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1. The Petitioner through the present Writ Petition has sought relief for

regularisation on the post of cook in place of caretaker.

2. The grievance of the Petitioner is that he was working as a daily wage
employee with the Respondent since 1982 as cook, however subsequently in
the year 2005 his services were regularised on the post of care taker. This
regularisation is not proper as his services ought to have been regularised to

the post of cook.

3. Learned Counsel for the State opposing the same submits that his
service has been regularised to the post of caretaker taking into consideration

the fact and circumstance of the case particularly the fact that regularisation
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can only be done against the post available to the Respondent and that the
daily wage employee can not be choosy about the post to which he should be
regularised. When the Respondent authorities got sanctioned the post of
caretaker, the case of Petitioner in 2005 was considered for regularisation
and which the Petitioner accepted without any protest. Subsequently, the
Petitioner has filed Writ Petition seeking change of regularised job i.e. he has

sought for regularisation to the post of cook in place of caretaker.

4, This is the opinion of the Court that it is neither permissible in law nor
does the Petitioner have any right for being regularised on a particular post.
The regularisation of post would be only against sanctioned vacant post. The
Petitioner having been regularised on the sanctioned vacant post of caretaker
and which he then accepted, grievance raised by the Petitioner now is
misconceived and does not warrant any interference by this Court,

Accordingly the Writ Petition being devoid of merit is dismissed.

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)
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