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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

¥ e

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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PETITIONER(S):

P
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BLIC SCHOOL,

VIDYAMOUNT PU -
EDAVILAKAM, SAURLKKURMPLERA P. A NDRUM FE 5 :
f.:)"l.“GAL&WUR-"«J.? f’;ﬁNC}'Ii"*’-‘l’fﬂ”v tRl:‘ = l""";\;':ﬂ '.-l‘,: LD s
REPRESENTED BY ITS ANACER & SECRETART, } uifs &

M VELAYUDHAN.

BY ADV. SRLM.P. MAD! AVANKUT v
RESPONDENT(S)

{. STATE OF KERALA, REFRESEITED BY | .
SECRETARY TC GOVERNMEN™, GENERAL EDUCATION DEPARTIMENT,
GOVERNMENT SECRETARIAT, TRIVANDRUI.

2 THE DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTIONS, g.&:,“ - :q;‘;;‘.&.; ‘mg;
TRIVANDRUM, ) %) ,.g}‘:: i

&Y YN ¥ ' 64 2

1 THE DISTRICT EDUCATIONAL OFFICER, 4 %’ B il s -rr:’J

TRIVAMDRUNM. ' .-f?';'a‘w:;:’ ‘ :

4, THE PRINCIPAL DFFICER,

CENTRAL BOARD OF SECCNLARY EDUCATION
{AFFILIATION UNIT}, ALC.CELL, SHIKBHA KENDRA,
2 COMMUNITY CENTRE, PREET VIHAR, DELHI-110 052.

RY TOR3 BY SR.GOVERMMENT PLEADER SRLP.FAZIL
fi4 BY ADVS. SRILDEVAN RAMACHANDRANR,SC
SREK.MANEESH

SRELS NECHL SANKAR

THIS WRIT PETITION {CIVILY HAVIMG BEEN FINALLY HEARD

ON 11-03-2014; THE COURT OH THE - ~ .
THE FOLLOWING: 1T OF THE SAME DAY DELIV ¢ /
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WPIC) No, 7100 ol 2030

iseuned a direction to the Govermment o reconsider the
applications  within @ lime [rame. The Goavernment
rejected about 28 application by virtue of Fxl.P8 order,
which was again challenged before ihis Court.  The
Division Bench of this Courl, by Fxl.P'9 order, directed
the 4% respondent Lo consider the applications of all
unaided schools without waili g for the NOC of the Slale

vo the Government rejected the applications submitted bi&*”
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the petilioners therein, the Division Bench of this Couwrt j

il

directed the Government Lo TeCons der the apphcaidl

within one month. The potitioner &t thmits that the melier
was taken by the Gov ernment before the apex surt and
the apex court stayed the Division Beneh judgment dated
06.04.2009.  The ngzLiirimtm"s grievance is that the
cubsequent application B filad by tiw petitioner before the

r o wf T b Wi sturned stating
4% respondent for gel {1ing affiliation was returned sk y
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W) Mo, 7100 of 2010
functioning on the hasis of the affiliation already franted

by the 4% respondent on (he strength of the inferim
direction of this Court.

Therefore, the writ petition is closed making it clear

that the petitioner shall be entifled Lo have the benefit of
. the interim order already passed by this Court.
The other legal questions are left open to be decided

in appropriate cases,
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