IN THE HIGH COURT OF KERALA AT ERNAKULAM
PRESENT:
THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE A.V.RAMAKRISHNA PILLAI
WEDNESDAY, THE 17TH DAY OF JUNE 2015/27TH JYAISHTA, 1937

WP(C).No. 18188 of 2015 (W)

PETITIONER(S):

VIJAYALEKSHMI.K,

PROPRIETOR, VIJAYALAKSHMI ENGINEERING WORKS, MP-IV-2-5
KOLLODE PO, ANTHIYOORKONAM, MALAYINEKKEEZHU,
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM 695 571.

BY ADV. SRIL.S.VISHNU

RESPONDENT(S):

1. STATE OF KERALA,
REPRESENTED BY THE PRINCIPAL SECRETARY,
LABOUR DEPARTMENT, GOVERNEMNT SECRETARIAT,
THIRUVANANTHAPURAM 695001.

2. THE DISTRICT LABOUR OFFICER,
PETTAH, THIRUVANANTHAPURAM 695 024.

3. THE ASSISTANT LABOUR OFFICER,
CIVIL STATION, HOSPITAL JUNCTION,
NEYYATTINKARA 695 121.
BY GOVERNMENT PLEADER SMT.K.A.SANJEETHA
THIS WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) HAVING COME UP FOR ADMISSION

ON 17-06-2015, THE COURT ON THE SAME DAY DELIVERED THE
FOLLOWING:
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APPENDIX

PETITIONER(S)' EXHIBITS

EXHIBIT P1: TRUE COPY OF THE CERTIFICATE OF REGISTRATION

EXHIBIT P2: TRUE COPY OF THE LICENCE ISSUED BY THE MALAYINKEEZHU
GRAMA PANCHAYATH

EXHIBIT P3: TRUE COPY OF THE APPLICATION SUBMITTED IN RESPECT OF P.
SURESHKUMAR FOR VIJAYALEKSHMI ENGINEERING WORKS

EXHIBIT P4: TRUE COPY OF THE APPLICATION SUBMITTED IN RESPECT OF JOSE
N. IN RESPECT OF VIJAYALAKSHMI ENGINEERING WORKS

EXHIBIT P5: TRUE COPY OF THE JUDGMENT IN WPC NO,7140 OF 2015 PASSED BY
THIS HONOURABLE COURT

RESPONDENT(S)' EXHIBITS

NIL.

/| TRUE COPY /

P.S. TO JUDGE
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A.V. RAMAKRISHNA PILLAI J.

Dated this the 17" day of June, 2015.

JUDGMENT

The petitioner seeks a direction to the third respondent to
consider Exts.P3 and P4 applications within a time frame.

2. The petitioner is the proprietor of a firm by name
Vijayalekshmi Engineering Works. The petitioner alleges that
on account of the increase in the nature of activity of the unit,
two more permanent workers of the unit submitted
applications for registration as Headload Workers under 26A
of the Kerala Headload Workers Rules, 1981. Though the
applications were accepted as early as on 1.1.2014, the
competent authority has not passed final orders on the
applications submitted by the permanent workers. It is with
this background, the petitioner has come up before this Court.

3. I have heard the learned counsel for the petitioner
and the learned Government Pleader in the matter.

4. The learned counsel for the petitioner confined his
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argument to the limited prayer for a direction to the third
respondent to consider Exts.P3 and P4 applications.

Considering the nature of the submissions, this Court is
of the view that the writ petition can be disposed of, even
without issuing notice to the respondents.

Therefore, the writ petition is disposed of directing the
third respondent to consider and pass appropriate orders on
Exts. P3 and P4 applications, within a period of one month
from the date of receipt of a copy of this judgment. To
facilitate an early action, it shall be open to the petitioner to
produce a copy of the writ petition as well as the copy of this

judgment before the third respondent at the earliest.

Sd/-
A.V. RAMAKRISHNA PILLAI
JUDGE

Scl.



