
                    IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM

                                   PRESENT :

                    THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KURIAN JOSEPH                             

              FRIDAY, THE 29TH JUNE 2007 / 8TH ASHADHA 1929

                              WP(C).No. 3619 of 2004(E)
                              ------------------------------------

          PETITIONER: 
          -------------------

                  P.BHASKARAN, S/O. KUNHIKANAN,
                  PARAMBANTAVIDA HOUSE, CHEMPAD P.O.,
                  KANNUR DISTRICT,
                  HEADMASTER (RETIRED) KOLARI KRISHNA VILASOM
                  AIDED U.P.SCHOOL, SULTHAN BATHERI.

               BY ADV. SRI.T.A.RAMADASAN

          RESPONDENTS: 
          ----------------------

                  STATE OF KERALA, REP.BY CHIEF
                  SECRETARY, SECRETARIAT, THIRUVANANTHAPURAM.
 
               BY   GOVERNMENT PLEADER   SRI. K.V.MANOJKUMAR 

          THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL)  HAVING BEEN FINALLY HEARD 
          ON 29/06/2007, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY  DELIVERED THE
          FOLLOWING:
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APPENDIX 

PETITIONER'S EXHIBITS

EXT.P1. COPY OF THE  GO MS NO. 55/97/G.EDN DT. 18/2/97.

EXT.P2.  COPY OF THE   REPRESENTATION  BY  THE PETITIONER  TO  THE FINANCE
MINISTER DT. 20/4/00.

EXT.P3. COPY OF THE  REPLY SENT BY THE PRINCIPAL SECRETARY (FINANCE) TO THE
PETITIONER  DT. 9/10/2003. 
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KURIAN JOSEPH , J

==================================

W.P.(C) NO.  3619 OF 2004

==================================

Dated this the 29th day of June, 2007.

JUDGMENT

The petitioner is aggrieved as he is not granted benefits of higher

grade on completion of 20 years service as Headmaster in a primary

school.  It is seen that higher grade promotion is sanctioned only with

effect  from  16.09.1985  based  on  G.O.(P)  515/85/Fin.  dated

16.09.1985.  The petitioner retired from service on 31.03.1985.  There

is no challenge to the government order dated 16.09.1985.  If  the

petitioner is aggrieved by the prescribed cut off date as per the said

government order, it is for the petitioner to approach the government

for appropriate clarification.

The writ petition is disposed of accordingly.

                             KURIAN JOSEPH, JUDGE.
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