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HIGH  COURT  OF  SIKKIM
ORDER  SHEET

No,   33             of.in  2000.

I.K.1.Sh®Z?.`Bahadur...Chhetg,1....Petitioner/Appellant
Versus

. .§t.ate .  O.€. . .alifelm..a. . .Ore ............... Respondent

Sel.ial
No.  of
Order

I, 6-6-2

Order with  Signature

00  Pree®nts    Hr.  S.K.  Home  Choudh`iry.  Senlo
Advocate  tdth  »r.  a.K.  Oupta.
Jldvocate  for  the  petitloner®
114r.  a.P.  Vangdl.  Jldvocate  Gene
vlth  Hr.  Kama Thlnlay.  As81Bt
Gove.  Ad`rocac®  for  the  reBponde

|L ,fl

Heard  Mr.  S.K.  Home  Choudhury.
learned counsel  for  the  petltloner.    In
paragraph  15  Of  the  t.Plc  pe€1tlon.  1t  ha
been Stated  that the  petltloner made
repre8encatlone  after  repre8entatlon8 be
the  respondents with  the  r®que8t  to  pay
arrear  Salary by granting  lncremente  ln
pay  Scale.  1n the  pro-revleed  Salary  ae
ag  the  payfnent  of  arrear  ealary which  fe
d`ie  a8  a  consequence  of  z€vlelon  of  pay
Scale  and  also  lncrem.nt8  1n  the  revised
pay  8cal®  but  Such  repreeentatlona  have
been  dlaposed  o£.    It  app®ar8  thac  the
repregentatlon had been addressed to  the
Chle£  Secretary and that also  hag  not  be
done  through  the  proper  channel.    A Gorre
employee  cannot  approach  the  Buperlor  aut
directly by-pas81ng the  limedlate  authorl
that  18.  the  Secretary of the department.
Therefore.  there  18  no merit  ln the  urlt
petltlon.    At  thle  Stage.  Mr.  8.K.  Home
Choudhtiry.  Ieained counsel  for  the  petlt
vant8 to vlthdraw from the  writ  petltlon
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action  (if any)
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