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Serial No. 06 

Supplementary List 

HIGH COURT OF MEGHALAYA 

      AT SHILLONG 

WP(C) No. 303 of 2025  

                       Date of Decision: 28.08.2026  

Shri Tensing Marak,  

S/o (L) Goldeng Momin, 

R/o Village Khangkhal Gaon, 

P.O. Kukurgata, Khardang Pt-I,  

Goalpara Zira Assam 783126       …. Petitioner(s) 
Versus  

1. The State of Meghalaya represented by  

Chief Secretary to the Govt. of Meghalaya 

 

2. The Director of School Education & Literacy, 

Meghalaya, Shillong. 

 

3. The District School Education Officer, 

North Garo Hills, Resubelpara, 

 

4. The Sub-Divisional School Education Officer,  

North Garo Hills, Resubelpara, 

 

5. Secretary to the Govt. of Meghalaya, 

Personnel Department, Shillong.    … Respondent(s) 
 

Coram: 

Hon’ble Mr. Justice H. S. Thangkhiew, Judge 

 

Appearance: 

For the Petitioner(s)           :    Mr. P.T. Sangma, Adv.  

    

For the Respondent(s)        :        Mr. K.P. Bhattacharjee, GA with 

   Ms. S. Shyam, GA (For R 1-5) 

   Ms. E.B. Passah, Adv. (For R 6) 
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__________________________________________________________ 

i) Whether approved for reporting in   Yes/No 

 Law journals etc: 

 

ii) Whether approved for publication   Yes/No 

 in press:  

JUDGMENT AND ORDER (ORAL) 

1.          Mr. P.T. Sangma, learned counsel for the petitioner submits 

that this matter is substantially similar to WP(C) No. 403 of 2025, and 

other connected writ petitions, wherein this Court by an order dated 

21.08.2026, had directed for consideration of the case of the petitioners 

for regularization, if permissible. The learned counsel has referred to the 

List annexed at Annexure-3 to the rejoinder affidavit, wherein the 

petitioner’s name under Resubelpara Sub-Division, appears at Sl. No. 7. 

He submits that as the same List had been relied upon by this Court, in 

passing the earlier orders, the same consideration be given to the writ 

petitioner.  

2.            Mr. K.P. Bhattacharjee, learned GA for the respondents Nos. 

1 to 5, has submitted that it is not disputed that the order would apply, but 

however what should be kept in mind is that the writ petitioner has served 

only for 3 years 5 months 23 days, before the taking over by the State 

Government the services of the District Council Schools, whereas the 

qualifying service is 5 years.   

2026:MLHC:952



Page 3 of 3 

 

3.          As the earlier order has been passed by this Court which 

effectively addresses the grievance of the writ petitioner, this writ petition 

is also disposed of in terms of the Judgment dated 21.08.2026 rendered in 

WP(C) No. 403 of 2025 and other connected matters, especially at Para-

10 thereof, which is reproduced hereinbelow: -   

“10. Without further prolonging the matter, it is thus 

directed that the State respondents consider the cases of the 

petitioners preferably within a period of 4(four) months 

from the date of this order. The writ petitioners if they so 

desire can also present fresh individual representations 

before the authorities for consideration along with a copy 

of this order, and on presentation thereof, the State 

respondents shall dispose the matter as per the directions 

given hereinabove, within the stipulated time.  

 

4.            As ordered above, the matter stands closed and is 

accordingly disposed of  

  

JUDGE 

 

Meghalaya 

28.08.2026 
“V. Lyndem-AR-PS”                                                                                    
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