IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH, SHIMLA
CWP No. 19348/2026
Decided on: 03.11.2026

Amar Nath .....Petitioner
Versus

State of HP.&Ors. ... Respondents

Coram

Ms. Justice Jyotsna Rewal Dua
Whether approved for reporting?’
For the Petitioner: Mr. AtulG. Sood, Advocate.

For the Respondent: Mr. Sikander Bhushan, Deputy Advocate
General.

Jyotsna Rewal Dua, Judge
Petitioner's " case is that he has preferred a
representation on 07,07.2025 (Annexure P-3) to the respondents
for regularization—of his services as Bhoti Language Teacher,
however, the said representations has not been considered and
decidedtill date.
2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the
petitioner would be content if the respondents/competent authority
are directed to consider and decide the aforesaid representation
of the petitioner, in accordance with law, in a time-bound manner.
Looking to the limited grievance of the petitioner, the

instant petition is disposed of by directing respondents/competent

'Whether reporters of print and electronic media may be allowed to see the order? Yes.
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authority to consider and decide the aforesaid representation of
the petitioner, in accordance with law, within a period of six weeks
from today. The order so passed be also communicated to the
petitioner. Pending miscellaneous application(s), if any, shall atso

stand disposed of.

Jyotsna Rewal Dua
Judge

3@ November, 2026
rohit
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