
                             

 
      IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH,    
                   SHIMLA 
 
                 CWP No. 13370/2025   
                         Decided on: 26.11.2025 

    Akshay Kumar         …Petitioner 
 

     Versus 
HRTC & Anr.             .…Respondents.   
………………………………………………………………………………. 
Coram 
Ms. Justice Jyotsna Rewal Dua, Judge. 

Whether approved for reporting?1      
 
For the petitioner:      Mr.  Mohar Singh, Advocate. 
 
        

 For the respondents:      Mr. Vinod Gupta, Advocate. 
 
Jyotsna Rewal Dua , J  
 
 

    The grievance of the petitioner was noticed in the 

following order passed in this petition on 21.08.2025: - 

  “Notice. Mr. Vinod K. Gupta, learned counsel, appears and 

waives service of notice on behalf of the respondents.  

  Petitioner’s grievance is to the office order dated 

03.05.2025 (Annexure P-3), whereby the respondents have 

withdrawn regularization order of petitioner’s services due to 

registration of FIR No.164/2023, dated 14.12.2023, against him 

under Sections 279 and 337 of the Indian Penal Code at Police 

Station Rampur.  

  Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the 

impugned office order contravenes the law laid down in CWP 

No.2110 of 2019 (Rajinder Kumar Versus Himachal Road 

Transport Corporation & another), decided on 22.10.2019, as 
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followed in CWP No.10650 of 2023 (Deepa Versus State of H.P. 

and another), decided on 20.03.2025.  

  Let the respondents file reply/instructions within ten days. 

While filing reply/instructions, in case the case of the petitioner is 

found to be covered by the judgments relied upon by him, its due 

consideration be also given to him by the next date.  

  List on 09.09.2025.” 

  

   Pursuant thereto, learned counsel for the respondents 

has now placed on record an office order dated 25.11.2025, inter-alia 

regularizing the services of the petitioner. 

2.  Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the 

aforesaid office order has redressed the grievance of the petitioner.  

3.  In view of above, the present petition to stand disposed 

of as the grievance of the petitioner raised in this writ petition now 

stands redressed. Pending miscellaneous application(s), if any, also 

to stand disposed of. 

 

Jyotsna Rewal Dua 
                 Judge 
26th November, 2025(rohit) 


