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Present: Mr. Tarun Singhal, Advocate for the petitioner
Mr. AK Bansal, Advocate for the respondents
skeskeskesk
SURYA KANT, J. (Oral)
(1) The grievance of the petitioner before the Tribunal was against

non-regularisation of his services and keeping him to work as Sewerman on
contract basis by floating repeated tenders. It was in this backdrop that this
Court made certain observations on 22.01.2015 followed by subsequent orders
including dated 15.12.2015.

(2) Learned counsel for the respondents states that in deference to
those orders, services of the petitioner have since been regularized vide order
dated 03.10.2006 (photocopy given in Court).

3) In this view of the matter, the instant writ petition, in a way, has
become infructuous and is disposed of accordingly.

(4) However, if the petitioner has any grievance for not regularizing
his services retrospectively, liberty is granted to him to firstly represent to the
competent authority who shall consider the same sympathetically within a

period of three months from the receipt of such representation. If the

petitioner’s grievance is not fully addressed, he may approach the Tribunal for

the redressal of his grievances.

(5) Ordered accordingly.
(Surya Kant)
Judge
23.02.2017 (Sudip Ahluwalia)
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