
 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V. BHATT 

 

W.P.No.3583 OF 2012 

ORDER: 

 The petitioner p rays for Mandamus dec la ring  the selec tion 

and  appointment of respondents 3 and  4 to the posts of Assistant 

Professor, (C & I Department i.e., Computer and  Informatic s) in the 

1st respondent University, as illega l and  c ontra ry to notific a tion 

No.25/ 11 da ted  27.11.2011. 

 

 The p resent writ petition was heard  a long with W.P.Nos.36581, 

37714 & 38240 of 2013 and  on the request of c ontesting  pa rties, 

having regard  to the p resent p rayer, this writ petition is d isposed  of 

by this order.   

 

 The c irc umstanc es for fling  the p resent writ petition a re not in 

d ispute and  sta ted  thus: 

 The petitioner in response to Notific a tion No.25/ 11 da ted  

27.11.2011 app lied  for the post of Assistant Professor, (C & I) in the  

1st respondent University.  The petitioner c la ims to possess a ll the 

qua lific a tions required , inc lud ing  Ph.D from University of Hyderabad  

for app lying  to the post notified  by respondent.  The petitioner in this 

writ petition c ha llenges selec tion and  appointment of respondents 

3 and  4 p rimarily on the ground  tha t these c and ida tes do not 

possess qua lific a tions viz., NET c ertific a te and  Ph.D., and , therefore, 

the appointment of respondents 3 and  4 is c ontra ry to the 

notific a tion.   

 

 Respondent No.4 in the p resent writ petition d id  not  

app ly for Assistant Professor, Computer & Informatic s Department.  

His appointment is in CS & IT Department.  Therefore, the petitioner 
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c annot have any grievanc e aga inst c onsidera tion and  

appointment of 4th respondent.  Apart from this c irc umstanc e, from 

Notific a tion No.25/ 11 da ted  27.11.2011, it is c lea r tha t respondent 

University has power to relax qua lific a tions. Cond ition No.4 from 

Genera l Information in the notific a tion reads thus: 

 

“The University will have the right to relax any of 

the qualifications, experience and age, except 

those relating to the knowledge of Urdu, in 

deserving cases for all the posts”.  

 

 The Selec tion Committee c onstituted  for shortlisting  the 

app lic a tions for reasons rec orded  relaxed  the c ond ition of  

having Ph.D or NET.  The Selec tion Committee interviewed  the 

c and ida tes and  therea fter rec ommended  to Exec utive Counc il for 

appointment of respondents 3 and  4.   The appointments have 

been ra tified  by the Exec utive Counc il and  therea fter appointment 

orders were issued . 

 

 For the two reasons viz., firstly tha t the University has power to 

relax qua lific a tions and  sec ond ly tha t the 4th respondent app lied  for 

appointment in a  d ifferent department, I do not see reason to 

c onsider the writ p rayer.  The petitioner has urged  only one point 

whic h is c onsidered  and  rejec ted . 

 

 The writ petition fa ils and  is, ac c ord ing ly, d ismissed .   There 

sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, stand  c losed .  

                                                                

 

____________ 

         S.V.BHATT, J 

22nd Sep tember, 2017 

Lrkm  


