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K.VINOD CHANDRAN, )

Dated this the 15" day of July, 2015
JUDGMENT

The petitioner is a participant in the Kerala
Engineering, Agricultural, Medical (KEAM) Entrance
Examinations, 2015, who secured rank No0.20582. The
petitioner also had reservation in Socially and
Educationally Backward Classes (SEBC) category since she
belongs to Muslim community.

2. The petitioner had participated in the first
phase of allotment which occurred between 16.06.2015
and 25.06.2015. However, she could not obtain a seat in
the first phase of allotment for the reason that the higher
rank holders in the same category having opted for the
colleges in which she also opted. The petitioner did not
get the opted college, prioritised by her, which are said to
be seven in numbers.

3. However, even at the second allotment, she

could not make an option and the petitioner is aggrieved
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by the same. The petitioner though had exercised option
in the second allotment, her option was not accepted and
later the petitioner realised that the rank holders even
below her rank got allotment in the second phase.

4. The learned Senior Government Pleader
however refers to Clause 11.6.4 of the prospectus to
contend that a person who does not re-confirm her option
at the first phase would not be allowed to take the second
phase.

5. Clause 11.6.4 deals with online option
confirmation. When the first allotment is made, each
candidate has to visit the website and make their options.
After the phase of first allotment, the Commissioner of
Entrance Examinations, directs each candidate to make
re-confirmation of their options since there would be
vertical or horizontal movements, on the basis of
vacancies arising for reason of the higher rank holders not
accepting their allotments. So after the phase of first

allotment, each student is communicated the need to
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make confirmations; by way of
(i) newspaper publication,
(ii) SMS issued to the individual mobile numbers and
(iii) intimation in the website.

6. The petitioner had in fact opted for 7
colleges in the first allotment in the order of their
academic excellence and also considering the student
priority. However, the petitioner did not obtain allotment
in the said 7 colleges. Even in the least prioritised
colleges among the 7 colleges the allotment was only
upto rank No0.18,971. There could not be any further
allotment made to the 7 colleges. Hence on receiving
intimation from the Commissioner of Entrance
Examinations, after the first phase was over, it was
incumbent on the petitioner to visit the website and alter
her option so as to be considered in the other colleges
also. It is also submitted that her option already exercised
would be retained and if any seat in the seven colleges in

which, she had opted in the first allotment, falls vacant,
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she would be considered on the basis of her rank. But
however, the petitioner would not be considered for any
other colleges in the second allotment for reason of her
not having exercised such option. Going by the specific
system of online option confirmation, this Court cannot
interfere with the same and the petitioner has only herself
to blame for reason of the petitioner having not changed
her option, after she was unable to get a seat in the 7
colleges in which she opted in the first phase.

Under those circumstances, the writ petition is

found to be devoid of merits and is dismissed.

Sd/-
K.VINOD CHANDRAN
JUDGE

VS



