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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,
BENCH AT AURANGABAD.
APPELLATE SIDE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 6544 OF 2014

DILIP SOPANRAO ARJUNE
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS

Advocate for Petitioner : Mr. Deshmukh Shambhuraje V.

AGP for Respondents: Mr.G.K.Thigale.

Advocate for Respondent No.4 : Mr.V.P.Latange.

Advocate for Respondent No.5 : Mr.H.A.Joshi, Adv. i/b Mr.Y.P.Deshmukh.

CORAM : S.V.GANGAPURWALA and
N. W. SAMBRE, JJ.
DATE : 29" January, 2015.
P.C..

Mr.Deshmukh, learned counsel submits that the Petitioner is
eligible to be appointed as a Professor. He is the most eligible candidate.
Since the year 2011, the Petitioner is entitled to be appointed as
Professor. In the year 2012, the Petitioner was promoted as an Assistant
Professor w.e.f. 2008. According to the learned counsel, no steps are
taken by the Respondents. 75% posts of Professors are to be filled in by

promotion. Though the Petitioner is eligible, no steps are being taken.

2 Mr.Joshi, learned counsel for Respondent No.5 — College submits
that steps are being taken by Respondent No.5 — College for filling in the
post of Professor. Even proposal is being given to the University for
constitution of the screening committee for evaluation of the performance.
The learned counsel, on instructions, states that within a period of seven
days from today, the proposal for constitution of screening committee

would be forwarded to the University.
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3 Mr.Latange, learned counsel for the University states that within
two months from the date of receipt of the proposal from Respondent

No.5 — College, the University will constitute screening committee.

4 The said statements made by the learned counsel for the College

and the learned counsel for the University, are accepted.

5 The College and the University shall adhere to the said statements
made and complete the process for selection to the post of Professors by
promotion, expeditiously, preferably within three months of the

constitution of screening committee.

6 Accordingly, the writ petition is disposed of. No costs.

[ N. W. SAMBRE, J. ] [ S. V. GANGAPURWALA, J.]



