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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 151 of 2022

1 - Arun Kumar Potra S/o Devkinandan Potra Aged About 33 Years R/o 
9/1 Lig Nehru Nagar East, Bhilai, Chhattisgarh
             ... Petitioner

versus

1 - Union Of India Through Secretary, Ministry Of Home Department, 
New Delhi,

2 - Director General Cisf, Central Industrial Security Force, Headquarter, 
13, Cgo Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi Pin 110003

3 - Inspector General, Central Industrial Security Force, Central Sector 
Headquarted, Utai, Bhilai, District Durg Chhattisgarh

4 - Deputy Inspector General / Medical, Central Industrial Security Force, 
Central Sector Headquater, 13 Cgo Complex, Lodhi Road, New Delhi Pin 
110003

5 - Inspector General Central Industrial Security Force, Central Zone 
Headquater, Utai, Bhilai, District Durg Chhattisgarh

6 - Deputy Inspector General Central Industrial Security Force, Unit, 
Bhilai Steel Plant Chhattisgarh
                                                                                      ---- Respondents 

For petitioner           : Mr. Vaibhav Mittal, Advocate holding the 
   brief of Ms. Renu Kochar, Advocate

For Union of India : Mr. Ramakant Mishra, Deputy Solicitor
  General along with Mr. Tushar Dhar Diwan, Adv.

Hon'ble Shri Justice   Rakesh Mohan Pandey  

Order on Board

17.03.2026
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1. The petitioner has filed this petition seeking following relief (s) :

“10.1 That the Hon'ble Court may kindly be 
pleased  to  issue  writ  in  the  nature  of 
mandamus directing  respondent  authorities 
to post the Petitioner at work in accordance 
with  the  Notification  dated  04.03.2017 
(Annexure P/4) and Weekly off from date of 
appointment till date and duty discharged by 
petitioner  on  Gazetted  Holidays  excluding 
the  30  days  leave  encashment  per 
year.Further Respondent authorities may be 
directed  to  give  petitioner  HRA  in 
accordance with the prescribed Rule.

10.2 That this Hon'ble court may be further 
pleased  to  direct  respondent  authorities  to 
pay the litigation expense which he incurred.

10.3 That this Hon'ble court may be further 
pleased to pass any other consequential and 
other orders/ writs which this Hon'ble court 
deems  just  and  proper  in  the  facts  and 
circumstances of the case.

2. Mr.  Mittal,  learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioner  would 

submit that the petitioner is a Constable in the Central Industrial 

Security  Force,  Bhilai  Steel  Plant,  Bhilai  Unit.  He would  further 

submit that the petitioner is suffering from Psychosis, Psoriasis and 

Liver  Cirrhosis.  He  would  contend  that  the  petitioner  is  under 

treatment, therefore, he made a representation seeking his posting 

in  accordance  with  Notification  dated  04.03.2007  issued  by 

Directorate General Central Industrial Security Force (Ministry of 

Home Affairs),  weekly off  and HRA.  He would contend that  till 

date, no decision has been taken. He would further contend that 

the  petitioner  is  entitled  to  get  all  benefits  according  to  the 

Notification  dated  04.03.2017.  He  would  submit  that  the 

respondents authorities may be directed to consider the claim of 

the petitioner strictly in accordance with law.  
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3. On the other hand, Mr. Mishra, learned Deputy Solicitor General 

appearing for  the Union of  India/respondents would oppose the 

submission. He would submit that the request of the petitioner has 

been considered by the respondent authorities. He would further 

submit that the petitioner has been provided weekly off and he is 

being  provided  duty  in  general  shift  without  arms.  He  would 

contend  that  the  grievance  of  the  petitioner  has  already  been 

redressed and thus, the petition deserves to be dismissed.

4. Heard the learned counsel appearing for the parties and perused 

the record.

5. Taking  into  consideration  submissions  advanced  by  respective 

Advocates, this petition is disposed of reserving liberty in favour of 

the petitioner  to  make a representation before respondent  No.3 

within a period of 30 days from today. If  the petitioner makes a 

representation, it is expected that respondent No.3 shall decide it 

in  an  objective  manner  preferably  within  a  further  period  of  90 

days. 

6. With the aforesaid observation(s)/direction(s), the present petition 

is disposed of. 

        Sd/-

             (Rakesh Mohan Pandey)
                       Judge

Rekha
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