
 

    IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH,  
            SHIMLA  
 
          Execution Petition(T) No.  73/2026 
                 Decided on: 02.06.2026 
 
 Gohri Devi             …..Petitioner 
 

            Versus 
 
 

 State of H.P. & Ors.                                          ......Respondents 
………………………………………………………………………………… 
Coram 
 
Ms. Justice Jyotsna Rewal Dua, Judge. 

Whether approved for reporting?1    
 
 
For the petitioners:    Mr. Amrit, Advocate, vice Mr.  
     Kishore Pundeer, Advocate. 
 
        

  For the respondents:    Mr. Anup Rattan, Advocate General 
 with Mr. L.N, Sharma, Additional 
 Advocate General. 

                                                                                                    
Jyotsna Rewal Dua, J.   
  
    Petitioner seeks enforcement of Gohri Devi Vs. State of 

H.P. & Ors.2 Operative directions issued in the said case are as under: 

- 

“5. In view of the above, the present original application is disposed 

of with a direction to the respondents/competent authority to extend 

the benefit of the judgment referred to above, to the applicant herein,  

in case she is similarly situate, within three months from today. The 

applicant shall produce a certified copy of this order as well as copy 

 
1  Whether reporters of the local papers may be allowed to see the judgment?    yes 
 
2 O.A.(M) No. 727/2018 decided on  10.10.2018 
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of the judgment referred to above before the respondents/competent 

authority within a week.” 

 

2.  It appears that petitioner's grievance pertains to the office 

order passed by the respondents on 20.05.2019 (Annexure E-2), i.e., 

subsequent to the decision rendered in Gohri Devi2. In terms of the said 

order, the petitioner was not held entitled to arrears. The record also 

reflects that the proceedings in COPC(T) No. 1061/2020, preferred by 

the petitioner, were closed on 10.08.2022, with liberty reserved to the 

petitioner to assail the said consideration order in accordance with law. 

The order passed in contempt petition reads as under: - 

  “Sh. Kishore Pundeer, learned vice counsel for the 

petitioner submits that the consideration order in compliance to the 

judgment in question has been passed whereby the case of the 

petitioner has been rejected. He, therefore, prays for closing of the 

contempt proceedings with liberty to assail the consideration order 

in accordance with law.    

2. In view of the submission made by learned vice counsel for 

the petitioner,  the present contempt proceedings are closed. 

Notice issued to the respondent is discharged. However liberty 

shall be reserved to the petitioner to seek appropriate remedy in 

accordance with law for his surviving grievance, if any, against the 

consideration order. Pending miscellaneous application(s), if any, 

shall also stand disposed of.” 

 

   In view of above, this execution petition to stand disposed 

of. It is for the petitioner to avail appropriate remedy, in accordance with 

law, for the redressal of her surviving grievances, if any, including 

against the consideration order dated 20.05.2019 (Annexure E-2) 
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passed by the respondents. Pending application(s), if any, also stand 

disposed of accordingly. 

  

  Jyotsna Rewal Dua  
        Judge 

 02nd June, 2026 
             (rohit) 
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