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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Del ay condoned.

The State Gover nnent has filed t hese
SLPs chal l engi ng the order of the Hi gh Court

3
directing consi derati on of t he appl i cations
filed by t he respondent s for gr ant of 'no
objection certificate' for seeking affiliation
with Central Board of Secondary Education (for
short " CBSE') for a new institution/existing
institutions. The State CGovernnent had earlier
rejected t he request with ref erence to t he
Policy of the State Governnent then in force
When t he matt er came up t oday, bot h

sides subnmitted that the State Governnent has
now rnade a new Pol i cy cont ai ned in G O (M)
No. 137/ 2011/ G Edn. dated 10.6.2011 which reads
as under:

"Governnent are pleased to
accord sanction for issuing No
bj ection Certificate for getting
CBSE/ I CSE affiliation to school s,
which totally fulfills the norns and
conditions prescribed by CBSE/ | CSE
and having own | and and basic
facilities.

Furt her guidelines will be



i ssued by the Departnent in due

course. "

In Vi ew of t he sai d Pol i cy, it
submitted t hat t hese SLPs by t he
Gover nnent have becone infructuous as the State
Gover nnment wi | have to consi der

applications of the respondents with reference
to the said new Policy dated 10.6.2011 and pass

appropriate orders wi thin three nmont hs
t oday.

It is needl ess to say t hat if
respondent s- appli cants are aggri eved by

order passed on such consideration, they wll
be entitled to challenge the same in accordance

4
with | aw.

Learned counsel for the petitioner State
submitted t hat in pur suance of t he interim
order dated 8.3.2011 of this Court, the State
Gover nnent consi der ed and passed orders on
4.7.2011. Admttedly, the said direction was
i ssued bef ore t he change in Pol i cy but t he

orders of rejection dated 4.7.2011 states that

it has been passed by taking note of the new

Pol i cy dat ed 10. 6. 2011. \Wher ever such orders
are passed, the concerned institution will be

entitled to challenge the same in accordance

with law and if it has already challenged, it

will be considered in view of the new Policy.

In SO far as appl i cations for
i npl eadnent /i ntervention, it is open to t he
applicants to file applications for 'no
obj ection certificate’ in terns of t he new

Pol i cy.

Speci al | eave petitions are disnissed as
havi ng becone i nfructuous.

(Ravi P. Verm) ( MS. Negi )
Court Master Court Master
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