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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

CIVIL  APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 13517 OF 2025

Sanskruti Sudhir Patil ...Petitioner

Versus

Pimpri Chinchwad College Of Engineering 

Thr Its Chairman And Ors ...Respondents

-----------------

Adv. Chaitrali Deshmukh, i/b Adv. Satyajeet Rajeshirke, for the Petitioner.

Adv. S.H. Kankal, AGP for Respondent No. 3.

Adv. Meghna Gowalaani, for Respondent No. 4- CET CELL.

Adv. S.V. Gavand, i/b Adv. P. H. Gaikwad, for Respondent No. 1. 

-----------------

CORAM  :    R. I. CHAGLA AND

ADVAIT M. SETHNA, JJ.

DATED    :   27TH JANUARY, 2026

P.C.:-

1. Learned counsel appearing for the Petitioner has sought for extension

of time to comply with order dated 24 November 2025 which had allowed

the amendment sought for by the Petitioner. This Court had vide the said

order directed that in view of the proposed amendment being quite large, a

freshly  typed copy  of  the  amended memo of  the  Petition  shall  be  filed

within three weeks from the date of the said order and an amended copy of

the Petition be served on the Respondents.
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2. The extension of time as prayed for by the Petitioner is granted. The

Petitioner  shall  comply  with  the  aforementioned  direction  of  this  Court

within a period of one week from today. 

3. The learned counsel appearing for the Petitioner has submitted that

though the Non-Creamy Layer Certificate was to be verified at the scrutiny

center  on or  before  5  September  2025,  which date  was extended till  8

September  2025  up  to  5:00  PM,  the  Petitioner  did  not  have  the  same

verified and as per the instructions of the CET Cell the admission to the

college  stood  automatically  cancelled. He  has  submitted  that  there  are

instances where students have not complied with these instructions and in

spite of such non-compliance, the CET Cell has allowed the Non-Creamy

Layer certificate to be scrutinized at a later date. 

4. At this stage, learned counsel appearing for the Petitioner states that

she  has  under  the  Right  to  Information  Act  (RTI),  sought  information

regarding  students  who have  been  allowed  scrutiny  of  the  Non-Creamy

Layer certificate at a later date than that provided in the instructions of the

CET Cell. The said information has not been provided by Respondent No. 2.

5. Accordingly,  the  learned  counsel  appearing  for  Respondent  No.  2

shall  take  instructions  and  if  that  is  the  case,  provide  necessary

details/documents  to  the  Petitioner  to  enable  her  to  file  an  appropriate

affidavit.  The said information shall  be provided within a period of  one

week from today. The Petitioner shall file their affidavit within a period of
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two weeks thereafter. 

6. Place  this  writ  petition  for  further  consideration  on  23  February

2026. 

      [ADVAIT M. SETHNA, J.]     [R.I. CHAGLA, J.]    
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