
DECISION OF REGIONAL TRANPORT AUTHORITY VATAKARA
DATED o5.o9.2o.24

Present:- 1. Sri.Snehilkumar Singh IAS'
District Collector and Chairman,
Regional Transport Authority, Vatakara.

2 . Sri .Nidhinraj P IPS
District Police Chief
Kozhikode (Rurall and Member of
Regional Transport Authority, Vatakara

3.Sri.CVMSharief
Deputy Transport Commissioner,
North Zone, Kozhikode and Member of
Regional Transport Authority, Vatakara

Item No: 1

'Heard, the learncd counsel represented the applicant. The regular permit was

granted by RTA Vadakara in its meeting held on 11.04.2023 vide item No.7

Direction to produce current records was issued on 21.06.2023. On O4.O7.2023

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 appiication. 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, Poyilkalu Beach, Kappad Angadi, Kannankadam as

ordinary service is revoked. "

Item ItIo.2
'Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicalt. The regular permit was

grarrted by RTA Vadakara in its meeting held on 27.Oa.2O23 vide item No.'l 1

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 12.02.2024.
During the hearing the grantee submitted to condone the delay . Request found
genuine and condoned the delay . secretary RTA shall comply the decision of
this authority dated 27.O8.2O23.

Item I{o.3
'Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. The regular permit was
granted by RTA Vadakara in its meeting held on 21.OA.2O23 vide item No.l5
Direction to produce current records was issued ot 70.1o.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 orrly on
O2.Oa.2O24. Rule 159(2) KMV Rules specify that, in the event of any applicant
failing to produce the certilicate 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 O2.O9.2O24, which is beyond
the limit. No evidence to substantiate the dealy in producing the records
submitted by the grantee. Hence the request to condonc the delay is rejected,
The regular permit granted by this authourity on the route KUMBALACHOLA-
PARAKADAVU( Via) Kakkattil, Nadapuram as Ordinar5r service is revoked. "

Item No.4
" Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an
application for reconsideration of fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate
on the route Balussery- Meppayrrr (Via) Kottaramukku, Vakayad, l lrr'kandi
Naduvannur, Kavumthara, Kurudimukku, Narakkode as Ordinary service. This
application was considered by RTA meeting held on 27.o2.2o24 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 MVI perused . 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 (llof the Motor Vehicles
Act, 1988 a-nd 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
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 €rny 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 AdJounted, 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.Sa. under section 70 (2lof Motor Vehicles Act.

Item ItIo.5
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
reconsideration of fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the inter
district route Balussery - Ulliyeri (via) KairaliRoad,Mannampopil, Muthuvath,
Arakkalpeedika, Kunnakodi, Chiraprathvayal, Modakkallur MMC .This application
was considered earlier by RTA meeting held on 27.02.2024 vide item No.16 and
adjourned for directing the applicant to obay the section 7O(b) of MV Act The
secretary RTA shall also directed to furnish the frequency report ofthe sector .

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 (l)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 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-eistent 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 pre scribed 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 Ad.Jouraed, 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.Sa. under section 70 (2lof Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No.6
" This is an adjourned application to reconsider for fresh regular stage

carriage permit to operate on the route PERAMBRA- AYANCHERY (VIA)

Kadiyangadpalam, Thekkedathkadavu, kelothmukku,Velom, Theekuni,
Bajalamadam, Poolakkool and Palliayath.The matter was considered by the
RTA meeting held on 27.02.2024 vide item No.2O. and adjourned since the
applicant was absent. Now the Secretary 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 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. For the above reasons the
application for fresh permit is reJected.

Item No,7
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) Koottangaram, Kurinhaliyode, Mufpra,
Orkatteri, Monthalkadavu, Mekkunnu and Manhodi as Ordinary service. This
application was considered by RTA meeting held on 27.O2.2O24 vide item No.22 and
adjourned for deatailed enquiry report showing the sector wise frequency of stage
Carriages on the applied route.

During the meeting severa.l objections received against this proposal .Sri. Binith
Balan, Sri. Narayanan,Sri. Sereena, Sri.EVB Ayisha, 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-Manjodi-
Thalassery is over saturated with stage Carriages. On perusal of the frequency report
submitted by the Motor Vehicle Inspector reveals that Mekkunnu-Thalassery portion
is saturated 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 applicant. This is an adjourned
application for reconsideration of fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate
on the route VADAKARA-KUT'IIYADI (via) Ayanchery- Tharopoyil, Perambra,

Kuttiyadi, Kakkattil and Theekkuni as Ordinar5r service.
While considering this application in the RTA meeting held on 27.O2.2O24

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 ottrerwise 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 AdJourned, until after the applicalt 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.Sa. under section 70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No.9
'Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant' This is an

application to endorse the fresh permit to the newly purchased vehicle KL 1o

AK 0465 instead of the SC KL 56 1188 .A regular permit was granted by RTA

Vadakara in its meeting held on 27.02.2024 vide item No.27. The gra-ntee

produced current records ofthe vehicle KL 56 1188 on 73.06.2024. On perusal

of the connected records , it is seen that a timings was settled in the timing
conference But later the applicant produced the current records of another
SC KL lO 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 good condition . This authority examined



the documcnts and found that timings were settled . Hence the Secretary RTA
shall lssue the regular stage carriage permit granted by RTA held on
27.O2.2O24 vide item No.27 to operate on the route VADAKARA-
KOORACHUNDU (via) Chaniyamkadavu, Perambra, Paithoth, Thanikandy,
Chembramukku, Chakkittapara, Narinada , Korrachundu to the
stage carriage KL 10 AK 0465.

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

application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route
KOYILANDY- CHEEKILODE (Via) Kannure junction, UlloorKadavu, Koomully, Atholi
and Thiruvangoor Junctionas 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.St.Sa

The applicant has offered a 'suitable vehicle "that has no existencc
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 arrd 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 itlegal sale and tralficking 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 tJle 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.Sa. under section 70 (2lof Motor Vehicles Act.

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

application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route
KOYILOTHUMPADI- NANDI MARKAZ COLLEGE (via)purakkad,



Damodaranta5rmukku, Keezhur, Palyoli, Avikkal Beach, Thikkodiangadi and Kodikal
Beachas Ordinary service. On perusal of the enquiry report submitted by the Motor
Vehicle Inspector, it is seen that the equiry reported that there is no overlapping on
the notified route . But one of the termini shown in proposcd timing is Payyoli, which
is located on the NH 66.

The applicalt 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.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
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 AdJourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
rcady vehicle ald furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
bcfore this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.Sa. under section 70 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act. The Secretary shall also directed to conduct an enquiry on
the overlapping on the notified sector and submit the report in the next RTA
meeting .

IteB No .12
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route KOYII-ANDY-
ULLOORKADAVU (via) ITI,Elatteri, Nadakkal,Cheliyaas 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.St.Sa

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 Adtourned, 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.St.Sa.
under section 70 (2lof Motor Vehicles Act.

Item Ito.13
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route IIIAI)APURAI-
KADAVATHUR (via) Kallachi, Vanimel, Kuyitheri,Valayam, Parakkadavu,
Chekkiyad 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, fumished
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)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 no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-existent vehicle. The suitability or otherwise of a vehiclc
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

The applicalt 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 relevalt consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-eistent vehicle would not serve €rny public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.



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 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 a-fter the sanction of the application.

Hence Adjounted, until a-fter 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 l2lof
Motor Vehicles Act.

2 .During the meeting enroute operzrrors objected the proposal ,staling 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 verify the above

matter and place while reconsidering this application this authority.

Item IYo. 14
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for

fresh reguiar stage carriage permit to operate on the route Thottilpalam-Vatakara -
Chuzhali(via) Mullankunnu,Maruthonkara ,Kallachi,Nadapurarn as Ordinary service.

During the meeting several objections received against this proposa,l from the enroute

Operators on the applied route strongly objected the proposal, stating that the route

Portion from Thottilpalam-Vatakara is over saturated with stage Carriages.

The enquiry officer reported that Thottilpalam-Nadapuram-Vadakara is a well

served sector and introduction ofnew 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 IYo.15
Heard, the iearned counsel represented the applicalt. This is an application for

fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route Passukkadavu-

Thalassey (via) Mullankunnu,Adukath, Nadapuram,Kuttiady,,Peringathoor, Manjodi

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



observed.

1. During the meeting .Sri. Shaji NK, Sri.Prayag, Smt.Ramla Madathil,

Sri.Surendrarr, 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

of sister RTA Kannur. Hence prior concurrence is required .

3. The Motor Vehicle Inspector reported that Pasukadavu-Kuttiyadi is il1

served and KuttiyadiNadapuram -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 (l)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 imaginalion. 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 trafhcking 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 authority adjourned the application

i) Directing the applicant to furnish the registration mark and their
particulars before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.Sa.
under section 70 (2lof Motor Vehicles Act.
Directing the Secretary RTA for a) Seek concurrence from Sister RTA
Kannur on the portion Peringattrur- Thalassery. b) Conduct a detailed
enquiry wheather it is possible to arrive a clash free set of timings on
the well served sector.

ii)



Item No.l6
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicart. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route Vatakara-Sand
Banks (via| Thazhe Angadi as ordinar5r 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 (l)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 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 gralt 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 tralfrcking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certiflcate 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 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 (2lof
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 ofthe enquiry report submitted by the Motor Vehicle Inspector, it is seen that
the equiry reported that there is no overlapping on the notified route . But one ofthe
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 (l)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 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 purpose of making entr5r 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.

Hetce AdJounted, 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 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act. The Secretary shall also directed to conduct an enquiry on
the overlapping on the notified sector 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,
Pasukadavu (via) thiruvallur, Chiramukku, Manikoth Thazha Palam, Palliyath
Edavarad, KaJlode, Perambra, Manimala, Valakettu, Poyil Mukku, Vadayam,
Kuttiyadi, Adukkath, Mullankunnu 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.St.Sa

The applicant has offered a "suitable vehicle "that has no existencc
outside his own imagination. This authority is undcr no lcgal 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 traflicking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce thc
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 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 l2lof
Motor Vehicles Act.

Item No .19
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permit to operatc on the route MANKAYAM-

PERAMBRA (via) Kinaloor Estate, Vattoli bazar,Poonath,Koottalida, Manjapalam,
Balussery,Puliyottumukku, Chalikkara, Kayanna, Padikunnu 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 (l)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 i6agination. 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 Ruie 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 applica-nt to procure

ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.



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

Item Ito .2O

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

fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route BALUSSERY-

KOOI"TALIDA (via) Block Road, Devimukku,Kuthirapanthi,Nalliyari,Parukandi,

Amayathuvayalas Ordinar5r service. After having tharough review of application ,

proposed time schedule , and the the field officers enquiry report , the authority has

noted the following facts.

1. The route portion from Balussery to Devimukku , nearly 5O% of the total route
length is well served sector. The grant of this permit may create unhealthy
competition , resulting time clash and accidents.

2. T}l.e 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-
existent vehicle would not serve €rny public purpose. On the other hand,
it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

For 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 operate on the route CHUZHALI-

NADAPURAM (via) Kalikulambu, Kaively, KalluniraOrdinar5r service. 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 a motor vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use tJle 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.St.Sa

The applicant has offered a "suitable vehicle "that has no edstence
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 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.St.Sa. under section 70 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act.

2 . During the meeting enroute operarors objected 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 verify the above

matter and place while reconsidering this application this authority.

Item No .22
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 facts.



1. As per the proposed timings the termi Kurumpoyil -Poonoor and Balussery are
connected through Palamthala, Kinalur,and Chathoth Tll.azh,a. But as per the
route sketch these places are not shown. That is the report is not specihc .

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 t}le provisions of section 66 (1)of
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.St.Sa

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 ofa vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Item No.23.
"Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application
for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route
IzuNGANNUR- VATAKARA (via) Orkateri, Malolmuku, 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 ,v/ho conducted the enquiry reported
that route portion from Vatakara Narayana Nagaram junction to Pazhankavu
Junction NH 66 (1 .4 km) in Kozhikode district overlaps with notified route
Thiruvananthapuram -Kannur (Notification G.O.(P) No.13/2O23/TRANS

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 €rny public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

Hence the application is Ad.Journed., 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 7O (2lof Motor Vehicles Act. The Secretary RTA is also directed to
conduct a detaiied specific report regarding the via of termini.



dtd.O3lOS /2023 S.R.O No.537 /2O23artd overlapping in the notified
route/approved schemes is objectionable as per Clause 5(c) of above
notification.

The applicant has offered a "suitable vehicle "that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no lega-l 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 relevalt 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
ald trafhcking in permit.

For the above reasons the applico.tion for fresh reqular staqe carriaae
perrnit is relected,

Item No.24
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an

application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on theroute
PERAMBRA- THOT"TILPALAM [VIA) Chembra, Chakkittappara,
Narinada,Koorachundu, Peruvannamuzhi and Pasukkadavuas Ordinary service.

After having a thorough review of above application , the proposcd time schedule ,

and field officers route enauiry report the authority noted the following facts.

l. The enquiry oflicer 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 thal 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)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 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 ald therefore the availabiiity of a
ready vehicle is a relevalt consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve €rny public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.

2



The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certificate of the vehicie 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 Adjounted, 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 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act. Ihe Secretary RTA slnll also report the feasibility by
conducting a detailed enquiry regarding the suitability of the uehicle proposed
bg 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 PERAMBRA
KOORACHUNDU (via) Paithoth, Thanikandi, Valayamkandam, Chakkittapara,
Narinadaas Ordinary service. After having a thorough review of above application , the
proposed time schedule , and freld officers route enauiry report the authority noted the
following facts.

l.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 permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (l)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 arrd 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
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 gralt of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve €rny 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
85 of the Motor vehicles Act and not for facilitating the applicant to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

IJ-er,:e AdJounted, until a-fter 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 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act. Ihe Secretary RTA shnll al.so report the feasibilitg bg
conducting a detailed enquiry regording the suitabilitg of tLrc uehicle proposed
by the applicont to operate on the applied route.

Considering the above facts the aoolication for sh reoular staoe
carriaoe Deflnit is reiected.

Item IYo.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 Motor Vehicle Inspector who conducted the enquiry
reported that the portion Palachuvadu Payyoli well served sector and having an
average time gap of 5 minutes During the meeting enroute operators
including KSRTC objected the proposal stating that grant of this permit may
lead unhealthy competition On ana-lising the submitted reports and the
objection this authority feels that introduction of a new stage carriage 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 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 vehicie wouid not serve any public purpose' On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and tra-fficking in permit.

Item o.-27
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an

application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on theroute
Vadakara- Manappuram Mukku touching Perambra (via) Chaniyam kadavu,



Muflpoth, Cheruvannur, Janakeeyamukku, Meppayur, Keezhpayur Palli as Ordinary
service.

l.The Motor Vehicle Inspector ,SRTO Perambra conducted the enquiry reported
that the proposed route will be beneficial for the travelling publics in interior il1 served
areas like Manappuram Mukku, Narikkuni, Meppayur and Janakeeyamukku etc. and
only one Stage carriage is operating on the route Cheruvannur and Manappuram
Mukku . On perusal of the proposed timings only two trips(one in the morning and
one in the night )is provided in the proposa.l to these areas.

2.The applicant has offered a "suitable vehicle "that has no existence outsidc
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 relevalt 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 tralficking in permit.

Hence this authority directing the applicant to submit modihed set of proposal
by offering more number of trips to tJle 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.St.Sa. under section 70 (2)of Motor
Vehicles Act.

As a resuit of the above requirements , the decision of application for
fresh permit on the route Vadakara- Manappuram Mukku touching Perambra
(via) Chaniyam kadavu, Muyipoth, Cheruvannur, Janakeeyamukku, Meppay,ur,

Keezhpay'ur Palli as Ordinary service is adjourned

Item I\1o.28

" Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an
application for fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on theroute
MANTYUR- KOYILANDY (Via) Panikotty, Vadakara, Chaniyamkadan:, Perambra,
Arikulam as Ordinar5r service on the surendered vacancy of SC KL 08 AT 9096.

The appiicalt 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.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
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 wilt 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 ofa vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence AdJounted, until after the applicalt 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 (2lot
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 theroute
VADAKARA-THOTTILPALAM (via) Kainatty, Vannathipoyil, Nadapuram,
Kuttiyadi as Ordinary service in the surrender vacancy ofSC KL 57 M 5137.

l.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-Thottitppalam will create time clash and unhealthy competition
between stage carriage operators who operates services in this sector. The

route overlaps the notifred route for 4 kms , which is above the permissible

limit and violates the provisions as per GO(P) No. l3l2o23 /Trans date

03.05.2023.

2.The applicant has offered a "suitable vehicle" that has no existence
outside his own imagination. This authority is under no iegal 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 promote illegal sale and tralficking in permit.



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.

Item No.3O
Heard, the learned 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, 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 olrner of a motor vehicle is entifled 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.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-efstent 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 zrny public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote iliegal sale and traffrcking 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.

Heoce Ad.jounte4 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 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act.



Item No.3l
Heard, the learned 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
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 (l)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 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 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 AdJouraed, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
rcady 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 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act.

"Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application
For fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route Pasuksdavu-
Kuttlyadl- Thottilpalam- Perambra (via) Mullankunnu, Chembanoda,
Chakkittapara.as Ordinar5r service. The enquiry report is not specific. The frequency
of services on the route not furnished .The details of each trip on the route proposed
not furnished by the applicant .

Item No:32



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
thc 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 vehicie
is a matter to be determined by tJlis 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-edstent vehicle would not serve Erny public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and tra-fhcking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KfvIV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certifrcate 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 arrd 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.Sa. under section 70 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act . The applicant shall also furnish details of each trip and
Secretary RTA shall conduct a specific enquiry on the frequency of Stage
carriuages 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 theroute
VADAKARA OLD BUS STAND-THALASSERY (via) Kootanagaram, Kurinhaliyode,
Orkkateri, Kunnummakkara, ChirayilPeedika, Monthalkadavu, Makkunnu, Panoor,
Manhodi as Ordinary service. Enquiry reveals that route length of the proposed is
40.4 Kms . A distance of 19.2 Kms lies in Kozhikode districts and 27.2 Kms lies in
Kannur diustricts. The major portion of the route lies in Kannur District. Section
69(1) of MV Act provides that if the applicant proposed to use the vehicle in two or
more regions lying within the same State , the application shall made to the RTA of the
region in which the major portion of the proposed route of area lies. 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 Maalyoor -
Vadakara-llalol ukku (via) Kuttoth , Palayad, Vaikilissery Road, Kurikkilad as

Ordinary service.
As per the proposed timings no trip is proposed to Malolmukku after 04.00

PM . Since Malolmukku is an ill served area , evening trips to and from Malolmukku is

necessary for the beneflrt 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 (l)of
the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of permit in form P.St.Sa

The applicant has offered a "suitabie vehicle "that has no existence

outside his own imagination. This authority is under no lega-l 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 €rny public purpose. On the

other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and traJfrcking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KIvIV 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 applica-nt to procure

ownership ofa vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hetce AdJourtted, 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 (2lof Motor Vehicles Act, along with modihed time schedule .

Item No.35
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for

fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route KALLIKANDY-

VADAKARA NEW BUS STAND (via) Parakadavu, Nadapuram, Purameri, arrd Kuningad



as Ordinary service.
The enquiry report reveal that the distance of 2 Kms lies in Kannur district.

Secretary RTA shall obtain concurrence for the portion of the route lying in Kannur
district. The frequency of existing services on the route not furnished bySecretarlr.
Secreta-r5r RTA shall conduct a detailed enquiry on this aspects and submit a report.

The applicalt 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 relevalt 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.

Hetce Ad.Jounted, 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 (2lot 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 Atholl- Ulltyeri-
Naduvannur-Kuttotlda-Perambra (via) MMC,Kottur, Moolad, Puliyottumukku,
Chalikkara, Muliyangal as Ordinary service.

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnishcd
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 tr€rnsport 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 existcnce
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 relevalt consideration for the grant of permit. The gralt of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not servc 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 ofa vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hetce AdJounted, until aJter 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 (2lof
Motor 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 lnter dlstrlct route
CHUZHALI-THALASSERY(via) Valayam, Kallachi, Nadapuram, Peringathur and
Manjodi as Ordinar5r service.

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

Sister RTA Kannur is necessar5r for further consideration of this application .

There fore , the decision ofthe 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 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)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 no legal obligation to
gra-nt 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 zrny 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 a-fter 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.Sa. under section 70 (2lof
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 permit to operate on the later dlstrict route
VI LANAGAD -THAL,ASSERY(via) Vanimel, Kallachi, Nadapuram, Peringathur and
Manjodi as OrdinarJr service.

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

Sister RTA Kannur is necessar5l 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 of any vehicle owned by him. No
person other than tJ:e 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)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 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 trafircking 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 salction of the application.

Hetce Adjourtted, 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 (2lof

Motor Vehicles Act, aiong with concurrence from sister RTA

Item No.39
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for

fresh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the inter district route
THAI-ASSERY-VILA.NGAD (via) Manjodi, Peringathur, Nadapuram, Ka1lachi and
Vanimel as ordinar5r 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 ofthe above application is adjourned for want of

concurrence from sister RTA Kannur . Secretary RTA will seek concurrence

from Sister RTA Kannur arrd 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 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)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.St.Sa

The applicalt 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 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 certilicate of the vehicle in favour of which a permit has been
granted if aly ,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 Ad,Journed, 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 (2lot
Motor Vehicles Act, along with concurrence from sister RTA

Item No .4O

Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
fresh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route MUTHUKAD-
KOZHIKODE MEDICAL COLLEGE (via) Perambra,Kuttiyadi,Kozhikode,Mullankunnu
as Ordinar5r 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 enquiry on the above aspects and submit
a report .

The applicalt 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 (l)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 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 wouid not serve any public purpose. On the
other hald, it will only help promote illegal sale and tra_fficking 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 AdJounted, 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 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act along with specific report.

Item No.4l
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, Ekarooi,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 aly vehicle owned by him. No
person other t1"an 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.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
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 applicaat 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.Sa. under section 70 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act.

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



(via)Earvadimukku,Kappiyil,Ekarool,Balussery,Manjapalam,Kootalida,Narayamkulam,
Kayanna,Moolad,Chalikkara and Muliyangal as Ordinar5r serrrice.

1 .On examining the proposal only one trip is proposed to the the interior
areas of Kina.loor. 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. 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)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 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 trallicking 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 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.Sa. under section 70 (2lot
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- MANIYUR-MALOL MUKUTHANNEERPANTHAL (ViA)

Villiappally, Kottappally, Memunda, Palayad, and Kurikkilad as Ordinary service.

(Vehicle No. not furnished)

On examining the proposal only few trip is propose in the interior areas of

Malol mukku. Hence the applicant is directed to submit a fresh set proposed timings

by providing a fairly reasonable number of trips to Malolmukku. Secretary RTA shall



also report whether this application is inaccordance with the dehnition of route as

per section 2(38) of MV Act.

The applicant has not , even at the time of healing 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 (l)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 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 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 applicalt to procure
ownership of a vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Herrce Adjounted, 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 (2lof Motor Vehicies Act , along with modified time schedule and specilic
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, Ma-ngad, Chiramukku,

Thiruvallur, Muyipoth as Ordinary service. (Vehicle No. not furnished).

1.The enquiry officer reported that The proposed route Perambra- Vadakara

(via) Kallode, Chenayi, Avala, Palliyath, Mangad, Chiramukku, Thiruvallur, Muyipoth

passess through interior areas of Kozhikode district. But on 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 matter.



2.The applicalt has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registration mark ald 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)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
permit in form P.St.Sa

The appiicant 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 €rny pubiic purpose. On the
other hand, it wiil only help promote iliegal 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 Adjourned, until after the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
ready Vehicie and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.Sa. under section 70 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act , along with specific report.

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

BALUSSERY GOVT. HOSPITAL (via) Ulliyeri, Naduvannur,l l th Kandy,

Kovilakamthazha,Thattambath, Kozhikodan Kandy Temple, return trip Balussery to

Naduvannur via Kokkallur as Ordinar5r service.

1 The enquiry o{Iicer reported lhat 1.2 kilometer from Korrilakamthazha to llftkandy
junction is virgin portion. Hence The Secretar5r, RTA shall obtain a road frtness

certificate duly authenticated by concerned authority.

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



the registration mark and other particulars of aly 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)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 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 traJficking 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 Adjouraed, until a-fter the applicant has acquired the ownership of a
rcady Vehicle and furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribcd in the form P.St.Sa. under section 70 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act , along with the fitness certificate.

Item No .46
"Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an

application for fresh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route
KURUMPOILKINALOOR USHA SCHOOL (via) KannadiPoyil, ThiruvancheriPoyil,
Arapeedika, Balussery, Vattoli Bazar, Ezhukandy, Kinaloor, halt at Balusseryas
Ordinary service.

On verification of the proposed time schedule , it is seen that no trips are
seen provided in the morning hours to Kinalur Usha School. The applicant shall
submit modifred time schedule with more trips to Kinalur Usha School.

The applicant has not , even at thc 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 (l)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 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-efstent vehicle would not serve €rny 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 ofa vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hence AdJourned, until aJter 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 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act , along with modified time schedulc.

Item No.47
"Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an

application for fresh regular stage carriage permitto 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 proposed. Kallachi is a major town and a intermediate point of
various routes on that sector. The applicant shall submit a modified time schedule
showing passing time at Kallachi .

Thc 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.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
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-efstent vehicle would not serve €rny public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafficking in permit.



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) Neelechukunnu, Vadayam,

PoyilMukku, Valakettu, Odolithazha, Palliyath, Manimal, Avala and

Pannimukku as Ordinary service. On verification of the time schedule

proposed by the applicant , the running time is not in accordalce 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

Kuttiyadi and running time as per the existing running time prescribed

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

report regarding the freequency of services on variou s 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 to a permit
authorising him to use 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.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

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 gralt of

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 a-fter the sanction of the application.

Hence AdJounted, 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 (2Jof

Motor Vehicles Act , along with modilied time schedule.



permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and tra-fficking 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 aly ,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.St.Sa. under section 70 (2lof
Motor Vehiclcs Act , along with modilied time schedule and specific report.

Item No.49

l.Perused the judgment of Hon'ble High Court of Kerala dated

02/08/2024 in WP@No.27579 /2024 .

2.Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an

application for resh regular stage carriage permitto operate on theinter district
route THAI,ASSERY- KOZHIKODE -halt at Ulliyeri (via) Kokkallur, Balussery,Kakkur,

Karaparamba, By pass (Eranhipalam),Kozhikode stand, Byepass, Koraparamba,byepass

, Kundu Paramba, Byepass, Pooladi kunnuu, Atholi, Ulieri, Naduvannur, Perambra,

Kaiyangad, Kuttiyadi, 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 necessar5r for further consideration of this application .

There fore , the decision of the above application is adjourned for walt 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 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 entifled to a permit
authorising him to use 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.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
is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevart consideration for the grant of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-edstent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale arrd trafficking in permit.

The time limit prescribed in KMV Rule 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certiiicate 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 applicalt 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 ald furnish the registration mark and their particulars there of
before this authority, as prescribed in the form P.St.Sa. under section 70 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act along with concurrence from Secretary RTA , Kannur.

Item No.5O
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 (via)Parakadavu, Valayam, Vanimel,
Purameri, Orkatteri, Pulikkol, Thanneerpanthal- as Ordinary service.

On verifying the records the route of travel of each trip is not specifred in

proposal and report . Hence Secretary RTA is directed to submit a specific report in

this matter.

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 (l)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 no legal obiigation 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 gralt of permit. The grant of
permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve €rny public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and trafhcking 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 ofa vehicle after the sanction of the application.

Hetce AdJourrted, 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 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act along with specihc report on the modified proposal.

Item No.51
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
resh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route KADAMERI- VATAKARA-
KUTTIYADI-PERAMBRA (via) Kottappalli, Thiruvallur, Chaniyam Kadavu,Villiappally,
Ayancheri, Theeekuni, Palliyath as ordinary Service.

On 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 specifrc report in

this matter.

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.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
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 €rny 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 ofa vehicle after the sanction ofthe application.

Hence AdJounred, 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 (2lof

Motor Vehicles Act along with specific report on the modified proposal'

Item lto.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 Ordinarlr 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 enlitled to a permit

authorising him to use 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.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

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-edstent vehicle would not serve any public purpose. On the

other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale and traffrcking 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 AdJourrred, 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 (2lof

Motor Vehicles Act.



Item No,53
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
resh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route KALL-A,NODE-PALLIYATH
(via) Koorachundu, Kayanna, Muliyangal, Perambra, Kallode, Edavalath thazha, Avala,
Gulikapuzha as Ordinar5r service.

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

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 (f)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 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 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 ofa vehicle after the sanction ofthe application.

Hence AdJounted, 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 ZO (2lof
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 vehicie 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.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

is a matter to be determined by this authority and therefore the availability of a
rcady 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 Ruie 159 (2) is to produce the
registration certihcate of the vehicie 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.

Hetce Adjounted, 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 (2lof
Motor Vehicles Act.

Item ltlo.55
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for
resh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route PERAMBRA-KUT'rIYADI
(via) Pannimukku, Ava1a, 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 vehicle is entitled to a permit
authorising him to use the vehicle as a transport vehicle as per the provisions
of section 66 (I)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 no lega1 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 relevalt consideration for the grant of perrnit. The grant of



permit to a non-existent vehicle would not serve Erny 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 Ad.Journed, 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 (2lof Motor Vehicles Act.

Item IYo.56
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is an application for

resh regular stage carriage permit to operate on the route PERAMBRA-

AYANCHEzu (via) Kallode, Chanayi, Edavarad, Ava-la, Palliyath, Tharopoyil,

Pannimukku as Ordinar5r service.

As per the time time schedule proposed by the applicant , majority of the trip is

between Ayanchery and Perambra. Only two single trips are proposed to Palliyath.

The applicant shall submit a modified time schedule with more trips to Palliyath.

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 (l)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 no legal obligation to
grant permit to a non-eistent 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 €rny public purpose. On the
other hand, it will only help promote illegal sale arrd 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.

Her,ce 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.Sa. under section
70 (2)of Motor Vehicles Act , along with midilied proposal of time schedule.

Item No,57
Heard, the learned counsel represented the applicant. This is al application for
resh regular stage carriage permitto operate on the route KALLANODE-MMC
MEDICAL COLLEGE ULLIYEzu touching BALUSSERY(via) Manjapalam, Kootta-lida,

Padikunnu,Koorachundu, Kottoor, Naduvalnoor and Ulliyeri as Ordinary service.

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

The applicant has not , even at the time of hearing today, furnished
the registraLion mark and other particulars of arry 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 trzrnsport vehicle as per the provisions

of section 66 (l)of the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 and the prescribed form of
petuit 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

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 traffrcking 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 faciiitating the applicant to procure

ownership of a vehicle aJter the sanction of the application.

Herrce AdJouraed, 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 (2lof 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
is proposed to Chakkittapara . The applicant shall submit a modified time schedule
with more trips to Chakkittapara.

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 (l)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 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 ald therefore the availability of a
ready vehicle is a relevalt 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 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.Sa. under section
70 (2lot Motor Vehicles Act , along with midihed proposal of time schedule.



A distance of 15 Kms from Valayam to Peringathur falls within thc jurisdiction
of this authority . It is reported that there is no objectionable overlapping with any
notified schemes. Hence Concurrenee granted as Ordinary senrice

Item No:6O
"Heard. This is an application for variation of permit in respect of S/C_KL-41 1625
permitted to operate on the route Palliyath - Koyilandy - Perambra Meppayyrr (Via)

Muthambi, Keezhariyur,Naduvannur, Anjampeedika, Arikkulam, as ordinary service
and Variation is applied for lExtension from Perambra to Kuttiadi (Via) Kadiyangadu,
Paleri.

This authority examined the connected file and verified the enquiry reports. As
per the report of MVI the proposed additional trip from Perambra- Kuttiyadi is through
well served sectors with zrn average time gap of 5 minutes. Further allotment of
additional trip will cause competition arnong stage carriages , resulting in accidents.

Hence the variation requested by the pcrmit holder the vehicle KL-41 1625
cannot be recommended and 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

Item No:61
"Heard. This is an application for variation of permit in respect of S/C KL-18 AE 3456
permitted to operate on the route Vatakara -Palliyath, (Via)Perambra. Variation
applied for

1) Extension from Thiruvalioor to Kanhirattuthara 2 KM.
2) Halting Place Changed from Thiruvalloor to Kanhirattuthara.

As per the report of MVI the the curtailment of last trips from Thiruvallur to
Vatakara and changing the halting place to Kanhirattuthara will
adversely aIlect the existing passengers. There is no urgent necessity, as per KMVR
145(6), to consider the proposed variations. For the above reasons, appllcation for
varlatio! of permlt is reJected

Item No:62
This is an application for regular variation of permit in respect of
S/C KL-18 U Ol53 permitted to operate on the route Vadakara
Nadapuram,Chuzhali,Kallunira, Valayam, Kallachi, Kakkattil, Kokkri
Service. Variation applied for

1) Curtailment of the portion from Chuzhali to Kokri 5 km.

Kokri Via.
as Ordinary

Item No.59



2) Extension Valayam to Kallunira Via Kundumkara.

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

The existing timing is kept unaltered. Hence proposed time change for these
trips may be settled by conducting a timing conference. There is no urgent necessity
as per KIVIVR 145(6) for considering the proposed variations. I.or the above reasona,
application for varlatlon of permlt ls reJected.

1)

Item No:63
"Heard. This is an application for application for regular variation of permit in respect
of S/C KL-18 F 1O8O permitted to operate on the route Vatakara - VilangadKainatty,

(Via) Orkkattery, Nadapuram, Kallachi, Vanimel, Kakkattil, Theekkuni.
Variation applied for

1) Extension to Puthukayam to Pachappalam
2) Extension from Kakkattil to Kaiveli
3) Reduce a trip Vadakara - Nadapuram on NH

On verification it is ascertained that the intention of the permit holder is to
reschedule the ixisting time in guise of the proposed Varriation . Most of the existing
time has been changed. There is no urgent necessity as per KMVR i45(6) for
considering the proposed variations. For the above reasons, appllcation for
variation of permit is reJected.

Item No: 64

"Heard. This is an application for variation of permit in respect of S/C S/C KL 76 C
6786 permitted to operate on the route MEPPAYUR- THAMARASSERY (via)

Koyilandy, Balussery, Poonoor as Ordinary Service. Variatioan applied for

1. Extending the route from Estatemukku to Rajagiri -1km(2 trips)
2. Curtailment of one round trip from Meppayur-Koyilandy.
3. Reduction of one round trip from Koyilandy- Estatemukku.
4. Change of halting place from Koyilandy- Rajagiri.

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 application . A fresh enquiry shall be conducted and a detailed

report (including frequency of seryice 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 directions the decision of the application for fresh

permit adJouraed

Item No:65
"Heard. This is an application for regular variation of permit in respect of
S/C KL-56 V 3546 permitted to operate on the route MEENCHANTHA-KUTTIYADI as

LSOS (via) Kozhikode, Atholi, Perambra. Variation applied for
l.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 ofone additional trip from Naduvannur to Kadiyangad and

back will be beneficial to the eariy morming passengers and varriation to Medical

college will benefit the patients and their companions It is also reported that
curtailment of one trip at O6.54 AM is through a well served and saturated portion .

Hence variation graated subjected to the settlement of timings.

Item No: 66

"Heard. This is an application for regular variation of permit in respect of S/C KL 1a

R 7475 permitted to operate on the route pasukkadavu-Kuttiady-Nadapuram-
Thottilapam- Perambra (via Mullankunnu, Adukath Maruthonkara Road-Kadiyangad

as ordinary service for

l)Curtailment of portion from Kuttiady to Perambra
2)Additional Round Trip from Kuttiady to Pasukkadavu (via) Mullankunnu

The enquiry Officer ,MVI Perambra reported that the proposed additional trip
from Kuttiady to Pasukkadavu (via) Mullankunnu will be higlrly beneficial to t].e
travelling public and students in the moderateiy served sector of the route. Since the

curtailment portion from Kuttiady to Perambra is a well served sector and will not

seriously aJfect the travelling public .Hence application for variation is qraated

subjected to t}Ie settlement of timings.

Item No: 57

Applicant absent ,Hcnce adjourned



Item No: 68
'Heard. This is an application for regular variation of permit in respect of S/C XL 56 G
93OO permitted to operate on the route Thamarassery-Koyilandy-via -Balussery-
Ulliyeri as ordinarSz service

It is reported that variation arises as reduction in trip from Ekarool to
Balussery and Balussery to Thamarassery. lnstead one additional trip from Ekarool
to Thamarassery 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 8/2017
Trans dtd 23/3l2lo7 and Sec 80(3) of lvfv'act. Hence variation gratrted subjected to
the settlement of timings.

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

permit in respectof S/C KL 18 R lOaO to operate on the intra district route
Vadakara - Kozhikode Medical college (Via) Kainatty, Nadapuram, Kakkattil,

,Kuttiyadi,Perambra, Ulliyeri, Atholi,Pavangadu as LSOS for a further period of 5

Yyears from O3.O4.2O24. The permit holder applied for renewal of permit on

O4.O5.2O24 .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.O7.2OO9 in operation with trips and vehicles of private stage carriage operators

will be permitted to operate as Ordinarjr 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 (i)The route length of such ordinar5r service shall not exceeds 140 kms , (ii)

If existing route length exceeds 14O kms such ordinar5r service shall be permitted to
curtail the route length provided the trips shall not be increased in the notified route .

Route length of the eisting route is below 140 kms .This permit was issued

before 14.O7.2OO9. Under these circumstances, delay is condoned and renewal of
permit is grwted to operate on the inter district route_Vadakara - Kozhikode Medical

college (Via) Kainatty, Nadapuram, Kakkattil, ,Kuttiyadi,perambra, Ulliyeri,

Atholi,Pavangadu for a further periods of 5 years as Otdllzrolu S,erzatces . subjected

to (1) stipulations laid down in c.O(P) No. 13 /2023 /Trans dt 03.OS.2O23 (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 apptications, if not paid.

Item No.69



Item IVo.70

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

permit in respectof S/C KL 18 M 1236 to operate on the intra district route

GULIKAPUZHA - KOZHIKODE as ISOS for a further period of 5 Yyears from

23.Oa.2O24. 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.O7.2OO9 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 (i)The route length of such ordinar5r service sha1l not exceeds 140 kms , (ii)

If existing route lengtJ: exceeds 140 krns such ordinar5r 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 74.07.20O9. Under these circumstances renewal of permit is qranted lo

operate on the inter district route-GULIKAPUZHA - KOZHIKODE for a further

periods of 5 years from 23.08.2024 as ordindt'u Seruices , subjected to (1)

stipulations laid down in G.O(P) No. 13 /2023 /Trars dt O3.O5.2O23 (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.

'Heard, this is to consider the application for renewaL of stage carriage permit in
respectof S/C XL 18 K 1161 to operate on the intra district route Kozhikode -

Ulliyeri - Perambra Kuttyadi - Nadapuram- Kainatty - Vatakara - Koyilandy -

Kozhikode (Circular Route) as LSOS for a further period of 5 Yyears from19.04.2024.

Objections has been received against the renewal stating that there exist a
dispute arnong the board members of the frrm which owns the permit . Secretary RTA

sha.ll conduct an enquiry and hear the concerned and submit a detailed report
AdJourned

Item No.7l



"Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in
respectof S/C XL la K 1116 to operate on the intra district route Mullankunnu -
Kozhikode as LS}OS (via)Kuttiadi, Perambra, Ulliyeri, Atholi, Pavangad for a further
period of 5 Yyears from 3O.O4.2O24

Objections has been received aeainst the renewal stating that there exist a
dispute among the board members of the firm which owns the permit . Secretary RfA
shall conduct an enquiry and hear the concerned and submit a detailed report
AdJourned

Item No.73

l.Perused the judgement in wpc No 2367 7 /20224 of Hon'ble High Court of Kerala

dated O2lO7 /2024 .

"Heard. In compliance of Hon'lcle High Court , the renewal of permit was

granted by this authority as Ordinar5r Service . In compliance to the order of

Hon'lcle High Court, S/c XL 59 U 2333 ls pernitted to opcrate ae LSOS, subject

to linal orders la thls regard. Secretary RTA shall file a counter a-ffidavit before

Honb1e High Court.

Item No.74

Perused the judgement in wpc No No 23671/20224 of Hon'ble High Court
dated O2/O7 /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 of

Hon'ble High Court, S/c KJ, 46 M 3355 ls permitted to operate as LSOS, subject
to final orderc ln this regard. Secretary RTA shall file a counter alfidavit before

Honb'le High Court.

Item No.72



"Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in

respect of S/C KL 59 P 0693 to operate on the intra district route KALLACHI -

KOZHIKODE- as LSOS for a further periods of 5 years from 24.10.2024.

According to the notification GO(P) No. 13/2023 /Trans ,dated 03.05.2023 issued by

the Government of Kerala " the existing valid regula-r 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 (i)The route

length of such ordinar5r service shall not exceeds 140 krns , (ii) If existing route length

exceeds 140 kms such ordinar5r service shall be permitted to curtail the route length

provided the trips shal1 not be increased in the notified route .

Route length of the existing route is below 14O kms .This permit was issued

before 14.07 .2009 Under these circumstances renewal of permit is arented to

oDerate on the intra district route KALLACHI - KOZHIKODE as Ordinaru

Senrices . subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in clause 4 of notification G'O(P) No.

13 /2023 /Trats dt 03.05.2023 (2) production of NOC from the frnancier, 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

respect of S/C KL 58 H 6429 to operate on the intra district route CHETTAKANDY

PALAM- KOZHIKODE AS LSOS(VIA) Kuttiyadi, Perambra, Atholi ,for a further

period of 5 years from 2O.06.2O24. According to the notification GO(P) No. 13/2O23

/Trans ,dated 03.05.2023 issued by the Government of Kerala " the existing valid

regular permit as on 14.O7.2OO9 in operation with trips and vehicles of private stage

carriage operators will be permitted to operate as Ordinary Service only wit]l stops in

all the approved bus stop under rule 206 of KMV Rr"rles , 1989 in each fare stage ,

subjected to the conditions (i)The route length of such ordina5r service shall not

Item No.75



exceeds 140 kms , (ii) If existing route length exceeds 14O krns such ordinary service

shall be permitted to curtail the route length provided the trips shall not be increased

in the notihed route .

Route length of the existrng route is below 14O kms .This permit was issued

betore 14.07.20O9 Under these circumstances renewal of permit is orrlrntcd to
operate on the intra district route CHETTAI{AND Y PAI.AM- KOZHIKODE IVIA)

Kuttiuadi, Perambra. Atholi .for a ftirther period of 5 uears from
20.06.2024 as Ordinary Seruices , subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in clausc

4 of notification G.O(P) No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.O5.2O23 (2) production of NOC from

t}re 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 to condonc the delay in submission of application for renewal of
permit and to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in
respectof S/C KL 56 43OO to operate on the intra district route MUYIPOTH -
KOZHIKODE-MEDICAL COLLEGE as LSOS(via)Atholi, Nadalan:& return via bypass
alnd Karapparambafor a further period of 5 Yyears from 77 .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 . Secretary RTA
shall conduct an enquiry and hear the concerned and submit a detailed report . Hence
AdJouraed

Item No.78

"Heard, this is a belated application dated 13.O6.2024 to consider the
renewal of stage carriage permit in respect of S/C XI,-58 D 406g permitted to
operate on the intra district route VADAKARA- THANNEERPATHAL-

AYANCHERY (via) Kalleri, KanalPa.lam, Katameri and Valliyadas Ordinaqz

service with permit No.la/1o41 /2014 for a further period of 5 years from
70.06.2024 . 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. Renetaa.l of perrnit is ted as Ordl rtnce as per

stipulations in clause (4) of Notification GO(P) NO.l3 /2o23/Tran dated

0305.2023 subject to the production of NOC from financier, if applicable,

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 I{o.79
"Heard, this is to consider the application for renewa-l of stage carriage permit in

respect of S/C XL 56 F 5301 to operate on the intra district route KUTTIYADI-

PERAMBRA-KOZHIKODE as LSOS (via)Kadiyangad, Ulliyri, Atholi and

pavangad for a further period of 5 years ftomlalOS/2024. According to the

notification cO(P) No. 1312023 /Trans ,dated O3.O5.2O23 issued by the Government

of Kerala " the existing valid regular permit as on 14.O7.2OO9 in operation with trips

and vehicies of private stage carriage operators will be permitted to operate as

Ordinary Service only with stops in all the approved bus stop under rule 2O6 of KMV

Rules , 1989 in each fare stage , subjected to the conditions (i)The route length of such

ordinar5r service shall not exceeds l4O l<rns , (ii) If existing route length exceeds 14O

kms such ordinar5r service shall be permitted to curtail the route length provided the

trips shall not be increased in the notifred route .

Route length of the existing route is below 14O kms .This permit was issued

before 14.07 .2O09 Under these circumstances renewal of permit is oranted to

on route KUTTIYADI- PBRAMBRA- KOZHIKODE

lvia)Ko.diuans ad. Ulliurl. Atholi and oa ua.noad .for a oeriod of 5

uears front 1a/Oa/2O24 as Ord.inq.ru Seruices . subjected to (1) stipulations laid

down in clause 4 of notification 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 paid.



1.Perused the Order in WPC No.2O37l/2024 Dtd. 06/06/2024 of Hon'ble High Court
of Kera.la.

"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, S/c I{J, OS AL 3699 ls permltted to operate as LSOS,

subJect to flnal orders in thls regard. Secretary RTA shall file a counter aJhdavit

before Honb'le High Court.

Item No.8l
"Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in

respect of S/C KL-ll AP 6399 to operate on the intra district route

KUMBALACHOLA -KOZHIKODE-(VIA)Kutliyadi,Perambra-Ulliyeri-Atholi as

LSOS for a further period of 5 years from 28.12.2023. According to the

notification GO(P) No. 13l2O23 /Trans ,dated 03.05.2023 issued by the Government

of Kerala ' the eisting valid regular permit as on 14.O7.2OO9 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 (i)The route iength of such

ordinary service shall not exceeds 14O kms , (ii) If existing route length exceeds 140

kms such ordinar5r 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 14O krns .This permit was issued

before 14.07 .2O09 Under these circumstances renewal of permit is q"anted to
operate on the intra district route KTIMBALACHOLA -KOZHII<ODE-

IVlA)Kuttiuddi ,Perambra-ulliueri-Atholi for q fitrther Deriod. of 5 uedrs

trom 28/72t2O23 as ()+rd:tnant Scrulces . subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in

clause 4 of notilication G.O(P) No. l3/2O23/Trans dt O3.O5.2O23 (2) production of

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

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

Itelq I{S.8q



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

permit in respect of S/C XL 18 AD 8969 to operate 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 circumstances renewal

of permit is aranted to operate on the inter district route Maniyur-Thalassery (via)

Item No.82

"Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in

respect of S/C KI 58 S 7707 to operate on the intra district route KOZHIKODE

-KUT"IIADY (VIA) Pavangad,Ulliyeri,Atholi,Perambra as LSOS for a further

period of 5 Yyears from 18.03.2024. According to the notification GO(P) No.

13 /2023 /Trans ,dated 03.o5.2O23 issued by the Govemment of Kerala " the existing

vatid regular permit as on 14.O7.2OO9 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 (i)The route length of such ordinarlr service shall

not exceeds 140 kms , (ii) If existing route length exceeds 14O krns such ordinary

service shatl 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 14O kms .This permit was issued

before 14 .O7 .2OO9 Under these circumstances renewal of permit is aranted to

ooerate on the lnt a dlst'tct route KOZHII<ODE -KUTTIADY IYIAI

Potanoad.tlltluerl.Atholt.Perambro for a lurther Perlod of 5 gears lron
78.03.2024 as Ordlnant Servlces. subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in clause

4 of notification 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 paid.

Item,No,83



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

31.07.2024 as Minara Seraices . subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in G.O(P)

No. 13 /2023 /Trans dt 03.05.2023 (21 production of NOC from the frnancier, if
applicable (3) clearalce of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, if any & remittance of fee

for the above applications, if not paid.

Item No.84

'Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage cariage

permit in respect of S/C KL 18 AE 8789 to operate on the inter district route

Lokanarkkavu Temple -Thalassery (via) Vadakara ald Maheppalam as

Ordinary Services for a further periods of 5 years from O6.04.2024.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 frling the application within the stipulated time as

per section 8 1(2). The delay occurred in submitting the application is

condoned. Reneual of permit is granted as Ordinaru Service. as pcr

stipulations in clause (4) of Notification GO(P) NO. 13 /2023/Tran dated

O3O5.2O23 subject to the production of NOC from linancier, if applicable,

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,85

"Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in

respect of S/C KL 18 Y 7OO7 to operate on the inter district route Kottakkal-

Thalassery (via) Vatakara,Mahepalam ,as Ordinary Services for a further periods of 5

years from 20.O9.2024.



This pcrmit was issued before 14 -O7 -20O9. Under these circumstances

renewal of permit is grantcd to operate on the inter district route Kottakkal-

Thalassery (via) Vatakara,Mahepalam , for a furttrer periods of 5 years from

31.O7.2024 as Ord.inara Seruices , subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in G.O(P)

No. 13 /2023 /Trans dt O3.O5.2O23 (2) production of NOC from the linancier, 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

l.Perused tlre order in WPC No.259OB /2024 Dated 19.O7.2024 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, S/c KL La P 7562

is permitted to operate as LSOS, eubJect to final orders ia thls regard. Secretary

RTA shall file a counter alfidavit before Honble High Court.

Item No.87

'Heard. the renewal of permit is gnated by this authority as Ordinary Service,

subject to (1) stipulations laid down in G.O(P) No. 13/2023/Trans dt 03.O5.2023 (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.88

"Heard. The delay occurred in submitting the application is condoned. The renewal of

permit is granted by this authority as Ordinary Service, subject to (1) stipulations

laid down in G.O(P) No. l3/2O23/Trans dt O3.05.2O23 (2) production of NOC from the

frnancier, 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.89

l.Perused the order in WPC No.25462 /2024 Dated 17.O7.2024 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 Honble High Court, S/c KL 53 D 7138
is permitted to opcrate as LSOS, subJcct to flnd ordcrs h thk regard. Secretary

RTA shall file a counter allidavit before Honb'le High Court.

Item No.90

"Heard , 1) This is to consider the application for renewal permit in respect of

S/C XL lE 5853 to operate on the route Muthukad-Chambanoda-Peruvannamuzhi-

Perambra-Vatakara. The renewal of permit is grantcd subject to clearance of motor

vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, if any & production of No Objection certificate from ther

financier, if appiicable

2.Secretary RTA shall endorse the replacement on renewing the permit

Heard , l)This is to consider the application for renewal permit in respect of

S/C KL 11 U 5859 to operate on the route Perambra-Vadakara Via. Meppayur,

Payyoli. Ttre renewal of permit is granted_subjected to clearance of motor vehicle tax

and Govt. Dues, if any & production of No Objection certificate from ther financier, if
applicable

2.The vehicle produced for replacement is owned by Smt Greeshma, proposed

transferee; the transfer of permit which was granted by in its meeting held on

27.O2.2O24 vide item No. 104. The incoming vehicle is not in the possession of permit

hoider. Secretar5r RTA shall consider the replacement application on production of a
suitable vehicle by the permit holder within the prescribed period.

Item No.91



"Heard , 1) This is to consider the application for renewal permit in respect of

S/C KL 18 C 5503 and to operate on the route VATAKARA - THURASSEzuMUKKU -

KURUMTHODI - PAYYOLI (via) Panikkotty, Bank road, Mudappilavil, Navodaya,

Maniyoor, Attakundupalam and Keezhur. The renewa1 of permit is granted subject to

clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, if any & production of No Objection

certificate from ther financier , if applicable"

2.Secretary RTA sha-ll endorse the replacement on renewing the permit

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowedin respect of S/C KL 39 OIOO, subject to

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

Item No.94
"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 37 2L82 subject to

clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if app1icable".

Item No.95

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 18 F lO8O 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 S/C KL 11 AF O819 tn

the name of lega1 heirSmt.Bindu Chonnintarrida thazha Kuniyil , subject toclearance

of Govt dues, if any, and production of NOC from HP Co. il applicable".

Item No.97

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 56 C 3015 subject to

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

Item No.92

Item No.93



Item No.98

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 58 D 2757 subject to

clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production ofNOC from HP Co. if applicable".

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL la C 5949 subject to

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

"Heard, This is an application for transfer ofin respect of S/C XL-6O 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 to the name of Sri. Abdul

Rahiman H and subsequently from the name of Sri. Abdul Rahiman H to the name of
Sri.P P Vijayan, subject to clearance of Govt dues, if any, and production of NOC from

HP Co. if applicable"

Item Ito.99

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 56 H 4976 subject to

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

Item I{o.1OO

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 77 A 4A49 subject to

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

Item No.1Ol

Item No.1O2

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 18 Y 4201 subject to

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

Item No.1O3



Item No.1O4
"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 55 J 5465 subject to

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

Item No.1O5

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL18 Y 5861 subject to

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 S/C KL OB BA 5306 subject to

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

Item No:1O7

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 05 U 5616 subject to

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

Item No:1O8
"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 32 H 7979 subject to

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

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 11 BR 8413 subject to

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

Item No:11O

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 59 L 92A6 subject to

clearance of Govt dues, ifaly, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable".

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL L8 K 7475 subject to

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

Item No:1O9

Item No:1 1 1



"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 18 W 71a9 subject to

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

Item No:1 13
"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 38 E aO21 subject to

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 S/C KL 5A R 7767 subject to

cleararce of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable".

Item No:1 15
"Heard, This is an application for transfer of in respect of S/C KL 38 H 8452 from the

permit hoider Sri.Unnikrishanan.K to the name of Sri.Vinod Kumar PT (Registered

owner of the vehicle under lease) and from the name of Sri.Vinod Kumar PT to the

name of Smt.Sh1,ni. The respective parties appeared in the meeting. Transfer of
permit allowed from the name of permit holder Sri.Unnikrishanan.K to the name of

Sri.Vinod Kumar PT and subsequently from the name of Sri.Vinod Kumar Pf to the

name of Smt.Shyni, subject to clearance of Govt dues, if any, and production of NOC

from HP Co. if applicable"

Item No:116

"Heard, This is an application for transfer of in respect of S/C KL 18 A 7358

from the permit holder Sri.Sadik 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

P V,. The respective parties 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 t}te name of Smt.Greeshma P V, subject to clearance

of Govt dues, if any, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable"

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 18 R 7559 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable".

Item Noj 1 12

Item lllo:1 17



Item No:118

Heard, An objection submitted by the permit holder, regarding the transfer of permit '

Secretary RTA shall ca-ll the applicants for hearing , conduct an enquiry and submit a

detailed report. Hence adJourned.

Item No.1 19

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 57 A 9339 subject to

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

Heard, This authority view that lightning strike without prior notice creates

hardships to travelling publics and is a clear violation of permit condition. 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 looked in to and if
not found satisfactory, arr amount of Rs. 75OO/- shall be compounded from them .

In the event of lightning strikes in future , strict action shall be initiated

by Secretary RTA against the crew and permit holders, after issuing shov/cause notice

to the offenders . Action shall be intiated U/s 86 of MV Act against the permit holders.

Item No: 121.

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 Sri'

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.

Bilu. 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.O5.2O22 vide item No.46, granting the transfer of perrnit stands revoked.

ITEM NO.12O



Applicants are a.hsent while the matter is considered. Hence decision of

the application transfer of permit is aQjourned. Secretary, RTA shall place the

application in the next meeting of RTA with due notice to the applicants
indicating the date, time and venue of the meeting.

Item No.l23

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

Item No:124

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/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 L2 L OTLS subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if app1icab1e".

Item No:127

"Heard, transfer of permit is allowed in respect of S/C KL 56 C 9926 subject to
clearance of Govt dues, ifany, and production of NOC from HP Co. if applicable".

Item No.122



Item No :129

Heard, This authority decides to suspend the permit for a period of 15 days

from O1.11.2024 .The permit holder shall intimate the place of garage and

Secretary RTA shall watch the service of the vehicle. The permit holder is also

given an option to compound the offence for an amount of Rs. 1000/- per day

for 15 days in lieu of suspension.

Item No.128

'Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in

respect of S/C XL 59 V 1616 to operate on the inter district route Parassinikkadavu-

Kozhikode (via) Kannur,Thlassery,Vatakara ,Koyilandy, ,as ISOS for a further periods

of 5 years frorn O8.O4.2O24. According to the notification GO(P) No. 13/2O23 /Trans

,dated O3.05.2O23 issued by the Government of Kerala " the existing valid regular

permit as on 74.O7.2OO9 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 (i)The route length of such ordinarJr service shall not exceeds 14O

kms , (ii) If existing route length exceeds 14O kms such ordinar5r service shall be

permitted to curtail the route length provided the trips sha1l not be increased in the

notified route .

Route length of the existing route is below i4O kms -This permit was issued

before 14 -O7 -20O9. Under these circumstances renewa-l of permit is qranted, to

operate on the inter district route Parassinikkadavu-Kozhikode (via)

Kannur,Thlassery,Vatakara ,Koyilandy, for a further periods of 5 years from

Oa.O4.2O24 as Ordlnaru Sen;/,ces , subjected 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 Govt. Dues, if any & remittance of fee

for the above applications, if not paid.



Item No.l30

Decision already taken by this authority by circulation under rule 130 of KMV

rules ,in compliance to the order of Honb'le High Court in WP@

No.266Oa/2024.

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

"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 5465
was permitted to operate as LSOS. This is an application for further renewal of permit

. In view of prevailing interim order of Honb1e High Court in WP@ No. 40718 /2023,
S/C KL 65 J 5465 , is permitted to operate as LSOS subject to flnal orders in
thls regard. The renewal is allowed 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 appiicable

(3) clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, if any & remittance of fee for the

above applications, if not paid.

On verihcation of the records it is found that major portion of the route lies in

Malappuram district. Hence Secretar5r RTA shall make arrangements to transfer the

connected files to the Secretary RTA Maiappuram.

"Heard, this is to consider the application for rencwal of stage carriage permit in
respect of S/C KL 56 H 27OO to operate on the intra district route villtappally
Vadakara - Kozhikode (Vial Payyoli, Koyllandy as LSOS for a further period of 5

Yyears from 76.04.2024. (lntra district, Route length 52Km). According to the

tem No: 131

Item lllo:132

Ni1

Item Ito:133

Will be intimated later.

Supplementarv -ltem No.1

Supplementary -ltem No.2



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.O7.2OO9 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 nrle 206 of KMV

Rules , 1989 in each fare stage , subjected to the conditions (i)The route length of such

ordinary service shall not exceeds 140 kms , (ii) If existing route length exceeds 14O

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 krns .This permit was issued

before 14 .O7 .2O09. Under these circumstances renewal of permit is granted to

operate on the intra district route viiliappally -Vada-kara - Kozhikode (Via)

Payyoli, Koyrlandy_gS__Ord!4s4t_SefldS9S--_. for a further periods of 5 years

subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in G.O(P) No. 13 /2023 /"frans dt 03.05.2023 (2)

production of NOC from the frnancier, if applicable (3) clearance of motor vehicle tax

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

"Heard. the renewa-l of permit was granted by this authority as Ordinary

Service In compliance to the order of Hon'ble High Court, S/c KL-13 AG

239O 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 WP@ No.

40736/2023, S/C KL-13 AG 2390 , is permitted to operate as LSOS subject to
final orders in this regard. The renewal is allowed subject to (1) stipulations laid

down in c.O(P) No. 13 /2023 /Trans dt 03.05.2023 (2) production of NOC from the

frnancier, if applicable (3) clearance of motor vehicle tax ald Golt. Dues, if any &

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

On verifrcation of the records it is found that major portion of the route lies in

Malappuram district. Hence SecretarJr RTA shall make arrangements to tralsfer the

connected frles to the Secretary RTA Malappuram.

Supplementarv -ltem No.3



"Heard, this is to consider the application for renewal of stage carriage permit in

respect of S/C KL-13 AQ 0459 (Replaced permit to KL 58 K 0459) to operate on the

inter district route Kannur -Kozhikode as LSOS (wial Thalassery- vadakara for a

furtlrer periods of 5 years from 17 .06.2024. According to the notiflcation GO(P) No.

13l2O23 /Trans ,dated 03.05.2023 issued by the Government of Kerala " the existing

valid regular permit as on 74.O7.2OO9 in operation with trips and vehicles of private

stage carriage operators will be permitted to operate as OrdinarJr Service oniy with

stops in all the approved bus stop under rule 206 of KMV Rules , 1989 in each fare

stage , subjected to the conditions (i)The route length of such ordinar5r 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 not be

increased in the notified route .

Route length of the existing route is below 140 lcns .This permit was issued

before 14.07 -20O9. Under these circumstances renewal of permit is qranted to

operate on the inter district route Kannur -Kozhikode (viaf Thalassery-

Vadakara as Ordinara Sertices . subjected to (1) stipulations laid down in G.O(P)

No. l3/2O23/Trans dt 03.05.2023 (21 production of NOC from the finaltcier, if
applicable (3) clearance of motor vehicle tax and Govt. Dues, if any & remittance of fee

for the above applications, if not paid.

"Heard. the renewal of permit was granted by this authority as Ordinary

Service In compliance to the order of Hon'b1e High Court, S/c KL 08 Aw

7799 was permitted to operatc as LSOS. This is an application for further renewal of

permit In view of prevailing interim order of Honb'le High Court in WPO No.

43252 / 2023, S/C KL 08 Avt 7799 , is permltted to operate as LSOS subJect to
final ordere tn this regard. The renewal is allowed subject to (1) stipulations laid

down in G.O(P) No. 13 /2023 /Trats dt 03.05.2023 (2) production of NOC from tJ.e

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

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

Supplementarv -ltem No.4

Supplementary -ltem No.5



On verification of the records it is found that mqjor portion of the route lies in

Malappuram district. Hence Secretary RTA shall make arrangements to transfer the

connected frles to the Secretary RTA Malappuram.

I .Sri.Snehilkumar Singh IAS,
District Collcctor and Chairman,
Regional Transport Authority, V

PF!
FOUCTCl,

2 . Sri ltidhinral P IPS @fiOrRnA.
District Police Chief

Kozhikode (Rural) and Merirber of
Regional Transport Authority, Vatakara

l-

3. Sri. VM
Deputy Transport Commissioner,

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


