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Al the Man:gers of H=cognised Pvt.

Alded and Uagided oChools of Union. Territory: of Delhi,
Sir /Madam,
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It has been ths practice Wgiso gra,nt recocnition to scheols for a limited

L

period and such recognition used to lapse o"‘ tha expiry of that pericd-unless-such recaogn.
was renewed before *the expiry of that period. Th:Ls practlce was based on Rule 54(2) of th

‘ Delhi School Education rules, 1973, In Civiil Writ No., 333 of 1977 in the case of Digambar
Jain Soclety, the Hon'ble High Court of Delhl dellmgement on 50 8,1972 holding

"~ PRule 54(2) ultra vires of the Delhi School Education Act,1973. The-operational portion
of the sald JWdgement resds her*e 25 _Ll'nder':-'- i - _
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f* Thu“ 0a a V*-JI'Y careful COHSLeratlon o i all the various oprovisions of
{ th‘_, Ict and Rules, ‘I am of the opinion mai gale A(Z} 1s ultra Vire

g = | of- the Act, and that recognition orginglly Qnt ed to the. schoo % dij
- ' ' aﬁ_—:g‘_:_l___l_y‘e I‘ecoo‘nltlon- at ‘any rate, the reoog_‘\*l_._’rlﬁn grani‘ed after 51, 12,7._.

mist ve tr'ﬂ-ated as t‘la absolute grant nf recognition within tne scope

Bf Ruls 54, It must be cCeemed that the authority was.satistied that af

. 2 - tieme time the school will be able to fulfil the regnirements and wﬂdl?

: | ' - %0r-‘gerant of I“ELog'lllulO"l 54 becgise of "“"*'15 satisfgaction a prov isions..
2x2ipilon was given to it and the sc hool was rec: -g‘lhs_sd. ' Tll}H being =o. :

the r ecognition ca mot be taken away from thn c;chool SXC ept 11 the ma:jnﬂ;;_'

conuemoqued bv Section 4 sub—sec (4 Jor (6 )“ -
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‘Ihe Prescrited ﬁuthorlty ( Administrator of Drﬁl‘ﬁl - It Governor )

%21 announced '1ls Judﬂenﬁnt on 9.11.79 in the case of Appeal No. j_q:'%/'? A'.., in the case of
fr Bahal‘ Education Trust Ve, State as here under:- o o ' '

" In view of the Lg,w 1aid down by the Delhl High Court in the case of )
- | ~ uUlgzmbar Jain Seciety, it has been held, and 1 hold accordingly wnat th*
i Aoy e B e i ’:‘Pye] iant- School coatinued to be rPCO'*m_sr:d school. In case the Direct
- 55 Bincatioris ¢f the opinion that the sctiool does not satlsly any one
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'ﬁf the condition spe01f'1 ed . under Sub-section {1) of Section 4, he will
nave to follow the p*‘t;,cedure lald down under Suib-SeCthl'l (6) of Section &

e a ..-11+h rule 56
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B 5 I, view of the above.c:1ted ngh Court J: dr*ement and above quote(i all“
©  Pronouncement of the Prean _.rnb@d Authority (Lt ‘Governor), recognitio: _Qf no schoodl vh l(
- la:pse as SDQCEL@@ under- PL.ulF" aﬁl(?u ‘Recognition once gran b"d sha]l1 ~abso '
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i _ 'ienﬁe o ._.chgo] wll]_ be Jeemed rmcos:rnlsed fm- q lrnl..,,._..cri period, no matte
whether it was recognised prior “o the cé~m ncement of the . ct/Aules, 1973 or has been
granted recocr*lltlon thereﬁter, Hence—forth all recozgnised scto ols shall be deemed to be
perm:mently reCcog llsed and f"‘"“ﬂ&_‘;ﬂlt'l (& $0 fﬂ:gld e withlcawn Qn1y tnrou*:“h hep.wprog___eciurﬁ
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