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Upon hearing Ny N Rai, learned
tounsel for the petitioner as well as Mr s P Wanggj.
learned ‘jL'lj"n-'Elli':'['L- General A88151 agf by Mr,
Pradhan and pgy Karma Thinlay, learned Gﬁﬂl.
Advocates for (he Stale Tespondents, we are of the
view that this imatter can be disposed off o this stape
copsidering the fature of the case and accordingly,
rhra case 15 herehy disposed of witl the followipg
short order -

the sricvanee of the writ petitioner,
Smt, Hari Maya Chhetri is that she had rendered hcr
Setvices as Peon/Muster Rol] Messenger unde AH &
VS Department, Gow of Sikkit for more (han 21
vears but her seryices have not been regularised by
the authority conperned despite the absorptiom gnd
regularisation of many incumbents who are Juniors o
her, Supporting her case, she had highlighted abyguyg
the faetum of regulanization of Mister Roll wprkers
whe are juniors to her i paragraphs & and 9 of her

wrik petition.which is sclf explanarory
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it is not disputed that the petitioner had
rendered  her sarvices  continuously and
uninterruptedly under the department concenied for
the last more than 21 years According to us, under
the service junsprudence, the person of PETH0Ns wh
had rendered long and continuous Years of services
under any Govt, astablishment. he or she acquires a
pight  for consideration  of regularization of thewr
services and, they cannot be thrown oul from services
whimsically by the appointing quthority.  Mr. &.F,
Wangdi, leaned Advocate General in his usual
frankness submitied that (herc are other employges
+Tso who are similarly situated with the present writ
petitioner and certainly, the authority concerned will
consider the case of the petitioner for regularisation
of her services, It i well settled that if the
employees rendered their services continuously and
uninterrptedly  for many  years. the authorily  i§
hound to consider their cases for regulansation

Im

the case in hand, the petitioner had acguired a might
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lor consideration of fegulansation of hey SErvICes as
she had rendered long and contimijoys services of
more than 21 vears under the depariment concemed.
In view of the above position, we have
o alternative bt o direet the author by concerned 1o
consider the case of the Petibioner for regularisation
of her services preterably within a Period of iy
tonths from today, and comntumicate the result of ji
to the writ petitioner. I s also made cleqy that
services of the petitioner shoyld not be disturbed by
the authority, Ths Court lope and trys that
cerlainly the authority concerned shall regularise the
services of the writ petitioner
For the reasons and observations made above,
this writ petition is tinally disposed of but. no order

i
as {0 costs.

(A.P. Subba)
Tudpe
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