
IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH AT SHIMLA    
 

    CWP No.8240 of 2022 
    Decided on: 31.10.2025  
_________________________________________________________________ 
Hari Krishan            ....Petitioner 
 
    Versus 

State of H.P.  &  Anr.              …Respondents 
_________________________________________________________________ 
Coram 
  
 Ms. Justice Jyotsna Rewal Dua  
 
1 Whether approved for reporting?  
_________________________________________________________________ 
For the petitioner: Mr. Vijay Kumar, Advocate.  
 
For the respondents: Mr. L.N.Sharma, Additional Advocate 

General. 
________________________________________________________________ 
Jyotsna Rewal Dua, Judge     

    

  CMP No.25678 of 2025 

  Allowed and disposed of.  

  CWP No.8240 of 2022 

  With the consent of learned counsel for the 

parties, matter is heard at this stage 

2.  This petition has been filed for grant of following 

relief: -  

“i).  That respondents may very kindly be directed to 

grant daily wage status/work charge status to the 
                                                 
1  Whether reporters of Local Papers may be allowed to see the judgment?    
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petitioner w.e.f. 1994 i.e. after completion of 10 

years of his part time continuous services and 

thereafter his case may kindly be considered for 

work charge status/regularization after completion 

of 8 years of daily wage services i.e. 2002. 

ii. That the respondents may very kindly be directed to 

count the seniority of the petitioner by giving him 

daily waged/work charge status from 1994 

onwards and thereafter, the petitioner may kindly 

be considered for old pension benefits as applicable 

before 2003 for the purpose of pension and 

pensionary benefits counting his daily waged/work 

charge service for qualifying service for pension and 

petitioner may kindly be held entitled for GPF 

Scheme and receive pension and pensionary 

benefits as applicable to employees recruited in 

services before 2003. 

iii. That the respondents may kindly be directed to 

grant all monitory benefits to the petitioner from the 

due date with interest 9% per annum..”  ”  

 

3.  Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that 

case of the petitioner is covered under decisions rendered in   

Sarvo Devi and others Vs. State of H.P. and Ors2 and Jogi 

Ram Vs. State of H.P. and others3. Learned counsel for the 

petitioner states that the petitioner would be content if the 

case of the petitioner is considered by the respondents in light 

of the aforesaid decisions. Learned Additional Advocate 

                                                 
2 CWP No. 8127 of 2013 decided on 13.05.2014 
3 CWP No.7124 of 2021, decided on 25.02.2025 
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General has  no objection to this prayer.  

4.  Having regard to above submissions, but without 

examining the merits of the matter, this writ petition is 

disposed of by directing the respondents to consider the case 

of the petitioner in light of the aforesaid decisions and pass 

appropriate orders in accordance with law,  within a period of 

six weeks from the date of receipt of copy of this order. The 

decision so arrived at, shall be communicated to the 

petitioner. 

  Pending miscellaneous application(s), if any, also 

to stand disposed of.  

              Jyotsna Rewal Dua 
                  Judge 

October 31, 2025 
      R.Atal 


