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I N  THE HI GH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND  

AT NAI NI TAL 
THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE ALOK KUMAR VERMA 

2 3 r d  FEBRUARY, 2 0 2 6  
 

 

W RI T PETI TI ON NO. 1 2 7  OF 2 0 2 6  ( S/ S)   

 
 

Sm t . Alka Saxena        ..…Pet it ioner 
 

    

     Versus 

 
 

State of Ut tarakhand and Others               . .…Respondents 
 

 
 

Counsel for the Pet it ioner  :   Mr. Sunder Dhauni, Advocate.  

 

Counsel for the Respondents   :   Mr. Rajeev Singh, Addit ional  

      Chief Standing Counsel.  

 

     With  

 

W RI T PETI TI ON NO. 1 2 9  OF 2 0 2 6  ( S/ S)   

 
 

Sm t . Laxm i Devi        ..…Pet it ioner 
 

    

     Versus 

 
 

State of Ut tarakhand and Others               . .…Respondents 
 

 
 

Counsel for the Pet it ioner  :   Mr. Sunder Dhauni, Advocate.  

 

Counsel for the Respondents   :   Mr. Rajeev Singh, Addit ional  

      Chief Standing Counsel. 

 

     With  

 

W RI T PETI TI ON NO. 1 3 0  OF 2 0 2 6  ( S/ S)   

 
 

Sm t . Gauri Devi        ..…Pet it ioner 
 

    

     Versus 

 
 

State of Ut tarakhand and Others               . .…Respondents 
 

 
 

Counsel for the Pet it ioner  :   Mr. Sunder Dhauni, Advocate.  

 

Counsel for the Respondents   :   Mr. Rajeev Singh, Addit ional  

      Chief Standing Counsel.  

 

     With  

 

W RI T PETI TI ON NO. 1 3 1  OF 2 0 2 6  ( S/ S)   

 
 

Arun Kumar         ..…Pet it ioner 
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     Versus 

 
 

State of Ut tarakhand and Others               . .…Respondents 
 

 
 

Counsel for the Pet it ioner  :   Mr. Sunder Dhauni, Advocate  

       

Counsel for the Respondents   :   Mr. Rajeev Singh, Addit ional  

      Chief Standing Counsel.  

 

     With  

 

W RI T PETI TI ON NO. 1 3 2  OF 2 0 2 6  ( S/ S)   

 
 

Sm t . Dharm wat i       ..…Pet it ioner 
 

    

     Versus 

 
 

State of Ut tarakhand and Others               . .…Respondents 
 

 
 

Counsel for the Pet it ioner  :   Mr. Sunder Dhauni, Advocate.  

 

Counsel for the Respondents   :   Mr. Rajeev Singh, Addit ional  

      Chief Standing Counsel.  

 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 Hon ’b le  A lok  Ku m ar  Ver m a,J.   

  These five writ  pet it ions have been filed under 

Art icle 226 of t he Const itut ion of I ndia with the following 

prayers: -  

“ ( I )  I ssue a writ , order or  direct ion in the nature 

of m andam us com m anding the respondents to grant  

appointm ent  to the pet it ioners on the post  of Assistant  

Teacher, Governm ent  Prim ary School, like other 

Shiksha Mit ra.  

( I I )  I ssue any other writ , order or  direct ion, as 

this Hon’ble court  m ay deem  fit  and proper under the 

facts and circum stances of the case.”  
 

2 .  The case of the pet it ioners is that  they were 

appointed as Shiksha Mit ra. The pet it ioner Alka Saxena and 

the pet it ioner Dharm wat i are present ly posted as Shiksha 

Mit ra in Governm ent  Prim ary School, Udham  Singh Nagar. 

The pet it ioner Laxm i Devi and the pet it ioner Arun Kum ar 
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are working as Shiksha Mit ra in Governm ent  Prim ary School 

in Tehri Garhwal and the pet it ioner Gauri Devi is current ly 

posted as Shiksha Mit ra in Governm ent  Prim ary School in 

Cham pawat .  They possessed all eligibility condit ions for  

regular appointm ent  as Assistant  Teacher, Governm ent  

Prim ary School. They have obtained TET qualificat ion and 

they also possess two years’ D.El.Ed qualificat ion. They are 

serving against  the substant ive posts and have 

unblem ished service record.  They have relied upon a 

Governm ent  Order dated 16.08.2019, wherein it  was 

provided that  such Shiksha Mit ra, who possess two years’ 

D.El.Ed qualificat ion and have also possessed TET 

qualificat ion m ay be given regular appointm ent .  One 

Praveen Lal and Puran Ram  have been appointed to the 

post  of Assistant  Teacher in com pliance with the order 

dated 08.09.2025, passed by the Co-ordinate Bench of this 

Court  in WPSS No. 1689 of 2023, “Praveen Lal and Another 

vs. State of Ut tarakhand and Others”.  Therefore, the 

pet it ioners are seeking parity. 

3 .  Heard Mr. Sunder Dhauni,  learned counsel for t he 

pet it ioners and Mr. Rajeev Singh Bisht , learned Addit ional 

Chief Standing Counsel for the respondents. 

4 .  Mr. Sunder Dhauni, Advocate, subm it ted that  the 

pet it ioners m ade several representat ions to the authorit ies, 

but ,  the claim  of the pet it ioners have not  been considered 

t ill date. 
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5 .  Mr. Sunder Dhauni, Advocate, appearing for the 

pet it ioners, further subm it ted on inst ruct ions that  the 

pet it ioners are request ing to decide the present  writ  

pet it ions with a direct ion to the Dist r ict  Educat ion Officer 

(Elem entary)  concerned to look into the grievance, raised 

by the pet it ioners. 

6 .  Mr. Rajeev Bisht , Addit ional Chief Standing 

Counsel, on inst ruct ions, has not  opposed the request  of 

the pet it ioners. 

7 .  The Writ  Pet it ions are disposed of on the request  

of the part ies by perm it t ing the pet it ioners to m ake 

separate fresh representat ion with a cert ified copy of this 

order to the Dist r ict  Educat ion Officer (Elem entary)  

concerned within two weeks’ from  today. I f the pet it ioners 

m ake representat ion within two weeks’ from  today, the  

Dist r ict  Educat ion Officer (Elem entary)  concerned shall 

exam ine the m at ter and take decision, as per law, as 

expedit iously as possible but  not  later than eight  weeks 

thereafter. 

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  

ALOK KUMAR VERMA, J. 
 

 

Date :  23.02.2026 
Shiv/  
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