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Dated this the |

JUDGMEN

Aggrieved by lhe inaction on the part of the 4™
pelitionet, the

respondent In granting affiiation 1o the

petitioner has come up before this Court.
The petitioner school alleges that the same is

sollowing CRSE syilabus. 'in arder lo get affilintion from
the 4% respondent, NOC hus L0 be obtained from the 17

respondent.  Thereiore, ‘he pelitioner submitied an

application aleng wilh challan befare the 37 respondent,
who refused to grant NOG due o the existence of ExL.PS
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Government Order, wherein the Government has decided

NOC to the schools situated in five northern

districts of Kerala, The petitioner alleges that this Court,
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4, quashed Fxt.P5H G.Q. and; though

the Government has filed appeal against ExUP6 judgment
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