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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPS No. 3582 of 2020

• Shri Shyam Manohar Soni S/o Late Dhajaram Soni Aged About 59 
Years Occupation - Inspector (T/c), Working Under Office Of 12th 
Battalion, C.A.F. Ramanujganj, District - Ramanujganj - Balrampur 
Chhattisgarh. ---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State of Chhattisgarh, through Its Secretary, Department of Home 
And  Police  Affairs,  Secretariat,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  New Raipur, 
Police Station And Post Rakhi, District Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

2. Director General Of Police, Mahanadi Bhawan, New Raipur, Police 
Station And Post Rakhi, District Raipur Chhattisgarh.

3. Add. Director General Of Police ( C A F ), Mahanadi Bhawan, New 
Raipur,  Police  Station  And  Post  Rakhi,  District  Raipur, 
Chhattisgarh.

4. Add. Director General Of Police (T / C) Mahanadi  Bhawan, New 
Raipur,  Police  Station  And  Post  Rakhi,  District  Raipur, 
Chhattisgarh.

5. The  Director  (Treasury,  Audit  And  Accounts)  Raipur,  District 
Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

6. Commandant  12th  Battalion  (C.A.F.)  District  Ramanujganj  - 
Balrampur Chhattisgarh.

7. The Joint  Director  (Treasury,  Audit And Accounts)  Ambikapur, 
District Ambikapur, Chhattisgarh. ---- Respondents 

For Petitioner : Mr. M.L. Kaushik, Advocate.
For State : Mrs. Akanksha Jain, Dy. G.A.

Hon'ble Shri Justice Goutam Bhaduri

Order

14-09-2020

1. Heard.
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2. Learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that the petitioner 

on 14-1-2016 has completed  33  years  of  service.  The first  time 

bound  pay  scale  was  granted  to  him  in  the  year  2006  and  he 

became entitled for second and third time bound pay scale on 14-1-

2016. It is further submitted that the petitioner is entitled for second 

and third time bound pay scale as per circulars dated 28-4-2008 

and 4-8-2010 (Annexure P/1) and further circular dated 8-8-2018 

(Annexure P/2). He would further submit that though the petitioner 

has made several representations to the respondent authorities, but 

the same remained undecided. He prays that the petitioner may be 

permitted  to  make  a  fresh  representation  to  the  respondent 

authorities and respondent authorities may be directed to consider 

and decide the same within stipulated time.

3. Considering the limited prayer made by the petitioner, it is directed 

that the petitioner shall be at liberty to make a fresh representation 

to the respondent No.2 within a period of four weeks and on such 

representation  being  filed,  the  same  shall  be  considered  and 

decided by respondent No.2 within a further period of four months 

from the date of receipt of the representation.

4. With  the  aforesaid  observation/direction,  the  writ  petition  stands 

disposed of.     Sd/-

                                             (Goutam Bhaduri)
                                              Judge

Raju


