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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WP(S) No. 572 of 2015

• Rameshchandra Rai S/o Late Ramayan Rai, Aged About 53 years

Designation-  Assistant  Sub-Inspector,  Reserve  Police  Force
Jashpur,  R/o  Police  Lines,  Jashpur,  Dsitrict  -  Jashpur,  Civil  &
Revenue District Jashpur ( C.G.) 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

• The State Of Chhattisgarh,  Through the Secretary, Department Of

Home, Mahanadi Bhawan, Naya Raipur, District Raipur ( C.G.) 

• Director  General  of  Police,  Chhattisgarh,  Police  Head  Office,

Chhattisgarh, Naya Raipur ( C.G.) 

• Additional Director of Police ( Administrative ), Police Head Office, 

Chhattisgarh, Naya Raipur ( C.G.) 

• Inspector  General  of  Police,  Surguja  Range,  Surguja,  District

Surguja ( C.G.) 

• Superintendent of Police Jashpur, District - Jashpur ( C.G.) 

---- Respondent s

For Petitioner Mr. Rishi Mahobia, Advocate
For Respondent/ State Mr. Arvind Dubey Panel Lawyer

Hon'ble Shri Justice Prashant Kumar Mishra

Order On Board 

03/07/2015 

Heard.

(2) This  writ  petition  has  been  preferred  seeking  a  direction  to  the

respondents  to  rectify  the  petitioner's  seniority  in  the  gradation  list  of

Assistant Sub-Inspector published on 12.05.2014 vide Annexure P/1, on



the ground that the petitioner has been posted as ASI from 27.03.2006.

(3) The gradation list – Annexure P/1 itself provides in para 5 thereof

that in the event any wrong or incorrect entries have been made in the

gradation  list,  the  concerned  ASI  shall  be  entitled  to  submit  a

representation  before  the  Police  Headquarter.  The  petitioner  is  thus

entitled to make a representation before the competent authority.

(4) Accordingly, the writ petition is disposed of with a direction that in

the event, the petitioner prefers a representation seeking correction in the

gradation  list  within  a  period  of  one  month  from today,  the  competent

authority shall consider and decide the same in accordance with law, at the

earliest, preferably within a period of 4 months from the date of receipt of

representation.

(5)  It is made clear that this Court has not expressed any opinion on

the  merits  of  the  case and the  respondent  authorities  shall  decide  the

matter, on its own merits, strictly in accordance with law, without treating

any observation made in this order, as opinion on the merits of the case.

                                                                                                      Sd/-

                                                                            JUDGE           

                                     (Prashant Kumar Mishra)

                                                                               

Shyna


