DECISION OF REGIONAL TRANPORT AUTHORITY VATAKARA
DATED 05.09.2024

Present:- 1. Sri.Snehilkumar Singh I[AS,
District Collector and Chairman,
Regional Transport Authority, Vatakara.

2 . 8ri .Nidhinraj P [PS
District Police Chiefl
HKozhikode (Rural) and Member of
Regional Transport Authority, Vatakara

3. 8Sri.C V M Sharief
Deputy Transport Commissioner,
North Zone, Kozhikode and Member of
Regional Transport Authority, Vatakara

Item No; 1

‘Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. The regular permit was
granted by RTA Vadakara in its meeting held on 11.04.2023 vide item No.7
Dircction to produce current records was issued on 21.06.2023. On 04.07.2023
the grantee submitted a request allow maximum time to produce current
records. The grantee has submitted the reocords of SC KL 73 A 4546 only on
12.03.2024 . Rule 159(2) KMV Rules specify that, in the event of any applicant
failing to produce the certificate of registration within the specified period (not
exceeding 4 months), authority may revoke the saction of application. In this
case the records produced by the grantee only on 12.03.2024, which is beyond
the limit. No evidence to substantiate the dealy in producing the records
submitted by the grantee. Hence the request to condone the delay is rejected.
The regular permit granted by this authourity on the route Koyilandy
Kattilepeedika Via. Harbour, Poyilkavu Beach, Kappad Angadi, Kannankadavu as
Ordinary service is revoked.

Item No.2

‘Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. The regular permit was
granted by RTA Vadakara in its meeting held on 21.08.2023 vide item No.11
Direction to produce current records was issued on 10.10.2023. On 03.11.2023
the grantee submitted a request allow maximum time to produce current
records. The grantee has submitted the reocords of SC KL 10 V 9332 on



17.02.2024. In this case the records produced by the grantee on 17.02.2024.
During the hearing the grantee submitted to condone the delay . Request found
genuine and condoned the delay . Sccretary RTA shall comply the decision of
this authority dated 21.08.2023.

Item No.3
‘Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. The regular permit was

granted by RTA Vadakara in its meeting held on 21.08.2023 vide item No.15 .
Direction to produce current records was issued on 10,10.2023, On 04.11.2023
the grantee submitted a request allow maximum time to produce current
records. The grantee has submitted the reocords of SC KL 13 R 442 only on
02.08.2024. Rule 159(2) KMV Rules specify that, in the event of any applicant
failmg to produce the certificate of registration within the specified period (not
exceeding 4 months), authority may revoke the saction of application. In this
case the records produced by the grantee only on 02.08.2024, which is beyond
the limit. No evidence to substantiate the dealy in producing the records
submitted by the grantee. Hence the request to condone the delay is rejected.
The regular permit granted by this authourity on the route KUMBALACHOLA-
PARAKADAVU( Via) Kakkattil, Nadapuram as Ordinary service s revoked. ®

Item No.4

" Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an
application for reconsideration of fresh regular stage carriage permit to operale
an the  route Balussery- Meppayur (Via) Kottaramukku, Vakayad, 11% kandi
Naduvannur, Kavumthara, Kurudimukku, Narakkode as Ordinary service, This
application was considered by RTA meeting held on 27.02.2024 vide item No.13 and
adjourned for directing the applicant to submit a fresh set of proposed timings by
providing a fairly number trips to Balussery,

The modified time schedule and report of MV] perused . The applicant
has not , cven at the time of hearing today, furnished the registration mark and
other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person other than the owner
of a motor vehicle is entitled 1o a permit authorising him to use the vehicle as a
transport vehicle as per the provisions of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles
Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.St.Sa

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under ne legal obligation to
grant permit te a non-cxistent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
15 a matier to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of



permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. OUn the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the wehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted il any for the purpese of making entry in the permit in terms of scction
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready and suitable Light Motor Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and
their particulars there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form
P.St.8a. under section 70 {2)of Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No.5

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for

reconsideration of fresh regular stage carmage permit to operate on the  inter
district route Balussery - Ulliyeri (via] KairahRoad Mannampoml, Muthuvath,
Arakkalpeedika, Kunnakodi, Chiraprathvayal, Modakkallur MMC .This application
was considered earlier by RTA meeting held on 27.02.2024 wvide ttem No.16 and
adjourned for directing the applicant to obay the section 70(b) of MV Act . The
secretary RTA shall also directed to furnish the frequency report of the sectar .

The applicant has not even at the time of hearing today, furnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person
other than the owner of &8 motor vehicle is entitled to a permit authorising him
to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions of section 66 [1)of
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a ®suitable vehicle “that has no existence
oulside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation Lo
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle, The suitability or otherwise of & vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle 15 a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to g non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time hmit prescribed in KMV Rule 1539 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.



Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready and suitable Light Motor Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and
their particulars there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form
P.5t.5a. under section 70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No.6
® This 1s an adjourned application to reconsider for fresh regular stage

carriage permit o operate on the route PERAMBRA- AYANCHERY (VIA}
Kadiyangadpalam, Thekkedathkadava,  kelothmukku Velom, Theekuni,
Bajanamadam, Poolakkool and Palliayath.The matter was considered by the
RTA mecting held on 27.02.2024 vide item No.20. and adjourned since the
applicant was abscent. Now the Secrctary RTA placed the matter after issuing
notice to the applicant, This meeting also the applicant fails to appear

More over the applicant , in his application has offered a “suitable
vehicle “that has no existence ocutside his own imagination. This authority is
under no legal obligation to grant pernmt to a non-exastent vehicle. The
suitability or otherwise of a8 vehicle is a matter to be determined by this
authority and therefore the availability of a ready wvehicle is a relevant
consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of permit to a non-existent
vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the other hand, it will only help
promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit. For the above reasons the
application for fresh permit is rejected.

Item No.7T

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
reconsideration for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the inter
district route VADAKARA- THALASSERY (via) Kootlangaram, Kurinhaliyode, Muyipra,
Crkatteri, Monthalkadawvu, Mekkunnu and Manhodi as Ordinary service.  This
application was considered by RTA meeting held on 27.02 2024 vide item No.22 and
adjourned for deatailed enguiry report showing the sector wise frequency of stage
Carriages on the applied route,

During the meeting several objections received against this proposal .8ri, Binith
Balan, 5ri. Narayanan,Sri. Sereena, Sri.EVB Ayvigha, Sri. Sajith, Sri. TP Premanathan,
Sri. Haris ,and Sri. Abhilash , the enroute operators on the applied route strongly
objected the proposal, stating that the route portion from Mekunnu-Chokli-Manjods
Thalassery is over saturated with stage Carriages. On perusal of the frequency report
submitted by the Molor Vehicle [nspector reveals that Mekkunnu-Thalassery portion
is saturatled with minimum gap of 3 minutes. From the above facts this authority feels



that grant of this permit may create unhealthy competiton , time clash resulting in
accidents . Hence rejected.

Item No.8
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicani. This 18 an adjourned

application for reconsideration ol fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate
on the route VADAKARA-KUTTIYADI (via) Ayanchery- Tharopoyil, Perambra,
Kuttiyadi, Kakkattil and Theekkuni as Ordinary service.

While considering this application in the RTA meeting held on 27.02.2024
vide item No.32 the applicant was absent .

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwisce of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this autherity and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-cxistent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. Un the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and traflicking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2} is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Henee Adfouwrned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready and suitable Light Motor Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and
their particulars there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form
P.51.5a, under section 70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No.

‘Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an
application to endorse the fresh permit to the newly purchased vehicle KL 10
AK 0465 instead of the SC KL 56 1188 A regular permit was granted by RTA
Vadakara in its meecting held on 27.02.2024 vide item No.27. The grantee
prodiced current records of the vehicle KL 56 1188 on 13.06.2024. On perusal
of the connected records , it is scen that a timings was sctiled in the timing
conference . But later the applicant produced the current records of another
SC KL 10 AK 0465 and requested to endorse the above granted permit to the
vehicle KL 10 AK 465 instead of KL 56 1188 stating that the running condition
of the vehicle KL 56 1188 is not in pood condition . This authority examined



the documents and found that timings were settled . Hence the Secretary RTA
shall isswe the regular stage carriage permit granted by RTA held on
27.02,2024 vide item No.27 to operate on the route VADAKARA-
KOORACHUNDU (via) Chaniyvamkadavu, Perambra, Paithoth, Thanikandy,
Chembramukku, Chakkittapara, Narinada , Korrachundu to the

stage carriage KL 10 AK 0465,

Item No.10

Heard, the learned counscl represented the applicant, This is an
application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route
KIYILANDY. CHEEKILODE (Vial] Kannure junction, UlloorKadavu, Koomully, Athali
and Thiruvangoor Junctionas as Ordinary service.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished the
regisiration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person
other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to & permit authorising him
te use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions of section 66 (1jof
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.St.Sa

The applicant has offered a “suitable wehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
granl permil to a non-cxistent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter 1o be determined by this autherity and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted il any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready and suitable Light Motor Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and
their particulars there of before this authority, as preseribed in the form
P.5t.83a. under section 70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act,

Item No .11
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an

application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route
KOYILOTHUMPADI NAND MARKAZ COLLEGE (via)Purakkad,



Damodarantayvmukka, Keeczshur, Payyoli, Avikkal Beach, Thikkodiangadi and Kodikal
Beachas Ordinary service. On perusal of the enquiry report submittied by the Motor
Vehicle Inspector, it is seen that the equiry reported that there is ne overlapping on
the notified route . But one of the termini shown in proposed timing is Payyoli, which

is located on the NH 66.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, lurnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person
other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled o a permit authorising him
o use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions ol section 66 (1}of
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable wehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle, The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is & matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle 18 a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2] is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vechicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.SLSa. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act. The Seerctary shall also directed to conduct an enguiry on
the overlapping on the notified sector and submit the report in the next RTA
meeung .

Item No .12

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the  route KOYILANDY-
ULLOORKEADAVL {via) ITI Elatteri, Nadakkal, Chelivaas Ordinary service.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person
other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit authorising him



e use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions of section 66 (1)ol
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.S5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “"that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permitl to & non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
iz a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any .for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Aet and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready suitable Light Motor Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their
particulars there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.50.5a.
under section 70 {2)of Motor Vehicles Act.,

Item No.13

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the  route NADAPURAM-
KADAVATHUR (via) Kallachi, Vanimel, Kuyitheri, Valayam, Parakkadawva,

Chekkiyvad and Ummathur Ordinary sarvice. On perusal of the application and
connected records |, the following points are observed.

1. The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of & motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1jof the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permil in form P.51.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable wvehicle *that has no exislence
oulside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation Lo
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
15 a matler to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit, The grant of



permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose, On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any .for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant o procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the apphcation,

Henoe Adfourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this autheority, as prescribed in the form P.St.Sa. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act.

2 .During the meeting enroute operarors objectoed the proposal | stating that grant of
this permit may creat unhealthy competition. The proposal timings not shown the via
between the terminies. So this authority directed the Secretary RTA to venify the above
matter and place while reconsidering this application this authority.

Item No. 14
Heard, the learned counse] represented the applicant. This is an application for

fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route Thottilpalam-Vatakara -
Chuzhali{via] Mullankunnu, Maruthonkara ,Kallachi,Nadapuram as Ordinary service,
During the meeting several objections received against this proposal from the enroute
Operators on the applicd route strongly objected the proposal, stating that the route
Portion from Thottilpalam-Vatakara is over saturated with stage Carriages.

The enguiry officer reported that Thottilpalam-Nadapuram-Vadakara is a well
served sector and introduction of new stage carriage service will create time clash and
unhealthy competition between stage carriage operators who operates service in this
sector,

For the above reason the application for fresh permit is rejected.

Item No.15
Heard, the learned counscl represented the applicant. This is an application for

fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the  routc Passukkadavu-
Thalassey [via) Mullankunnu, Adukath, Nadapuram Kuttiady, ,Peringathoor, Manjodi

as Ordinary service . While considering the application the following facts are



observed.

. During the meeting .Sri. Shaji NK, Sri.Prayag, Smt.Ramia Madathil,
Sri.Surendran, Sri. Dasan T, the enroute operators including KSRTC ,
objected the proposal, stating that there is no time gap for a new permit.

2. The route portion from Peringathur to Thalassery lies in the jurisdiction
al sister RTA Kannur. Hence prior concurrence 1s required .

3. The Motor Vehicle Inspector reported that Pasukadavu-Kuttivadi is ill
served and Kuttivadi-Nadapuram -Thalassery is well served sector.

4. The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the
provisions of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the
prescribed form of permit in form P.5t.5a.

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence outside
his own imagination. This authonty 18 under no legal obligation to grant permit
L a non-existent vehicle, The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle is a matter to
be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a ready vehicle
is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of permit to a non-
existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the other hand, it will
only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence this anthority adjourned the application

1 Directing the applicant to furnish the registration mark and their
particulars before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.Sa.
under section 70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act.

il Directing the Secretary RTA for a) Seck concurrence from Sister RTA
Kannur on the portion Peringathur- Thalassery. b) Conduct a detailed
enquiry wheather it is possible to arrive a clash free set of timings on
the well served sector,



Item No.l6

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant, This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the  route Vatakara-Sand
Banks (via] Thazhe Angadi as ordinary service.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person
other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit authorising him
to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions of section 66 (1jof
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation (o
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter Lo be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2] is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of seéction
BS of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until afier the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.8t.8a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No.17

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the  route MUCHUKUNNU
COLLEGE - PAYYOLI-KOLAVIPALAM (via)Purakkad, Kizhuras Ordinary Service. On
perusal of the enquiry report submitted by the Motor Vehicle Inspector, it is scen that
the equiry reported that there is no overlapping on the notified route | But one of the
termini shown in proposed timing is Payyoli, which is located on the NH 66.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person
other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit authorising him



to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions of section 66 (1)of
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.St.5a

The applicant has oflered a “suitable wvehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is 8 relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-cxastent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2} is to produce the
registration certificate of the wehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted il any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready vehicle and furnish the regisiration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.8a. under section 70 (2)ol
Motor Vehicles Act, The Secretary shall also directed to conduct an enquiry on
the overlapping on the notified scctor and submit the report in the next RTA
meeting .

Item No.18

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the  route Vadakara,
Pasukadawvu (via] thiruvallur, Chiramukku, Manikoth Thazha Palam, Pallivath
Edavarad, Kallode, Perambra, Manimala, Valakettu, Poyil Muklu, Vedayam,
Kuttivadi, Adukkath, Mullankunnu as Ordinary service.

The applicant has not , eveén atl the time of hearing today, furnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person
other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled 1o a permit authorising him
to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions of section 66 (1)of
the Moter Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this autherity and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of



permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpase. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the wehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.5a. under section 70 (2jof
Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No .19

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant, This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit Lo operate on the route MANKAYAM-
PERAMBRA [via) Kinaloor Estate, Vattoli bazar Poonath, Koottalida, Manjapalam,
Balussery, Puliyottumulkku, Chalikkara, Kayanna, Padilkunnu as Ordinary service.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person
other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit authorising him
to use the vehicle as a transport vwehicle as per the provisions of section 66 (1)al
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.51.3a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of &
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has becn
granted if any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.



Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.8a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No .20

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the  route BALUSSERY.
KOOTTALIDA (via) Block Road, Devimukku Kuthirapanthi, Nalliyari, Parukandi,
Amayathuvayalas Ordinary service. Afier having tharough review of application ,
proposed time schedule , and the the field officers enquiry report , the authority has
noted the following facts.

. The route portion from Balussery to Devimukku , nearly 50% of the total route
length is well served sector. The grant of this permit may create unhealthy
competition , resulting time clash and accidents.

2. The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle till the date of meeting |,
that has no existence outside his own imagination. This authority is
under no legal obligation to grant permit to a non-existent vehicle, The
suitability or otherwise of a vehicle is a matter to be determined by this
authority and therefore the availability of a ready vehicle is a relevant
consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of permit to a non-
cxistent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the other hand,
it will enly help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit,

Far the above reasons the above fresh permit application is rejected.

Item No.21
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for

fresh regular stage carriage permit to operaie on the  route CHUZHALI-
NADAPURAM [via) Kalikulambu, Kaively, KalluniraOrdinary service. On perusal of the
application and connected records , the following points are observed,



l. The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a metor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.51.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle *that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle, The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpese. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit preseribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any ,for the purposc of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vchicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procurc
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application,

Henee Adfourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of 4
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.Sa. under section 70 (2jof
Motor Vehicles Act.

2 .During the meeting enroute operarors objected the proposal stating that grant of
this permit may creat unhecalthy competition. The proposal timings not shown the via
between the terminies. So this authority directed the Secretary RTA to verify the above

malter and place while reconsidering this application this authority.

[tem No .23
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route POONOOR-
BALUSSERY[via) Ezhukandi, Kinaloor college, Rarothmukku, Chathththazha,
Panagad North, Kurumpoyil, Arapeedika as Ordinary service,

After having a tharough review of above application , the proposed time schedule |
and field officers route enauiry report the authority noted the following lacts,



1. As per the proposed timings the termi Kurumpoyil -Poonoor and Balussery are
connected through Palamthala, Kinalur,and Chathoth Thazha, But as per the
route skeich these places are not shown. That is the report is not specific .

2.The applicant has not ., even at the time of hearing today, furnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person
other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit authorising him
to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions of section 66 (1jof
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle *that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authorty is under no legal obligation to
grant permit o a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
15 a matter to be determined by this authority and thercefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent wehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 ol the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence the application is Adjourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the
ownership of a ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their
particulars there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.5a.
under section 70 (2}of Motor Vehicles Act. The Secretary RTA 15 also directed to
conduct a detailed specific report regarding the via of termini.

Item No.23.
“Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application
for fresh regular stape carriage permit to operate aon the route

IRINGANNUR- VATAKARA (via) Orkateri, Malalmuku, Kurikilad,

After having a thorough review of above application , the proposed time schedule |
and field officers route enauiry report the authority noted the following facts,

1. The Motor Vehicle Inspector Vadakara ,who conducted the enquiry reported
that route portion from Vatakara Narayana Nagaram junction to Pazhanlavi
Junction NH 66 [1.4 km) in Koghikede district overlaps with notified route
Thiruvananthapuram -Kannur [(Notiffication G.O.(P] No.13/2023/TRANS



dtd. 03 /05/2023 SBF.0 MNeS3T/ 2023and overlapping in  the nofified
route fapproved schemes is ohjectionable as per Clause 5{c) of abave
notification.

2, The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle *that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation
to grant permit to g non-exisient vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a
vehicle is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the
availability of a ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of
permit. The grant of permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any
public purpose. On the other hand, it will only help promote illcgal sale
and trafficking in permit.

For the sbove rcasons the Licaiion h lar falt]
permit is rejected.

[tem No.24
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an
application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on theroute
PERAMBRA- THOTTILPALAM (VIA) Chembra, Chaklittappara,
Narinada,Koorachundu, Peruvannamuzhi and Pasukkadavuas Ordinary service,
After having a thorough review of above application , the proposed time schedule |
and field officers route enauiry report the authority noted the following facts.

1. The enquiry officer does not mentioned the class of vehicle suitable for
operating this service.

2. The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permil
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the
provisions of section 66 [ljof the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the
prescribed form of permit in form P.51.5a

The applicant has offered a ®suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation 1o
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose, On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permil.



The time limit prescribed in KMV Eule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the wehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of scction
835 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant 1o procure
cwnership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.8a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act. The Secrelary RTA shall also report the feasibility by
conducting a detailed enquiry regarding the sutability of the vehicle proposed
by the applicant to operate on the applied route.

Item No.25
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant, This is an application
for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route FERAMBRA-

KOORACHUNDU (via)] Paithoth, Thanikandi, WValayamksndam, Chakkittapara,
Narinadaas Ordinary service, After having & thorough review of above application , the
proposed time schedule | and field officers route enauiry report the suthority noted the
following facts.

1.The enquiry officer does not mentioned the class of vehicle suitable for
operating this service.

2.The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing teday, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (l)jof the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a *suitable wvehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a4 matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permil o a non-existenl vehicle would not serve any public purpose, On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time lmil preseribed in KMV Rule 159 [2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in lavour of which a permit has been



granted if any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permil in terms of section
B5 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this autherity, as prescribed in the form P.5t.8a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act. The Secretary RTA shall also report the feasibility by
conducting a detailed enguiry regarding the suitability of the vehicle proposed
by the applicant to operate on the applied route.

Item No.26
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant, This is an
application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route

PAYYOLI- MUYIPOTH JUNCTION-PERAMBRA (via] Palachuvad, Muyipoth as
Ordinary service, The Maotor Vehicle Inspector who conducted the enguiry
reported that the portion Palachuvadu Payyoli well served sector and having an
average Ume gap of 5 minutes . During the meeting enroule operalors
including KSRTC ohjected the proposal stating that grant of this permit may
lead unhealthy competition . On analising the submitied reports and the
objection this authority feels that introduction of a new stage carmage service
in this sector may lead to time clashes and unhealthy competition among
existing stage carriage operators, who already provide services in this area and
resulting road accidents.

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permitl to a non-exisient vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is & matter 1o be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

Considering the above facis the application for fresh regular stage
carriage permit is refected.

Item No.-27

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an
application lor fresh regular stage carriage permit 1o operate on theroute
Vadakara- Manappuram Mukku touching Perambra [via) Chanivam kadavu,



Muyipoth, Cheruvannur, Janakeevamukku, Meppayvur, Keczhpayur Pall: as Ordinary
SCTVICE.

1.The Motor Vehicle Inspector SRETO Perambra conducted the enquiry reported
that the proposed route will be beneficial for the travelling publics in interior ill served
arcas like Manappuram Mukku, Narkkuni, Meppayur and Janakeeyamukku ete. and
only one Stage carriage is operating on the route Cheruvannur and Manappuram
Mukku . On perusal of the proposed timings only two trips{fone in the morning and
one m the night | is provided in the proposal to these areas.

2.The applicant has offered a “suitable vwehicle “that has no existence outside
his own imagination, This authority is under no legal obligation to grant permit
o a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle is a matter to
be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a ready vehicle
i5 a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of permit to a non-
existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the other hand, it will
anly help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

Hence this suthority directing the applicant to submit modified set of proposal
by offering more number of trips to the ill served sector Meppayur to Manappuram

Mukku and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of before
this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5St.5a. under section 70 (2)of Motor
Vehicles Act.

As a result of the above requirements . the decision of application for
fresh permit on the route Vadakara- Manappuram Mukku touching Perambra
(via) Chanivam kKodoova, Muypoth, Cheruvannur, Janakeeyamukku, Meppawur,
Keezhpayur Palli as Ordinary service is adjourned

Item No.28
b Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an

application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on theroute
MANIYUR- KOYILANDY (Via) Panikotty, Vadakara, Chanivamkadavu, Perambra,
Ariknlam as Ordinary service on the surendered vacancy of SC KL 08 AT 9096,

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today,
furmushed the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by
him. No person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (ljof the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.SL.Sa

The applicant has offered a “suitable wvehicle "that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to



grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle 15 a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpase. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2] is to produce the
registration certificate of the wehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any Jor the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.8a. under section 70 (2jof
Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No.29

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an
application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route
VADAKARA-THOTTILPALAM (via] Kainatty, Vannathipoyil, Nadapuram,
Kuttiyadi as Ordinary service in the surrender vacancy of 5C KL 57 M 5137.

1.The Motor Vehicle Inspector Vadakara ,who conducted the enquiry
reported that Thottilppalam-Nadapuram-Vatakara is a well served portion of
the route.He also added that addition of new service in the Vatakara-
Nadapuram-Thottilppalam will create time clash and unhealthy competition
between stage carriage operators who operates services in this sector. The
route overlaps the notified route for 4 kms , which is above the permissible
limit and violates the provisions as per GO(P) Ne. 13/2023 [Trans date
03.05.2023,

2.The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle” that has no exisience
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and there fore the availability of
a ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promaote illegal sale and trafficking in permuit.



3. On perusal of the time schedule | it is noticed that the major portion of
the operation is on the sector Vadakara-Thottilpalam, which is a well served
route . There is no need for a regular permit on this sector . For the above
reasons the application for fresh permit is rejected.

ltem No
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permil to operate on the  route PERAMBRA-
AYANCHERI(via) Kallode, Moorikuthi, Kalloorkavu temple, Parakadavathbridge,
Chanmlotiu, Valakettu, Bhajanamadam, Poomugham and theekunias Ordinary
service

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today,
furnished the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by
him. No person other than the owner of & motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to usc the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per Lhe provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.51.5a

The applicant has offered a ®suitable vehicle “that has neo existence
outzide his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant ol permit. The grant of
permil to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose, On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and traflicking in permit,

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 {2} is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
B85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle afier the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.5a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act.



Item No.31

Heard, the lcarned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route PERAMBRA-
AYANCHERI(via) Kallode, Moorikuthi, Kalloorkavu temple, Parakadavathbridge,

Channilottu, Valakettu, Bhajanamadam, Poomughamand Theekunias Ordinary
SCTVICE.

The applicant has not , cven at the time of hearing today,
furnished the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by
him. No person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
af section 66 [1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.5t.Sa

The applicant has offered a “suitable wehicle “that has no existence
putside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle, The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
i a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the wehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permil in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application,

Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of &
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.5a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No:32

"Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application
For fresh regular stage carriage permit (o operate on the roule Pasukadavu-
Kuttiyadi- Thottilpalam- Perambra (viz] Mullankunnu, Chembanoda,
Chakkittapara.as Ordinary service. The enguiry report is not specific, The frequency
of services on the rowute not furnished .The details of each trip on the route proposed
not furnished by the applicant .



The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person
other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit authorising him
to use the vehicle as a transpori vehicle as per the provisions of section 66 (1}jof
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.St.Sa

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
15 2 matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is & relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) i3 to produce the
regasiration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which & permit has been
granted if any Jfor the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant ta procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.3t.8a. under section 70 (2jof
Motor Vehicles Act . The applicant shall also furnish details of cach trip and
Secretary RTA shall conduct a specilic enguiry on the frequency of Stage
carrivages on the proposed route for reconsideration.

Item No .33

“Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an
application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route
VADAKARA OLD BUS STAND-THALASSERY (via] Kootanagaram, Kurinhalivode,
Orkkateri, Kunnummakkara, ChirayilPeedika, Monthalkadavu, Makkunnu, Panoor,
Manhodi as Ordinary service. Enguiry reveals thal route length of the proposed is
40.4 Kms . A distance of 19.2 Kms lies in Kozhikode districts and 21.2 Kms lies in
Eannur diustricts. The major portion of the route lies in Kannur District. Section
691} of MV Act provides that if the applicant proposed te use the vehicle in two or
more regions lving within the same State | the application shall made to the RTA of the
régmon in which the major portion of the proposed route of area Hes. Hence the
applicant shall file a fresh application before Secretary RTA Kannur, Hence this
application stands rejected.



Item No.34
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant, This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the  route Maniyoor -
Vadalkara-Malel Muklku [vin) Kuttoth , Palayad, Vaikilissery Road, Kurikkilad as
Ordinary service,

As per the proposed timings no trip is proposed to Malelmukku after 04.00
PM . Since Malolmukku is an ill served area |, evening trips to and from Malolmukku is
necessary for the benefit of passengers . The applicant shall submit a modified set of
timing proposal, providing more number of trips to Malolmukku.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished the
registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No person
other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit authorising him
to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions of section 66 (1)al
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no cxistence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and thercfore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of secton
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Henee Adfourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership
of a ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars
there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.Sa. under section
70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act, along with modified time schedule .

Item No.35

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operaie on the  route KALLIKANIYY-
VADAKARA NEW BUS STAND (via| Parakadavu, Nadapuram, Purameri, and Kuningad



as Ordinary serdoe.

The enquiry report reveal that the distance of 2 Kmas lies in Kannur district,
Secretary RTA shall obtain concurrence for the portion of the route lving in Kannur
district. The frequency of existing services an the route not flurnished bySecretary.
Secretary RTA shall conduct a detailed enquiry on this aspects and submil a report.

The applicant has offered a *suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination, This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
18 a matler to be determined by this authority and therclore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
#5 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Henee Adfourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership
of a ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars
there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.5a. under secltion
70 (Zjof Motor Vehicles Act, along with concurrence from sister RTA and
detailed report.

Item No.36

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the  route Atholi- Ulliyeri-
Naduvannur-Kuttalida-Perambra (via) MMC Kottur, Mooclad, Pulivottumuklku,
Chalikkara, Mulivangal as Ordinary service,

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.5t.Sa

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permil 1o a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
18 a matter to be determined by this autherity and therefore the availability of a



ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit preseribed in KMV Rule 159 (2} is to produce the
registration certiicate of the vehicle in lavour of which a permit has been
granted if any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Henee Adfjourned, until afier the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.SGSa. under section 70 (2)of
Maotor Vehicles Act.

Item No.37
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the inter distriet route
CHUZHALI-THALASSEREY (via) Valayam, Kallachi, Nadapuram, Peringathur and
Manjodi as Ordinary service,

. This is an application for inter district permit . Concurrence from

Sister RTA Kannur is necessary for further consideration of this application .
There fore |, the decision of the above application is adjourned for want of
concurrence from sister RTA Kannur . Secretary RTA will seek concurrence

from Sister RTA Kannur and place the application before this authority.

2.The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars ef any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed [orm of
permit in form P.St.Sa

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle "that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation o
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
15 a matter to be determined by this authority and thercfore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The pgrant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote iHr:EaI sale and trafficking in permit.



The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2] 15 to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
B3 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.8t.Sa. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act ,along with concurrence from sister RTA

Item No.38
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for

fresh regular stage carriage permil to operate on the inter distriet route
VILANAGAD -THALASSERY(via) Vanimel Kallachi, Nadapuram, Peringathur and
Manjodi as Ordinary service,

1.This is an application for inter district permit . Concurrence [rom
Sister RTA Kannur is necessary for flurther consideration of this application .
There fore , the decision of the above application is adjourned for want of
concurrence from sister RTA Kannur . Secretary RTA will seek concurrence
from Sister RTA Kannur and place the application before this authorily.

2. The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit i form P.51.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable wvehiele *that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority 15 under no legal obhgation o
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpoese. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.



The tme limit prescribed in KMV Rule 139 (2} is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permil has been
granted if any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 af the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.3a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act, along with concurrence from sister ETA

Item No.39
Heard, the learned counsel represenied the applicant, This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to aperate on the inter district route
THALASSERY-VILANGAD (via) Manjodi, Peringathur, Nadapuram, Kallachi and
Vanimel as ordinary Service.

1.This is an application for inter district permit . Concurrence from

Sister RTA Kannur is necessary for further consideration of this application .
There fore , the decision of the above application s adjourned for want of
concurrence from sister RTA Kannur . Secretary RTA will seek concurrence
from Sister RTA Kannur and place the application before this authority.

2.The applicant has not , even at the time of heanng today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.51.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable wehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-cxistent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
ather hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit



The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2] is to producc the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any ,for the purposc of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until afler the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.8t.8a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act, along with concurrence from sister RTA

Item No .40

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
[resh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route MUTHUKAD
KOZHIKODE MEDICAL COLLEGE [via) Perambra, Kuttiyadi, Kozhikode, Mullankunnu
as Ordinary service. On verificatrion of the time schedule proposed by the applicant ,
the running time is notm in accordance with existing running time of ordinary stage
carriage services. Feasibility and necessity of a fresh permit not reported by the
enquiry officer. Secretary RTA shall conduct enguiry on the above aspects and submit

& report
The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished

the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
persont other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
guthorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1jof the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.St.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has ne existence
cutside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grani permit to a non-existent vehicle, The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is 4 matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit, The grant of
permit 10 a non-cxstent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will enly help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2} is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted il any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
B5 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.



Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnigh the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.SL.Sa, under section 70 (2)of
Maotor Vehicles Act along with specific report.

Item No.41

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route POONOOR-NARIKUNI
(via) PoonoorHS, Parappil, Ekarcol,Balussery, PadinjareKandi, Vattoli Bazar,
Kappuram,Iyyad,Palangad and ElettilVattolias Ordinary service.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor wehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of scction 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.51.54a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation 1o
grant permil to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the wvehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any .for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
B5 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.50.Sa. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No .42
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route KINALOOR-PERAMBRA



[via)Earvadmmukku, Kappivil, Ekarool, Balussery, Mamjapalam Kootahda, Nerayamboulam,
Kayvanna,Moolad, Chalikkara and Mulivangal as Ordinary service.

L.On examining the proposal only one trip is proposed to the the interior
areas of Kinaloor. Hence the applicant is directed to submit a fresh set of timings by
providing  two or more trips to Kinaloor,

2. The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. Ne
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a ®suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit 1o a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability ol a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a8 non-existent vehicle would nol serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until aficr the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.Sa. under section 70 (2jof
Motor Vehicles Act, along with modified time schedule.

Item No.43
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an

application for fresh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route
VADAKARA-AYANCHERY MANIYLIR- MALOL MUKUTHANNEERPANTHAL  (via)
Viliappally, Kottappally, Memunda, Palayad, and Kurikkilad as Ordinary service,
(Vehicle No. not furnished)

On examining the proposal only few trip is propose in the imterior arcas of
Malol muklu. Hence the applicant is directed to submit a fresh s#1 proposed timings
by providing a fairly repsonable number of trips to Malolmukku, Secretary RTA shall



also report whether this application is inaccordance with the definition of route as
per section 2(38] of MV Act.

The apphicant has not , even at the time of heanng today, furnished

the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him, No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority i3 under no legal obligation 1o
grant permil 1o a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matier 1o be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2} is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted il any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure

owncrship of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership
of a ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars
there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.Sa. Under section
70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act |, aleng with modified time schedule and specific

report.,

Item No.44
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an

application for fresh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route
Perambra- Vadakara [via] Kallode, Chenayi, Avala, Palliyath, Mangad, Chiramukku,
Thiruvallur, Muyipoth as Ordinary service. (Vehicle No. not furnished).

1.The enguiry officer reported that The proposed route Perambra- Vadakara
[via} Kallode, Chenayi, Avala, Palliyath, Mangad, Chiramuklu, Thiruvallur, Muyipoth
passess through interior arcas of Kozhikode district. But on verifying the records
the route of travel of each trip is not specified in proposal and report . Hence Sccretary

RTA is dirccted o submil a specific report in this matier.



2. The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a metor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
ol section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.51.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-cxistent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit, The grant of
permit te a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and traflicking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the wvehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terma of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
rcady Vehicle and furmish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authorily, as prescribed in the form P.S1.8a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act , along with specific report.

Item No 45
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application lor
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route MMC HOSPITAL-

BALUSSERY GOVT, HOSPITAL (via) Ulliyeri, Naduvannur,11 th Kandy,
Kowilakamthazha, Thattambath, Kozhikodan Kandy Temple, return trip Balussery to
Naduvannur via Kokkallur as Ordinary service,

| The enquiry officer reported that 1.2 kilometer from Kovilakamthazha to 11%kandy
junction is virgin portion. Hence The Secretary, RTA shall abtain a road fitness
certificate duly suthenticated by concerned authority.

2.The applicant has not |, even at the time of hearing today, furnished



the registration mark and ether particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable wvehicle "that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is & matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would nol serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit,

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the wehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted il any for the purpese of making entry in the permit in terms of secction
B5 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.S5t.Sa. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act | along with the fitness certificate.

Item No .46
“Heard, the learned counsel represented the apphicant. This is an

application for fresh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route
KURUMPOIL-KINALOOR USHA SCHOOL (via) KannadiPoyil, ThiruvancheriPowl,
Arapeedika, Balussery, Vattoli Bazar, Ezhukandy, Kinaloor, halt &t Balusservas
Ordinary service.

On verification of the proposed time schedule | it is scen that no trips arc
spen provided in the morning hours to Kinalur Usha School. The applicant shall
submit modified time schedule with more trips (0 Kinalur Usha School,

The applicant has nol , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled o a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.St.5a



The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
i5 a matter to be determined by this authority and thercfore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2] is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted il any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership ol a vehicle afier the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the remstration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.51.8a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act , along with modified time schedule.

Item No.47

“Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an
application for fresh regular stage carmage permilio operate on the route
VILANGAD-NADAPURAM (via] Vanimel, Kallachi, Nadapuram as ordinary Service.

On perusal of the time schedule proposed by the applicant , the passing time at
Kallachi is not seen proposcd. Kallachi is a major town and a intermediate pomt of
various routes on that sector. The applicant shall submit a modified tme schedule
showing passing time at Kallachi

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a metor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (ljof the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.SiE.Sa

The applicant has offered a *suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vwehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and thercfore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant ol permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.



The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2} is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application,

Henee Adjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.3t.3a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act | along with modified time schedule.

Item No .48
= Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an

application for fresh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route
KUTTIYADI-MANIMALA-PERAMBRA( via) Neclechukunnu, Vadayam,
PovilMukku, Valaketiu, Odolithazha, Pallivath, Manimal, Avala and
Pannimukku as Ordinary service. On verification of the time schedule
proposed by the applicant , the running time is not in  accordance with
existing running time of ordinary stage carriage services. Only two single trips
are provided to Manimala, which is an ill served area. The applicant shall
submit a modified time schedule with more trips between Manimala and
Kuitiyadi and running time as per the existing running time presoribed

to the Ordinary Services. Secretary RTA shall conduct detailed enquiry and

report regarding the freequency of services on various sectors of the route,

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled 10 a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.51.5a

The applicant has offcred a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of



permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any .for the purposs of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application,

Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.5a. under section 70 (2jof
Motor Vehicles Act , along with modified time schedule and specific report.

Item No.49

|.Perused the judgment of Honble High Court of Kerala dated
02/08/2024 in WPDNo.27579,2024

2.Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an
application for resh regular stage carriage permiito operate on theinter district
route THALASSERY- KOZHIKODE -halt at Ulliveri (via) Kokkallur, Balussery Kakkur,
Karaparamba, By pass{Eranhipalam) Kozhikode stand Byepass,Koraparamba, byepass
, Kundu Paramba, Bycpass, Pooladi kunnuu, Atheli, Ulieri, Naduvennur, Perambra,
Kaivangad, Kutuyadh, Kakkattil, Kallachi,Nadapuram, Thuneri, Peringathur,
Mekkunnu, Chokli ,Temple gate Junction and Manjodi as Ordinary service.

3).This is an application for inter district permit . Concurrence from
Sister RTA Kannur is necessary for further consideration of this application |
There fore , the decision of the above application is adjourned for want of
concurrence from sister RTA Kannur . Secretary RTA will seek concurrence
from Sister RTA Kannur and place the application before this authority.

4] The applicant has nol , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions



of section 66 (1)of the Maotor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.St.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-cxistent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the wehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for [acilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.51.8a. under section 70 (2)of
Muotor Vehicles Act along with concurrence from Secretary RTA | Kannur.

Item No.50

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
resh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route NADAPURAM-
PACHAPALAM-AYANCHERY -VADAKARA (viajParakadavu, Valayam, Vanimel,
Purameri, Orkatteri, Pulikkol, Thanneerpanthal- as Ordinary service.

On verifying the records the route of travel of each trip is not specified in
proposal and report . Henee Secretary RTA is directed to submit a specific report in
this matter.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, larnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescnibed form of
permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered & “suitlable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle, The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle



is a matter to be determined by this authority and thercfore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafhcking in permit.

The timec limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2] is to produce the
regisiration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted il any .for the purposc of making entry in the permit in terms of section
B85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until afier the applicant has aequired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.5a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act along with specific report on the modificd proposal.

Item No.51
Heard, the lcarned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for

resh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route KADAMER]- VATAKARA-
KUTTIYADI-PERAMBRA (via) Kattappalli, Thiravallur, Chaniyam Kadavu Villiappally,
Avancheri, Theeekuni, Pallivath as ordinary Service.

Un verifying the records the route of travel of each trip is not specified in
proposal and report . Hence Secretary RTA is directed to submit a specific report in
this meatter.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a moetor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
af section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.5St. 5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable wvehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
granl permil to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
ather hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2] is to produce the
registration certificale of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been



granted if any .for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant lo procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.8a. under section 70 {2)of
Maotor Vehicles Act along with specific report on the modified proposal.

Item No.52

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
resh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route BALUSSERY-
KOOTTALIDA- PERAMBRA-NADUVANNUR-{via) Block road, Arattumukku,

Chalikara, Koottalida Road junction as Ordinary service.

The applicant has not , cven at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle 1s entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1jof the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no exisience
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle, The suitability or otherwisc of a vehicle
is & matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any ,for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
#5 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.5a, under section 70 (2)of
Maolor Vehicles Act.



I 0.53

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
resh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route KALLANODE-PALLIYATH
[via) Koorachundu, Kayanna, Mulivangal, Perambra, Kallode, Edavalath thazha, Avala,
Gulikapuzha as Ordinary serviee.

As per the time schedule proposed by the applicant , most of the trips are
concentrated between Perambra and Palliyath . Only single trips are proposed to
Kallanode, Koorachundu and Edavarad. Applicant shall submit a revised time
schedule with more tnps to kallancde, Koorachundu and Edavarad.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vchicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising haom to usc the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
pormit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable wehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
granil permil to a non-existent vehicle, The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
15 a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle 18 a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted il any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle alter the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.8a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act, along with modified time schedule,

Item No.54

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
resh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route VADAKARA-PERAMBRA
(via) Thodannur, Thiruvalloor Muyipoth andCheruvannuras Ordinary sarvice,

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished



the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form ol
permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle "that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter Lo be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would notl serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit,

The time lmit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) 15 1o produce the
registration certificate of the wvehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
B85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfowrned, until aflier the applicant  has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.5t.8a. under section 70 (2)of
Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No.55

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
resh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route PERAMBRA-KUTTIYADI
{via) Pannimukku, Avala, Palliyath, Peruvayal, Koolikunnu, Urath, Neelechukunnu,
Vadayam, Valakettu, Manimala Parkas Ordinary service.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor wvehicle is entitled to a permitl
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.5t.8a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle *that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
granl permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this autherity and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of



permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted il any _for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application,

Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership
of a ready Vehicle and furmish the registration mark and their particulars
there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.8t.8a. under section
70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No.56
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant, This is an application lor

resh regular stage carmage permit o operate on the route PERAMBRA-
AYANCHERI{via) Kallode.Chanayi, Edavarad, Avala, Pallivath, Tharopoyil,
Pannimukku as Ordinary service,

As per the ume time schedule proposed by the applicant ., majority of the trip is
between Ayanchery and Perambra. Only two single trips are proposed to Pallivath.
The applicant shall submit a modified time schedule with more trips to Pallivath.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. Neo
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled 10 a permit
authorising him to usc the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (l)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.5L Sa

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
granl permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
15 a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability ol a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and traflicking in permit.

The time lmit prescribed i KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the wvehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted il any for the purpose of making entry in the permil in terms of section



85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant lo procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adfourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership
of a ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars
there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.Sa. under section
70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act , along with midified proposal of time schedule.

Item No.57
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for

resh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route KALLANODE-MMC
MEDICAL COLLEGE ULLIYERI touching BALUSSERY(via] Manjapalam, Koottalida,
Padikunnu, Koorachundu, Kettoor, Naduvannoor and Ulliveri as Ordinary service,

As per the time time schedule proposed by the applicant , Only twe single trips
are proposed to Kallanode, The applicant shall submit a modified time schedule with
maore trips to Kallanode.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a motor vehicle is entitled to a permil
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed [orm of
pefmit in form P.St.Sa

The applicant has offered a "suitable vehicle "thal has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle, The suitability or otherwisc of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose, On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal zale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2] is to produce the
registration certificate of the wehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership
of a ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars



there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.8t.Sa. under section
70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act , along with midified proposal of time schedule.

Item No.58

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
resh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route PAYYOLI-CHAKITTAPARA
[via) Palachuvadu, Muyipoth, Perambra, Meppayur, Thanakandipalam,
ValayamKandam as Ordinary service.

As per the time time schedule proposed by the applicant , Only one single trip
ts proposed to Chaklkdttapara . The applicant shall submit a modified time schedule
with more trips to Chakkittapara,

The applicant has not |, even at the ime of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark and other particulars of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than the owner of a8 motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (1)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.5t.5a

The applicant has offered a “suitable vehicle “that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehicle
is a matter to be determined by this autherity and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevant consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is o produce the
registration certificate of the wehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if any for the purpose of making entry in the permit in terms of section
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership ol a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjourned, until after the applicant  has acquired the ownership
of a ready Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars
there of before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.8t.8a. under section
70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act | along with midified proposal of time schedule.



Item No. 59

A distance of 15 Kms from Valavam to Peringathur falls within the jurisdiction
of this authority . It is reported that there is no objectionable overlapping with any
notified schemes. Hence Concurrence granted as Ordinary service

Item No:60

“Heard. This is an application for variation of permit in respect of 5/C_KL-41 1625
permitted to operate on the route Pallivath Koyvilandy - Perambra Meppayyur (Vi)
Muthambi, Keezhariyur Naduvannur, Anjampeedika, Arikkulam, ss ordinary secrnce
and Variation is applied for -Extension from Perambra to Kuttiadi (Via] Kadiyangadu,
Paleri.

This authority examined the connected fle and verified the engquiry reports. As
per the report of MV the proposed additional trip from Perambra- Kuttivadi is through
well served sectors with an average time gap of 5 minutes. Further allotment of
additional trip will cause competition among stage carriages , resulting in accidents.

Hence the varation requested by the permit holder the wvehicle KL-41 1625
cannot be recommended and there is no urgent necessity as per KMVR 145 (6) [or
considering the proposed variations. For the above reasons, application for
variation of permit is rejected

Item No:61
“Heard. This 1s an application for varation of permit in respect of 5/C KL-18 AE 3456
permitted to operate on the route Vatakara -Palliyath, (ViajPerambra. Variation
applied for

1} Extension from Thiravalloor to Kanhirattuthara 2 KM,

2) Halting Place Changed from Thiruvalloor to Kanhiratiuthara.

As per the report of MV] the the curtailment of last trips from Thiruvallur to
Vatakara and changing the haling place 1o EKanhirattuthara will
adversely affect the existing passengers. There is no urgent necessity, sa per KMVR
145(6), to consider the proposed variations. For the above reasons, application for
variation of permit is rejected

Item No:62
This iz an application for regular vanation of permit in respect of
3/C KL-18 U 0153 permitted 1o operate on the route Vadakara - Kokri Via.
MNadapuram,Chushali, Kallunira, Velayam, Kallachi, EKakkattil, Kokkr as Ordinary
Service. Variation applied for

1] Curtailmment of the portion from Chuzhali to Kokr 5 km.



2] Extension Valayam to Kallunira Via Kundumkara.

As per the report of MV] The route in Curtaillment will cause the scarcity of stage
Carnages and will adversely affect the travelling public of this area, since this portion
is more ill served area compared to extended sector.

The cmsting timing is kept unaliered. Hence proposed time change for thesc
trips may be settled by conducting a timing conference. There s no urgent necessity
gs por KMVR 145(6) for considering the proposed variations. For the abowve reasons,
application for variation of permit is rejected.

1]

Item No:63
*Heard. This is an application for application for regular variation of permit in respect
of 5/C KL-18 F 1080 permitted 1o operate on the route Vatakara - VilangadKainatty,
[Via) Orkkattery, Nadapuram, Kallachi, Vanimel, EKakkattil, Theekkuni.
Vanation applied for
1] Extension to Puthukavam to Pachappalam
21 Extension from Kaklkatti] io Kaiveli
3] Heduee a trip Vadakara - Nadapuram on NH
On verification it is ascertained that the intention of the permit holder is to
reschedule the basting time in guise of the proposed Vamation | Most of the exsting
time has been changed, There is no urgent necessity as per KMVR 145(6) for
considering the proposed variations. For the above reasons, application for
variation of permit is rejected.

ltem No: 64

“*Heard. This is an application for variation of permit in respect of 5/C 5/C KL 76 C
6786 permitted to operate on the route MEPPAYUR- THAMARASSERY (wia)
Kowvilandy, Balussery, Poonoor as Ordinary Service, Vanatioan apphed [or

Extending the route from Estatemulkku to Rajagiri - 1km|2 trips)
Curtailment of one round trip from Meppavur-Koyilandy.
Reduction of one round frip fram Koyilandy- Estatemukku.
Change of halting place from Koyvilandy- Rajagiri.

B UM -

A specific report on the advantages and disadvantages of the proposed variation
and frequency of services on the exented portion need to be ascertained before
considering the applicationn . A [resh enquiry shall be conducted and a detailed
report (including frequency of service on the variation)and necessity under rule
145(6) of KMV rules shall be submitted before this authority for reconsideration.



For the compliance of above directiona the decision of the application for fresh
permil adjourned

Item No:65
“Heard. This is an application for regular variation of permit in respect of
S/C KL-56 V 3546 permitied to operate on the route MEENCHANTHA-KUTTIYAD] as
LS0OS (via] Kozhikode, Atholi, Perambra. Variation applied for
1.Curtailing the route portion from Kozhikode to Meechandha
2. Extension of route from Kozhikode to Kozhikode medical college.
3.Addition of one round trip from Naduvannure to Kadiyanga.

It is reported that proposal of one additional trip from Naduvannur to Kadivangad and
back will be beneficial to the carly morming passengers and varriation to Medical
college will benefit the patienis and their companions . It is also reported that
curtailment of one trip al 06,54 AM is through a well served and saturated portion .
Henee variation granted subjected to the settlement of timings.

Item No: 66

“Heard. This is an application for regular variation of permit in respect of 5/C KL 18
K 7475 permitted to operate on the route pasukkadavu-Kuttiady-Nadapuram-
Thottilapam- Perambra (via Mullankunnu, Adukath Maruthonkara Road-Kadiyangad
as ordinary service for

| })Curtailment of portion from Kuttiady to Perambra
ZjAdditional Round Trip from Kuttiady to Pasukkadavu (via) Mullankunnu

The enquiry Officer ,MV] Perambra reported that the proposed additional trip
from Kuttiady to Pasukkadavu {via) Mullankunnu will be highly beneficial to the
travelling public and students in the moderately served sector of the route. Since the
curtailment portion from Kuttiady to Perambra is a well served sector and will not
seriously affect the travelling public .Hence application for variation is granted
subjected to the scttlement of bmings.

Item No; 67

Applicant absent Hence adjourned



Item No: 68

*Heard. This is an application for regular variation of permit in respect of 8/C KL 56 G
9300 permitted to operate on the route Thamarassery-Koyilandy-via -Balussery-
Ulliyert  as ordinary service

[t i8 reported that wvariation asnses as reduction in trip from Ekarool to
Balussery and Balussery to Thamarassery. Instead one additional trip from Ekarool
to Thamarasscry is provided and there is no additional trip in the Notified sector, It is
also reported that the halting place is changed from Thamarassery to Ekarrol to
facilitate the variation . The variation does not violates clause 19 of GO(P] No B/2017
Trans dtd 23/3/2107 and Sec 80(3) of MV act. Hence variation granted subjected to
the settlement of tmings,

Item No.69

“Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage

permit in respectol 3/C KL 18 R 1080 to operate on the intra district route
Vadakara - Kozhikode Medical college (Via) Kainatty, Nadapuram, Kalkkattil,
Juttiyadi, Perambra, Ulliveri, Atholi,Pavangadu as LS50S for a further period of 5
Yyecars from 03.04.2024. The permit holder applied for renewal of permit on

08.05.2024 . According to the notification GO[F) No. 13/2023 /Trans ,.dated
03.05.2023 issued by the Government of Kerala * the existing valid regular permit as
or 14.07.2009 in operation with trips and vehicles of private stage carriage operators
will be permitted to operate as Ordinary Service only with stops in all the approved
bus step under rule 206 of KMV Rules , 1989 in each fare stage , subjected to the
conditions (1)The route length of such ordinary service shall not exceeds 140 kms | (i)
Il existing route length exceeds 140 kms such ordinary service shall be permitied o
curtail the route length provided the trips shall not be increased in the notified route .

Route length of the existing route is below 140 ks .This permit was issued
before 14.07.2009. Under these circumstances, delay is condoned and renewal of
permit is granted to operate on the inter district route_ Vadakara - Kozhikode Medical
college  (Via] Kainatty, Nadapuram,  Kakkattil, Kuttivadi,Perambra, Ulliyeri,
Atholi,Pavangadu for a further periods of 5 years as Ordinary Services , subjected
to (1] stipulations laid down in G.O(F) No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2)
production of NOC from the financier, if applicable (3] clearance of motor vehicle tax
and Govl Dues, if any & remittance of fee for the above applications, if not paid.




Item No

"Heard, this is to consider the application for rencwal of stage carniage
permit in respectof S/C KL 18 M 1236 to operate on the intra district route
GULIKAPUZHA - KOZHIKODE as LSOS for a further period eof 5 Yyears [rom
23.08.2024. According to the notification GO{P) No. 13/2023 [Trans  dated
03.05.2023 issued by the Government of Kerala ® the existing valid regular permit as
on 14.07.2009 in opcration with trips and vehicles of private stage carriage operators
will be permitted ta operate as Ordinary Service only with stops in all the approved
bus stop under rule 206 of KMV Rules , 1989 in each farc stage , subjected to the
conditions (ijThe route length of such ordinary service shall not exceeds 140 kms |, (i)
If existing route length exceeds 140 kms such ordinary service shall be permitted to
curtail the rouie length provided the trips shall not be incrcased in the notified route .

Route length of the existing route is below 140 kms This permit was issued
before 14.07.2009. Under these circumstances rencwal of permit is granted to
operate on the inter district route GULIKAPUZHA - KOZHIKODE for a further

periods of 5 years from 23.08.2024 as Ordinary Services , subjecicd to (1)
stipulations laid down in (G.0Q(P) No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2] production of
NOC from the financier, if applicable {3) clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt, Dues,

if any & remittance of fee for the above applications, if not paid.

Item No.7T1

“Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in
respectofl S/C KL 18 K 1161 to operaie on the intra district route Kozhikode -
Ulliveri - Perambra - Kuttyadi — Nadapuram- Kainatty - Vaiakara - Koyilandy -
Kozhikode (Circular Route] as L8038 for a further period of 5 Yyears from 19.04.2024,

Objections has been received against the renewal stating that there exist a
dispute among the board members of the firm which owns the permit . Secretary RTA
shall conduct an enquiry and hear the concerned and submil a detailed report .
Adjourned



Item No.72

"Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in
respectof 5/C KL 18 K 1116 to operate on the intra district route Mullankunny -
hoehikode as LS50S (viajKuttadi, Perambra, Ulliyeri, Atholi, Pavangad for a further
period of 5 Yyears from 30.04 2024

Ohjections has been received against the renewal stating that there exist a
dispute among the board members of the firm which owns the permit . Secretary RTA
shall conduct an enquiry and hear the concerned and submit a detailed report .
Adjourned

Item No.73
l.Perused the judgement in wpe No 23671 /20224 of Hon'ble High Court of Kerala

dated 02/07/2024
“Heard. In compliance of Hon'ble High Court , the renewal of permit was

granted by this autherity as Ordinary Service . In compliance to the order of
Hon'ble High Court, 5/c KL 59 M 2333 is permitted to operate as LSOS, subject

to final orders in this regard. Sccretary RTA shall file a counter affidavit before
Honb'le High Court.

Item No.74

Perused the judgement in wpe No No 23671/20224 of Hon'ble High Court
dated 02/07 /2024 .

“Heard. In compliance of Hon'ble High Court , the renewal of permit was
granted by this authority as Ordinary Service . In compliance to the order aof
Hon'ble High Court, 5/c KL 46 M 3355 is permitted to operate as LS80S, subject

to final orders in this regard. Secretary RTA shall file a counter affidavit before
Honble High Court.



Item No.75

*Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in
respect of 5/C KL 59 P 0693 to operate on the intra district route KALLACHI -
KOZHIKODE- as L8O8 for a further periods of 5 years from 24.10.2024
According to the notification GOP) No., 13,/2023 /Trans dated 03.05.2023 issued by
the Government of Kerala * the existing valid regular permit as on 14.07,.2009 in
operation with trips and vehicles of private stage carriage operators will be permitted
to operate as Ordinary Service only with stops in all the approved bus stop under rule
206 of KMV Rules , 1980 in each fare stape , subjected to the conditions (ijThe route
length of such ordinary service shall not exceeds 140 kms |, {ii) If existing route length
exceeds 140 kms such ordinary service shall be permitted to curtail the route length
provided the trips shall nol be increased in the notified route |

Route length of the existing route is below 140 kms This permit was issued
before 14.07.2009 Under these circumstances renewal of permit is granted ito
operate on the intra district route KALLACHI - KOZHIKODE as Ordinary
Services , subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in clause 4 of notification G.O{F] No.
13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2) production of NOC from the financier, if applicable
{3} clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt, Dues, if any & remittance of fee for the
above applications, if not paid.

Item No.76

“Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in
respeet of 8/C KL 58 H 6429 to operate on the intra district route CHETTAKANDY
PALAM- KQZHIKODE AS LSOS({VIA) Kuttivadi, Perambra, Atholi for a further
period of 5 years from 20.06.2024. According to the notification GO(P) No. 13/2023
/Trans ,dated 03,05.2023 issued by the Government of Kerala ® the existing valid
regular permit as on 14,07 2000 in operation with trips and vehicles of private stage
carriage operators will be permitted to operate as Ordinary Service only with stops in
all the approved bus stop under rule 206 of KMV Rules , 1989 in each farc stage ,
subjected to the conditions (iiThe route length of such ordinary service shall not



exceeds 140 kms | (i) If existing route length exceeds 140 kms such ordinary service
shall be permitted to curtail the route length provided the trips shall not be increased

in the notified route

Route length of the exisung route 15 below 140 kms .This permit was issued
before 14.07,2009 Under these circumstances renewal of permit s granted to

_Hﬂ!.—rgigﬂ_m_ﬁ:rﬂwr period of 5 years from
20.06.2024 as Ordinary Services , subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in clause
4 of notification G.O(P) No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2] production af NOC from

the financier, if applicable (3] clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, if any &

remittance of fee for the above applications, if not paid.

Item No.77

“Heard, this is 1o condone the delay in submission of application for renewal of
permit and to consider the application [or renewal of stage carriage permit in
respecief 5/C KL 56 4300 to operate on the intra district route MUYIPOTH -
KOZHIKODE-MEDICAL COLLEGE as LSOS(via)Atholi, Nadakavus return via bypass
and Kargpparambafor a further period of 5 Yyeara from 17.06.2024.

Objections has been received against the renewal stating that there exist a
dispute among the board members of the firm which owns the permit . Seccretary RTA
shall conduct an enguiry and hear the concerned and submit a detailed report . Hence
Adjourned

I o 78

"Heard, this is a belated application dated 13.06.2024 to consider the
renewal of stage carmiage permil in respect of 5/C KL-58 D 4063 Permitted to
operate  on  the intra district route VADAKARA- THANNEERPATHAL-
AYANCHERY (via] Kalleri, KanalPalam, Katameri and Vallivadas Ordinary
service  with permit No.18/1041/2014 for a further period of 5 years from
10.06.2024 . The application for renewal of permit was filed on 13.06.2024 |
which was not within the time stipulated u/s 81(2) of MV Act 1988 , along with



a delay of condo nation request stating that he could not file application in time
due to ill health and a medical certificate is seen attached.

This authority is convinced that the applicant was prevented by good
and sufficient reason from filing the application within the stipulated time as
per section 81(2). The delay occurred in submitting the application is
condoned. Renewal of permit is granted as Ordinary Serwvice, as por
stipulations in clause (4] of Notification GO(P) NO.13 /2023 /Tran dated
0305.2023 subject to the production of NOC from hnancer, if apphecable,

clearance of Govt. dues, and remittance of application fees, if not paid.
Secretary RTA is permitted to endorse renewal from the date of application for

renewal.

item No.79
“Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in

respect of 5/C KL 56 F 5301 1o operate on the intra district route KUTTIYADI-
PERAMBRA-KOZHIKODE as LS50S (vialKadivangad, Ulliyri, Atheli and
pavangad for a further period of 5 years from18/08/2024, According to the
notification GO[P) No. 13/2023 [Trans .dated 03.05.2023 issued by the Government
of Kerala ® the existing valid regular permit as on 14.07,2009 in operation with trips
and vehicles of private stape carmfiage operators will be permitied to operate as
Ordinary Service only with stops in all the approved bus stop under rale 206 of KMV
Rules , 1989 in each fare stage , subjected to the conditions (ifThe route length of such
ordinary service shall not exceeds 140 kms , (ii) If existing route length exceeds 140
kms such ordinary service shall be permitied to curtail the route length provided the
trips shall not be increased in the notified route

Route length of the existing route is below 140 kms This permil was issued
before 14.07.2002 Under these circumstances renewal of permit s granted to
operate on_the intra district route KUTTIYADI. PERAMBRA.- KOZHIKODE
(via)Kadiyangad, Ulliyri, Atholi and pavangad ,for a further period of 5
years from 18/08/2024 as Ordinary Services , subjected 1o (1) stupulatons laid
down in eclause 4 of notification GUOIF No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2]

production of NOC from the hnancier, il applicable {3) clearance of motor vehicle tax

and Govt. Dues, if any & remittance of fee for the above applications, if not paid,



Item No.8O

l.Perused the Order in WPC No.20371 /2024 Ditd. 06/06 /2024 of Hon'hle High Court
of Kerala,

“Heard. In compliance of Hon'ble High Court | the renewal of permit was
granted by this authority as Ordinary Service . In compliance to the order of
Hon'ble High Court, 5/c KL 05 AL 3699 is permitted to operate as LSOS,

subject to final orders in this regard. Secretary RTA shall file a counter affidavit
before Honble High Court.

Item No.81

ey

“Heard, thas is to consider the application for rencwal of stage carnage pormit in
respect of 3/C KL-11 AP 6399 1o operate on the intra district route
KUMBALACHOLA -KOZHIKODE-(VIAJKuttivadi ,Perambra-Ulliveri-Atholi as
LSOS for a further period of 5 years from 28.12.2023. According to the
notification GO{P) No. 13/2023 fTrans dated 03.05,2023 issued by the Government
of Kerala * the existing valid regular permit as on 14.07.200% in operation with trips
and vehicles of private stage carriage operators will be permitted to operate as
Ordinary Service only with stops in all the approved bus stop under rule 206 of KMV
Rules , 1989 in cach fare stage , subjected to the conditions {ijThe route length of such
ordinary service shall not exceeds 140 kms | (1) if existing route length exceeds 140
kms such ordinary service shall be permitted to curtsil the route length provided the
trips shall not be increased in the notified route .

Route length of the existing route is below 140 kms This permit was 1ssued
before 14.07.2009 Under these circumstances renewal of permit is granted to
operate on__the intra district route KUMBALACHOLA -KOZHIKODE-
i for a further period of 5 years
from 28/12/2023 as Ordinary Services , subjected to (1) stipulations laid dewn in
clause 4 of notification G.O(P) No. 13/2023/Trana dt 03.05.2023 (2} production of

NOC from the financier, if applicable {3) clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues,

if any & remittance of fee for the above applications, if not paid.



Item No.82

“Heard. this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in
respect of 5/C KL 58 8 7707 to operate on the intra distnet route KOZHIKODE
~-KUTTIADY (VIA) Pavangad, Ulliveri,Atholi,Perambra as LS0OS for a further
period of 5 Yyears from 18.03.2024., According to the notification GO(P] No.
13 /2023 /Trans ,dated 03.05.2023 issued by the Government of Kerala = the existing
valid regular permit as on 14.07.2009 in operation with trips and vchicles of privale
stage carriage operators will be permitted to operate as Ordinary Service only with
stops in all the approved bus stop under rule 206 of KMV Rules , 1989 in each fare
stage , subjected to the conditions (iThe route length of such ordinary service shall
not exceeds 140 kms |, (i) If existing route length exceeds 140 kms such ordinary
service shall be permitted Lo curtail the route length provided the trips shall not be
increased in the notified route .

Route length of the existing route is below 140 kms . This permit was issucd
before 14.07.2009 Under these circumstances renewal of permit is granted to

operate on the intra district route KOZHIKODE -KUTTIADY (VIA)
Pavangad, Ulliyeri, Atholi, Perambra for a further period of 5 years from

18.03.2024 as Ordinary Services , subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in clause
4 of notification G.Q[P) No. 13/2023 /Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2} production of NOC from

the financier, if applicable {3) elearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, if any &

remittance of fee for the above applications, if not paid,

Item No.B3

“Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage
permit in respect of 8/C KL 18 AD B969 to opcrate on the inter district route
Maniyur-Thalassery (via) Palayad,Kuttoth,Vatakara,Mahepalam ,as Ordinary
Servicesfor a further periods of 5 years from 31.07.2024,

This permit was issued before 14.07.2009, Under these circumsiances renewal

of permil is granted to operate on the inter district route Maniyur-Thalassery (via)



Palayad,Kuttoth, Vatakara, Mahepalam [or a further periods of 5 years from

31.07.2024 as Ordinary Services , subjected to (1] stipulations laid down in G.O[P)
Ne. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2] production of NOC from the hAnancier, if
applicable (3) clearance of motor vehicle tex and Govt. Dues, if any & remittance of fee

for the above applications, if not paid.

ltem No.B4

“Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage
permit in respect of 3/C KL 18 AE 8789 to operate on the inter district route
Lokanarkkavu Temple -Thalasscry (via) Vadakara and Maheppalam as
Ordinary Services for a further periods of 5 years from 06.04.2024 This permit
was issued before 14.07.2009. along with a delay of condo nation request stating
that he could not file application in time due to ill health and a medical
certificate is seen attached,

This authority is convinced that the applicant was prevented by good
and sufficient reason from filing the application within the stipulated tme as
per section B81{2). The delay occurred in submutting the application is
condoned. Renewal of permit is granted as Ordinary Service as per
stipulations in clause (4) of Netification GO(P] NO.,13 [2023/Tran dated
0305.2023 subject to the production of NOC [rom financier, if applicable,
clearance of Govl. dues, and remittance of  application fees, if not paid.
Secretary RTA is permitted to endorse renewal from the date of application for

renewal,

Item No.BS

"Heard, this is to congider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in
regpect of 8/C KL 18 ¥ TOOT to operate on the inter district route Kottaklal-
Thalassery (via) Vatakara Mahepalam as Ordinary Servicesa for a further periods of 5
years from 20.09.2024,



This permit was issued before 14.07. 20049, Under these circumstances
renewal of permit is granted to operate on the inter district route Kottakkal-
Thalassery (via) Vatakara Mahepalam , for a further periods of 5 years [rom
31.07.2024 as Ordinary Services , subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in G.O(P)
Mo, 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2) production of NOC from the financier, if
applicable [3) clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, if any & remittance of fee

for the above applications, if not paid.

Item No.86

1.Perused the order in WPC No.25908/2024 Dated 19.07.2024 of Honb'le High Court
of Kerala.

“Heard. the renewal of permit was granted by this authority as Ordinary
Service . In compliance to the order of Hon'ble High Court, S5/c KL 18 P 7562
iz permitted to operate as L8SOS, subject to final orders in this regard. Sccretary
RTA shall file a counter affidavit before Honb'le High Court.

Item No.B7

“Heard. the renewal of permit is granted by this authority as Ordinary Service,
subject to (1) stipulations laid down in G.O{P) No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2}
production of NOC from the financier, if applicable (3] clearance of motor vehicle tax

and Govi. Dues, if any & remittance of fee for the above applications, if not paid.

Item No.BB

“Heard, The delay eccurred in submitting the application is condoned. The renewal of
permit is granted by this authority as Ordinary Service, subject 1o (1) stipulations
laid down in G.O{P] No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2) production of NOC from the
financier, if applicable {3} clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, if any &

remittance of fee for the above applications, if not pasd.



1.Perused the order in WPC No.25462 /2024 Dated 17.07.2024 of Honble High Court
of Kerala.

“Heard., the renewal of permit was granied by this authority as Ordinary

Service . In compliance to the order of Hon'ble High Court, S/c KL 53 D T138

is permitted to operate as LBOS, subject to final orders in this regard. Scoretary
RTA shall file a counter affidavit before Honble High Court,

Item No.90

“Heard , 1) This is to consider the application for renewal permit in respect of
5/C KL 18 5B63 to opcrate on the route Muthukad-Chambanoda-Peruvannamushi-
Perambra-Vatakara. The renewal of permit is granted subject o clearance of motor
vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, il any & production of No Objection certificate from ther
financier, if applicable

2. Becretary RTA shall endarse the replacement on rencwing the  permit

Item No.81

Heard , 1)This is to consider the apphcation for renewal permit in respect of
S/C KL 11 U 5859 1o operate on the route Perambra-Vadakara Via. Meppayur,
Payyoli. The renewal of permit is granted_subjected to clearance of motor vehicle tax
and Govt. Dues, il any & production of No Objection certificate from ther financier, if
applicable

2.The vehicle produced for replacement is owned by Smi Greeshma |, proposed
transferee; the transfer of permit which was granted by in [ts meeting held on
27.02.2024 vide item No. 104, The incoming vehicle is not in the pessession of permit
holder. Sceretary RTA shall consider the replacement application on production of a
suitable vehicle by the permit holder within the prescribed period.



Item No.92

*Heard , 1) This is to consider the application for renewal permil in respect of
S/C KL 18 C 5603 =and to operate on the route VATAKARA - THURASSERIMUKKU -
KURUMTHODI - PAYYOL] (via) Panikkotty, Bank road, Mudappilavil, Navodaya,
Maniyoor, Attakundupalam and Keezhur. The renewal of permit is granted subject 1o
clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues,  any & production of No Objection
certificate from ther financier |, if applicable”

2.8ecretary RTA shall endorse the replacement on renewing the  permit

[tem Mo.93

*Heard, transfer of permit is allowedin respect of 8/C KL 39 0100, subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”.

Item No.94
“Heard, transfer of permil is allowed in respect of 3/C KL 37 2182 subject fo

clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”.

Item No.95

“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 18 F 1080 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co, if applicable®

Item No.96
*Heard, transfer of permit (on death) is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 11 AF 0819 in

the name of legal heirSmt.Bindu Chonnintavida thazha Kuniyil |, subject toclearance
of Govt dues, if any, and production of NOC from HP Co. if apphicable™.

Item No.97

“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 56 C 3015 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”,



Item No.98

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 58 D 2757 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Ca. if applicable®.

Item No.99

“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 8/C KL 56 H 4976 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”.

Item No.l00

*Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 77 A 4849 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”.

Item No.101

*Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 18 C 5949 subject Lo

clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”.

Item No.102

“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 3/C KL 18 Y 4201 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”,

Item No.103

“Heard, This is an application for transfer of in respect of S/C KL-80 Q 4806 from the
permit holder Sri.Subinesh to the name of Sri. Abdul Rahiman H (Registered owner of
the vehicle under lease) and from the name of Sri. Abdul Rahiman H to the name of
Sri.P P Vijayan. The respective parties appeared in the meeting. Transfer of permit
allowed from the name of permit holder Sri.Subinesh 1o the name of Sr. Abdul
Rahiman H and subsequently from the name of Sri. Abdul Rahiman H to the name af
Sri.P P Vijayan, subject to clearance of Govt dues, il any, and production of NOC from
HP Co. if applicable™

i
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Item No.l04
“Meard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 3/C KL 65 J 5465 subject

clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. il applicable”.
Item No, 105

“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL18 ¥ 5861 subject
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”.
Item No.106

“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 08 BA 5306 subject
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”,
Item No:107

“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 8/C KL 05 U 6616 subject

clearance of (Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”.

Item No:108
“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 32 H 7979 subject

clearance of CGiovt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”.

Item No:109

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 11 BR B413 subjecl
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. il applicable”.

Item No:110

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 59 A 9286 subject

clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”.

Item No:111

“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 18 K 7478 subject

clearance of Govt ducs, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable®,

o
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[tem No:l112

“Heard, transier of permitl is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 18 W 7189 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co, if applicable”,

Item No:113
*Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 38 E 8021 subject 1o

clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”,

Item No:114
“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 58 R 7767 subject 1o

clearance of Govt dues, ffany, and production of NOC from HP Ca. il applicable”.

Item No:115
“Heard, This is an application for transfer of in respect of S/C KL 38 H 8452 from the

permit holder Sri.Unnikrishanan.K to the name of 8ri.Vinod Kumar PT [Registered
owner of the vehicle under lease} and from the name of 3ri.Vinod Kumar PT to the
name of Smt.8hyni. The respective parties appeared in the meeting. Transfer of
permit allowed from the name of permit holder Sri.Unnikrishanan. K to the name of
&ri.Vinod Kumar PT and subsequently from the name of Sri.Vinod Kumar PT to the
name of 3mt.Shyni, subject to clearance of Govt dues, if any, and production of NOC

from MP Co. if applicable”®

Item No:llé

*Heard, This is an application for transfer of in respect of 3/C KL 18 A 7358
from the permit holder SriSadik to the name of Sri.Jaseer, (Registered owner of the
vehicle under lease) and from the name of Sri.Jaseer, to the name of Smt.Greeshma
PV, The respective partics appeared in the meeting. Transfer of permit allowed from
the name of permit holder Sri.Sadik to the name of Sri.Jaseer, and subsequently
from the name of Sri.Jaseer, to the name of Smt.Greeshma PV, subject to clearance

of Govt dues, if any, and producton of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”
Item No:117

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 18 R T569 subjeel Lo
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”.



Item No:118

Heard, An objection submitted by the permit holder, regarding the transfer of permit .
Secretary RTA shall call the applicants for hearing , con duct an enguiry and submit a
detailed report. Hence adjourned.

Item No.119

*Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 3/C KL 57 A 9339 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. il applicable”.

ITEM NO.120

Heard, This authority view that lightning strike without prior notice creates
hardships to travelling publics and is a clear violation of permit conditien. This have to
be strictly dealt with .

Secretary RTA shall issue individual memo to the permit holders of all stage
carriages, which have participated in the lightning strike on 22.07.2023, calling for
explanation within a period of 7 days . Their explanation shall be Jooked in to and if
not found satisfactory, an amount of Rs, 7500/ - shall be compounded from them .

In the event of lightning sirikes in future , strict action shall be initiated
by Seeretary RTA against the crew and permit holders, after issuing showecause notice
to the offenders . Action shall be intiated U /s 86 of MV Act against the permit holders.

I 1121,

Heard ,RTA had allowed transfer of permit from the name of Sri. Bilu to the
name of Sri. Alikutty . Due to the demise of the proposed transferee Sn.
Alikutty , the transfer of permit could not endorsed . The leagal heirs of Sri.
Alikutty has requested to retain the permit to the name of permit holder Sri.
Rilu. Secretary RTA had heard the concerned and submitted that there is no
objection in retaining the permit , Hence the decision of RTA held on

11.05.2022 vide item No.46, granting the transfer of permit stands revoked.



Item No,122

Applicants arc absent while the matter is considered. Hence decision of
the application transfer of permit is adjourned. Secretary, RTA shall place the
application in the next meeting of RTA with duc notice to the applicants

indicating the date, time and venue of the meeting.

Item No. 1

“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 5/C KL 56 Y 2384 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”.

[tem No:124

“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of 8/C KL 56 Y 9077 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, if any, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”,

Item No:125

Heard, Both applicants have submitted willingsness to withdraw the application for
transfer of permit . Request allowed subject to utilization of prescribed fee for transfer
of permit

Item No.126

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 12 L 0715 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable®

ltem No:127

“Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 56 € 9326 subject 1o
clearance of Govi dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable”,



Item No,128

“Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in
respect of 8/C KL 59 ¥V 1616 to operate on the inter district route Parassinikkadavu-
Kozhikode (viaj) Kannur, Thlassery Vatakara Koyilandy, ,as LS0S for a further perids
of 5 years from 08.04.2024. According to the notification GO(PF) No. 13/2023 (Trans
(dated 03.05.2023 issued by the Government of Kerala * the existing valid regular
permit as on 14.07. 2009 in operation with trips and vehicles of private stage carriage
operators will be permitted to operate as Ordinary Service only with stops in all the
approved bus stop under rule 206 of KMV Rules , 1989 in each fare stage , subjected
to the conditions (ijThe route length of such ordinary service shall not exceeds 140
kms , (i) If existing route length exceeds 140 kms such ordinary service shall be
permitted to curtail the route length provided the trips shall not be increased in the
notified route .

Route length of the existing route is below 140 kms .This permit was issued
before 14.07.2009, Under these circumstances renewal of permit is granted (o
operale  on the inter district route Parassinikkadavu-Kozhikode (via)
Kannur, Thlassery Vatakara Koyilandy, for a further periods of 5 years from
08.04.2024 as Ordinary Services , subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in G.O[F)
No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2) production of NOC from the financier, if
applicable {3} clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, if any & remittance of fee

for the above applications, if not paid.

Item No :129

Heard, This authority decides to suspend the permit for a period of 15 days
from 01.11.2024 .The permit hoider shall intimate the place of garage and
Secretary RTA shall watch the service of the vehicle. The permit holder 1s also
given an option to compound the offence for an amount of Rs. 1000/- per day

for 15 days in lieu of suspension.



Item Ne.130

Decision already taken by this authority by circulation under rule 130 of KMV
rules ,n compliance to the order of Honble High Court in WPD
No.26608 /2024,

tem No:131

Ratified the action taken by the Secretary, RTA, Vatakara,

T e D n mmns oo

HNil
Item No:133

Will be intimated later,

Supplem ~ltem

*Heard. the renewal of permit was granted by this authority as Ordinary
Service . In compliance to the order of Hon'ble High Court, S/c KL 65 J 5455
was permitted to operate as LSOS. This is an application for further renewal of permit
. In view of prevailing interim order of Honb'le High Court in ' WPD No. 40718/2023,
5/C KL 65 J 5465 , is permitted to operate as LSOS subject to final orders in
this regard. The rencwal is allowed subject to (1) stipulations laid down in (3.0{P] No,
13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2] production of NOC from the fnancier, if applicable
[3) clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govi. Dues, il any & remittance of fee for the
above apphcations, if not paid.

Omn verification of the records it is found that major portion of the route les in
Malappuram district, Henee Secretary RTA shall make arrangements o transfer the
connected files to the Secretary KTA Malappuram.

Supplementary -item No.2

“Heard, this is to consider the application for rencwal of stage carriage permit in
respect of 5/C KL 86 H 2700 10 operate on the intra district route villiappally -
Vadakara - Kozhikode (Via) Payyoli, Koyilandy as LEOS for o further period of 5
Yyears from 16.04.2034. (Intra disirict, Route length 52Km). According to the



notification GO{P)} No. 13/2023 [Trans dated 03.05,2023 issued by the Government
of Kerala * the existing valid regular permit as on 14.07.2009 in operation with trips
and wvehicles of private stage carmage operators will be permitted to operste as
Ordinary Service only with stops in all the approved bus stop under rule 206 of KMV
Rules | 19849 in each fare stage | subjected to the conditions (ijThe route length of such
ordinary service shall not éxceeds 140 kms , (4] If existing route length exceeds 140
kms such ordinary service shall be permitted to curtasl the route length provided the
trips shall not be increased in the notified route

Route length of the existing route is below 140 kms This permit was issued
before 14.07.2009, Under these circumstiances renewal of permit is granted o
operate on the intra district route villiappally -Vadakara - Kozhikode (Via)
Payyali, Kovilandy as Ordinary Services , for a lurther periods of 5 years
subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in G.O(P) No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.20:23 (2)
production of NOC from the financier, if applicable {3) clearance of motor vehicle tax
and Govt. Dues, if any & remittance of fee for the above applications, if not paid.

Supplementary -ltem No.3

*Heard. the renewal of permit was granted by this authority as Ordinary
Service . In compliance to the order of Hon'ble High Court, 5/¢ KL-13 AG
2390 was permitted to operate as LB0S. This is an application for further renewal of
permil . In view of prevailing interim order of Honble High Court in  'WPD No.
40736/2023, 5/C KL-13 AG 2390 , is permitted to operate as LS80S subject to
final orders in this regard. The renewal is allowed subject to (1) stipulations laid
down in G.O(F) No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2} production of NOC from the
financier, if applicable (3) clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues; if any &
remittance of fee for the above applications, if not paid.

On vertfication of the records it is found that major portion of the route lies in
Malappuram district. Hence Secretary RTA shall make arrangements to transfer the
connected fles to the Secretary BTA Malappuram.



Supplementary -item No.4

“Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit i
respect of 5/C KL-12 AQ 0459 (Replaced permit to KL 58 K 0459) to operate on the
inter district route Kannur -Kozhikode as LSO0S (via) Thalassery- Vadakara f[or a
further periods of 5 years from 17.06.2024, According to the notification GO(F) No.
13/2023 /Trans dated 03.05.2023 1ssued by the Government.of Kerala ® the existing
valid regular permit as on 14.07.2009 in operation with trips and vehicles of private
stage carriage operators will be permitted to operate as Ordinary Service only with
stops in all the approved bus stop under rule 206 of KMV Rules , 1989 in each fare
stage , subjected to the conditions (ijThe route length of such ordinary service shall
nol exceeds 140 kms , (ii) If existing route length exceeds 140 kms such ordinary
service shall be permitted to curtail the route length provided the trips shall not be
increased in the notified route |

Route length of the existing route is below 140 kms .This permit was issued
before 14.07.2009, Under these circumstances renewal of permit iz granted to
operate on the inter district route Kannur -Kozhikode (via) Thalassery-
Vadakara as Ord Services , subjected to (1) stipulations laid dewn in G.O(P)
No. 132023 /Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2} production of NOC from the fnancier, il
applicable (3) clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, if any & remittance of fee

for the above applications, il not paid.

Su entary -ltem No.5

“Heard. the renewal of permit was granted by this authority as Ordinary
Service . In compliance to the order of Hon'ble High Court, S/c KL 08 AW
7799  was permitted to operate as LE0OS. This is an application for further renewal of
permit . In view of prevailing interim order of Honble High Court in WP No.
43252/2023, 5/C KL 08 AW 7799 , is permitted to operate as LSOS subject to
final orders in this regard. The renewal is allowed subject to (1) stipulations laid
down in G.O{F) No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2} production of NOC from the

financier, il applicable |3) clearance of motor vehicle tax and Gove Dues, il any &

remittance of fee for the above applications, if not paid.



Omn verification of the records it is found that major portion of the route lies in
Malappuram district. Hence Secretary RTA shall make arrangements to transfer the
connected files to the Secretary BTA Malappuram.

| .8ri.Snehilkumar Singh IAS,
District Collector and Chairman,
Regional Transport Authority, Vatakara.

2 _ Bri Nidhinraj P IPS MOTHIKOOE RURAL
District Police Chiefl

Kozhikode (Rural) and Member of

Regional Transport Authority, Vatakara

—
1

3.8r.CVM
Deputy Transport Commissioner,

North Zone, Kozhikode and Member of
Regional Transport Authority, Vatakara



