
 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF HIMACHAL PRADESH, SHIMLA 
 

         CWP No.4909 of 2023 

         Decided on: 16th September, 2023 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Vivek Vaidya                       …..Petitioner 
 
       Versus 
 
State of H.P. and others    .....Respondents 
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
Coram 

Ms. Justice Jyotsna Rewal Dua 

Whether approved for reporting?1 

For the Petitioner: Mr. Manik Sethi, Advocate vice 
Mr. Jyotirmay Bhatt, Advocate. 

 

For the Respondents: Mr. Anup Rattan, Advocate General 
with Mr. Rupinder Singh Thakur, 
Additional Advocate General, for 
respondents No.1 and 2. 

 

 Ms. Ranjana Pathania, Advocate vice 
Ms. Archana Dutt, Advocate, for 
respondent No.3. 

 

 Mr. Yudhvir Singh Thakur, Advocate, 
for respondent No.4. 

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 
Jyotsna Rewal Dua, Judge  

  Notice. Mr. Rupinder Singh Thakur, learned 

Additional Advocate General, Ms. Ranjana Pathania, 

Advocate vice Ms. Archana Dutt, learned Standing Counsel 

and Mr. Yudhvir Singh Thakur, Advocate, appear and waive 

service of notice on behalf of respondents No.1 & 2, 

respondent No.3 and respondent No.4, respectively. 

                                                             
1 Whether reporters of print and electronic media may be allowed to see the order? Yes. 
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2.  This writ petition has been filed for the grant of 

following substantive reliefs:- 

“i). The respondents may be directed to make the full 
payments towards gratuity and leave encashment to 
the petitioner. 

ii) That the petitioner may further be held entitled to the 
payment of interest on delayed payment from the date 
of entitlement.”  

 
3.  Learned counsel for the parties have jointly 

submitted that the present writ petition is liable to be 

disposed of in terms of the judgments rendered in LPA 

No.23 of 2009 (State of H.P. & Ors. Versus Jagdev 

Katoch & Ors.) alongwith connected matters, decided 

on 07.01.2020; R.P. No.22 of 2020 (Maharaj Lakshman 

Sen Memorial College Versus State of H.P. and others), 

decided on 10.9.2020 and order dated 05.09.2022 passed 

in Review Petition No.22 of 2020. Ordered accordingly.   

  The writ petition stands disposed of in the above 

terms, so also the pending miscellaneous application(s), if 

any.  

 

          Jyotsna Rewal Dua 
September 16, 2023              Judge 
           Mukesh  
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