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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KARNATAKA AT BENGALURU

DATED THIS THE 10™ DAY OF AUGUST, 2026

PRESENT

THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAYANT BANERIJI

AND

THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE T.P.VIVEKANANDA
WRIT PETITION NO. 23573 OF 2026 (EDN-RES)

BETWEEN:

AARUSH NADAGOUDA

S/0 SRI. CHANDRA BHUPAL NADAGOUDA
AGED ABOUT 18 YEARS

RESIDING AT

WARD NO.1, POST JAWALAGERA
SINDHNAUR TALUK

RAICHUR DISTRICT

PIN-584 143

PRESENTLY RESIDING AT NO.392

2NP CrROSS, 2"° MAIN

KGE LAYOUT, OPP. M.S.RAMAIAH HOSPITAL
BENGALURU-560 094

(BY SMT: RUPA RON, ADVOCATE)

AND:

1. CONSORTIUM OF MEDICAL, ENGINEERING
AND DENTAL COLLEGES OF
KARNATAKA (COMEDK)
HAVING ITS OFFICE AT, NO.132
2" FLOOR, 11™ MAIN
17™ CROSS, MALLESHWARAM

...PETITIONER
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BENGALURU-560 055
REPRESENTED BY ITS
EXECUTIVE SECRETARY

2. THE STATE OF KARNATAKA
REPRESENTED BY THE
PRINCIPAL SECRETARY
DEPARTMENT OF HIGHER EDUCATION
VIKASA SOUDHA
BENGALURU-560 001

3. THE KARNATAKA EXAMINATIONS
AUTHORITY (KEA)
REPRESENTED BY ITS
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
18™ CROSS, SAMPIGE ROAD
MALLESHWARAM
BENGALURU-560 012

...RESPONDENTS

(BY SRI: SURAJ NAIK, ADVOCATE FOR R1;
SMT: PRAMODHINI KISHAN, AGA FOR R2)

THIS WRIT PETITION IS FILED UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF
THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA PRAYING TO ISSUE A WRIT OF
CERTIORARI OR ANY OTHER APPROPRIATE WRIT, DIRECTION,
OR ORDER QUASHING THE IMPUGNED COMMUNICATION OF
THE RESPONDENT NO.1 DATED 06.07.2026 AT ANNEXURE A
AND THE COMMUNICATIONS DATED 20.07.2026, 21.07.2026
AND 23.07.2026 AT ANNEXURES H, K AND L RESPECTIVELY TO
THE EXTENT IT DENIES THE PETITIONERS KKR QUOTA STATUS
AND DIRECTS HIM TO PROCEED AS A GENERAL MERIT
CANDIDATE AND ETC.

THIS WRIT PETITION, COMING ON FOR PRELIMINARY
HEARING, THIS DAY, ORDER WAS MADE THEREIN AS UNDER:
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CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAYANT BANERIJI
and
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE T.P.VIVEKANANDA

ORAL ORDER
(PER: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE JAYANT BANERJI)

This petition is filed with the following prayers:

(a) Issue a WRIT OF CERTIORARI or any other appropriate
writ, direction, or order quashing the impugned
communication of the Respondent No.1 dated 06.07.2026
at Annexure A and the communications dated
20.07.2026; 21.07.2026 and 23.07.2026 at Annexure H,
K and L respectively to the extent it denies the
Petitioner's KKR quota status and directs him to proceed as

a General Merit candidate;

(b) Issue a WRIT OF MANDAMUS or any other appropriate
writ, direction, or order, directing the Respondent No.1
(COMEDK) to forthwith reconsider the application of the
Petitioner for KKR category seats and to treat the
Petitioner as a Kalyana Karnataka Region (KKR) candidate
for the purpose of COMEDK UGET 2026 counselling;

(c) Issue a WRIT OF MANDAMUS or any other appropriate
writ, direction, or order directing the Respondent No.1 to
forthwith afford the Petitioner an opportunity to submit the

correct Domicile Certificate in the prescribed Annexure B
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format, and upon submission thereof, to consider the

Petitioner's candidature for KKR category seats;

(d) pass any such other order/s or grant such other relief/s
that this Hon'ble Court deems fit, in the facts and circumstance

of the case, in the interest of justice."

2. The case of the petitioner is that, given the place of
his residence, he is entitled to reservation, he being a resident
of Kalyana-Karnataka Region. A copy of the certificate issued
for the purpose of such reservation for education and

employment, is enclosed as Annexure-G to the writ petition.

3. It is stated by learned counsel for the petitioner
that at the time of filling the application form, due to
inadvertence, instead of uploading the domicile certificate, an
application for the domicile certificate was erroneously
uploaded, which was also a requirement under the brochure
issued by respondent No.1l. However, the certificate issued by
the competent authority under The Karnataka Civil Services
(Reservation in Appointments for the Hyderabad-Karnataka

Region) Rules, 2013 was not uploaded. It is stated that the
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residence certificate was issued on 10.11.2025. It is, therefore,
contented that a genuine and bonafide error had occurred on
the part of the petitioner, because of which, the relevant

residence certificate was not uploaded.

4., Heard the learned counsel appearing for the
petitioner, learned counsel for respondent No.1 as well as

learned AGA appearing for respondent No.2.

5. Respondent No.1 contends that the brochure itself
prescribes uploading of the various certificates at the time of
application for the Comed-K UGET examination, 2026. It is
stated that as per the terms of the brochure, it was imperative
on the part of the petitioner to upload the residence certificate
along with reservation certificate at the time of application,
which admittedly was not done. It is contented that therefore,

the petitioner is not entitled for any relief.

6. In rejoinder, learned counsel for the petitioner
submits that the residence certificate was submitted to
respondent No.1 along with an email dated 21.07.2026.

However, the respondent replied that the correct document was
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not submitted on-time and therefore, his category has been

updated to general merit.

7. At this stage, learned counsel for the respondent
states that a few seats are available under the reserved
category and given the facts of the instant case, respondent
No.1 is willing to consider the case of the petitioner
sympathetically under the KKR category of reservation,
provided, the instant case is not treated as a precedent for the

future.

8. We appreciate the submission of learned counsel for
the respondent and the stand of respondent No.l1 in this
regard. We are aware that given the stringent provisions
mentioned in the brochure, it is not open for a candidate to
stake claim to the benefit of reservation without the relevant

documents being uploaded.

9. The petition, is therefore, disposed of, leaving it
open to the petitioner to approach respondent No.1 before

07.00 p.m. today, since it is stated by learned counsel for
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respondent No.1 that the office shall be open till 07.00 p.m.

today, along with a downloaded copy of the order.

10. Respondent No.1 would, in terms of the concession
made by it, consider the application of the petitioner. This order

shall not be treated as a precedent.

11. The petitioner is permitted to serve a downloaded

copy of this order on the respondent No.1.

Sd/-
(JAYANT BANERIJI)
JUDGE

Sd/-
(T.P.VIVEKANANDA)
JUDGE

BGN
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