the parents.
However, it needs to be considered that, the petitioner school has
only 71 students. The other schools who have been attached to
another centre did not have objection about the same. Even
another village which is attached to the petitioner school has only

31 students. There would be only hardly 102 students.

4, Considering aforesaid conspectus of the matter, it would
not be appropriate for us to intervene in the matter. In view of

that, the writ petition is disposed of. No costs.

[ K. L. WADANIE, J. ] [ S. V. GANGAPURWALA, J. ]
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