
f=

F
L.
L-
L'
L:
L:
Li
[-.r
LT
L.
L"
L.

L:

$
LT
l.r
Lr
L"
L-
Ltli
H-E

DET I:IU\ OF THE

REGIO\ {L TR.\\SFORT AT THORITY MEETII\G

TH {R [" \ T\ {\THAPURAM(RURAL)

.{T ATTII{GAL

TO BE HELD ON 27 
- ) . 4^?

A - C CLI-ECTORATE CONFERENCE HALL, THIRUVANANTHAPURAM

Fresent: 1. Sri. GEROMIC GEORGE (I.A.S)

District Collector & Chairmon

Regional Transport AuthoriQ

Attingal.

Smt. SHILPA DYAVAIAH (I.P.S)

District Police Chief (Rural) & Mernber

Re gi o n al Tr an s p o r t A ut ho r i ty-

Artingal.

Sri. K. JOSH)'

Deputy Transport Commissianer (South Zone) & Memher

Regional Transport Authority

-lringal.
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ITEM NO.1
Decision of the Reeiona.l ]tr"-Espon Authoritv. AttinEal JRurell Dated 27lO3l?O29

cnrnsct represented the applicant. Total route length

-:: ::oti.hed route which is only 2.5 ah of the total

:lerd officer also reported that the entire route is

ol Al.ilom to Attingal. Hence fresh regular permit

- Ayilam subject to settlement of timings.

:r}l tr _ :
: *r,rrl,re : f - e Re gioaal Transport- Authority,,-Atti

- ::- r --r:e learned counsel represented the applicant. Perused the

-r-rr,,.-. l,l ,,.-\.A NO. l}3l2}rc of the Honorabie State Transport Appellate

-,-- -:-) Ernakulam. The applicant applied for a Four month temporery

r,, r-t--- :n the route Korani - Palode, in which there is no regular permit. The

---ir-:rgs aLlotted to the former route v'ehicle had already been shared by-other

:tiiori- operators. Grant of such a temporary peffnit on this route will create

unheaLthy competition with other operators and leads to loss of peace and

harmon3r non' existing in the sector. Field offi"cer also reported that there is no

need of temporary permit. KSRTC strongly objected and stated that a distance

of 7.8 km from Korani to Alamcode and another distance of 2.4 km from

Porunthamon to Kilimanoor are objectionably overlapping. So it is the violation

of G.O {P) No Sfzol7/Trans dated XlA3l2A17. Total distance of the route is

44.7 kms, in which 10.2 km is objectionably overlapping which is 22.814h.

Permissible overlapping on a route is 5 .7o of the total route length. Hence

,:lircaticn {or Four month temporary permit is rejected.
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the learned cnunsel represented tJ:e applicant. Perused the order

NO 3212c/23 of Hontle state Transport Appellate Tribunal,

The total raiation applid for is 54a/o of the route length, in which

Ectccahb orerlapping is 3.9 I{m which is 11.8% of the total route

rs aemst the clause 5{c} of the GO {"},4212OO9/TRANS dated

lfpreryer wtion 8O(3) {i) of the Motor Vehicle Act 1988 states that

ax=om. rbe termini shall not be altered. Hence in this case it is
rrcimim. c( sctfom. S{3} (l} of Motor vehicle Act also. The Hon'ble State

Tmsprt Appctrare Tfrunal ordered to provisionally grant variatioa of permit

frp. mo mmrhs- Ehrt motor vehicle Act and section does not provide provisional

issrance of variation- Heaae the application for variation is reJected.

TTH ro.lt
necision of the negiolal Traasport Authoritv. Attingal [Rurall Dated 2?/O3/2O23

Heard the learned counsel represented the applicant. The variatio:r

applied for is by adding one additional trip in the halt time at Attingal withaut

changing the existing timings. Total Route length is 30 kms, in which the total

objectionable cverlapping is 1.0 Km which is 3.3% of the total route length.

KSRTC strongly objected the variation and stated that a distance of O.5 krn

from Attingat to Kacherinada and another distance of O.5 krn from Valiyakada

to chirayinkeezh overlapping on nationalized route. So it is the violation of G.O

(P) No S/2AL7 ffrans dated 2310312017. Moreover Grant of such a variation of

permit on this route will create unhealtlry competition, time clash with other

operators and leads to loss of peace and harmony now existing in the sector,

3e field officer reported that t}:e route is well served area. Hence the

: -- :-- for variation is reJected.
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ITEU I{O.5
Decisioa of tle Redonrt Iffitddv. Atttrml fRurall Dated 27lO3/2OtrQ

Heard the learned qrnsd rcFcsented the applicant. ?he applicafion

was for the reneral d crt*iag pcrmit. No application of STU pending on this

r learned counsel represented the applicant. The total variation

0O meter of the totat route length {3OI(ms}, in which the total

mable crvertap1rins is 1 I(m which is 3 % of the total route length. This is

the dause 5(c) of the GO lPl.4zl2OOqlTRANS dated A.47.2449.

er Grant of such a variation of permit on this route will create

-.-.--.-----_, :cmpetition, time clash with other operators and leads to loss of

r:i-: a::: harmony now existing in the sector. The field of{icer reported that

.---= :cute is well served. Hence the application for variation is rejected.

ITEM NO.6
Decision of the Resional Transport Authority. Attineal fRurall Dated 27lO3/2O23

Heard the applicant and perused records. Section 80(3) (i) of tl:e Motor
Vehicle Act 1988 states that in case of variation the termini shall not be

altered. Hence in this case it is violation of section 8O(3) (i) of Motor vehicle Act.
Total overlapping on notified route 5.4 Kms which is 5% of the Total Route
length. This is against the clause 5{c) of the GO {P).42I2009/TRANS dated
H.A7.2AA9. In addition to this there were strong objections from KSRTC,

Headmistress, C.P Higher Secondary Schooi, Kuttikkadu, Kadakkal, Ittiva
Grama Panchayath, Pazhayakunnummel Gramapanchayath, Kadakkal Grama
Panchayath's against the grant of variation applied for. The curtailment of 10

Kms from Kadakkal, Attupuram, Va3,yan€un? Chunda will adversely affect t}.e
travelling facility in this region and the curtailment is against the purpose of
iire permit. This is against the ciause 5(c) df the GO {P).42/2O09/TRANS dated
'-1A7.2009. Moreover Grant of such a variation of permit on this route will
:::::e unhealthy competition, time ciash with other operators and leads to loss

:: r -: a-nd l:armony now existing in the sector. The field officer reported that
,-. - is rveil served. Hence the application for Variation of permit is

. ..,.d."".- _..9 *
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ITEU ITO.7
Deeiaioa of tbe Redmd tH tdoritr. Attiagal lRumll Datsd 27lO3/2U13

Heard the leunod mrd represented the applicant. The application

was for the rencral d Gitirtt pcrmit. No application of STU pending on this

route at pre$- fhtcc rmal3faated.

llrm.l
H d L H Tnasoort Authorttv. Attireal [Ruta{ Dated 27l03l 20!13

k-'d -'r lerned counsel represented the applicant. This was an

qtr-clin fu fu renewal of existing perarit. But an uneryected clerical eroor

eiH Gt tbe route in agenda. Hence the item is a{iourled for the time

h'r'Emd Secretary RTA is direeted to correct the route aad place it in the next

nmt.

ttu ro.9
Hn of the Regtonal rl.ra"asport Authorlty. Atttasal fRlrrall []eted 27J03l2{}itr3

Heard the learned counsel represented the appiicant.

u-as for the renewal of existing permit. No application of STU

route at present. Hence renewal granted.

Heard the learned counsel represented both the

application for transfer of permit is genuine and having no

granted.

The application

pending on this

applicants. The

objection. Hence

ITEM ITO.lO
Decision of the Re$ional Transport Authority. Attingal lRurall Dated 27103/2O23

Heard the learned counsel represented both the applicants. The

.::iication for transfer of permit is genuine and having no objection. Hence

a-nted.
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ITEM NO.l1
Decisiou of the Regioarl Trrr.Ert Adloeity. Atfiasd fRurall Dated ?7/Q3l3Q2*

Heard the learned mrnsel represented both the applicants. The

application for transfer of permit is genuine and having no objection. Hence

granted-

rTu ro.ul
Dcci*n d & trfuI Tnnsport Authority. Attingal [Rura{ Dated 2?/O3/2O23

I{eard tbc learned counsel represeated both t}re applicants. The

aryfuaamm for transfer of permit is genuine and having no objection. Hence

;rrrcC

IIU f,O.13
Dodrilon of tle Reetoaal Transpprt_Authqrltv, AttlFEal lRurall H*te{ 3?1O$/3P"?$

Heard the learned counsel represented both the applicants. The

applicatian for transfer of permit is genuine and h*ving no objeetion. Henee

graated.

I?EM IITO.14
Deeisi*n of the ReEicaal Traneport Authorit''r. Attineal fRurall Dated 3?lO3l2B?E

Heard the learned counsel represented both the applicants. The

application for transfer of permit is genuine and having no objection. Hence

granted.

ITEM NO.15

Heard the learned counsel represented both the applicants. The

a:piication for transfer of permit is genuine and having no otrjection. Hence

granted
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Heard

application
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ITE!,I ilO.16
Declsloa of the Rerdonrl Trmt Artlodlr, Attfugal [Rurall Datgd 27lE/2O38

rru r(Ll?
O:ch d & Iful tr:arsoort Authoritv. Attingal [Rurat Dated 27lOBl 2O2E

Hcr;d - haned counsel represented the applicant. The application

mt fu fu reoemal of existing permit. No application of STU pending on this

t r pcaeo.L Hence renewal grauted.

lH tlre learned counsel represented

ryttatlon for transfer of permit is genuine and

fEcA

-M,/ffi

the learocd

for tran-& d
curnsl represented both the applicants. ?he

permit is genuine and having no objection. Hence

both the applicants. The

having no objection" Hence

L-
L.

$
LJ

H
ts
fr
l.tr
Ld
fd
L.

ITEM NO.18
Decision of the Reeional Transport Authoritv. Attingal [Rura{ Dated 27lO$12O2

Heard the learned counsel represented the applicant. A regular permit

was granted on the route Kochupalarn - Kallambalam to Sri.Abdul Majeed (The

father of applicant) by the RTA dated L4ll1l2}19. But current records not

produced in time and the grantee died on 151A4 12A21. Hence sanction of fresh

regular permit is revoked and the application for transfer of permit is rejected.

Since the applicant is the legal heir of the deceased and still

continuously servicing on temporary permit on the sarne route. Hence the RTA

has directed issue four month temporary permit on the above route till the

.ss'-rance of fresh permit to the applicant, the applicalt is advised to submit
: - - ! r- application for regular permit on his favour.
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Present: 1. Sri. GEROIiflC GEORGE (I.A.S)

District Collector & Cltairman

Re gionol Tr ansport Autharity

Attingal.

\F
GEROMIC GEORGB IAS

DISTRICT COLLECTOR
THIRWANAI{THAPURAM
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Smt. SHILPA DYAYAIAH (I.P.S)

Disn'ict Police Chief {Rural) & Member

Regional Transport Autharig

Attingal.

Sri. K. JOSHY

Deputy Transport Commission"i (Sou
. A--,. Deputy

3.

Sou0rione,

<_-

Pen : lZaeAC

th

Re gi ona I Tr an s p or t Autlz ari t7

Attingal.
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