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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI

+  W.P.(C) 5637/2025 & CM APPL. 25688/2025 

ANIL KUMAR BANSAL .....Petitioner 
Through: Dr. Anindita Pujari, Sr. Advocate 

with Mr. Shaileshwar Yadav, Ms. 
Bhumika Chouksey, Advocates 
for Petitioner.  

versus 

THE SECRETARY GENERAL RAJYA SABHA SECRETARIAT 
& ANR. .....Respondents 

Through: Mr. Sahaj Garg, SPC with Mr. 
Sanjay Pal, GP.  
Mr. Sandeep Kumar Mahapatra & 
Mr. Tribhuvan Advocates. 

CORAM:
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PRATEEK JALAN

O R D E R
%  30.04.2025

1. The petitioner seeks a direction upon the respondent – Sansad TV 

to continue him in its services as a Channel Assistant (Finance and 

Accounts), It is submitted in the writ petition that the petitioner, after 

retirement from the Border Security Force, applied for appointment in 

Rajya Sabha Secretariat w.e.f. 22.07.2016. He has been working in the 

said post since, albeit on a contractual basis. His contract has been 

extended from time to time. The latest extension was granted on 

29.06.2024, and was valid until today, i.e. 30.04.2025.  

2. It is contended by Dr. Anindita Pujari, learned Senior Counsel for 
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the petitioner, that the petitioner has approached the Court only at this 

stage as extension orders were typically issued at the last minute.  

3. It is also submitted that the petitioner has made a representation to 

the Rajya Sabha Secretariat on 02.04.2025 for consideration of his case 

for re-employment, but no decision has yet been taken.  

4. Having heard learned counsel for the parties, I am of the view that 

the appropriate order in this case is to direct the respondents to consider 

the petitioner’s representation within a fixed time frame.  

5. Mr. Sandeep Kumar Mahapatra, learned counsel for the 

respondent, states that the representation will be disposed of within the 

next two weeks.  

6. In view of the aforesaid, the writ petition will be treated as a 

representation, and will be decided within a period of two weeks.  

7. In the event, the petitioner is extended in the service of the 

respondent, the period taken to decide the representation will not be 

treated as a break in service. 

8. The petition, alongwith the pending application, is disposed of.  

9. All rights and contentions of the parties remain reserved. 

PRATEEK JALAN, J
APRIL 30, 2025 
SS/PV/AD/ 
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