
THE HON' BLE SRI  JUSTI CE ABHI NAND KUMAR SHAVI LI  

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .1 2 6 1 8  o f  2 0 1 9  

ORDER:  

 
 

 This writ  pet it ion is being disposed of at  the adm ission stage 

with the consent  of both the part ies. 

 

2. The writ  pet it ion is filed with the following prayer:  

“… the Hon’ble Court  may be pleased to issue order or direct ion 

more part icularly one in the Writ  of Mandam us to declare that  

the pet it ioners are eligible and ent it led for regular izat ion for 

services as Lab At tendants and for paym ent  of all at tendant , 

consequent ial and ancillary benefits on par with regular Lab 

At tendants and thereby to direct  the respondents to regular ize 

the services of the pet it ioners from  the date of their respect ive 

appointm ents and to pay all at tendant , consequent ial and 

ancillary benefits including all pay and allowance as applicable 

and on part  with the regular Lab At tendants by holding the 

act ion of the respondents in not  regular izing the services of the 

pet it ioners and in not  paying the benefits like pay, HRA, DA. 

CCA etc. on par with regular Lab At tendants as highly arbit rary, 

illegal, unreasonable and unjust  and cont rary to the decisions 

of the Const itut ional Courts apart  from  violat ion of Art icle 14 of 

the Const itut ion of I ndia …”  

 

3. Heard Mr. M. Venkat  Ram  Reddy, learned counsel for the 

pet it ioners and learned Governm ent  Pleader for Services I  appearing 

for the respondents. 

 

4. Pet it ioners contend that  they are working as Lab At tendants 

with the respondents since 1993, to the best  sat isfact ion of their  

superiors and everyone concerned. The grievance of the pet it ioners is 

that  though they have rendered m ore than 28 years of service,  

the respondents have not  regular ized their  services. The pet it ioners 

further subm it  that  the second respondent  had recom m ended the case 

of the pet it ioners to the first  respondent  for regular izat ion of their  

services vide proceedings dated 30.03.2017 and 10.10.2018 but  so far 
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the first  respondent  has not  passed any orders on the said 

recom m endat ions m ade by the second respondent .  

 

5. Therefore, the counsel for the pet it ioners would subm it  that  in 

view of the law laid down by the Suprem e Court  in SECRETARY, 

STATE OF KARNATAKA v . UMADEVI
1  let  appropriate orders be 

passed in the writ  pet it ion direct ing the first  respondent  to consider 

the recom m endat ions m ade by the second respondent  and pass 

appropriate orders in accordance with law. 

 

6. Learned Governm ent  Pleader appearing for the respondents 

would subm it  that  the recom m endat ions m ade by the second 

respondent  would be considered by the first  respondent  and 

appropriate orders would be passed. 

 

7. This Court , having considered the r ival subm issions m ade by 

both part ies, is of the considered view that  the writ  pet it ion can be 

disposed of by direct ing the first  respondent  to consider the 

recom m endat ions m ade by the second respondent  for regular izat ion of 

the services of the pet it ioners vide proceedings dated 30.03.2017 and 

10.10.2018 by duly taking into account  the decision of the Suprem e 

Court  referred to supra and pass appropriate orders within a period of 

three (3)  m onths. 

 

 With the above observat ions, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of.   

Pending m iscellaneous pet it ions shall also stand dism issed. There shall 

be no order as to costs. 

________________________ 

ABHI NAND KUMAR SHAVI LI , J 
June 25, 2019 
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