IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALAAT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE V.CHITAMBARESH
WEDNESDAY, THE 21ST DAY OF JANUARY 2015/1ST MAGHA, 1936

WP(C).No. 2185 of 2015 (W)

PETITIONER:

T. PAVITHRAN, AGED 46 YEARS,
S/0.MADHAVAN NAIR, POORNIMA NIVAS,
EMILY, KALPETTA, WAYANAD DISTRICT-673 521.
(CLR GARAGE MAZDOOR IN KSRTC AT
KALPETTA UNIT W.E.F 29/12/1987).

BY ADV. SRI.K.P.JUSTINE (KARIPAT)

RESPONDENTS:

1. STATE OF KERALA REPRESENTED BY
THE SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT
TRANSPORT (A) DEPARTMENT,
SECRETARIAT, THIRUVANANTHAPURAM.

2. MANAGING DIRECTOR, KERALA STATE ROAD
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, TRANSPORT BHAVAN,
EAST FORT, THIRUVANANTHAPURAM.-695 027.

3. THE EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR (ADMINISTRATION)
KERALA STATE ROAD TRANSPORT CORPORATION
TRANSPORT BHAVAN, EAST FORT
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM.-695 027.

4. THE ASSISTANT TRANSPORT OFFICER
KSRTC, KALEPTTA DEPOT.

BY SENIOR GOVERNMENT PLEADER SRI. S. JAMAL
BY SRI.M.GOPIKRISHNAN NAMBIAR, SC, KSRTC

THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION ON 21-01-2015,
THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE FOLLOWING:



WP(C).No. 2185 of 2015 (W)

APPENDIX

PETITIONER(S)' EXHIBITS

EXT.P1 TRUE OF THE DUTY PASS ISSUED TO THE PETITONER

EXT.P2 TRUE OF THE G.O.(MS)NO.5/2001/TRAN.DATED 15/2/2001.

EXT.P3. TRUE OF THE QUESTION AND ANSWER UNDER RTI ACT, 2005.

EXT.P4. TRUE OF THE QUESTION AND ANSWER UNDER RTI ACT, 2005.

EXT.P5. TRUE OF THE QUESTION AND ANSWER UNDER RTI ACT, 2005.

EXT.P6. TRUE OF THE MEMO NO.PL3-025058/08 DATED 29/12/2008.

EXT.P7. TRUE OF THE LETTER ISSUED BY THE 4TH RESPONDENT NO.GL-
1/1699/14/KALPETTA DATED 10/9/2014.

EXT.P8. TRUE OF THE REPRESENTATION DATED 27/9/2014 SUBMITTED TO THE
2ND RESPONDENT

EXT.P9. TRUE OF THE REPRESENTATION DATED 15/12/2014 SUBMITTED TO THE
2ND RESPONDENT

EXT.P10. TRUE OF THE RELEVANT PAGES OF THE 2008 PAY REVISION
AGREEMENT.

EXT.P11. TRUE OF THE G.O.(MS)NO.42/11/TRANSPORT DATED 28/7/2011.

EXT.P12. TRUE OF THE JUDGMENT IN WPC NO.25490/12 DATED 12/11/2012.

RESPONDENT(S)' EXHIBITS : NIL

/ITRUE COPY/

P.A. TO JUDGE.



V. CHITAMBARESH, ]

Dated this the 21" day of January, 2015

JUDGMENT

The issue pertains to the regularisation of garage mazdoor
in the second respondent Corporation. The same involves a
policy decision of the first respondent before whom Ext.P9 is
pending. I direct the first respondent to consider Ext.P9
representation within a period of three months. The same shall
be done with notice to the petitioner and the second respondent
Corporation. The second respondent Corporation is free to
forward the necessary details to the first respondent in this
regard.

2.  The petitioner shall produce a copy of the writ petition
with the judgment before the first respondent for compliance.

The Writ Petition is disposed of.

V. CHITAMBARESH
JUDGE

ncd



