PROCEEDING OF THE 302™ VIRTUAL MEETING OF STA, ODISHA,
CUTTACK HELD ON 24.11.2023,

MEMBERS PRESENT:-

%~ Shri Amitabh Thakur, IPS
Transport Commissioner, QOdisha Chairman

2- Shri Brajabandhu Bhol, QAS (S55) Membar
Secretary. STA

3. Shri Somit Mitra Member

4- Shn Kishore Chandra Das,

Joint Secretaryto Govt . C&T (T Dept. ... .. Member

Al the outsel. the Chairman, STA welcomed all ihe members of the 5TA to the
302™ vidual meeting of STA.

Proceedings of the 307% vinual meeting of State Transport Authority held on
10.07.2C23 circuiated among ak the members vide this Office Memo No.12730/TC
dated 25.08.2023 is confirmed-.

Action taken by Chalrman, STA, Secretary. STA and Addl. Secretary. 5TA as
per delegation of powers by STA for the pesnod from 18.07 2023 to 23.41.2023 are
approved.

1. POLICY DECISION

GRANT OF TEMPORARY PERMIT TO A STAGE CARRIAGE MORE THAN 16 YEARS
AND LESS THAN 20 YEARS OF AGE. ' B '

Considering safely and comfort of passengers travelling in buses, the bus
ewiners were asked (o produce latest mode! / new vehicles :n place of buses which
are more than 15 years old for the safety of commuting pubtic. However, the bus
owners have stated that thoy are willing to provide new buses against {he old stage
carfages which are more than 15 years and less than 20 years old, bul they want
some tima to place new / tater model vehigles. The STA alter due deliberaton and
keeaing in view safely and comfont of commuting public resolved that ene temporary
penmit for four months will be considered by Chairman, STA in respect of stage
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cariages which are more than 15 years and less than 20 years old from the
monthiyaar of manufacture.

GRANT OF STAGE CARRIAGE PERMIT ON DIFFERENT ROUTES
OVERLAPPING PCRTION OF RATIONALIZED ROUTES .

Number of applications are being filed pefore this authority for grant of stage
caniage permit on different routes overapping portion of roules where timing of stage
camages has been rationalized and implemented.

The STA in ils 289" meeting held on 05.11.2019 resolved that:
"1.5 Declaration of free zone for stage carriage:-tn view of high traffic

petentialdiy i 1s necessary to provide bus services connecting Bhubaneswar / Cullack
for the convenience of travelling public. After due deliberation it was decided that
following stretch of routes will be considered of free zone while granting slage
carrage permit.

a) Bhubaneswar f Culiack to Fanikoili with ane stappage at Chandikhol

b} Bhubaneswar / Cultack to Balugaon with one stoppage ai Khurda,

¢} Bhubaneswar + Cuttack to Dhenkanal with two stoppages at Mangub

and Khuniuni.

In order to provide adequale bus services to cominuting public on different
routes across Odisha. after due deliberation, it is resclved that grant of stage camage
permit will be considered an case to case basis on different routes overapping
portions of roules where timing of stage casmiages has been rationalized and
implemented w the following manner in respect of category of rationatized route in
the interest of travelling public.

(a) Grant ¢of stage cariage permit vall be considered on Sundergarh 10
Rourkela stretch and ovestapping shall nol exceed 35% of raticnallzed route.
(b In respect of all other rationatized routes and category, grant of slage
cariage permii will be considered where overlapping shalt not exceed 25% of
any categosy cationatized route.

(¢} Wihie considering application for grant of stage cariage permut,
decision taken in 289" STA meeting shall also be foltowed.
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OBSERVANCE OF STA DAY ON 1*7APRIL -

Read transport s one of the most cost effective and preferred mode of
transport, both for froight and passengers, taking inlo account its importance across
the populated areas. It is extremely vitat {or the economic development and sosiat
integsation of the country, and resultantiy for the State.

Easy accessibily, Rexibiity of operation and reliability have eamed road
transpor! an increasingly higher shase of both passenger and freight traffic, vis-a-vis,
ather smodes of transport. Road transport is a key faclor to social, regional and
esonomic cohesion, including the developmen: of rural areas.

State Transport Awthorily is a statutory body constituted under the M.V, Act,
1939 on 1% April, 1965. The primary functions of the STA includes, regulation of road
transpen. grant of permils far both goods and passenger vehicles, road safety and
other functions as defined under M.V, Act. 1939 and M.V. Act, 1988. STA, thus, is
enlrasted with fenclions to regutate all activities pertaining to public transpont and o
ensure safely. security and conventence of public and all road users in all respects,

State Transport Authosnity with an aim at establishing an efficient, depentent
and modern transpori system. formwriates policies refating to regulation of road
transport. STA also collaborates with the neighbouring States for smooth vehicular
traffic from and to the State. Mmproving the road safely scenarnip is ane of most
impontant and challenging activites of the State Transport Authonty. STA holds
reguiar prograsnmes and also formulates policles and ragulations for road safety 50
as lo minimize road accidents.

STA has alreatly completed 58 years and hence, it was resolved to observe
State Transport Authority day on 1% Aprid every year. Il was rescived o move
Gavernment for provision of funds for observance of State Transpost Authority.

INTER-STATE ROUTES (SINGLE APPLICATIONS)

ITEM NC.1.4:-PARADEEP TQ CONTAI VIA.JALESWAR, EGRA & BACK,
Fursuant to the advertisement published in the offictal website and daily Odia

newspaper “The Samaj” ans English Mewspaper “The Timps of India® on

07.11.2023, appl.cations were invited for grant of permanent stage carmriage permit in
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the inlerstale route Paradeep to Contai via. Jaleswar, £gra & back. Smt
Damayantl Nayak, ewaner of vehicle No.OD02-61589 has filed application for grant of
pereranent peanit in the aforesaid route

Applicant, Smt. Damayantl Nayak, owner of vehicle No.ODD2-6199 was
represented by advocate Sri A.K. Behera. She nas submitted the self-geclaration in
Annexuse-A and B. She has nel submitted valid Bank Guarantee/Scolvency cerlificate
on the date of meeting.

Financial Stabilily of the applicant cannol be adjudged in absence of Solvency
CertificatefBank Guarantee as required under Section 71 (3} (d) (i) of M.V Act 1988

The STA. West Bengal vide ther letter dated 27 10.2022 intimated that in thew
board meeling held on 08.12.2022 it was decided that no replacement of vehicle and
countersignature of naw permils will be aitowed if the pellution norm of the vahicle (s
less than BS V. The vehicle OD02-6199 offered by the applicant is BS N compliant
and no new permil will be granies (o said vehicle.

The STA alter due deliberation decided to reject the application filed by Smt
Bamayanti Nayak for non-submission of Solvency Cerificale/Bank Guarantee, the
vehicle OD02-6193 is BS I compliant ant 1o nolify the route in website inviting
applications for grant of permanent permil in the interest of commuting public.
iITEM NO.1.2:-PARADEEP 7O NANDIGRAM VIA.EXPRESS HIGHWAY,

CHANDIKHOLE, JALESWAR, LAXMANNATH, CONTAI BAJKUL &
BACK

Pursuant to the advertiserment published in the oflicial website and daily Qdia
newspaper *The Samal” and English Mewspaper ‘The Times of india® on
07.41.2023, applications were invited for grant of permanent stage carriage pemit in
the interstate route Paradeep to Nandigram via.Express Highway, Chandlkhole,
Jaloswar, Laxmannath, Contal, Bajkul & back. Sri Tapan Saheco, owner of vehicle
No.OD04U-2189 has filed application {or arand of permanen) permit in the aforgsaid
raute.

Applicant, Sri Tapan Sahao, owner of vehicle No.OD04U-2989 was
represented by advocate Srl A.K. Behera. He has submitted the Bank Guarantes
and seli<ieclaration in Annexure-A and B.
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As per Vahan data no e-challan has bean drawn undes section 182 (A) of MV
Act 1988 against above stage casriage owned by the apphcant within oneg year proy
to date of consideration of present application.

After due cetiberation, it is decided to grant permanent stage cariage permit
to Sri Tapan Sahoo, ownes of vehicle No.OD04U-2183 in the Interstale roule
Paradeep to Nandigram via. Express Highway, Chandlkhole, Jaleswar,
Laxmannath, Contal, Bajkul & back to parorm one tip daily as AC Deluxe Sleeper
sesvice, subject to verification of original documents submitted by him. The parmit is
vatid subject to grant of countersignature by STA. West Bengal, Kolkata. The perait
hotder will get the permit countersigned within 80 days fading which the permi is
liabie to be cancelted. The graniee shall lift the permit withtn g periad of 30 days from
the date of communication of grant order, faiing which ihe crant order shall deem to
be rovoked. Before issue of permit, lax payment position. audit and e-chalian
clearance shoutd be obtained and it should oe ensured that the vehicle was not off-
road on the date of application and on the date of consideration.

ITEM NO.1.3:-CHANDINIPAL TO KHEJURI VIA.BASUDEVPUR, HALADIPADA,
JALESWAR, MOHANPUR, CONTA! & BACK.

Pursuant to the advertisement published in the official website and daily Odta
newspaper “The Samaj” and English Newspaper “The Times of India® on
07.41.2023, applications ware invited {or grant of permanant stage camage pesnit in
the nlerstale route Chandinlpal to Kheluri via. Basudevpur, Haladipada,
Jaleswar, Mohanpur, Contal & back. Smt, Sabitaranl Mohapatra, owaes of vehicle
Mo.0D15J-7655 has filed application for grant of permanent permit in the aforesaid
raute.

Applicant, Smt. Sabltarant Mohapatra, owmer of vehicle No.OD15J-7655 was
tepresented by advocate S S. Mishra. She has submitled the Solvency Ceslificate
ano self-dectaration in Annexure-A ang B,

As per Vahan data one e-challan vide No OQR§4622230212114224, dated
$2.02.2023 has been drawn under section 192 (A) of MV Act 1988 agalnst above
stane carrfage owned by the applicant within one year priar to date of consideration
of present application.
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Following three objections received by this authority regarding clash of
Limings.

i- K. Mohammad, Advocate on beha!f of Smi. Suchismita Pallai, owner of

vehicle No. OD0O1R-4646.

2. Sri Prasanna Kumar Behera, Advocate on hehaif of Smt. Debasmita Palra.

owner of vehicle No OR11J-2298.

3. Sri k.P. Mohanly. Advocate on behatf of Sri Mohan Charan Behera. owner

of vehic.e No.OD11-8635.

As per daclsion taken in 299% STA meeting hetd on 19.02.2020, no pemnit
shatt be granted to a vehicle for one year against which VCR has been drawn Ws
1892 (A) of M.V. Act, 1988. Since the applicant operated her vehicls without permilf
vio'ating permit conditions, her past pedormance as stage carfiage operater is founa
not satisfactory and not congenial to traveling public. It was decided to reject the
application of Smt. Sabitarani Mohapatra o respect of vehicle No.OD15J-7655. No
permit will be grarted to vehicle OD153-7655 for a pericd of ore year.

The STA afier due detperation decided (o rejected the application filed by
Smi Sabitarani Mohapatra, owner of vehicle No. 0D15J-7655 and notify the route in
the websile inviting applications for grant of permaren: permil in the Interest of
commuting publc.

ITEM NO.1.4:-PATNAGARH TD RAIPUR VIA.PADAMPUR, KHARIAR & BACK.

Pursuant to the advertisement publisked in the official website and daily Odia
newspaper "The Sama” and English Newspaper *The Times of Indla” on
07.11.2023, applications were invited for gran! of permanen! stage carriaga pearmmil in
the interstate route Patnagarh to Raipur via.Padampur, Khariar & back. Sri Nabln
«umar Dash. owner of vehicle No.OD03Y-86B87has fled epplication for grant of
permanent permil in the aforesaid route.

Applicant, Sri Nabln Kumar Dash, owner of vehicle o.OD03Y-BBET was
rearesented by advocate Sri J.N. Mohanty. He has submitted Bank Guarantes angd
self-declaration in Arnexure-A and B.
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As per Vahan data no e-¢haitan has been drawn under section 192 (A) eI M.V
Act 1888 against ahove stage cariage owned by the applicant within ene year prior
to date of consideration of present application.

Ajter due deliberation, i s decided lo grant permanen} stage cariage permi
to 571 Nabln Kumar Dash, awner of vehicle No.DDD3Y-8687 in the Interstate route
Patnagarh to Ralpur via.Padampur, Khariar & back to perdorm one trp dally as
orainary service, subject 1o vediication of ariginal documents submitted by him. The
permit is valid subject to grant of countarsigralure by STA, Chbatisgash. The permit
holder wifl get the permil countarsigned with.s 90 days faiing which the pemit is
liable {o ba canceied. The grantee shall lift the permit within a penod of 30 days from
the date of communication of grant order, failing which the grant order shall deem to
be ravoked. Before issue of pommit, tax payment position, audit and e-challan
clearance should he gbtained and it should be ensused that the vehicle was not ofi-
roag on the date of application and on the dale of consideration.

ITEM NO.1.5:-KUCHINDBA TO RAIGARH VIA JHARSUGUDA, KANAKTORA & BACHK,

Pursuant lo the advertisement publishad in the official website and daily Odia
newspaper "The Samaj’ and English MNewspaper “The Times of India® an
07.11.2D23, applications were inviled for grani of permanent stage cariage pemif i
the interstate route Kuchinda to Ratgarh via. Jharsuguda, Kanaktora & back.
Smt Rosy Dash. owner of vehicie No.OD23Q-1419 has flled application for grant of
pemnanent permit in the afaresaid route.

Applicant, Smt Rosy Dash, owner ¢f vehicle No.OD22Q-1419 was
represented by advocate Sn H.P. Mchanty. She has submitted tha Bank Guarantee
and seff-declaration iy Annexure-A and B.

As per Vahaa data no e-challan has been drawn under section 192 {A) of M.V
Act 1988 against above stage camiane owned by the applicant within one year pror
to date of consideration of presen application.

After due deliberation, i is decideo to granl permanent stage camiage permid
o Smi. Rosy Dash, ovner ¢f vehicle No.OD23Q-1419 in the Inlerstate route
Kughinda to Raigarh via.Jharsuguda, Kanaktora & hack as ordinary service,

subdject to venfication of original documents submilted by nim. The permil is valid
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subject to grant of countersignature by STA Chhatisgarh. The pemmit holder will get
the penmil countersigned witlun 90 days feiling which the pesmit is liable to be
cancelled. The grantee shall lifi the pemit within a period of 30 days from the date of
communication of grani order, faifing which the grant order shal: deem to be revoked.
Belore issue of permit, tax payment position, audit and e-chatlan clearance should be
oblained and & snould be ensured that the vehicle was not off-road on the date of
application and an the date of consideration.

ITEM NO.1.6:-DHAMARA TO CONTAI VIA JALESWAR & BACK.

Fursuant to the advertisemen! published in the official website and daily Qdia
newspaper “The Samaf’ and English Newspaper “The Times of India® aon
07.14.2023, applications were invited for grant of permanent slage carviage pemit in
the interstale route Dhamara to Contal via.Jaleswar & back. Sri Bhramarbar
Nayak., owner of vehicle No.ODOMAT-7979 has filed application for grant aof
permanent permidl in the aforesaid route.

Applicant, Sri Bhramarbar Nayak, cwner of vehicle No.ODOTAT-7979 was
regresented by Advocate Sri Subhrajlt Jona. He has submilied the Bank Guarantee
and sell-declaration in Annexure-A and B.

As per Vahan data no e-challan has been drawn under section 192 (A) of M V
Act 1988 against above slage cardage owned by the applicant within ane year prior
to cate of consideration of present applicalior.

Two objections received by this authority regarding clash of timings.

1- Advocate Sri S. Mishra has filed objection on behalf of Smt. Haimabati Nayak.
owner of vehicle No ORO1AQ-B185.
2- Advocale Sd 5. Mishra on behali of Sibasish Dwioedy, owner of vehicle

No.ODZ22X-2188.

Objection on timing will be resolved by Secretary, STA before issue of pamil.

Aftar due deliberation, i is decided to grant parmanent stage carriage perrit
to Sri Bhramarbar Nayak. owner of vehicle Mo ODO1AT-7878 in the Interstate route
Dhamara to Contai via. Jaleswar & back as AC Deluxe Sleeper service, subject to

verification of original documerts submitted by him. The permil is valid subject to

grant of countersignature by STA West Bengal. The permit hotder will get the permit
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countersigned wihin 90 days failing which the permmit is liable to be cancelled. Tne
grantge shall lift the pesmil within a penod of 30 days from the date of communication
of grant order, faiting which the grant order shall deem to be revoked. Before issue of
permit. tax payment position, audit and e-chalian clearance shoutd be obtained and i
sheuld be ensured that the vehicle was aot off-road on Ine date of application and on
the date of consideration.

ITEM NO.4.7:-BARIPADA TO CONTAI VIA.SIRSAPAL, AMARDA ROAD,

JALESWAR, SOLPETA, EGRA & BACK

Pursuant to the advestiserent published in the officiai wabsile and daily Qdia
newspaper “The Samaj’ and English Newspaper “The Times of India” on
07.11.2023, apptications were invited for grant of permaner: stage carsiage permit in
the interstate route Baripada to Contai vla. Sirsapal, Amarda Road, Jaleswar,
Solpeta, Egra & back. Salkh Samlruddin, ovner of vehicie No. OD11AC-0862 has
fited application for grant of permanent permit in the aforasaid route.

Applicant, Salkh Samiruddin, owner of vehicleMo.OD11AC-0B62 is absent O
call. Me has submiltes the self-declasation v Annexurg-A and B. He has not
suomitted vatid Bank Guarantee/Solvency certificate at the time of meetmg.

Financial Stabitity of the applicant cannoi be adjudged in absence of Solvency
Cerificale/Bank Guarantee as required under Section 71 (3} {d} (i) of M.V Act 1968.

The STA a‘ter due deliberation decided to reject the application filed by Salkh
Samirudd in for non-submission of Solvency Cerificate/Bank Guarantee and to
notify the roule in website inviiing applications for grant of permanen! permit in the
interest of commuting public.

ITEM NO.1.8:-PADAMPUR TO SARAIPALI & BACK.

Pursuant to the advertisement publisiaa in the officia: website and daiy Quta
newspapesr “The Samaj” and English Newspaper “The Times af Indla”™ on
07.11.2023, applications were invited for grani of permanenl stage camiayge permi m
the interstate route Padampur to Saraipall & back. Smit Anjali Meher, owner ¢f
vehicleNp.OD47AB-B211 has filed application for grant of permangnt permit in the
aforesaid raule.
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Applicant, Smt. Anjali Meher, ownes ¢f vehicleNo. CDITAB-8211 was
ropresented by advocate Sri JN. Mchanly. She has suvbmitted the Solventy
Cerificate and seif-declaration i Annexure-A and B.

As per Varan data no e-challan has beea drawn undes section 192 (A) of M.V
Act 1988 against above stage camiage owned by the agplicant vathin one year pricr
to date of consideration of present application.

After due deliberation, it is decided {0 grant permanent stage cardage pennil
to Smt. Anjali Meher, owner ¢f vehicle No.OD17AB-B211 in the Interstale roule
Padampur to Samipali & bachk 1o peronn four trips daidy as ordinary service.
subject to verification of criginal documents sJbmilled by him. The pesmit is valid
subject to grant of countersignature by STA. Chhatisgarh. The permit holder will get
the permit cauntersigned within 90 days fafing which the pemnit is table o be
cancetled. The grartee shall lift the permet witrin a period of 30 days from the date of
communication ¢f grant order. faiing which the grant arder stall deem to be revoked.
Before issue of permit. tax payment position, audi and e-ghallan clearance should be
obtained and it showid be ensured that the vehicle was no} ¢ff-road on the date of
application and on the date of consideration.

ITEM NO.1.9:-5UNDERGARH TO BILASPUR VIA.JHARSUGUDA, KANAKTORA,
RAIGARH, SARANGARH & BACK.

Pursuant to the advertisement published in the official website and daily Qdia
newspager “The Samal” and English Newspaper *The Times of India® on
67.11.2023, applications were awited for grant of permanan! siage carings parmil
the interstate route Sundergarh (o Bllaspur via. Jharsuguda, Kanaktora, Ralgarh,
Sarangarh & Dback. Sri Titu Parida, owrer ¢of vehicle No OD23K-05B8 has filed
application for grant of permanent permit in the aforesaid rowe.

Applicant. Sri Titu Parlda, ¢wner of vehicleNo. OD23K-0588 was represented
by advocate Sri J.N. Mohanty. He has submited the Solvency Certificate and sell-
dectaration in Annexure-A and B.

As per Vahan data no e-chatlan nas been drawn under section 192 (A) of MV
Act 1988 agains! above stage carnage owned by the applicant within gne year pros

to date of cansideration of presert application.
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Sri H.P. Mohanty, Advocate of behalf of Smt. Rosy Dash, owner of vehicle
No.OD23N-8447 has filed an objection regarding clash of timings which was
withdawm.

After due deliberation, i is decided to grant permanent stage cafriage permi
to Sri Titu Parida, owner ©f vehicle MNo.OD23K-05BE i the Inlerstale route
Sundergarh to Bilaspur vla. Jharsuguda, Kanaktora, Ralgarh, Sarangarh & back
to perdorm one tip dally as express service subjec! to verification of original
documents submilted by him. The pemnit is valid subject to grant of countersignature
by STA. Chhatisgarh. The permit hotder wilt get the permil countersigned within 90
days failing which the pesmil is lizble to be cancelled. The grantee shall lift the permit
withinn 2 pericd of 30 days from the date of communication of grant order, failing
which the gran! orcler shall deem (o be revoked. Before issue ¢f permit, tax payment
positon, audit ang e-challan clearance should be oblained and it should be ensured
*hat the vehicle was nol off-road on the date of application and on the date of
consigeration.

ITEM NO.1.10:-SUNDERGARH TQ DANDAPANI & SUNDERGARH TG
JHARSUGUDA & BACK.

Pursuant to the advertisement published in the official website and daily Od'a
pewspaper "The Samal” and English Newspaper “The Times of Indla® on
07.11.2023, applications were wwited for grart of permanent stage carriage pemit in
the interstate eactave route Sundergarh to Danrdapanl & Sundergarh to
Jharsuguda & back. Srl Sltaram Jaiswal, owner of vehice No OD16B-4655 has
fi'ed application for grani of permnanent permit in the aforesaid rodte.

Applicant, Szi Sitaram Jaiswal, owner of vehicleNo. OD16E-4855 (s absent on
cal Mg has submilled the self-declaration in Annexure-A and B. He has not
submitied valld Bank Guarantees/Sclvency Cenificate.

Financial Stability of the applicant cannot te adjudged in absence of Soivency
Centiflcate/8ank Guarantee as reguived undes Section 71 (3) (d) (i) of M.V Act 1988,

The §TA afler due delibaration decided to reject the application filed by Sri
Sitaram Jaiswal for non-submission of Solvency Certificate/Bank Guasantee and to
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notify the route in websile inviting applications {or grant of permanent pemit in the
interest of commuiing public,

ITEM NO.1.11:-JHARSUGUDA TO MAHENDRAGARH VIA. SUNDERGARH,
SUBDEGA, PATHALGAON, AMBIKAPUR & BACK,

Pursuant to the advedisement published in the oificia! website and daily Odia
nevspaper *The Samaj)” and English Newspaper “Tho Times of India® on
07.11.2023, applications were invited for grant of permaneni stage carriage permit in
the mierstate roule Jharsuguda to Mahendragarh vla. Sundergarh, Subdega,
Pathalnpaon, Amiikapur & back. Abld Hussain, owner of vehicle No.CD16M-1919
has fled application for grant of permanent permit in the aforesaid route.

Applicani, Abid Hussain, owner of vehicie No.OD18M-1919 was represented
by atvocate St b.P. Moharty. He has submitted the Selvency Ceriflcate and sef-
declaration in Annexure-A and 8.

As per Vahan data a0 e-challan has been dravin under section 192 {A) of M.V
Act 1988 agains: above stage carrage owned oy the applicant within oneg year prior
to date of consideration of present application.

After due deliberation, it is decided to grant permanen! slage carriage parmil
o Abid Hussain, owner of vehicls Ne.OD16M-1919 in the Intersiate route
Jharsenquda o  Mahendragarh  via.Sundergarh, Subdoga, Pathalgaon,
Amblkapur & back to perform ang trip daily as AC Deluxe service, subject to
varification of griginal documents submitieg by kim. The permit is valid subject 1o
grant of countersignature by STA, Chhatisgarh. The perrnlt holder will get the parmit
couniersigned vathin S0 days failing which the permit is iable to be cancelled. The
grantee shall lifi the pemit within a2 periag of 30 days from the gate of communication
of grant order, lailing which the grant order shall deem o be rovoked. Boefure issug of
permit, iax paymeant pasition, audit ang e-chatian clearance snould be abtained and .t
should be ensured that the vehizle was not of-road on the dale of application and on
the date of consideration.
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ITEM NO.1.12:-JHARSUGUDA TO MAHENDRAGARH VIA.SUNDERGARH,
SUBDEGA, PATHALGAON, AMBIKAPUR & BACK

Pursuant to the advertisement publisked in the official website and daily Odia
nevspaper “The Sama)” and English Newspaper "The Times of India® on
07.11.2023, applications were invited for grant of permanent stage cariage permit in
the interstate route Jharsuguda to Mahendragarh via. Sundergarh, Subdega,
Pathzlgaon, Ambikapur & back. Saddam Rahmanl, owner of vehicle No.OD16M-
00%9has fled appuacation for grant of permanen: permit in the aforesaid raute.,

Applicant, Saddam Rahmanl, ownar of vehicle No.OD1BM-DD19 was
represented by advocate Sn HP. Mohanly. He has submited the Solvency
Ceitficate and setl-declaration i Annexure-A and B.

As per Vahan data no e-challan has teen drawn urder section 192 {(A) of M.V
Act 1988 against above stage cardage ewned by the applicant within one year prios
to date of consideration of present application.

After due aeliberation. i is decided to grant permarnent stage carrtage permil
to Saddam Rahmani, owner ¢f vehicle No.ODI6M-0019 in ihe Inlesstale route
Jharsuguda to WMahendragarh via. Sundergarh, Subdega, Pathalgaon,
Amblkapur & back to perform one trip daily as AC Deluxe service. subject 1o
verification of original documents submilted by him, The pemmil is valid subject to
grat of countersignature by STA. Chhatisgarh. The permit hotder will get the permit
coutersigned within 90 days failing which the permit is lagle (o be cancelled. The
grartee shail kit tre permit within a penod of 20 ¢ays from the date of communication
of grant order. failing which the grant order shall deem to be revoked. Before issue of
pemit, tax payment position, audit and e-chattan clearance should be obtained and i
should be ensurad that the vehicle was not off-roadt on the date of application ang on
the date of consiceration.

ITEM NO.1.13:-RAJNANDGACN TO DAMANJODI VIA.SUNABEDA, KORAPUT,
JEYPORE, BORIGUMA, CHANDILI & BACK.

Pursuant o the advertisemeant published ia the official website and daily Odia
newspaper “The Samaj” and English Newspaper ‘The Tlmes of India® on
07.11.2023, applications were invited for gran) of permanen: stage carriage permit in
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the interstate route Rajnandgaon to Damanjodi via. Sunabeda, Koraput, Jeypore,
Boriguma, Chandlll & back. Sri Ganesh Prasad Gupta, owner of vehigla
Ne. CGi7KY-8119 has liled apgication for grant of permanent permil in the aforesaid
route.

Appitcant, Sri Ganesh Prasad Gupta, owner of vehicie No.CG17KY-8118
was represented by advacate Sri Ramasish Acharya He ags submitted the Bank
Guarantee and self-declaration in Annexure-A and B.

As per Vahan data no e-challan nas been drawn under section 192 {A) of M.V
Ac: 1988 agains! above stage carrfage owned by the appficant within ane year prior
to data of consideration of present applhication.

He has submilted an undertaking to reassign te vehicle by Odisha
registration number within one month faiing venich grant order of pesmit shall be
cancelled. The STA in its 301" meeling held on 19.07.2023 decided not to grant
pesnanent stage carriage pesmil having ather siate registrat on.

I view of above decision laken by STA as ahbove, the STA after due
delgeration deciced to reject the application fited by Sri Ganesh Prasad Gupta for
applying with a vehicle registered in Chhatisgarh and to notify the route in website
inviting applications for grant of permanent pemit in the interess of commuting public.
ITEM NO.1.14:-RAJNANDGAON TO DAMANJODI VIA.SUNABEDA, KORAPUT,

JEYPORE, BORIGUMA, CHANDILI| & BACK.

Pursuant 1o the advertisement published n the officta, website and daiy Odia
nawspaper “The Sama]” and English MNewspaper “The Times aof Indla” on
07.14.2023, appiications vere invited for grant of permanent stage carriage permit in
the infersiate route Rajnandgaon to Damanjodt via. Sunabeda, Koraput, Jeypare,
Boriguma, Chandili & back. Sri Ganesh Prasad Gupta, owner of vehicle
No.CG17KX-8119 nas filed application for grart of permanent parmit in the afaresaid
roule,

Applicant, Sri Ganesh Prasad Gupta, ovner of vehicle No.CG17KX-8149
was reprasented by advecate Sn Ramasish Acharya. He has submitted the Bans
Guarantee and seif-declaralion in Annexure-A and B.
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As per Vahan data no e-challan has been drawn under section 192 {A) of M V
Act 1988 against above stage cariage owned by the applicant within one year prior
to date of consideration of present applicaton.

He has submilted an undertaking to reassign the vehicle by Qdisna
registration number within one month faifing which grant order of pennil shall be
cancelled. The STA in its 3017 meeting keld on 19.07.2023 decided not {o gran)
pernanent stage cardzage permit having otner state registration.

In view of above decision taken by STA as above. the STA after due
detineration decided to reject the application fited by Sri Ganesh Prasad Gupla for
applying with a vehicle registared in Chhatisgarh and to aolify the route in website
inviting applications for grant of permanent permit in the interest of commuting public.
ITEM NO.1.15:-ERLAGAON TO RAIPUR VIA.UMERKOTE, RAIGHAR & BACK,

Gursuant lo the advertisement published in the official website and daily Odia
newspapet ‘The Sama)” and English Newspaper ‘The Times of [ndia® on
07.41.2023, appaizations were invited for grant of permanen: stage cariiage pemmit in
the interstate soute Erlagaon to Ralpur via. Umerkole, Ralghar & back. Srl
Ganesh Prasad Gupta, owner of vehicleNo.CG17KY-2118 has filed application {or
grart of permanen permit in the aloresaid route.

Applicant, Sri Ganesh Prasad Gupta, owner of vehicle MNo.CGITKY-2119
was represented by advocate Sa Ramasish Acharya. He has submitted the Bank
Guarantes and self-declaration in Anngxure-A and B.

As per Vahan data no e-challan has been drawn under section 182 {A) of M.V
Act 1988 against above stage cariiage owned by the goplicant wathin one year elitals
to date of consideration of present applicat.on.

Me has submitted an undertaking lo reassign ine vehicle by Odisha
registration number within one month fating which grani order of permit shall be
cancelled. The STA in its 301" meeting held on 19.07.2023 decided not 1o grant
permanent stage cartage pemuil naving ather slate registration.

iIn view of above decision taken by STA as above, the STA after due
delberation declded to reject the application flted by Sri Ganesh Prasad Gupta fer
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applying with a vehicle registered in Chhatisgarn and to solify the route in website
inviting applications for grant of permanent permit in the interest of commuting public.
ITEM NO.1.16:-ERLAGAON T0 RAIPUR VIA.UMERKOTE, RAIGHAR & BACK.

Pursuant lo the advertisemen) pubiished in the official website and daily Odia
newspaper "The Sama)” and English Newspaper “The Times of [ndia® on
07.94.2023, applcations were invitad for grant of permanen] stage caritage pesmil in
the interstate route Erlagaon te Raipur vla.Umerkote, Ralghar & back. Sri Ganesh
Prasad Gupta, owner of vehicle No.CG17KY-3119 has filed application for grant LiH
pesmanent penvit i the atoresaid route.

Applicant, Sri Ganesh Prasad Gupta, owner of vehicle Mo.CG17KY-3119
viag representeg Dy advocate Sri Ramasish Acharya. He has submitted the Banx
Guarantee and self-declaration in Annexure-A and 8.

As per Vahan data no e-challan has been drawn undor section 192 (A) of tAV
Acl 1988 against above stage carriage owned by the aapicant within one year prior
to data of consideration of present application.

He has submitted an undertaking to reassign tne vehicle by Odisha
registration number within ong menth faling which grant osder of permit sha# Le
cancelled. The STA in its 301" meeting he'd cn 19.07.2023 decided not lo granl
permarent slage cardage permit having other state registration.

In view of ahove decision taken by STA as above. the STA afier due
deiioeration decided to reject the application filed by Sri Ganesh Prasad Gupta for
applying with a vehicle registered in Chnatisgarh and to notify the route in website
inviting applications for grant of permanent permit in the interest of commuting public.

INTER-STATE ROUTES (MULTI APPLICATIONS)

ITEM NO.2.1:-CHANDABALI TO KOLKATA VIA.LAXMANNATH & BACK.

Pursuant 1o the advertisement published in the official website and daily Odia
newspaper “The Samaj” and English Mewspager “The Times of India”™ ¢n
07.11.2023, applications were invited for grant of permanent stage carsiage permit in
tha interstate route Chandaball to Kolkata vla. Laxmannath & back.
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The foltowing applicants have appited for grant of permanent pemmit on the
gbove vacancy as detailed below.

1. Srt Anshuman Chiranilb, cwner of vehiclte No.GDO1AU-3527
2. Sri Bhramarbar Nayak, owner of vehicle No.OD0O1AS-7979

Applicant Sri Anshuman Chiranjib, owner of vehicte No.ODO01AU-3527 is
ahsent on call Me has submitted Solvensy Cerdificate and self declaration in
Arnnaxure-A & B.

Applicant Sri Bhramarbar Nayak, owner of vehcle No.ODQA1AS-7979 is
represented by advocate Sri Subbrajit Jena. He has submitted the Bank Guaranteg
and self dectaration in Annexure-A & B.

The learned advocate on oehall of Sn Rabindra Kumar Das has filed a memo
in 4.V, Appeal No.12 of 2023 wharein i{ has been ordered “to stay operation of the
notification dated 25.08.2023 and 20.40.2023 inviting fresh appllcations in the
Interstate vacant routes from Chiandabali to Kolkata via. Laxmannath & back till
46.12.2023".

After due defiberation, il is decided to defer the matter to next STA meeting
afier 16.12 2023.

INTERSTATE ROUTES {(CASE MATTER}

ITEM NO.3.1:- CANCELLATION OF PERMANENT PERMIT BEARING NO,57-R-2017
ISSUED TO VEHICLE NO.ORD2AS-8229 OPERATING IN THE
INTERSTATE ROUTE CHANDBALI 70 KOLKATA
VIALLAXMANNATH & BACK.

Permanent permit No.57-R-2017 has been sssued in favour of Sri Rabindra
Kumar Das in respact of vehicle No.OROZAS-8229 to operate in the Inlerstate route
Chandbali to Ko'kata via.Laxmannath & vack w...05.01.2018 to 04.01.2023 and
Secretary. STA, West Bengal was requested to counlersign the above pemnit for
smocth operation of vehicle.

The learned advocate on gehailf of St Das has fiea an application for rengwal
of permanent permit in respect of the above mentioned vehicle. He has stated in his
petition that, the owner Sn Rabindra Kumar Das is more than 72 years old aad

Pape 17 o 58




finance companies/Banks are reluctant to nance him for a higher model vehice.
Fusther the vehicle OR02AS-8229 has already completed 15 years of its life.

On verification from Vahan-4 database, it is seen that the vehicle OROZAS-
£229 has heen %ept off-road for the pericd from 01.04.2018 to 30.08.2018 (thres
months), 01.11.2018 to 31.10.2019 (one year). 01.04.2020 to 30.06.2020 (three
months), 01.08.2020 to 31.10.2020 (three months) and 0° G5.2021 to 31.10.202°
(six months). Whi.e computing the off-road perted of vehcle ailer excluding the
pediod of COVID-19 i.2.01.01.2020 to 31.10.2021, the lotal pericd of off-rcad comes
o one year and three months i.8.01.04.2018 to 30.06.20:8 and 01.11.20798 to
31102019

STA in *s 291*' meeting held on date 19.02.2020 has decided thal, “where
the vehicle for which permanent stage carriage permit was Issued In a
routefroutes had been declared off-road for a period of one year during
currency of permlit In different spells, renewal of such permit shall not he
considered. Besides, stops will also bo takon for cancellation of permit bafore
s expiry Ufs 86 of M.V Act 1988. The permit holder will furnishfupload self
declaration in Annexure-C at the time of making applicatien for renewal of
permit”.

The sald matter was placed in the 300% meeting of STA held on
24.03.2023 whergin It was ordered to Issuo show cause notice to Sri Rabindra
Kumar Das as to why permanent permit so granted shall not be cancelled Ufs
86 of M.V Act 1988 for violation of permit conditions.

In response to this offlce letter No.6711/TC, dated 03.05.2023 the owner
has furnished his reply to the show cause alang with a prayer to replace the
vehicle DROZAS-8229 hy vehicle No.ODD2BD-2189.

This matter covers item 3.1 of 301 STA meeting held on date 19.07.2023. No
aclion required to be taken as permit No 57-R-2017 issued o Sri Rabindra Kumar
Cas in respect of vehicle No.OR02AS-8229 has been cancalied by STA in its 301"
meeting which is the subject matter of M.V. Appeal No.i12 ef 2023 pending before
Hon'ble STAT,

Tine maiter is deferred to next STA mesting.
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ITEM NO.3.2:- OBJECTION AGAINST SMT. PUSPANJALI GAANA, OWNER OF
VEHICLE NO.GDO1AC-7171.

Permanent permit No.15-G/2079 has heen issued in favour of Smt. Puspanjah
Gazna in respect of vehicle No.ODO1AC-7171 o cperate in the Interstate route Puri
to Tamluk via. Balasore, Haladipada, Solepeta, Egra, Bhagabanpur, Bajkul &
hatk w.e {09.07.2019 to 08 07 2024. Accorcingly Secretary, STA, West Bengal has
been requested lo countersign the permit for sooth operation of the vehicle,

I the meantime an ohjecticn has been fited by the tearned advacate on behall
of Sn Subrat Snee. owner of vehicle NoWB76A-5337 {or non-menbioning of
stopoage Bhagabanpur in part-A & B of the peimit and operating the vehicle through
Henmia instead af Shagabanpur while plying from Egra to Bajxul creating disturbance
in smooth plying of the vehicle of the objector.

It is periirent {0 mention here that. eartier the Depuly Secratary, STA, Wast
Bengal kad intimated this authority regarding non-plying of the vehicle ODOIAC-7171
as per the granted route & timings and had vequested this authornty to take necessary
actian. Accordingiy Smt. Gaana was warned oy this authonly and was directed to
opesate in the existing roule & tming o else the pesnit shall be cancalied and
nolified vide letter N0.15237/TC, daled 05.11.2C22.

As per the objection filed by the ieamed advocatle on behalf of Sn Subral
Shee, owner of vehicle No WB76A-5337, Smt. Gaana was d.recled to submit the
original copy of P P. No.15-G-2019 for endorsement of the sioppage Bhagabanpur in
part-A & 8 of the permit. She denled to suamit the arginal #.P. and has requested
this authority for change of akgnment on the route Pun to Tamluk via.Bhupatinagar
instead of Bhagabanpur in respect of vehicle No.CD01AC-7771.

The said matter was placed in 300™ STA meeting he:d on 24.03.2023 wherein
it vas directed ‘o the permit holder Smt. Gaana 10 submit anginal parl-A & B pemit
for necessary coraction, fafliing which the matter will be placed before STA for
canceliation of permanent permit for plying her vehicle un-authornzedly.

Being aggrieved the pemnit holder Smt. Puspanjali Gaana has {iled W.R2. {C)
o 15559/2023 before the Hon'gle High Courd whereln it has been ordered that,
the declsion taken at item No.3.2 in the 3007 virtual meeting of STA, Odisha

hald on 24.03.2023 shall remain stayed till next date.
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Learned advecate for Gaana has fumished a memo stating that stay has heen
extended by Hon'ole High Coust £i 24.01.2024.
The matter is deferved o next STA meeting.

ITEM NO.3.3:- PURI TO KOLKATA VIA. LAXMANNATH AND BACK.

The maiter was placed in the 285" 297 268™ 300" and 301¥ STA meeting
and decision defemed due o pendency of M V. appeal No.05 of 2022 before Mon'ble
STAT.

After due de:tberation, & was decided ‘o defer the matter to next STA meeting.
ITEM NO.3.4:-RENEWAL OF PERMIT ON THE ROUTE KEONJHAR TO ECKARD
VIA.CHAMPUA, CHAIBASA, TATA & BACK.

Pamanent permit No.25-R-2023 has been {ssued in favour of Kiizir Hayat in
respect of vehicle No CDOSK-7677 o operate on the Iate-state route Keenjhar o
Bokaro via Chamgua, Chaibasa. Tata & back w.e.£.15.02.2024 to 14.02.2029.

Simifarly pesmanent permit No 26-R-2023 has beea ssued in favour of Khizir
Hayat in respect of vehicle No QDOSK-7877 lo operate on the Intersiate route
Kegnjiar t0 8okaro via.Champua. Chaibasa. Tata & back w.efi1.10.2023 o
10.10.2028. Accordingly the Secretary, STA Jharkhand arg Waest Bengal, Kolkata
nave been requesied by this authonly o countersign the apove two pemils for
smooth operation ¢f the vehicles.

Sn Salwik Bhatacharya, Adv. High Court of Calcutia filed objection on behalf
of one S Sanjay Kumar Kejriwal. He alleged thal, the above vehicles are operating
in the portion of West Bengal without any countersignature from the satd Authority.
Morepver he has also alleged that, the route Keonjhar to Bokarg via. Champua.
Chathasa, Tata & back has not been inclugen in the Reciprecal Transport Agreement
fssued by STA, West Benga), Kolkata as no tripartite discussicn has been made
belween the States of Odisha, West Bengal and Jharkhand.

But it is not understood why Sn Kejiwa! did no® fite any objection during the
tast 5 years of operation by Sn Khizlr Hayal.

It v/as degided to include the route in the next regipregal transport agreement
with West Bengal.
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ITEM NO.3.49:-ALAKUNDA TO KOLKATA VIA.LAXMANNATH & BACK

Permaneny permit No.36-R-2021 has been issued in favour of Sri Sanjeeb
Kumar Biswal in resgect of vehicle No QORU4AN-7000 to gperate on the laterstate roule
Algkunda 1o Kotkata via Laxmannath & hack w.e./.05.07 20217 to 04.07 2026

Simitarly permanent pesni No 37-R-2021 has been issued in favour of Sn
Sarjeeb Kumar Biswal in respect of vehice No. OR228-1888 lo operale on the
Intarsiale route Alakunda to Kolkata via. Laxmannath & back we.f 05.07.2021 to
04.07.2026. Accordingly the Secretary, STA, Waest Bergal. Kolkala has been
reguested by this authority to countersign the above two parmits {or smoeth operation
of tre vehicles.

In the meantime an ¢bjection has been received alleging that, the above two
buses are plying up 1o Mangalpur insteay of Alakunda. Accordingly show cause was
issued to the permit holder as to why permanen) permit so gramted in his favour snali
not be cancelied Uis 86 of MV act, 1988 for violation of permit condition vide this
office tetler NO.15940/TC, dateg 19.10.2023

The learned advocate on behalf of Sn Sanjeeb Kumar Biswal, owner of vehicle
MNo.ORO4AN-7000 and OR22B-1888 has {urnished the reply to the show cause.

After due deliberation, i is decided 0 issue warnin) o the opemalor net o
repeat such viotation in future.

ITEM NO.3.6:-KCBT AT SANTRAGACHI TO PHULBANI] VIA.LAXMANNATH,
BALASORE, CUTTACK, NAYAGARH& BACK.

Permanent permit No\WB2022.SC.0300A issued by STA, Wesl Sengal,
Kolkata in favour of Sri MNabandu Sahoo in raspect of vekicle No.WB41.J1-8761 to
cperate on the Interstate route KCBT at Santragachi to Phulbani via. Laxmannath,
Balasore, Cuttack, Nayagarh & back valid wil) 27.11.2027 kas besn countersigned
by this authenty vide Cls N0 42-G-2022.

In the meantime one objection has been received by this authority {from Sn
Sameswar Mishra, owner of vehicle No.OD11R-1761 alteging that, Sri Sahoo has
obtained the registration cartificate atong with permanen! permit by commilting
forgery and cheating. Further he has stated that, the RC pardicutars it has been
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mentioned that there are 12 sleepers whereas in reality there are 18 sleepers.
Mareover, the bus does not comply the mandate of AlS-052 {Bus body code).

Accordingly show causa notice has been issued to Si Nabendy Sahoo as to
why Lthe permanent permit shali not be cancellad Ufs 86 of MV Act 1988 for violation
of penmit conditions vide this office tetter No 929%/TC, dated 23.06.2023.

Sri §. Mishra. Advocate for Nabendu Sahoo prayed for time to {ile reply. Time
allgved.

The matter is deferred fo next meeting for decision. Mabendu Sahoo shall fle
raply before next STA meeting.

ITEM NO.3.7:- BARIPADA TO BOKARO VIA.RAIRANGFUR, TIRING, PURULIA,
TATA & BACK.

Permanem: pemmit No.28-G-2022 issved in favouwr of Smi. Misha Patia in
rasoect of vehicle No.ODV1X-7551 to gperate on the nierstate route Barlpada to
Bokaro via.Rairangpur, Tiring, Purulia, Tata & back w.ef03.91.2022 to
02.11.2027. Accordingly the Secretary. STA, Jharkhand ard West Bengal, Kolkata
have Been requested by this authority to countersign the above pemnit far smooth
operation of the vehicle. In the meantime ore objectior has been recejved from Sri
Abhishek Choudhury, Proprietor of Mis Kangsabatl Transport alleging that the
above mentioned vehicle is gperating on the said route withgul any countersignature
from STA, West Bengal.

Further he has staled that the route Barlpada to Bokaro vla. Ralrangpur,
Tiring, Purulla, Tata & back hkas no! been included in he reciprocal transport
agreement with Wes! Bengal.

Accordingly, show cause nolice has been issued to Sm; Nisha Patra, owner
ef vehicle No.QD1IX-7551 as to why the permanent permit shall not be cancelled
Uis 86 of MV Act 1988 for wviclation of permil conditions vide this office Istter
No.15034/TC. daled 04.10.2023.

After due delberation, o 1s decided to issue warnirg {0 the operator not to
repeat such vioiaugn in future ard (o inciude the route in the aext reciprocal transpor
agreement with West Bengal.
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INTER-REGION (SINGLE APPLICATION)

ITEM NO.4.1:-BANPUR TO PHULBANI VIA-NUAGAON, DASHAPALLA & BACK,

FPursuant to the advertisemen! pubtished in website ang daily Odia newspaper
"The Sama|" and English Newspaper “The Times Of Indla” on 07,11.2023 inviling
applicatiens for grant of permanent stage carmage permil in the inter region vacan}
roule Banpur (o Phulbanl vla- Nuagaon, Dashapatla and back, Srl Suresh
Samantasinghar, owner of vehicle No.ODGZBK-7978 has fited application for grant
of permanent permit in the aforesaid route

Applicant Sri Suresh Samantasinghar, owner of vehicle No.CD02BK-7978
was representes by Advocate Sri S Mishra, He has submitted Xerox copy of Bank
guarantee from Punjab MNational Bank, Balugaor: Brangn issued on 24.11.2023 vatid
tin 23.11.2024. rie has submitted self-declaralion in Annexure-A and B.

Ag per VAHAN data no VOR/fe-Chalian drawn under section 182{A) of M.V.
Act, 1988 againg: above stage carriage owned by the applicant within one year prior
to date of consideration of present application.

Upen scautiny of the above application as applied by the applicant, it is found
that, he has submitted Annaxure-A & B disclosing that, he is the owner of vehicle
No OD02BK-7978. ODC2BK-0765, QDO2AF-4849 0002AV-5140, QORO5AH-2033 &
QDO2BK-2582 suppressing the fact that he ewns cne more venigle i.e. ODD2BK-
4728,

The STA alter due deiberation decided to reject the apphcation filed by Sri
Suresh Samantasinghar, owner of vehic'a No . ODD28K-79781or suppressior af fac:
and submitting wrong informatio: in Annexure A & Band o notify the coute in website
tnviting applications for grant of permanent peanit in the intarest of commuting pubtic.
ITEM NO.4.2:-KDTAGADA TO BERHAMPUR & BACK

Pursuant to the advertisement published in website ard daily Odia newspape:-
“The Samaj” and English Newspaper “The Times Of India” on 07.11.2023inviting
applications for g-ant of permanent stage camiage pennit in the inter region vacant
route Kotagarh to Berhampur and back, Sri Purnachandra Das, owner of vehigle
No.OD12B-2142 has filed application {or grant of permanent permil In the aloresaid
rgale.
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Applicant Sri Purnachandra Das, gwner of vehic.e No.OD12B-2142 was
represented by Advecate K. Mohammad. He has submitted Xerox copy of Bank
guarantee from State Bank of India, Aska Branch issued on 13.11.2023 valid -
12.11.2024. #e has submitted self-declaration in Annexuse-A and B.

As per VAMAN data no VCR/e-Chatlan dravm undet section 182(A) of M.V,
Acl. 1988 against above stage cariage owned by the applicant within one year prior
to date of consideration of present application.

Cn verification {rom anling if is seen that the owaer has applied for New T.P or
the aforesaid route and his appication was placed in the permit committee meeltng
held en 11.10.2023 vide S1.No-249 and proceeding is pending for issug. The owner
Ras stated in the virtual meeting held on 24.11.2023 that he will vithdraw his New
T.F application.

The STA alter due debberation decided 1o grant Permanent Stage Cariage
Fermi to Srl Purnachandra Das, owner of vehicle No.OD12B-2142 in inter region
vacan: route Kotagarh to Berhampur and back for a penod of 5 years to perferm
one trip daily as Express norm of service, sul; ecl to venfication of original documents
submitted by him. The grantee shail lift the pesmit within a period of 30 days from the
date of communication of grart order, fadling witch the gran: order shall deem to oe
revoked, Belore issue of permit, tax payment position. audil and e-chalfan clearance
should be obtained and it showld be ensured that the vehicle was not off-foad on the
date of application and on the date of considesation.

ITEM NO.4.3:- BHUBANESWAR TO ANGUL VIA-JATAMUNDIA

Pursuant {o the advertisermant published In websile and dally Qdia newspaper
“The Samal” ang English Newspaper “The Tlmes of indla” on 07.11.2023 Inviting
appications for grant of permanent stage carriage permil in the inter reglon vacan)
route Bhubaneswar to Angu! via- Jatamundia and bagk, Sri Prasanta Kumar
Mohapatra, ownre:r of vehicle No.ODDSG-6257 has fited application for grant of
permanent permit in the afaresaid route.

Applicant Srl Prasanta Kumar Mohapatra, owner of vehicle No.ODO5G.6297
was represented by Advocale S Mishra. ke has submitted Bank guarantee (rom
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Bank of Boroda, Nayapalli Branch, Bhubaneswas issued on 24.11.2023 He has a'so
submilted Solvency Certificate fram Bank of Boroda, Nayapalli Branch, Bhubaneswar
issued on 23.11.2023. He has submitied sell-dec.aration in Annexure-A and B,

As par VAHAN data no VCR{e-Chalan drawn under section 192{A) of M.V.
Act, 1808 against above stage casrizge ownes by the applicant within gne year prior
to date of consideration of presen: application.

The STA after dug delibesation decided o grant Permanent Stage Camiage
Penit to Sri Prasanta Kumar Mohapatra, evaner of venicle N0.OD05G-5297 Ininter
region vacant route Bhubaneswar 1o Angul via- Jatamundia and back {or 2 geriod
of § years as ordinary norm of service subject to verification of original documents
submutied by Khim. The grantes shall lift the pesmil within a period ¢f 30 days from the
date of communication of grant arder fatling which the grant order shall deem to he
reveked Before issue of permit, tax paymeni position. audil and e-challan ¢learance
should bre obtained and it showd be ensured thal the vehicle was not off-road on the
date of application and on the date of consideration.

ITEM NQ.4.5:- CUTTACK TO KENDRAPARA VIA-CHANDIKHOLE & BACK 2RT

Pursuant 1o the advertisament published in website and daily Odia newspaper
“The Sama)” ang €nglish Newspaper "The Thmes Of Indla” on 07.11.2023 inviting
applications {or grant of permanent stage camiage pemiit in the inter region vacant
route Cuttack to Kendrapara vla- Chandlkhote and back ZRT, Srl Jyoti Prakash
Mallick, owner of vehicle No.ODOSAP-5557 has fled appiication {or grant of
pamanegnt permit In the aforesaid route.

Applicant Sri Jyotl Prakash Matlick, owner of vehicle No.CDOSAP-5597 was
represented by Advocate S. Mishra. He has submilted Bank guarantee from Union
Bank of India, Cuttack Main Branch, issued on 22.91.2023 vatd il 27.11.2024. He
has submitted seli-deglaration in Annexwre-A and B,

As per VAHAN data no VOR/e-Challan drawn under section 182{A) of t4.V.
Act, 1888 againsi above stage casriage owned by the applicant within Qne year prior
o date of consideration of present applicaton.
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The STA aiter due defiberation deciced to grant Pemanent Stage Carmiage
Pemil to Sri Jyot! Prakash Malllck, ovmer of vehicle No.CDOSAP-5597 in inter
region vacam rouse Cuttack to Kendrapara via- Chandikhole and back 2RT far a
period of 5 years as ordinary norm of service subject lo verification of origina)
decuments submitted by him. The graniee ghall [ifi the permil within a period of 30
days from the dale of communication of g:an) order, failing which the grant order
shall deam to be rovoked. Before issue of permii, tax payment position, audit and e-
chaifan clearance should be oblained and it snoutd be ensured thal the vehicle was
nol aff-soad en the date of application and on the date of consideration.

ITEM NO.4.6:- DOSHIA TO BHUBANESWAR VIA- TINIMUHANI, DUHURIA,
BALICHANDRAPUR & BACK.

Pursuant to the advertisement published in website and daily Odia nevspaper
“The Sama]" and English Newspaper "The Times Of Indla" on 07.91.2023 inviting
applications for grant of penmanant stage cariage permit i the inter region vacant
route Doshia to Bhubaneswar vla- Tlnimuiani, Duhurla, Ballechandrapur and
back, Sri Prasanta Kumar Jena, owner of vehicle No.ODD4G-8584 has filed
application for gra4! of permanent permit in the aforesaid route.

Applicant &rl Prasanta Kumar Jena, owner of vehicle No.ODDAG-8584 was
fepresented by Advocate J.N Mchanly. He has submitted Bank quarantee from Bank
of India, Pattamundai Branch, issued on 17 11.2023 valig 4116.11.2024. e has
submlited self-deciaration in Anrexure-A 21d B,

As per VAMHAN data no VCR/e-Chaltan drawn under section 192{A) of M.V.
Act, 1988 against above slage camiage owned by the applicant within one year prigr
lo date of consideration of pragent application.

The STA after due deliberation decided to grant Permanent Stage Cariage
Permit to Bri Prasanta Kumar Jena, owrer of vehicle No.OD04G-B584 . intar
region vacant route Doshia to Bhubaneswar via- Tinimubanl, Duhuria,
Balickandrapur and back for a geriog of 5 years as Express norm of service
subiect to verification of original documents ssomitled by him. The grantee shal lift
the pesmt within a pericd of 30 days from the date of com~Jnication of gram onder.

failing which the grant order shai deem to ke revoked. Before issue of permit, tax
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payment position. audit and e-chaltan clearanse should be obtaned and it should be
ensured that the vehicle was not off-road on the date of application and on the date
of consideration.

ITEM NO.4.7:- LULKIDIHI TO ROURKELA VIA-SUBDEGA, NUAGAON B BACK

Pursuant to the advertisement published in website and daily Odta newspaper
“The Samaj” and English Newspaper "The Times Of Indla’ on 07.11.2023 inviting
app.ications for gram of permanent stage camage permit in the inter region vacant
rowa Lulkidihi to Rourkela via- Subdega, Nuagaon and back, Fellx Minz, owner
of venicle No.OD16L-0904 has filed applcation for grant of permanent peral in the
aforesaid route.

Applicant Fellx Minz, owner of vehicle No.OD16L-0304 was represented oy
Anvocate H P Mohanty. He has rioi submitted Bank guarantee/solvency cenificate as
required under section 71(3){d)()) of MV ACT 1988. Me has submitted seli-dec’aration
in Annexure-A and B,

Applicant Felix Minz, owner of vehicle N0o.OD76L-0804 has not submiticd
splvency certificate on 24.11.2C23.

Financial Stability of the applicant carrot be adjudged in absence of Solvency
Cerificate/Bank Guarantee as regquired under Section 71 (3} (d) {i) of M.V Act 1988.

As per VAHAN data no VCRfe-Challan drawn under section 182(A) of M.V
Act. 7888 against above slage cariage owneg by the applican! within ¢ne year prior
to cate of consideration of present application,

There are wo objections received aga.nst the above notified vacant route. The
details are given helow,

1} Advocaie Sq JN Mohanty on behalf of Sn Amit Sharma, owner of vehice
no.OD1GH-9355 has filed an objection for ciash of timings from Rourkela at-
13:25.

2) Advecate K Mohammad on behalf of SM Shamim Akhtar owaer of vehicle no-
OD16A-2377 has filed an objection ‘or ¢lash of timings from Subdega, Kutra &
Raigangpur.

The STA after due defiberation decided to reject the application filed by Felix
Minz, owner of vehicle No.OD16L-0804 for non subhmission of solvency
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certiftcate/Bank Guarantee in due time. After due deliberation, « was reselved to
notify the route in the wehbsite inviting apptications for grar: of permanest permit in
the interest of conwvaling public.

ITEM NO.4.8:- CUTTACK TO ASTARANGA VIA-ADASPUR, NIALI & BACK

Pursuant {o the advertisement published in website ard daily Odia newspaper
“The Samaj" and English Newspaper “The Times Of India® cn 07.11.2023 inviling
appications for granl of permaneni stage camage permil in the inter region vacant
routa Cuttack to Astaranga via-Adaspur, Niali and back, Sri Nihar Ranjan Swain,
owner of vehicle No.ODO5BN-5886 has filed application for grant of permanen
penrnitin the aforesaid route.

Applicant Sri Nihar Ranjan Swain, owrer of vehicle No.ODO5SBN-588b was
presert. He has submitted solvency certificate issued by Revenue Officer. Niall
Tahsil on 15.11.2023.

He has submitted self-deciaration in Annexure-A and B. As per VAHAN data
no VCRie-Chalan drawa under section 182(A) of M.V. Act, 1988 againsi above stage
cariiage owned by the applcani within ane year pnor {o date of consideration of
presant apphkcation.

The STA after due delibaration decided to grant Permanent Stage Carviage
Parmlt to Srl Nlhar Ranjan Swaln, cwner of vehicle No.CDOSBN-5886 in inter region
vacan! soute Cuttack to Astaranga via-Adaspur, Nlali and back for a penog of 5
years as ordinary nom of service subject to venfication of original documents
submitted by him. The grantee shall iift the pemit within a period of 30 days fiom the
date of communication of gran! order, failing which the grant order shall deam lo be
revoked. Before issue of permit, tax paymeni position, audif and e-challan clearance
should be obtained and it should be ensured that the vehicie was not ofi-road on the
date of appiication and on the date of consideration.

ITEM NO.4.9:- PARADEEP TQO CHANDIKHOLE & BACK 2 RY

Applican! Sri Simran Singh, ovmner of vehicle no-OD52A-5707 is represented
by Advt. J.N. Mohanty. He has submitted declaration in Annexure-A & B out not
supmitted Solvency Certificatef3ank Guaraniee.

Page 28 of 59




it was found that the roule was notl notified in the wedsie i order to nrovide
agual opportunity and fair play to all intending agplicants.

After due delberation. it was resclved to notify the route i the website inviling
applications for grant of permanent permit in the interest of commuling public.
Application filed py the above applicant will be considered atong with applications
that may be received pursuant to notification sn merit.

ITEM NO.4.10:- CUTTACK TO PARAREEP VIA- DUHURIA & BACK

Applicant Sri Sanjeeb Kumar Mohanty. owner of vehicle No.QDD4S-5787 is
represented by Advocate Si S. Mishra He has submilted sclvency certificate issued
by Jerabis Tahsitdar on 02.01.2023 but not submitted declarat o in Annexure-A & B.

11 was found that the route was not notfied in the website in order {o provide
equal opponunity and fair play o ail iMending applicants.

Alter due deliberation, it was resoiven to rejec: the application filed by &n
Sanjpsb Kumar Mohanty, owner of vehicle No.OD04S-5787 for non-submission of
dec.aration n Annexure-A and 3 and to nolfy the route in the website inviling
appications for grant of permanent permit in the inlerest of commuting public.

INTER-REGION (fIULTI APPLICATIONS)

ITEM NO.5.1:- CUTTACK TO PARADEEP & BACK 3RT DAILY

Pursuant to the advertisement published ir website and daily Qdia newspaper
*The Samaj* and English Newspaper “The Times of India” on 07.11.2023 inviting
appications for grant of pemmanent stage caniage permit in the inter region yvacani
route Cuttack to Paradeep and back 3RT Daily.

The {oltowing applications are receivec for grant of permanent pemit in the
aforesaid route.

1) Sri Rashml Ranjan Parida, owner of vehicle No.ODDSAV-B248.

2) Sri Ranjan Kumar Jena, owner of vehicle No.OL05BM-2985.

Applicant Sn Rashmi Ranjan Parida, owner of vehicle No.ODOSAV-8248 15
rapreseniet by Advocate Srl A K. Behera. He has submitten original copy of 8ank
Guarantee issued oy Union Bank of India. Paradeep Branch on 23.05.2023 valid Ll

23 05.2024 and submitted declasation in Annexure-A iEB.
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As per VARMAN data there are 3 e-chakans are pending and no e-chaitan
drawn under section 192{A) of M.V, Act. 1988 against above stage cawiage owned
by the applicant within one year psiar to date of consideratior: ¢f present application.

Applicant Sd Ranjan Kumar Jena, owner of vehicle No OD0OSBM-2885 is
represented by Advocale Si H 2. Mehanty. He nas submitted Xerox copy of Bank
Guarantee issued ny Qdisha Gramya 8ank, Cutiack Braneh, Link Road, Cuftack on
18.07.2023 valid £ 17.04.2024 and submitted declaration in Annexure-A & B,

Upon scrutiny of the above application of Sri Ranfan Kumar Jena, ovmner of
vehicle Mo.CDOSBM-2985 has applied by the applicant, & is found thal, he has
submitied Annexure-A & B disciosing that. he is the owner of vehicle No.QD05B8M-
2085 suppressing the fact that he owns six more vehicles l.e. QDT7TW-8148, OR02Y-
7317 ODO5AZ-5592, OROSAC-1038, OR0SAG-1 149 & OREEX-2091.

STA afler due deliberation decided ‘¢ reect the apaiication fled by Ranjan
Kumar Jena. owner in respect of vehicle No OD0DSBM-2985 for suppression of facy
and submitting wrong informaticn in Annexure A & B.

The STA afler due deliberation decided to gram Permanent Stage Carriage
Pesmil to Srl Rashml Ranjan Parida. owner of vehicle Mo.ODOSAV-8248 in inter-
region vacant route Cuttack to Paradeep and back IRT Daily for a parcd of 5
years as ordinary nomm of service subject to venfication of original decuments
submitted by him. The grantee shall lif the permit within a period of 30 days from the
date of communication of grant order, failing wnich the grant order shall deem (o be
ravoked. Before issue of permit, tax paymen position, audit and e-challan clearance
sho.ld be eblained and it should be ensured {nat the vehicls was not off-roac on the
date of application and on the date of consideration.

ITEM NO.5.2:- KERADAGARH TO BHUBANESWAR VIA-MADANPUR & BACK
Pursuant Lo the advertisement published in webasile and daily Odia newspaper
*The Samaj’ and English Newspaper “The Times Of indla’ on 07.11.2023 inviting
applications for grant of permanent stage cariage permit in the inter cegion vacant
roule Keradagarh to Bhubaneswar vla. Madanpur & Back,
The following applications are received for grant of permanent pesmait in the
aforasaid route.
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1) Sri Jyoli Frakash Mallick, ewner of vehicle No OD0SAP-5597.
2) S Debasish Panda, ovwner of vehicle No. OD28M-6266.

3) Sn Prasanta Kumar Jena, ovmer of vehicle Mo ODJ58Q-9519.
4} Sn Prasanta Kumar Jena, owner of vehicle No QT4G-8584.

Applicant Srl Jyotl Prakash Mallick, ownes of vehigle Nog.ODOSAP 8897 is
represented by Advocate Sr 8. Mishra. Sn tishra has submitied to vithdrawr the
application which s rejected as withdravn.

Applicant Sn Debasish Panda, owner of vehicle No OD29M-6266 s
represerted by Advocate Sn HP. Mohanty. He has submitted Xerox copy of
Solvency Certificate issued by Tahasildar, Desghish gn 29.02.2023 and subrmitied
dectaration in Annexure-A & B.

As per Vahan data ane e-challan vide No.OR136819231122081402. daled
22.11.2023 has been drawn under saction 182 (A) of M.V Act 1588 against vehicie
No.CD20B-0066 owned by Sn Debasish Fanda within one year prior o dale of
censideration of present application

As per decision taken in 291" STA mesting held on 19.02.2020, no permit
sha'l be granted to 2 vehicle for one year against which e-challan has been drawrn
Uis 92 (A} of MV, Act, 1988 Since the applicant opetaten his yehicle without
pemnitviclating permit conditiens nis pas! oerlgrmance as siage carrage operator is
feund not satisfactory and not congenial to traveling pubic.

It was decided to refect the application of Sn Debasish Panda, owner of
vehicle No OD2SM-6266. No pesmit will be granted to vehicle OD28M-6266 for a
pesiod of cne year.

Applicart S Prasanta Kumar Jena, owaer of vehicle No OD05BQ-9619 is
raprasenad by Advocate Sri J.N. Mohanty. He has subm.tted Onginal Copy of Bank
Guasaniee issued by Branch Manager. Faltamundai 8rancs o 14.11.2023 valid ti!
13.11.2024 and submitted declaration in Annexure-A & B.

As per VAHAN data Mo VCR/e.Cnaltan crawn undes section 192(A) of MV,
Acl. 1988 againsi above stage cariage owned by the applicant within one year prior
to ¢dase of consideration of present application.
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Applicant Sr Prasanta Kumar Jena, owner of vehicle No.ODD4G-B584 is
represented by Advocate Sn J.N. Mohanty. Sri Mohanty has submitted to withdraw
ihe zpplication which is rgjeclod as withdrawr.

The STA after due defiberation decided to grant Permanen! Stage Camiage
Fermit to Sn Prasanta Kumar Jena, owner of vehicle No.ODO5BQ-3619 in inter-
region vacant route Keradagarh to Bhubaneswar via- Madanpur & Back for a
pesiod of § years as ordinary nomm of service subject o verification of original
documents submited by him. The grantee shai; lifl the pesmit vathin 2 period ¢f 30
days from the date of communication of gram order, failing which the grant order
shall deem to be revoked. Belfore issue of pemmil, tax paymen! gosition, audit and e-
¢hallan clearance should be obtained ang it should be ensured that the vehisle was
not off-road on the date of application and an the date of corsideration.

INTER REGION ROUTE (CASE MATTER)

ITEM NO.6.1- CONSIDERATION OF APPLICATIDON FOR REPLACEMENT OF
EXISTING VEHICLE NO OD22AB551 BY HIGHER MODEL VEHICLE NO
0B15G4811 ON THE ROUTE BALASCRE TO BHUBANESWAR VIA- PANIKOIL,
CHANDIKHOLE & BACK IN FAVOUR OF SRI RAJKISHORE $SAHU.

Applicant Sri Rajkishore Sahu, owner of vehicle no.CD22A8551 appeared in
person. Heard.

Permaneat Permit no.PRS2/160782/G has been granted to Sii Rajkishore sahy
in respect of venicle no.0D22A8551 on the route Batasore to Bhubanaeswar via
Panikoii, Chandikhote & back which is vaid il 24.12.2026 as express nawure of
service. S Sahu has applied replacement of vehicte No OD22A855% by higher
modal venicle ne.CO15G4814 on 31.10.2023 through online.

On verificaiion from VAHAN data base it is Sesh thal the wvehicle
no,OD22A8551 was kept ofl road more than one year wef 01.11.2022 to
31.05.2023 (7 months) & 01.08.2023 lo 31.01.2024 (6 months) during the PP periog
aparl from COVID grace period and show cause was issued vice letter no-16858/TC
datedi0.11.2023 in view of 291" STA resolution as to why his granted PP shall not
be cancelled for violation of permit condition WS 86 of MV ACT 1988. In response to
the above notice S Sahu has submitted his show cause ‘eply on 15.11.2023 and
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ntimated that due to some technica) issues he has been kept off road his venicle il
dale.

The appticant admitied that his bus has not operated in the given routs from
01.91.2022 to 31.05.2023 and 01.08.2023 to 31.01.2024 {one year thrae months)
causing inconverience to iraveiing public. Tne permit holder also did rot intimate the
STA about non-ggeration of bus from 01.11.2022 to 31.05.2023 and 07.06.2023 to
31.01.2024 as requited under rute 75 (3) of OMV Rules, 1983,

Tie STA in 291" meeting hetd on 19.02.2020 resolved the {ollowing.

a42 RENEWAL { CANCELLATION OF STAGE CARRIAGE PERMIT.

it was broughl to the notice of STA that after avaiing permanen! stage
carriage permit. some of the pesmit holders are (1) not operating the bus in the given
route and timing, {2) kept the vehicle off road for more than one year causing
disruplion of sarvice which is detnmental to commuting public and {3) nol paying tax
due.

In arder to pravent such type of non-operation of bus services and keaping in
view interest of travetling publig, ¢ was resolved thak:

(i) Where the vehlcle for which permanent slage carrage pamii was
issued in a route f/ routes had baen declared off road for & period of ona year during
cusrancy of permit in differant spelts, renewal of such permit shall not be considered.
fesides. steps wil also be taken for cancelation of permit belore its expiry under
Saction 86 of M.V. Acl. 1988, The permit hotder will furnish f upload seli-declaratior
in Annexure-C at the lime of making applicatien for renewal of pemmt.”

It is not disputed that his vehicle was under off road did not oparate in the
given route for ore year and three months cauvsing inconvenience (o travetling public.
The permit holder a'so did no! intimate the STA about nen-operation of bus as
requited under nute 75 (3) of OMV Rules, 1993

Under the statute, it is the STA io ook after the gonvenience of travelling
pubiic commuting from Balasore to Bhubaneswar via. Panikoili, Chandikhole & back
for which permit was granted {o petitionar considering volume of traffic in the said
route. Non-plying of bus by the petitioner for mose thar one year is bound o cause

inconvenience o travelling public. The commuting public had suflered a (ol due 0
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ron-gpesation of bus by the pettioner for one year and three months. for such
deficiency in providing serviced to public by ine petitioner, his conduct as stage
carriage operator found to be noi satlsfactory.

The persmit holder did not operate his vehicle for one year and thiee months
withg.t ‘ntimating the {act of non-gperation ol his vehicle 1o STA viclating permit
conditions for which the permii is liable to be cancelled undes Section 88 (1) (2) of
MV Act 1988. The members of STA, after due deliberation, are of the view that the
penwit holder has failed 10 operae the dus ir the given roule for more than one year
and thereby violated permit condition. Decision of STA lo cancel the permit due io
non operation is squarely applicanie o the presen case.

Considerng the facts ard circumstances of the case, provisions ¢f taw and
decision taken by STA in 264” and 201" meetings. in exercise of powers under
Secton 86 (1) (@) of MV, Act, 1988, o was tesoived o eject applicatien fcr
replacement of vehicle issved lto S Rajkishore Sahu, owner of vehicle
no OD22AB55% in the roule Ba.asore to Bhubareswar vid, Panikoili, Chandithole &
vack for viglating pemnit conditions. Application for replacement of vehicle is rejected.
it was rasolved that the route be nolified in website of STA inrviting applicatons for
grany of permanent permi from deserving stage camage opesator,

~ha STA after due deliberation decided to reject the application filed by Sri

Rakishore Saha, owner of vehicle No.OD22ABS51 for keeping the vehicte ofi road
more than one year in view af the 291" STA resolution and i is ardered o notify the
rouie.
ITEM NO.6.2:- CONSIDERATION OF APPLICATION FOR RENEWAL OF
PERMANENT PERMIT NO.PPI9/i70818/G ON THE ROUTE PADAMAPUR TO
pUR| VIA- BARAGARH, SAMBALPUR, CUTTACK & BACK.

Advocate Sri J.N. Mohanty is appeared on behalf of Smt. Anupama Mohapatra,
ownar of vehicle n0.0D15-4021.

femmanent Permit no.PPBO/70818/G has been granied to Smt. Anupama
Mohapatra in respect of vehicle 10 0D15-4621 on the route Padampur (o Pusi via-
Baragarh, Sambalpur, Cuttack & pack which s valid ' 24.09.2022. Smt Anupama
Mohapatra has applied renewal of permanent permit for further 5 years after 7

montiis expiry of permit an 2005 2023 through onling.
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On verfication from VAHAN data base it is sgen that the vehicle np.0D15-4021
was kept off road more than one year w.e.f01.11.2021 to 31.03.2023 (15 months)
and Show cause notice was Issued vide tetter no. 12039/7TC daiedi7.08.2023 in view
of 251% STA resolution as o why his granted PP shall not be cancelled for viotation
of pemnit condition WS 88 of 8V ACT 1988. tn response o the above notlice Smi.
Mohapatra has submitied show cause reply on 25.08.2023 and intimated that due 1o
major repair work she has been kept off road her vehicle il 31.03.2023.

Submission maee by Advocate for Smt Arupamna Mohapatra and show cause filed by
ker has bean taken up for considesstion,

Total pariod of off road af vahicle of Smt Mohapatra was 15 monihs.

The STA in 294" meeting held on 19.02.2020 resolved the following

142 RENEWAL /! CANCELLATION OF STAGE CARRIAGE PERMIT.

I} was brought lo the natice of STA thal afler avaling permanem stage
carriage panmit, some of the permil holders arg (1) not operating the bus in the given
routs and timing, (2)kept the vehicte off road for more than one year causing
disruption of service which is detrimental to commuting publc and {3} not paying lax
due.

In order to prevent such type of non-gperation of bus services and keeping o
view interest of traveliing public, it was resolved that.

W Where the vehicle for which pesmanent stage camiage permil was
issupd in 2 route / routes had been declared off rpad for a geriod of ang year during
cusrency of parmiz in different spells, renewal of such pemnit shall not ba consideraed,
Besides, steps will also be taken for canceltazion of permi: before its expiry under
Section 86 of MV, Act, 1988. The pemit hoder will fumish / upload seli-dectaration
in Annexure-C at the time of making applicatior {or renewal of permit.”

it is no! disputed that his vehicle was under off road did not aperate in the
given route for more than one year causing inconvenience o ravelling public. The
permit holder alse did not intimate the STA ahout non-operation of bus for more than
one year as requied under rute 75 (3) of OMV Rules, 1993

Unger the statute, it is the STA to took afler the convenience of travelling
public commuting from Padampur to Puni via- Baragarh. Sambalpur, Cuttack & back
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for which permit was grated to pelitioner congidering volume of traflic in the said
route. Non-plying of bus by the petittenar for more than ¢ne year is bound o cause
inconvenience to travelling public. The commuting public Fad suffered a ol dug ©
aoa-pperation of bus. For such deficiency in providing serviced to public by the
patitioner, his conduct as stage cariage operater found to be not satisfactory.

The permit hoider did not aperate his vehicie for more than one year without
mimating the fac: of non-operation of his vehicle to STA wviolaling permit conditions
fer which the permit is liable (o be canceiled under Sectior 86 {1) (a) of M.V, Act.
1988. The members of STA, after due deliboaration, are of the view thal the pemnit
holder has failed to operate the bus in the given route for mora than cne year and
thereby violated pemmnit condition. Decision of STA 1o cance) the pemit due to non
operation s squarely applicable 1o the preseal case.

Show cause filed by Smi Anupama Mehapatra has been considered.

Under the satute, the STA has no power to renew the permanent pernit in
cases where the application for renewal of permit was filed after expiry of perimit.
Section 81 {2) & (3) of M V. Agt, 1988 are quoled below for better appraciation.

2) A permit may be reneved on an application made not less
than fifteen days hefere the date of its expliry.

{3}  Notwwithstanding eanything contammed in sub-seclion  (2).the
Regional Transport Authorily or the State Transport Authonlty, as the
case may bo, may emterlain an application for the ronewal of a
permit after the fast date speclfied In that sub-saection if i s
salished tha! the applicant veas pravenied by goods and sufficiant cause
from making an application willun the time specified.”

On plain reasing of grovisions contained under Section 81 (2) of MV, A
1988. it can be safely concluded that apphicator {or renewa. of parmit shatll be filed
*hofore the dato of its expiry” which means the appucation {or renewal of permit
cannot be filed afler expiry of permit which kas been done wn the present case. On
conjoint reading of Sub-section {2) and (3) of Section 81 of M.V, Act, 1988, /it can be
safely conciudod that in cases where the application for renewal of permit is made
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after fifteen days of specified date menticned in sub-section (2) and before expiry of
pennit, same can be considered under Sub-section {3) i the transport authorily is
satisfied that the applicant was prevented by good and sufficient cause {rom making
an application within the time speclfied under Sub-Section (2). In no case
apptication for renewal of permil can be entertained by STA afler expiry of permit.

In this regard Hon'ble Supreme Court vise their judgment reported in AIR 1976
SC 2161 held that:

“7 XX XK XX The proviso to sub-seclion (2} roquirgs that an application

for renewa! of a permil should be made not less than 120 days beicra the date

of expiry of the permit. Bul, nolwithstanding this provision, the Regional

Transport Authonty may, under sub-section (3), entertan an application for
ronowal of a permit afier the last dale specified in sub-section (2), " the
application is made nol more than 15 days after seid fast date and is
accompanied by the prascribed fes. ° Sub-saction (3} thus vosls a discrelion in
ihe Regional Transport Authonlty 1o entoeriain an application for renewal of o
permit even if i is beyond time, but in thal case the delay should nct be of
more than fifleen days. The word used in sub-section (3) is “may” and not
‘shall” and the Regional Transport Authonly is given & discrelion {0 enlertain
an application for renawal of a permit even whera il is Bayond time, though not
mcre than 15 days. It may condene the delay or it may not, depending on the
circumstances of each case The discretion is to be gxarcised nol on any
arbitrary ¢r fanciful grounds or v:him or caprice of the Regional Transport
Authonity, but it is to be a judicial discratton. It is trug that the cnlerfon vhich is
to guide the Regional Transport Authority in the exercise of its diseralion is not
articulaled in sub-soction (3), but it is implicit in every confarmant of discration
on a judicial or quasi-judicial authonty that the discrelion is to be exercised in &
judicial manner on well =seitfed lagal pringipies. # would not be aght to
aitnbute to the legislature an inteaton 1o conler unguided and unfetlered
discrotion on the Ragional Transpon Autherity which s @ quast judicial
authorily. The discretion is obviously {0 be exercised whero sulficient cause for
not making the application for renewal within tme is made out by fthe
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applicant. This cntenon can legitimately be importsd from Section § of the
Limitalion Act, 1963 wiich conlging an slhied provision for condonation of
delay whare an apgtication is made bayond time. It could never have been the
intantion of the Legisiature that gven where there is no sufficient cause for
defay in making an application for ranewgl the Regional Transport Authonty
should still 8g bound to enleniain the application for renewal marely on the
ground that the delay is of no! more than 15 days. Sub-seclion {3} enacts a
provision for condonation of delay in making an application for renaveal and not
a provision extending the time firmit specified in the proviso to sub-seclion (2)
in alf casas as a mattar of course. if the intention of the Legistalura viere that
in avery case dafay of not more than 15 days in making an application for
rerigwal showld bg condened as of course, there was no need for & separate
provision int sub-section (3} bul the Legisiature could have very vsell specified
"one hundgred and five days” instead of “one hundrad and teeanly days’ in the
proviso o sub-saclion (2).

‘8 it is, therofore, clear that sub-seclion {3} of Section 58 confers a
discrelion an the Regiona! Transport Authonly to entertaim an appiication for
renewal when it is made beyond the tme limil specifigd in the proviso {0 sub-
section (2;. bul not more then 15 days late and the discrelion s o be
gxgreisad in favour of entertaining the application for renowal when it is shawn
lhat there was sufficient ¢ause for nol meking it in Eme. Now the question
which anses s doas Soction § of the Limitation Act, 1903 apply so as o
empower the Ragional Transport Authonty, for sufficiont cause, t0 entertain an
application for renewal even where it is delayed by more then 15 days?
Section 28, sub-section (2) of the Limitation Act 1963 makes Section 5
applicabie in the case of an application for rongvial untess its applicabiity can
be said to be expressty excluded by any provision of the Acl. The only
provision of the Acl spught (o be prossed o service for this purpose was
sub-section (3). Does sub-section (3) axprossly exclude further gxlension of
time undgr Section 5? I it ¢oes. then Seclion 5 canng! be availed of any the
appefiant for condeonation of the delay Sub-section {3) in 50 many lgims $ays
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that the Regional Transport Authonly may condone the delay in making of an
application for renewsal and entertain it on merits providad the delay is of no!
more than 15 days. This cleary mgans that if the application for ranowal is
beyond hime by more than 15 days. the Regional Transport Authonly shall not
ba antitfed to entertain it, or in other words, it shall have no power {0 condong
the delay. There is thus an express provision in sub-section {3) that delay in
making an application for rangwal shall ba condonable only if it is of nol more
than 15 days and thal expressly excludes the applicability of Section § in
cases where an application for renowal is delayed by more than 15 days. This
provision may seem harsh, bul d has been deliberatoly and advisedly made
because the quastion of raneval of @ permit must obviously be decided before
the expiration of the penod of the permil and in view of the glaborole
procedure sot out in Soction 57 for desling with an appiication for rengwal. &
cartain minimum panod before the expiration of the pericd of the permit mus!
be provided within which this procedure ¢an be completed so that the renawal
can, if at a#l, be granted well in tume before the parmit expires. If an agplication
for ranawal could be entertained even # made ot any stage. it would dislocate
the procedural machinory set gut in Soclion 57 and that is why the Lagistalure
prescribec in sub-section (3) of section 58 that the delay in making an
application for ranewal may be condoned by the Regional Transport Authority
oniy if it is of not more than 15 days. Here, the application made by the
appeliant far renecwal of his permit was admitlediy fate by more than 15 doys
and hence the delay was no! condonable ang the Reglonal Transport
Authorily was right in rejacting the application for rengwal 8s time bamred.”

Section 81 (3) of MV Actl, 1988 provides that the STA may ealenain an
appication for renewal of permanent perms which was fled afler the last dote
specified in sub-section (2) of Section 81 ie. less than 75 days before explry of
permit and not after expiry of permit.

it is not a:sputed that his vehicle was under off road did not operate in the
given route for one year and livee months causing inconvenience to travelling public.
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The penmit hoider also did no: intimate the STA about acn-operation ¢f bus as
raquired under rete 75 (3) of OV Rules, 1993

Considering facts ang circumstances mentioned above, alter due deliberation,
STA decided to raject application for renewal of permanent permit filed by Smt
Anugama Mohapatra after expiry of permanent pemnit in the ratio of decision of
Hon'dle Supreme Court {supra) which is in aid and consonarce of Section 81 (2) ana
(3; M.V, Act, 1988 and rules made there unde: and in view of the {act that the vehicle
was under off road for 15 months and not cperating dwrirg the validity of permit.
Apptication for renewal of permanent permit is rejected. it was decided (o notify the
rouse int the website inviting applications for grant of permanent permit th the interest
of commating pushc.

ITEM NO.6.3:;- CONSIDERATION OF AFPLICATION FOR RENEWAL OF
PERMANENT PERMIT NO.PPS8/130498/G ON THE ROUTE KEONJHAR TO
CUTTACK ViA-J.K ROAD & BACK.

Advocate Sni S. Mishra is appeared on behatf of Sn Bichitrananda Mohanty
ownet oF vehigle ap. OR01RT144.

Permanent 2ermit no PP99I130488/G nas been granted to Sn Bichltrananda
Mokanty in respect of vehicle no.OR01R7144 on the route Keonjhar to Cutiatk via-
JK Road & bacx which is vabd li10.05.2023. Sri Mokanty has applied renewal of
permarent permit for further & years on 07 08.2023 through 2aiineg.

On verification from VAHAN data base it is seen that the vehicle
no ORDIR7144 was kept off road more than one year welf 01.01.2022 to
30.08.2022 (09 months), 01.1%.2022 to 30.04.2023 (6 months) & 01.062023 to
31.08.2023 (3 months) and Show cause nolice was issued vide letter n0.15139/7C
dated-05.10.2023 in view of 291% STA resolution as to why ius granted PP shall not
ne cancelled for violation of pesmit condition WS 86 of MV ACT 1988. In response to
the ahove notice Sr Mohanty has submitied show cause raply on 21.10.2023 and
intireated that due to illness he was kept off road his vehicle.

The applicant admitted thal his bus nas not operatec in the given route {rom
01.01.2022 to 30.09.2022, 05.11.2022 to 30.04.2023 & 07.06.2023 o 31.08.2023

{one year six months) causing irconvenience to travelling puakc
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Total period of off road of vehicle of Sri Mohanty was one year and slx months.
The STA in 209" meeting hetd on 15.02 2020 resolved the {ollowing.

1.2 RENEWAL I CANCELLATICN CF STAGE CARRIAGE PERMIT.

it was brough! to the notice of STA that afier availing permanent stage
camiage pennil, some of the pernit holders aie (1) nol operating the bus in the given
route and timing. (2)kept the vehicle off road for more than one year causing
disruption of service which is detdmental to commuting pubkc and (3) not paying tax
due.

In arder o prevent such yee of non-ggeration of bus sevices and keeping in
view interest of travelling public, i; was resolvea that:

{i) Whese the vehigle {or which permanent stage-camage permit was
issued in a route / routes had been declared off road for a period of one year during
currancy of permit in different spetls, renewal of such perman shall not be considerad.
Besides. steps will atso be taken for cancetation of permil before its expiry uader
Section 86 of MV Act. 1988. Tre permit holger will furnisk: / upload sell-declaration
in Annoxure-C at tng time of maxing application for renewal of permit.”

It is not disputed that his vehicle was under off read ¢id not operale in the
given route for more than one year causing inconvenience o bravelling public. The
gerrd holder alse dud not intimalte the STA about non-operation of bus {or more than
one yaar as required under rule 75 (3) of OMV Rules, 1993

Under the statute, it is the STA to 100k afier the convemence of traveliing
pubiic commuting fram Keonjhar 1o Cuttack via- J.X Road & vack far which pemit
was graled to petitoner considering volume of traflic i the said route. Non-plying of
bus by the peltioner for more than one year 5 bound 10 Cause IRCORVERENCE 10
traveling public. Tne commuting public had suflered a o1 due to non-gperation of
bus. For such deficiency in providing serviceg {0 public by the petilioner, his conduct
as stage carriage aperator found to be not satisfactary.

The permit helder did not agerate his vehicle {or more than one year vethout
intimating the fact of non-aperation of his vehicle to STA violating permil conditions
for which the permil s liable o be cancelled under Sectio~ 86 {1) (a) of M V. Act,

1988. The members of STA, afler due delibesation, are of the view thal the pemit
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hotder has {ailed to cperate the bus in the given route for mere than ane year and
thereby violated pesail condition. Decision of STA {o cance) the permit dug & non
operation is squasely applicable to the presend case.
Show cause filed by Sr Bichitananda tohanty has beer considered.
Under the statute, the STA has no power {0 rengw the permanent pemmit in
cases where the application for rernewal of permil was filed afier expliry of permit.
Secuon 81 (2 & (3) of MV, Act, 1988 are quoled below {or better appraciation.
‘f2) A permit may be renewed on an application made not loss
than fiftoen days befora the date of its expiny.
(3}  Nohwithstanding anything contamed in  sul-sechion (2).the
Regional Transport Authonly or the State Transport Authonly, as the
case may be, may emtertaln an application for the renawal of a
permit after tha last date specified in that sub-section if it is
satisfied that the applicant was provanted by goods and sufficiant cause
from making an gepiication within the lime specified ™
On plain reading of provisions contained under Section 81 (2) of M V. Act,
1988. &t can be safely concluded that appticaton for renewal of permit shafl be fited
"before the date of iis expiry” which means the applicaton ‘or renewal of permit
cannot be filed afler expiry of pernit which has been done in the present case. On
conjoint reading of Sub-section (2) and (3) of Section 81 of M.V, Act, 1988, It can be
safely concluded that in cases whare the gpplication for renewal of penmil s mads
afier ffteen days of specified date mentioned in sub-section {2} and before expiy of
permil, same can be considereg under Sub-secton (3) 1 e wransport authority s
satisfied that the apgplican! was prevented by good and sufficier: cause from making
an application within the tlme specified under Sub-Sectien (2). In nD case
apaitcation {or renewal of permil can be entertained by STA afler expiry of permit.

In this regard Hon'ble Sugrame Court vide their judgment reported in AIR 1976
SC 2161 neld that:

7. X xx XX The proviso to sub-section (2} roquires thal an applicalion
lor renawal of 8 permil should be made not less than 120 days befors the dale
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of expiry of the permit. 8Bul, nolesihstanding this provision, the Regional
Transport Authonty may, under sub-saction (3). entsnam gn application for
rangwal of a permit aRer the 1ast date spacified in sub-section (2), i the
gpplication is made no! more than 15 days after sard fast date and fs
accompanied by the prescribed fee. " Sub-seclion {3} thus vests a discration in
the Regional Transport Authority to entertain an appticalion for renewal of &
permit even if it is beyond tima, but in thel case the delay should not be of
more than fifteen days. The word used in sub-section {3) is “may” and not
*shall” end the Regional Transport Authonly is given & discretion [0 entertain
an application for renavral of a permit aven where it is beyond time, though not
more than 13 days. it may condone the gelay or it may not, depanding on the
circumstancos of each case The discrelion s (& ba exercised nol ¢n any
arbilrary or fanciful grounds or vhim or capnice of the Regional Transport
Authority, bul it is to Be a judicial discretion. it is trug thal the catenon vhich s
to guide the Regional Transport Authority in the exercise of its discrelion is not
arlicutated in sub-section (3), but it is implicit in gvery conferment of discrelion
on a judicia! or quasi-judicial authority that the discrelion is to be exercised in a
judicial mannor on well -selifed fegal principles. 1t would not be nght lo
altibute to the legistaturs an intention to confar unguided and unfetiered
discretion on the Regional Transport Authorily which is a quast judicial
authionity. The discration is obvicusly to de exercised where sufficient cause for
not making (ho application for rengwal within time 15 made out by the
applicant. This criterion can lagitimately te imponted from Section 5 of the
Limitation Azt 1963 which contains on allied provision for condonation of
delay whare an application is madg beyond time. It could never frave boen the
intention of the Legisfature that even where there is no sufficient cause for
delay in maoking an aepplication for rengwal, the Regional Transport Authanly
should stiff 5o bound to entartain the application for renawal meraly on the
greund that the defay is of not more thon 15 days. Sub-seclion (3) enacls a
provision for condonation of delay in making an opplication for rengwal and roi
a provision extending the time hmit specified in the proviso (¢ sub-section (2}
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in all cases as a malter of course. If the infention of the Lagisiglure vrere that
in every cose defay of no! more thon 15 days in making an application for
ranawal should be condoned as of ¢ourse, there was no need for 8 separale
provision in sub-section (3], but the Legisiature could have very well specified
‘one hundred and five days” instead of “ong hundred and lwenly days™ in the
proviso to sub-section (2).°

8. It is, thersfors, c¢lear that sub-soclion (3) of Section 58 confers a
discretion an the Regional Transport Authorily to entertain an application for
renaveal vihen it is made beyond the time fimit specified in the proviso (0 sub-
section {23 but not more than 15 doys late and the discrelion 5 0 be
axercised in favour of entartaining the applivation for renewal when it is shown
that there was sufficien! cause for nal making it in time. Now the qugstion
which anses is: dpos Soclion 5 of the Uimitation Act 1863 apply s¢ as 0
empower the Rogional Transpert Authonty, for sufficient cause, lo enteriain an
application for rencwial even wherg it is delayed by more than 15 days?
Section 29, sub-saclion (2) of the Limiation Acl, 1963 makas Section §
anplicable in the case of an application for renawal uniess its applicabiity can
be said to be exprossly excluded by eny provision of the Act The only
provision of the Act sought to be prossed into service for this purpose was
sub-saction (3). Does sub-section {3) expressly exclude further extansion of
lime under Section 5? If it does, than Section 5 cannol be availed of any the
appeliant for condonation of the dalay. Sub-secion {3} i SO many lorms says
that the Regional Transport Authonty may condone the delay in making of an
application for rangwal ond entertan 1 9n ments provided the defay is of no!
more than 15 days. This clearly means thal if the application for roneval is
Beyond time by more than 15 days, the Regione! Transport Authonity shall not
bo enkitiod to enteriain it or in other words. it shall have rio power to condone
the delay. Thore is thus an express provision in sulb-seclion (3} thet delay in

making an application for ranewal shall be condonabig only if it is of not more

than 15 days and that expressly excludas the applicability of Section & i

cases where an application for renewal is delayed by more than 15 days. This
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provision may seem harsh, but it has been deliberately and advisedly made
because the question of renewal of a permit must obviously be decided hefore
the expiralion of the period of the permit and in view of the slaborate
procedura sef oul in Section 57 for dealing with an application for rengwal, &
certain minimum period Sefore the expiration of the penod of the parmit must
be provided within which this procedure can be completed 50 thot the ranaveal
can, if o afl. be granted well in time before the permit expires. If an apghication
for reneveal could be entertained even if made at any stage, it would dislocate
the procedural machinary sat out in Section 57 and thai 15 why the Lagistature
prascnbed in sub-section (3) of section 58 lhel the daley in making an
application for renewal may be condoned by the Regiong! Transport Authonty
only if it is of not more than 15 days. Here, the appiicalion made by the
appafiard for ranewal of his permit vas admittedly fate Ly mere than 15 days
and hence ihe delay was not condonable and the Regionel Transport
Authonity was right in rejecting the appiication for rangval as lime barred.”

Section 81 (3) of MV Act, 1988 provides thai the STA may enlertain an
appication for renpwai of permanent permit which was fled after the last date
specified in sub-section {2) of Section 81 (e less than 15 days before expiry of
permit and not after expiry of permit.

It is not disputed that his vehicle was under off road did not operaie in the
given route for one year and one month causing inconvenience to travelling public.
The permit holder aiso did not intimate the STA about ron-operation of bus as
required under rute 75 (3) of OMV Rules, 1893

Considering facts and circumstances meationed above, after due deliberation,
STA decided to reject application {or renewal of permanent permit filed by Se
Bichirananda Mohanty after expiry of permanent permit in the ratio of degision of
Hon'ble Supreme Court (supsa) which is in aid and consonance of Section 81 {2) and
{3) M.V. Act, 1988 and rules made there under and in view ¢f the fact that the vehicle
was under off road for one year and six months and no! cperating during the validity

of permit. Application for renewal of permanent permi is rejected. It was decidied Lo
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notify the route in the website inviting applicalions for grart of permanent permit in
the interest of commuting public.

ITEM NO.6.4:- CONSIDERATION OF APPLICATION FOR RENEWAL OF
PERMANENT PERMIT NO.PP38/130905/G ON THE RCUTE MUKHIGUDA TO
BERHAMPUR VIA-MOTOR, JUNAGARH, BALIGUDA, ASKA & BACK.

Advocate Sri S, Mishra is appeared on behatf of Sr Subash Chandra
Pattanayak, owner of vehicle no. OROTAA-9181

Permanant Peani no PPOSH 30905/C has peen granted o Sq Subash Chandra
Patiznayak in respect of vehice no OROTAA-9181 on the route Mukhiguda to
Bashampur via-Mator, Junagarh, Baliguda, Aska & back which is valid till 19.11.2023.
Sri Pattanayak has applied rengwal of permanent permi for further § years on
1G.10.2023 threugh online,

On verificatien from VAHAN data base it is seen that the vehicle no ORO7AA-
8181 was kept off road more than one year wef 01.082019 to 31.01.2020 (&
months), 01.11.2021 to 31.12.2021 (2 montns) & §1.02.2022 to 31.07.2022 (€
months) & 01.412.2022 to 28.02 2023 (3 monzhs) and show cause nolice was issued
vide tetter np. 16857/TC dated <0.11.2023 in view of 251" STA resolution as 1o why
his granted PP shalt not be cancellad for vioiation of permit condition WS 88 of MV
ACT 1988. In response lo the above notice Sri Patianayak has submitied show
cause teply an 17.11.2023 and intimated thal due to major body work he was kept oft
road fiis vehicle.

The applicant admitted that hls bus has not operated in the given route from
07.08.2019 10 31.01.2020. 07.11.2021 to 31.12.2021. 01.02.2022 to 31.07.2022 &
04.12.2022 to 28.02.2023 (17 months) causing inconvenience to traveliing public.
The penmit ho'der also did not intimate the STA about ron-operation of bus from
0%.08.2019 to 31.01.2020, 04.11 2021 to 31.12 2021, 01.02.2022 to 31.07.2022 &
01.12.2022 to 28.02.2023 (17 months) as required under rute 75 (3) of OMV Rules.
1983
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Total periog of off road of vehicle of Sn Patinaik was one year and five
maonths.

The $TA in 291" meeting held on 19.02 2020 resolved the following.

“4.2 RENEWAL/CANCELLATION OF STAGE CARRIAGE PERMIT.

it was brought to the notice of STA that after avaling permanent stage
carriage permit, some of the permit holders are (1) not apesatng the bus in the given
route and timing. {2) kKept the vehicle off toad for more than one year causing
disruption of service which is detimental to commuting public and (3) nol paying tax
due.

In arder to prevent such typa of non-pperation of bus services and keeping in
view interest of traveliing public. o was resolved that:

{ Wiere the vehicte for which permanent stage cariage permit was
issued in 2 route / -outes had been declared off road {or a gerigd of one year during
cumency of permi: in different spells. renewal of such pemil shall not be considered.
Besides, steps will also be taken for cancelfation of permit pefore its expiry under
Section 86 of M.V. Acl. 1888 The permit hotder will furnish f upload self-dectaration
in Annexure-C at the time of making application for renewal of pemit.”

It is not disputed that his vehicle was under off roae did not operate in the
given roule for more than one year causing inconvenience lo travelling public. The
permil holder alse did not intimate the STA about non-operation of bus for mere than
one year as requized under rate 75 {3) of OMV Rules, 1993

Under the siatute, it is the STA to ook after the convenience of travelling
pulric commuting from Mukhiguda lo Berhampur wia-Moter, Junagarh, Baliguda,
Aska & back for which permit was grated to petitioner considering volume of traffic in
the said route. Non-plying of bus by the petitioner for mare than one year is bound to
cause inconvenience to travelfing public. The commuting public had suffered a lot
due to non-cperation of bus. For such deficiency in groviding serviced to public by the
petitioner. his corduct as stage cariage operator found 1o be not satisfactary.

The permi| holder did not operate his venicle (or more than one year withoud
infimating the fact of non-operation of his vehicte to STA violating pesmit conditions
for which the pemmil is liable to be cancelled under Section 86 {1) (=) of MV. Act,
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1988. The members of STA, after due deliberation, are of the view that the pemi
holder has failed to operate the bus in the given route for more than ong year and
thereby violated permit condition. Decision of STA to cancel the permit due o non
operatlon is squarely applicable to the present ¢ase.
Show cause filed by Sri Subash Chandra Patinaik itas been considered.
it is not d.sputed that his vehicle was under off road did not apesale in {he
giver: raute for one year and five months causing inconvenigrce to fravelling public,
Tke permil holder also did not intimate the STA about rorn-operaiion of bus as
requirad under rule 75 (3) of OMY Rutes, 1863,
Constdering {facts and circumstances rmentioned above, after dus deliberation,
STA decided to reject application for renewal of permanent permit filed by Sri Subash
Chandra Pattnalk in view of the fact that the vehicle was under off road for ane year
and five menths and not operating during the validiy of poermit. Application ¢
renpwal of permanent permit is rgjocted.
1t was degided to actify the route in the website inviting applications for gran! of
permanent pennil in the interest of commuting public,

ITEM NOD6.5:- PRAYER 7O STAY FOR CANCELLATION OF PERMIT
NO.PRFA9/170874/C ON THE ROUTE OSTARAHAT TO ANUGUL VIA-
KENDRAPARA, SALIPUR & CUTTACK.

Applicant Sei Jubula Kumar Jathy, owner of vehicle no.OD0SAA-3733 s absent.

Parmanent Permit No.PP99/170874/G has been granted in favour of Sni Jubula
Kumar Jethy, owner of vehitle no.OROSAH-2555 replaced by vehicle no.ODOGAA-
3733 to operate ¢n the route Ostarahat to Angu! Via. Kendrapara, Salipur, Cuttack &
Rack valid 1il131.10.2027.

The owner has operated his vehicte on the route Cuttack to Angd instead of
granted route Ostarahat to Angul via Kendrapara, Saliaur, Cuttack & Back. As per
report of NMAI the matter was placed in 301" 5TA meeting keld on 19.07.2023 vide
e ap.5.3 and decided to cancel his PP ang notify the route in the website on
25 08.2023 for inviting application ‘or grant of PP to deserving bus operators.

Being apgrieved Sri Jethy, owner of vehicls no ODUSAA-3733 has fired Misc.
Case no.11/2023 before the Hen'ble $.T.A.T, Odisha, Cuttack and Mon'ble STAT

passed an mtedim order dated 27.09.2023 and directed (0 stay aperation of the order
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of cancellation of the PP No.PRIITQEIAC grante¢ in favour of the
petitionerfappellant on the roule from Ostarahal 1o Angwd Via- Kendrapara, Salipur,
Cuttack & Back in item no.5.3 on the proceeding of 304" virtual meeting of STA
Odisha dated19.07.2023 and subsequent notification dated 25.08.2023 regarding
issue of fresh permil in the aforesaid till 27.10.2023.

In view of the order of the Hon'bie STAT the maiter shall be decided aiter
27 10.2023. D.A. ‘0 comply on the due date ualess there is any legal impediments.
ITEM NO.6.6:- CONSIDERATION OF APPLICATION FOR CONVERSION OF TP
TO PP ON THE ROUTE KUNDAPOSH TO ROURKELA & ROURKELA TC
RAJGANGPUR & BACK.

Advocate Sn + P, Mohanty is appeared on behalf of Sti Shibu Rajak, owner of
vehicle no OR16D-735%

Smt Anita Singh, owner of vehicle no. QD1BK-7160 has filed an objection for
¢lasa of timing a1 Rourketa just 5 mins before her vehicle.

Temporary Permit no. SIRTIY/01070/2023 has been granted to Sri Shibu Rajak
in respect of vehiclea no.ORGD-7355 on the soute Kundaposh to Rourkela &
Rourkela to Rajgangpur & back which is valid Hil-07.09.2023. Sn Rajak has applied
tor canversion of TP to PP for 5 years on 21 .08.2023 through online.

(t is nofice ihat the awner has kfted new TP on the aforssaid route wel
11.05.2023 to 07.09.2023 withoul vacant sfol By suppression of fact and show cause
has been issued in this office wtter no.8077/TC dated 30.05.2023, Thereafter the
Learnad Advt, has filed petition on beha!f of Sri Shibu Rajak, owner of vehicle
no.OR16D-7355 an 04.10.2023 and requested to grant PP on the aforesaid route for
5 years.

The STA afer due deliberation decided to rgject the application fited by S
Shibu Rajak, owner of vehicle No.OR16D-7355 tar suppression of facts.

ITEM NO.6.7:- CONSIDERATION OF APPLICATION FOR RENEWAL OF
PERMANENT PERMIT VIDE NO.PP29/160442/G WITH REPLACEMENT OF
EXISTING VEHICLE NO.OR0SR-7985 BY HIGHER MODEL VEHICLE NO-
OD05AQ-2485 ON THE ROUTE GUTTACGK TO BHUBANESWAR & CUTTACK TO
MIRICHPUR & BACK IN FAVOUR OF SRI PRAFULLA CHANDRA DALAL

Sn Prasanta Kumar Datas on nehalf of his father Sn Prafulla Chandra Datai is
gresent.
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Parmanent Permit no PPISME0449/G has been granted to Sri Prafulla Chandra
Diatai In respect of vehicle no OROSR-74985 on the route Cutiack to Bhubaneswar &
Cuttack to Mirichpur & back which is valid £ 711.07.20213 w.ef 12.07.2016. &n Dalai
has applied for rengwal with replacement by a higher mogel vehicle no.ODOSAQ-
2485 in place of otd vehicle no ORDSR-7885 on 31.07.2023 after two years and
20days expiry of PP through manually.

On verificaton it is seen that the RTO. Cultack has already been cancetied the
RC in respect of vehicle no. OROSR-7985 on 25 03.2019 WIS 5501) of MV ACT 1988

Sunmission made by Sri Prasanta Kurrar Dalai and show cause flled by him
Ras been taken up lor consideration.

Under the stalute. the STA has no power to renew the permanent permit
cases where the application for renewal of permil was filed after expiry of permit.
Section B1 {2) & (3) of M.V, Act. 1988 are guoted below for botter appreciation.

"(2) A permit may be rencwed on an application made not less
than fifteen days before tho date of its expiry.

(3)  Notwithstanding anything contained sub-section {2}the
Regional Transport Authority or the Stale Transgort Authiorily, as the
case may bo, may entertain an application for the renewal of a
permit after the last date specified in that sub-sectlon if it i5
solisfied that the applicant was prevenied by goods and sufficient cause

from making an application within the time specified ”
On plair reading of provisicns contained under Seciion 81 (2) of M.V. A
1988, it can be safely concluded that application for rengwal of permit shall pe filed
“bofore the date of Its explry” which means the application for renewal of penmil
cannct be filed afier expiry of permit which has been done in the present case. Qn
canjolnt reading of Sub-section (2) and (3} of Section 81 of A V. Act, 1988, If can be
safely concluded that n ¢ases where the apphcation for renewal of pemit is made
after fiftaen days of specified date mentioned in sub-section {2 and before explry of
pemil, same can be considered under Sub-seclion (3) if :ne transport authority is
satisfied that the applicant was praveated by good and sufficient cause from making
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an application within the time specified under Sub-Section (2). In np case

application for renewal of permit can be entertained by STA afier expiry of permit.
In this regard Hon'ble Supreme Court vide their judgment reported in AIR 1978

SC 2161 held that:
*7 XX XX XX The proviso 1o sub-soclion (2) raguires that an application
for renawal of a permil should be made not fess than 120 days bafore the date
of axpiry of the permil. But. notwithstanding this provision, the Regional
Transport Authorily may, under sub-section (3;, entertain an gpplication for
renewal of a germil afier the las! date specified in sub-section (2), f the
application is made no! more than 15 days after said last date and is
accornpanied by the prescibed fee. " Sub-section (3) thus vesls a discrelion in
the Regional Transport Authonty (0 entertain an application for rancwal of a
permit aven i it is bayond time, but in that case the delay should not be cf
more than fiftean days. The word used in sub-section {3} is “may” and not
*shall” and the Regional Transport Authonly is given o discrelion o entertain
an application for ranewal of & permil aven where it is beyond time, though not
more than 15 days. It may condong the delay or it may not, depending on the
circumslances of each case The discrefion is (o be exercised aol on any
arbitrary or fanciful grounds or viim or caprice of the Regional Transport
Authonly, but it is to be a judiciat discretion. i is trug thal the cntedion which is
lo guide the Regional Transpon Authonily in the exercise of ils discration 15 not
articulated in sub-section {3), but it is implicit in every conferment of giscralion
on a judicial or quasi-judicial authonly that the discreticn is to be exarcised i o
judicial manner on well -setlled legal prnciples. it would not be nght (o
altribute to the lagislature an intention (o confer unguided and unfeftered
discrotion on the Ragiona! Transpost Authonty which is 8 quasi juthcal
authonty. The discretion is obviously to b2 exorcisad where sufficien! cause for
not moking the application for rengwat within time s made oul by the
applicant. This cnterion can lagitimotely be imported from Seclion 5 of the
Limitation Act 1963 which containg an alfied provision for condonalion of

deiay where an application is made beyond time. it could never have been ihe
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intantion of the Legislotura that even vhere there is no sufficient cause for
delay in making an application for renevial, the Regional Transport Authonly
should stift be bound fo enterton the apglication for renawal merely on the
ground tha! the delay is of not more than 1§ days. Sub-sechion {3) enacls a
provision for condonation of delay in making an application for ranewal and not
a provision extending the time limit specified in the proviso to sub-section (27
in all cases as a melter of course I the inlention of the Legisfalure werg that
in every case delay of nol more than 15 days in making an application for
ranewal should be condoned as of course thare was no need lor 4 saparate
provision in sub-gection {3). but the Legisialure could have very well specified
“one hundred and five doys” instead of “ong hundred and lwenty days” in the
proviso (o sub-section (2).”

"8 & is. therofore. clear that sub-section {3} of Soction §8 confers a
discretion o the Regional Transport Authorily to entertain an gppiication for
renaveal whan it is made beyond the timo timit specified in thg proviso to sub-
soction (2}, but nol more than 15 days fate and the discrafion is fo bo
exarcised in favour of enlertaining the epplication for rencwal when it 1s shown
that there was sufficient cause for not making it in tme. Now the quesiion
which arises is: does Section 5 of the Limitation Act, 1963 apply so as lo
ampower the Regionel Transport Authorily, for sufficient cause, to enterlain an
applicaticn for renewal even where it is delayed sy more than 15 days?
Soction 29. sub-section (2) of the Limiation Act 1963 makes Seclion 5
aoplicable in the case of an apphcation for rengval unless ds applicability can
Be said to be exprossly excluded by any provision of the Act. The only
provision of the Act sought 10 be pressed inte service for this puipose was
sub-section (3). Doss sub-section (3; exprossly exciude further extension of
time under Section 52 if it does. then Saciion § cannct be availed of any the
appeliant for condonation of tha dolay. Sub-saction {3} in SO marny terms Says
that the Regional Transport Authonly may condene the delay in making of an
application for renevsal and antertain it on morits provided he dolay is of not
morc than 15 days. This cleady means that if the spplication for reneval is
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bayond tima by more than 15 doys, the Regional Transport Authornity shall not
be entitled to enleriain if, or in other words, it shall have no power to condone
the delay. There is thus an exprass provision in sub-section (3) that defay in
making an application for renewal shail be condonabls only if it is of not more
than 15 doys and that expressly exctudes the applicabiily of Section 5 in
cases where an application for renevsal is delayed by more than 15 days. This
provigion oy seem harsh, but o has been deliheralely and advisedly made
because the question of renevel of 8 parmil must obviously be decided before
the expiration of the poricd of the permit and in view of the elgborele
procedure sat out in Seclion 57 for dogling with an application for renewal, a
certain minimum period before the expiration of the penod of the perrmt must
be provided within which this procedure can ba comgiated so thal the renseral
can, f at ali. be granted well in time bofore the permit expires. If an apphcation
tor ronewal could be enterained sven if made at any stage, it would disfocate
the procedural machinery sel out in Section 57 and thet is why the Legistature
prescnbed in sub-sechion (3) of seclion 5B ihal the delay in making an
application for renewal may be condoned by the Regianal Transport Authonlty
only if it is of not more than 15 days. Here, the applicalion made by e
appelfant for renavsal of his permit was admitiedly late by more then 15 days
and hance the dolay was not condonable end the Regional Transport
Authority veas night in rejecting the appfication for renowal as time tarred ”
Saction 81 (3) of M.V Act, 1988 provides tha! the STA may entertaln an
apgpication for rengwal of peimanent permil which was filed after the last date
specified in sub-section (2) of Section 81 i.e. less than 15 days before expiry of
permit and not afier expiry of permit.
Considenng facts and cirgumstances mentioned above, after due delibasation,
STA decided o reject application for renewal of permanent paamil filed by Sa Prafulta
Crandra Datai owner of vehicle ro. OR05R-7985 afler expiry of permanent permit in
the ratio of decision of Hon'dle Supreme Court (Supra) which is in aid and
consonance of Section 81 (2) and (3) MV Acl, 1988 and rutes made thare under
and in view of the fact that the venicte was urder off road lor one year and seven
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months and not operating duning the vatidity of permit. Application for rerewal of
permanent permit and reptacement of vehicle are rejected.

It was dacided o notify the route in the website inviting applications for grant
of permanen) parmit in the interest of commuting public.

ITEM NO.6.8:- APPLICATION FOR RENEWAL OF PERMANENT PERMIT AND
REPLACEMENT OF VEHICLE ON THE ROUTE ASTARANGA TO
BHUBANESWAR.

Appicant Sri Salyanarayan Manasupakar, cwner of vehicle no.OSP-2494 is
absent.

Parmanent Pamit no PPSOM7090WG has been granted {0 SRi
SATYANARAYAN NMAMASUPAKAR in respect of vehicle ne. OSP-2494 on the route
ASTARANGA TO BHUBANESWAR 2RT which is valid il 29.90.2022 wel.
30.10.2017. Sn Mahasupakarhas applied for renewal with replacement by & nigher
mottal vehicte no OD25G-4695 in place of ¢id vehicle no. OSP-2494 on 23.05.2023
after 7months expiry of P through manually.

On verification {from VARAN data base It is seen thal the vehicle no.OSP-
2494was kept off road from 01.12.2021 to 31.10.2022 (11 months) apan irom COVID
grace period ard Showcase notice was issued vide [lelier 1n0.8881/7C
dated0B.07 2023 for apply alter 7 monihs of expiry of existing PP. In response o the
above notice Sn Mahasupakar has submilted show cause raply on 13.07.2023 and
intimazed that que 1o his persenai problems he {orget to apply renewal of PP in due
pediod.

The maiter is deferred to the noxt STA meeting.

ITEM NO.6.9:- RELEASE QF FERMANENT PERMIT IN FAVCUR QF SRI PRABIR
KUMAR MOHANTY OWNER OF VEHICLE NO.OR11G-6585 ON THE ROUTE
PAKTIA TO BHUBANESWAR VIA-BARIPADA & BACK, GRANTED IN 298™ STA
MEETING HELD ON 09.01.2023 IN ITEM NO.5.5.

Advocate S 5. Mishra is present on behalf of Sri Prabir Kumar Mohanty. owner
of vahicte no.OR11G-6595.

The STA in its 208%™ meating hetd on 09.01.2023 in item no.5.5 decided to grant
Permanent stage camiage Peret in favour of Sri Praos Kurmar Mohaaly owner of
vensle no OR11G-6595 in the inlar region vacant route Pakiia to Bhubaneswar via-
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Banpata & back {or a period of 5 years and communicated through website on dated
19.01.2023 to Iift the permit within the period of 30 days {rom the dated of
communication fating which the grant ¢rder shall deamed to be revoked but Sri
Mohanty has ceposiled PP fees of Rs.13.000/ vide MR NoW1169873 dated
27.06.2023 after six months to Lt the permanent permit.

S Prabir Kumar Mohjanty, owner of vehicle o OR11G-6585 has been
requested in this office tetter no 9596/7C dated 30.06.2023 reason {or non Kiling of
Parmanent Penmnit on the granied route Paktia '0 Bhubaneswar via-Baripada & back
and the owner has intimated that due o fMaess he could not iifted the pamil within
the stipulated period & also submitted supporting medical certificate .

The STA after due deliberation decided o reject the application for renevsal and
noti‘y the route in website inviting application for grant of permanent permit,

ITEM NO.6.10:- APPLICATION FOR RENEWAL OF FERMANENT PERMIT
NO.PP39/171048/G ON THE ROUTE KANTAMAL TO SAMBALPUR VIA-
SONEPUR,BURLA & BACK IN RESPECT OF VEHICLE NO.CD3iE-8393 [N
FAVOUR SRI PRADYUMNA KUMAR HOTA.

Applicant Sri Pradyumna Kumar Hota, owner of venicle no.OD31E-8399 is
absant.

Permaneani Permit no PP39/171048/C nas beon granted to SRI PRADYUMNA,
KUMAR HOTA in respect of vehicle no.OD3I1E-BI9S on the route KANTAMAL TO
SAMBALPUR VIA-SONEPUR, BURLA & BACK which is valid till06.11.2022
w.e.507.11.2017.

Sn Hota has applied renewal of permanent permdl for further S years on
16.08.2023 after 9 months of expiry of pamil through online and showcase nolice
has Been issued n this office 'otter no 15600/TC dated 12.10.2023. In response (o
this notice Sn kol has submilled show cause reply through leamed Advl. on
16.10.2023 with medica) certificate and mtimated that he was under medical
treatment from 25.10.2022 to 13.08.2023.

Undar the statute, the STA has no power lo renew the permanent permit in
cases where the application for renewal of penmil was filad after expiry of permit.
Saection 81 (2) & {3) of M.V. Act, 1988 are quoted below Tor beller appreciation.
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{2) A permit may be renowed on an application made not foss
than fifteen days before the datae of ils expliry.
(3) WNolwithslanding anything conteined in  sub-seclion {2).the
Regional Transport Authonly or the Slale Transport Authorly, as the
case may be, may entertain an application for the renewal of a
permit after the last date specified In that sub-sectfon if it is
satislied (hat tha applicant vas prevented by goods and sulficient cause
from making an application within the time spacified.”
On plain reading ¢f provisions contained under Secton 81 (2) of M.V. Act,
1988 it can be safely concludec that application for renewal cf permit shall be flled
*nafore the date of its expiry” which mears the appication for renewal of permst
cannct be Gted after expiry of permit which nas been cane n the present case. On
gonjoint reading of Sub-section (2) and {3) of Section 81 of v V. Act, 1988, It can be
sofaly concluded that in cases where ine apglcation for renevial of perail is made
afler Gifteen days of specified date mentioned fn sub-section (2) and nefore expiry of
gerril, same ¢an be considered under Sub-section {3) 1 the transport authority is
satisfied that the applicant was prevemed by good and suffcient cause from making
an application within the flme specified under Sub-Section (2). In no case
apotication for renewal of permit can be entertained by STA after expiry of permit.
In this regard Hon'ble Supreme Couwt vide their judgment reported AIR 1976
SC 2161 held that:
7. XX XX XX The proviso 1o sub-section (2) requires that an application
for rangwal of a permit should be made not less than 120 days before the dato
of expiry of the permil. Bui, notwithstanding this provision, the Regional
Transport Authonty may. under sub-section (Jj. entertain an appfication for
rencwal of a permit after the last dote specified in sub-gection (2), if the
application is made not morg than 15 days after said last date and is
accompaniod by the proscribed fee * Sut-section (3; ihus vesls a discrelion m
the Regional Transport Authonty (0 entorigin an applicetion for renewal of @
parmit avon i it ig beyond time, tul in that case the delay should ngt be of
more than fiflean days. The word used in sub-section {3) is “may” and nol
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‘shall” and the Ragional Transport Authorily i5 given a discretion 1o entortain
an applicalion for renoveal of a parmit even whare it is beyond timea, though not
more than 15 days. It may condone the delay or it may not, depending on the
cireumstances of each case The discretion is to be exercised nol on any
arbilrary or fanciful grounds or vihirn or caprice of the Regional Transport
Authorily, but it is to be a judicial discration. It is trug that the cnlerion which 1s
o quide the Regional Transport Authonty in the exerciso of its discretion is not
arliculatoed in sub-saction (3), but it is impligit in evary conferment of discration
on a judicial or Qquasi-judicial suthonly thet the discration s (o be axorcised in a
judicial mannar on well -selifed fegal principles. it would not be rght to
atinbute to the legistature an intenlion to confer unguided and unfettered
discration on the Regional Transport Authonly wihich 15 & quasi judicial
authonty. The discretion s obviously 1o he exerpised where sufficient cause for
na! making the apphcolion for renewal within tme is made oul by the
applicant. This crlenon can feguimately bo imported frorm Saction 5 of the
Limitation Acl. 1963 vivch contains an allied provision for condonstion of
delay vshore an application is made bayond tima. it could never have baan the
intention ¢f the Logisfalure thet even where there is no sufficient cause for
delay in making an application for rengwsal, the Regionof Transport Authorly
shouid shilt be bound (o entertan the application for renowal merely on the
ground that the delay is of not more than 15 days. Sub-section (3) enacls a
provision for condonation of delay in making an application for renewal and not
a3 provision extanding theg time limit specified in the prowviso 1o sub-saction {2}
in alf casas as & mattar of course. if the intention of the Legistature viers that
in every case delay of not more than 15 days in making en application for
renewal should be condened as of course, there was np need for 8 separate
provision in sub-section (3), but the Logisiature could have vary well spoecifiad
“one huntired and live days® instead ¢f “one hundred and twenty days” in the
proviso to sul-section 127

"8 M iz thoreforo, clear that sub-section (3) of Section 58 confers a
discretion on the Regiona! Transport Authority fo antsrain an application for
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reneveal vihen it is made beyond the lime limit specified in the praviso 10 sub-
seclion (2). but not more than 15 days lale and the discretion is lo bo
exarcised in favour of entertaining the application for renawal when it is shown
that there was sufficient cause for not making it in time. Now the question
which ansos is: does Section 5 of the Limitotion Act 1963 apply 50 as to
empower the Regional Transport Authonly, for sufficient causs. 1o enlertain an
application for renewal even where it is delayad by mora than 15 days?
Section 28, sub-section (2} of the Limitation Act 1663 makes Section 5
applicable in the case of an applcation for renawal uniess its appircability can
be said to be exprassly excluded by any provision of the Act The only
provision of the Act sought 10 be pressed into service for this purpose was
sub-section {3). Does sub-saction 13} expressly exclute further extension of
time under Section 5? If it does. then Section 5 cannat be availed of any the
appeliant for condonalion of tho delay. Sub-section (3} in so marny lerms says
that the Regional Transpert Authority may condone the delay in making of an
apphication for renewal and enlertain it on monts provided the delay is of not
morg than 15 days. This clgarly means that if the appiication for renswal is
beyond tine by more than 15 days, the Regional Transgort Authonly shsit not
bg entitioc to entartain it, Gr in other words, it shalf have no power lo condone
the delay. There is thus an express provision in sub-seotion {3) that delay in
making an application for reneveal shall be condonabie only if it is of not more
than 15 doys and that axpressly excludos the applicabiity of Section 5 in
casaes whese an application for renowal is delayed by more than 15 days. This
provision may seem harsh, but it has been delibgrately and advisadly made
because the quastion of rengvsal of a pormit must obviously be dacided Lofore
the expiration of the penod of the permit and in wew of the eloborato
procedure set out in Saction 57 for dealing with on agpkcation for renewal o
cenamn mmimum penod before the expiration of the genod of the permit must
be provided vaithin which this procedure can be comglelad so thal the renewal
can, if at al, be granted well in tume bafore the permit axpires. If an applisation
for ranawal could be entartained even if magle at any stage, it would distocate
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the procedural machinery set aut in Section 57 and that is why the Logislatura
prescribed in sub-section (3) of sechion 58 the! the dalay in malking an
application for renewal may be condoned by the Regional Transport Authonty
only if it is of not more than 15 days. Here, the applicalion made by the
appellant for reneval of his permit was admitiedly fate by mora than 15 days
and hence ihe delay was not condonable and the Regional Transpor
Authority was right in rejecting the application for renswael as lime bamed”
Section 81 (3) of M.V Act, 1988 provides that the STA may entertain an
appiication for renewal of permanent permil which was fileo after the lasl date
specified in sub-section (2) of Section 81 te. tess than 13 days before axpiry of
permit and not after expiry of permit.
Considering facts and circumsiances mentioned above, afler du defiberation,
STA decided to reiect application for renewa! of permanenl permit filed by Sri
Pradyumna Kumar k=ola owner of vehicle no. QD31E-83389 after expiry of permanent
permil in the ratio of decision of Hon'ble Supreme Court (supra) which i5 in aid and
consonarce of Section 81 (2) ard (3) MV. Act. 1988 and rufes made there under
and in view of the fact that the vehicle was under off road for one year anc seven
months and not operating during the validity of permit. Application for renewal of
pennanrent permit and replacement of vehicle are rejected.
It was decided to notify the route in the website inviting applications for grart
of permanent penmit in the interest of commusting pubkic.

Chain‘:ﬁ:ﬁl—m’uw

STA, Qdisha, Cultack.

Memo No. b (el ITC. bt. IJ\]UI L-ZV‘

Copy to al: members of STA for information.
Y,
ecretary,

STA. Cdisna, Cuttack.
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