
IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM 
PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE A.K.JAYASANKARAN NAMBIAR 
THURSDAY, THE 25TH DAY OF JUNE 2015/4TH ASHADHA, 1937

WP(C).No. 11944 of 2015 (P) 
----------------------------

PETITIONER(S):
--------------
          1.  V.THASNEEM 

  CHENATTUKUZHIYAN, ALUKKAL, P.O.UGRAPURAM
  AREACODE 673 639, KOZHIKODE DISTRICT

          2.  A.SINDHU, THIRUVONAM
  AVM COLONY, VADAKKANTHARA, PALAKKAD - 678 012.

          3.  P.P.BASITH BABU, BISMI MANZIL, P.O.ANDIYURKUNNU
  KOTTAPPURAM, MALAPPURAM

          4.  V.P.SMITHA
  INDU NIVAS, THEKKUVILA, P.O.PUTHUKULANGARA
  NEDUMANGAD, THIRUVANANTHAPURAM 695 541.

          5.  NASRUL ISLAM, OOROTU PARAMBIL, OPK MASKAN
  T.C.ROAD, TIRURANGADI

          6.  C.JABIR, SON OF MOIDUKUTTY, AGED 29 YEARS
  CHERUKUNNATH HOUSE, VILLOONNIYAL
  P.O.THENHIPALAM, MALAPPURAM DISTRICT - 673 636.
  BY ADVS.SRI.V.A.MUHAMMED
                   SRI.M.SAJJAD

RESPONDENT(S):
---------------

1. THE UNIVERSITY OF CALICUT
  REPRESENTED BY ITS REGISTRAR, CALICUT UNIVERSITY
  P.O.CALICUT UNIVERSITY, MALAPPURAM - 673 635
*ADDITIONAL RESPONDENTS R2 TO R7 IMPLEADED:
ADDL R2. ADDL R2:SAJITHA O., AGED 39 YEARS 
D/O.RAJAN O. UNIVERSITY QUARTERS NO.G.13, 
CALICULT UNIVERSITY P.O., MALAPPURAM-673635
R3. BEENA T., AGED 37 YEARS, D/O.VELADUHAN T.,
MAYOOKHAM, PULLIPPARAMBA P.O., MALAPPURAM-673 634

R4.MALLIKA M. AGED 39 YEARS, D/O.C.P.GOVINDAN, 
AFTHAB APARTMENTS, RAMANATTUKARA P.O., CALICUT-673009
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R5. RENU N.R., AGED 31 YEARS, D/O.RANJITH N., RANJITH VIHAR, 
KANANGOTT PARAMBA, PACHAKKIL, MALAPPARAMBA P.O., CALICUT-673009
R6. BEENA R.I., 
UNIVERSITY QUARTERS NO.G.16, 
CALICULT UNIVERSITY P.O., MALAPPURAM-673635
R7.SHABNA K.A., AGED 29 YEARS, D/O. ADBUL AZEEZ K.K., PARAMBIL 
HOUSE, PANAMBRA, THENHIPALAM P.O.,MALAPPURAM-673636

(*ADDITIONAL R2 TO R7 ARE IMPLEADED AS PER ORDER DATED 25.06.2015 IN
I.A.NO.7651 OF 2015)

  ADDL.R 2-R7  BY ADV. SRI.T.B.HOOD
  ADDL.R 2-R7  BY ADV. SMT.M.ISHA
  RBY SRI.SANTHOSH MATHEW,SC,
  THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION  ON

25-06-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:
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APPENDIX
PETITIONER(S)' EXHIBITS 
------------------------
P1-TRUE COPY OF THE NOTIFICATION OF THE UNIVERSITY DATED 23.2.2015
P2- TRUE COPY OF THE MINUTES OF THE SELECTION COMMITTEE HELD ON
27.12.2014
P3- TRUE COPY OF THE TENTATIVE SCHEDULE OF INTERVIEW TO THE POST OF
ASSISTANT
P4- TRUE COPY OF THE TENSTATIVE SCHEDULE OF INTERVIEW TO THE POST OF
ASSISTANT
RESPONDENT(S)' EXHIBITS:NIL
-------------------------

//TRUE COPY//

P.A TO JUDG



                                                               
A.K.JAYASANKARAN NAMBIAR, J.

.............................................................
W.P.(C).No.11944  of 2015

.............................................................
Dated this the 25th day of June, 2015

JUDGMENT

This writ petition involves an issue with regard to selection to

the post of Assistant Grade -II   in the respondent University.   In a

connected writ petition namely W.P.(C).No.11026 of 2015, this Court

had by an order dated 19.062015, directed the respondent University

to prepare a short list based on a revised valuation, that was directed

to be done by this Court through an earlier order dated 04.06.2015.

The respondent University was also directed to call those persons who

were  included in the short  list,  and who were not  qualified in the

interview pursuant to the earlier short list that was prepared by the

University,  for  the  interview.   It  is  stated  by  counsel  for  the

respondent University that, the earlier short list was prepared based

on  the  cut-off  prescribed  of  34.67  marks  for  the  main  list,  and

pursuant to the revised valuation, almost 1227 persons would qualify

for being called for the interview, as they have secured   34.67 marks.

Taking note of the submission of standing counsel for the respondent

University, and the fact that grievance of the petitioners in this writ

petition would stand redressed through the action proposed by the
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respondent university, the writ petition is closed by recording the said

submission  of  the  learned  standing  counsel.  The  respondent

University is directed to proceed with the interview on the above basis

and in accordance with the directions issued in the connected writ

petition.

                                    
   A.K.JAYASANKARAN NAMBIAR        

                                            JUDGE

mns


