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IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE C. JAYACHANDRAN

FRIDAY, THE 3RD DAY OF JANUARY 2025 / 13TH POUSHA, 1946

WP(C) NO. 45671 OF 2024

PETITIONER:

VRINDHA V.,
AGED 13 YEARS
MINOR REP BY HER FATHER VIJAYAKUMAR V, VERANGOTTIL 
HOUSE, EDAPPATTA (P.O), MALAPPURAM, PIN - 679326

BY ADV K.DILIP

RESPONDENTS:

1 THE DEPUTY DIRECTOR OF EDUCATION
(GENERAL EDUCATION) MANANCHIRA, KOZHIKODE - THE 
CHAIRMAN, APPEAL COMMITTEE, 35TH MALAPPURAM REVENUE 
DISTRICT KALOLSAVAM 2024, PIN - 673001

2 THE CONVENOR,
PROGRAMME COMMITTEE, 63RD STATEKALOLSAVAM 2024, 
PUTHARIKANDAM MAIDAN, EAST FORT,TRIVANDRUM DISTRICT, 
PIN – 695035

BY ADV.SURYA BINOY – SENIOR GOVERNMENT PLEADER

THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION ON

03.01.2025, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING: 
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J U D G M E N T
Dated this the 3rd day of January, 2025

The petitioner participated in the event 'Nadakam' in the

Malappuram  Revenue  District  School  Kalolsavam.  The

petitioner and her team obtained the second position by

securing 10 marks, whereas, the team which obtained the

first  position  has  secured  11  marks.  The  difference  is

only  one  mark,  according  to  the  petitioner.  This  Court

specifically  directed  the  Government  Pleader  to  get

instructions as regards the difference in marks between

the petitioner and the first prize holder by Order dated

31.12.2024. However, the learned Government Pleader has no

instructions in this regard. In the circumstances, this

Court is inclined to accept the contention raised by the

learned counsel for the petitioner. This Court also notice

that, in Ext.P2 Order of the Appeal Committee, there is no

reference  to  the  specific  marks  obtained  by  the

petitioner's team and the team which obtained the first
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position, though there is a reference to the difference

between the marks of the said two teams. This stand of the

Appeal Committee cannot be appreciated. It is only just,

necessary and proper that the Appeal Committee refers to

the marks obtained by the petitioner in the Appeal, as

also,  the  team  which  obtains  the  first  position.

Non-reference to such marks will tell harsh upon Ext.P2

Appellate Order.

2. For the afore-said reasons, this Court permits the

petitioner  and  her  team  to  participate  in  the  State

Kalolsavam along with other successful candidates. There

will be a direction to that effect. 

The Writ Petition (Civil) is allowed as indicated above. 

         Sd/-

   C. JAYACHANDRAN
   JUDGE

TR
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APPENDIX OF WP(C) 45671/2024

PETITIONER EXHIBITS

Exhibit P1 A TRUE COPY OF THE CERTIFICATE ISSUED 
IN FAVOUR OF THE PETITIONER DATED NIL

Exhibit P2 A TRUE COPY OF THE ORDER OF THE 
1STRESPONDENT IN THE APPEAL PREFERRED 
BY THE PETITIONER DATED 5/12/2024


