
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.7086 of 2019 

ORDER: 

 This writ petition is d isposed  of a t the stage of admission with 

the c onsent of both the pa rties. 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ ….to issue an appropriate writ  order more 

part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus declaring 

the act ion of the respondents in not  regularizing the services 

of the pet it ioners as il legal, arbit rary, unj ust , violat ive of 

Art icles 14, 16 and 21 of Const itut ion of India and 

consequent ly direct  the Respondents to pass appropriate 

orders for regularizat ion of our services on 

recommendat ion/ proposals forwarded by the Dist rict  

Panchayat  Raj  Engineers concerned .…..” .  

 

Heard  Mr.G.Venka teshwarlu, lea rned  c ounsel for petitioners 

and  the lea rned  Government Pleader for Servic es-II. 

It has been c ontended  by the petitioners tha t they a re 

working as Work Inspec tors (Tec hnic a l) on NMR basis for the last ten 

years.  

The grievanc e of the petitioners is tha t though they a re 

working for more than ten years, the respondents a re not taking  

steps to regula rize their servic es.  

Learned  c ounsel for petitioners has c ontended  tha t the 

Hon’b le Supreme Court in the State of Karnataka Vs. Uma Devi1  

d irec ted  the emp loyers to formula te a  sc heme to regula rise the 

servic es of emp loyees, who have been d isc harg ing their duties 

c ontinuously without any b reak for more than ten years.   Though 

the Supreme Court has d irec ted  the emp loyers to frame a  sc heme 

for regula rising  the servic es of emp loyees, who a re working on 
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tempora ry basis for more than ten years, the respondents a re not 

c onsidering  the c ases of petitioners.  Respondents 4 and  5 have 

submitted  a  p roposa l for regula risa tion of the servic es of the 

petitioners to the 3rd  respondent, who in turn has to forward  the 

p roposa l to the 1st respondent and  it is for the 1st respondent to pass 

appropria te orders on the p roposa l submitted  by respondents 4 and  

5.  Therefore, appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition 

d irec ting  the 1st respondent to c onsider the p roposa l, whic h is going 

to be submitted  by the 3rd  respondent and  further d irec t the 3rd  

respondent to forward  the p roposa l to the 1st respondent.  

Learned  Government Pleader appearing  for respondents has 

c ontended  tha t the c ases of the petitioners will be c onsidered  and  

appropria te orders would  be passed  by the 1st respondent, in 

ac c ordanc e with law, a fter rec eiving  p roposa l from the 3rd  

respondent.     

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions, is of the 

c onsidered  view tha t the writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  

the 3rd  respondent to forward  the p roposa l, whic h is submitted  by 

respondents 4 and  5, to the 1st respondent within four weeks from 

the da te of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order. Upon suc h p roposa l 

being rec eived , the 1st respondent sha ll pass appropria te orders in 

ac c ordanc e with law within a  period  of eight weeks therea fter. 

With the above observa tions, the writ petition is d isposed  of.  

No order as to c osts. 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 03-04-2019 

Prv 
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