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For Respondent (s)
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UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
In terns of t he si gned or der, t he appeal s are
al | owed, inpugned judgnents of the Division Bench and of
the | earned single Judge are set aside. No order as to
costs.
( Ravi P. Verma ) ( I'ndu Satija)
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed order is placed on the file]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
CIVIL APPEAL NO 178-179 OF 2005
K.R VENUGOPAL APPELLANT( S)
Ver sus
BANGALORE UNI VERSITY & ORS. ... RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

Heard | ear ned counsel .

2. These appeal s have been fil ed agai nst the inmpugned



j udgnent of the Division Bench of the Karnataka H gh Court

dat ed 11. 3. 2003 whi ch has uphel d the judgnent of t he
| earned single Judge dated 27.2.2002. The facts in detai

have been set out in the inpugned judgnents of the Division

Bench and the single Judge and hence we are not repeating

t hem

3. It appears t hat r espondent Nos. 3 and 4 had
chal | enged t he appoi ntnent of the appellant as Professor in

t he new y created Depart ment of Conput er Sci ence and
Engi neering in the Coll ege of Bangal ore University. The

| earned single Judge allowed the wit petition, and the

j udgnent was uphel d by the Division Bench. Hence, these
appeal s.
4. I n our opinion, t he wit petition should have been
. 2.
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di sni ssed on the short ground that the wit petitioners had

no | ocus st andi in t he matter. Adm ttedly, t he Wit
petitioners had qualification in the subject of Electronics

and they have no qualification in the subject of Conputer

Sci ence and Engi neeri ng. Hence, they have no | ocus stand

in the matter of appointnent in the Departnent of Conputer

Sci ence and Engi neeri ng.

5. For the aforesaid short ground, these appeals are
al | owed, inmpugned judgnents of the Division Bench and of
the | earned single Judge are set aside. No order as to

costs.

New Del hi; e J.
April 22, 2010. ( A K PATNAIK )



