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“The Respondent No.2 is directed to consider the cases
of the petitioners and pass appropriate orders for
regularization of services of the petitioners on par with
the respondent 4 to 48, on the representations to
respondent No.2 along with relevant documents to be
made by the petitioners within two weeks from today.
The time for compliance by Respondent No.2 is four
weeks from the date of receipt of such representation.
With these observations, the writ petitions stand
disposed of”.
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“As per Rule 3.8 of C & R Rules the board can
absorb all such employees who are working since 2
years and above in the company as on the date of
commencement of rules either on deputation basis or
on ad-hoc basis. In the present case, the employees
who were appointed on temporary basis were already
absorbed by the board and for rejecting the claim of
applicants no proper reason assigned by the board...




" Therefore, on considering the C & R Rules of the
board KREDL which is a company registered under
Companies Act and it is State Government
Undertaking formed as a nodal agency may proceed
further in the matter in considering the representation
of the applicants”.

8 TFoeg BowoRATOS AR BRTDONB/I),
AN P R AeBohI,
3ReBUONTR), TR qoodlold oS
10.11.201630%) QT WPIWODT  Jp0) ©03
8 $$30BOSTHIT.

“In the said writ petition the HHK had directed

R-2 KREDL to consider the case of the
petitioner and to pass appropriate orders for
regularisation of services of the petitioner on par
with R-4 to 48, on the representation of R-2
along with relevant documents to be made by the
petitioner within 2 weeks from the date of order.
The time for compliance by R-2 is 4 weeks from
the date of receipt of such representation. With
the aforesaid direction the HHCK has disposed
of the writ petition vide order dated: 16.07.2014.
After the order of HHCK R-2 had issued an
endorsement dated: 18/19.08.2014 rejecting the
representation of petitioners by referring to the
judgement of Hon’ble apex court in the case of
Umadevi and Anr. Vs State of Karnataka...

...As against the endorsement issued by the R-2
i.e. KREDL the petitioners have not approached
the court of law. The petitioners can challenge
the endorsement before the HHCK by filing
necessary W.P.”
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