HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD

THURSDAY . THE TWELFTH DAY OF NOVEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI

WRIT PETITION (TR} NOS: 52, 60, 58, 56, 53, 54, 55, 57, 59 & 61 OF 2020

WP (TR} NO: 52 OF 2020

Betwesan:

G5.5udhakar, Sio.G Marasimha, aged 27 years, Home Guard-8583, Hyderabad
City, Rin.Chowdarpally, Yacharam Mandal, R.R.District - 301504,

- PETITIOGNER
AND

1, Government of Talangana, represented by its Principal Secretary, Home (Police]
Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. Tha Addl Director General of Police, Home Guards, State of
Talangana,Hyderabad.

3. The Commissioner of Pofice, Hyderabad City, Hyderabad.

4. The Commandant, Home Guards, Hyderabad Ciy, Chathabazar, Hyderabad -
500 D02,

..RESPONDENTS

Pelition under Article 228 of the Constilution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the afflidavil filed therawith, the High Court may be pleased 1o
call  ‘for records  relating to order bearing Moo [NONo 132008,
Mo, 748/ A2/HGs. Hyd/07, dated 23/01/2008 of the 47 Respondent and setaside the
same sa far s the applicant is concamad as illegal, arbitrary, violative of principlas of
natural justice and Article 14 and 16 of the Ceonstilution of India and consequently
direct reinstatement of applicant as Home Guard with all conseguential benefils as
though the ‘mpugnad order was nevar mads.

WPMP(TR). NO: 111 OF 2017

—

Petition under Seclion 151 CPC praying that in the circumsilances stated in tha
affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Couwrt may be pleased to condone
delay of § years 8manths 1 day in filing lhe C.A, against the order bering D.C.
Mo 1302008, No TRAZHGs Hyd/07, dt, 23.01.20C8 of the 4th Respondent and pass
Counsel for the Peatitioner:SR1L. NAYAKAWADI RAMESH
Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR HOME

WP (TR} NO: 60 OF 2020

Batwaon:

G.Ambedkar, S/o Narsimha, aged 28 years, Home Guard-7744. Suttan Bazar
P.3,, Rin.1-31, Chowdaripalli, Yacharam, R.R.District.

..PETITIONER



AND

4 Government of Telangana, represcntec by its Principal Sccretary, Home (Paolics)
Departmen:, Secretanal Hyderabad,

5 The Addl.Director General of Palice. Home Guands, State of Telangana.
Hydarabad,

5 The Commissionar of Police, Hyderabad City, Hyderabad.

4 The Commandant, Home Guards, Chatha Bazar, Hyderabad

..RESPOMNDENTS

Petitinn under Articla 228 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumetances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the: High Court may be pleased o
call for records relating to order hearing Mo, D.0.No. 6212008,
Mo 52IAZIHGS Hyd/2008, dated 25-0:2-2008 of the 4th Respondant and setaside the
same illegal, arbitrary, viclative of arinciples of natura! justice and Article 14 AKD 16
af *he Constitution of India and consecuently direct reinstatament of applicant as
Home Guard with all consequential benefits as though the impugned order was naver
made.

WPMP(TR}. NO: 112 OF 2017

Betilion under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stalsd in the
affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased o condone the
delay of 5 years & M Momhs 1 day in filing tne QA against the crder bhearing
0.0 Mo B2/2008, Mo 52/a2/HGs Hyd/2008, dated 28.02-2008 of the 4th respondent,
Counsel for the Petitioner:SR1. NAYAKAWADI RAMESH
caunsel for the Respondents: GP FOR HOME

WP (TR} NO: 58 OF 2020

Between:

d Kareemn Abdul, Slo. Md. Mazum Ali, Aged about 42 yoars, Occ. Home Guard
(683), Rio H.No,3-2-6, Ashok Nagar, Mallapur, Ranga Reddy District-000062.

..PETITIONER
AND

il

The Government of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Homa
department, Secretarial Buildings, Hyderabad.

5 Tha Addl. Diractor General of Police, Home Guards, Hyderabad.

% The Commissionar of Palize. Cyberabad, Hyderabad.
...RESPONDENTS

Petitionn  under Aricle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumsiances stated in the affidavit filed iherewith, the High Court may be pleased o
call for the records relating to and connacted with the impugned orders passed by the
rd respondent in D.0.Mo, 2282008 (Ro.MNo. 2#RIHGOICYBI2008), dated 31/01: 2005
removing the name of the applicant from lhe molls of Home Susrd arganizaticn
without issuing show cause nolice and withoul conducting enquiry and withoul
sollowing the princicles of Matural justice and sel aside the same as illegal, arbitrary,
snrl unconstiiutional and consequently to direct the respondents to reinstale the
applicant into service forthwith with all consequsntial henefils,



WPMP(TR). NO: 110 OF 2017

Fotition under Saction 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in the
affidavit filed in support of the petiticn, the High Court may he pleased lo condene the
dalay of 7 years 8 Months 28 days in filing the above O A
Counsel for the Petitioner:SRI. NAYAKAWAD| RAMESH
Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR HOME

WP (TR] NO: 56 OF 2020

Between:

P. Ravinder, S/o. Lalappa, Aged about 28 years, Oce- Ex.Home Guard {17728,
Rio H.MNo 1-88, Hanumapur (Vill), Peddumul Mandal. Rangs Reddy District
a21142

...PETITIONER
AND
T, The Gowernment of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Sacrelary, Home
aaepartmant. Secretarial Buildings, Hyderahad
2. The Addl. Diractar Genaral of Police, Home Guards, Hyderabad

3. The Cemmissicner of Police, Cyberabad. Hyderabad

«RESPONDENTS

Petition under Aricle 226 of the Constitution of India oraying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased o
call for the records relating to the impugned removal orders passed by the 3re
respondent in DO, No. 2293/2008 (Re. No. 4/RIVHGDICYB/2008), dated 22.11.2008
without conducting enguiry and without following the principles of Matural justice is
Magal, arbitrary, and unconstitutional and set aside the same and consaquently direct
the respondents to reinstate the applicant into service forthwith with all conseguential
banefits,

WPMP(TR). NO: 134 OF 2017

Petition under Section 1531 CPC praying that in the clrcumstances stated in the
affidavit fited in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to condone the
delay of 5 years 2 days in filing the above OA,

Counsel for the Petitioner:SRI. NAYAKAWADI RAMESH
Counsel for the Respondents; GF FOR HOME

WE (TR} NQ: 53 OF 2020

Between:

A Ramesh Babu Sfo. Murlhaiah, Aged about 31 years, Occ- Ex.Home Guard
(9021 Ria Plot Mo, 18, Telephone Colony, Boduppal(Vill), Gatkesar Mandal,
Ranga Raddy District-500082,

..PETITIONER

AND

1. The Governmant of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secratary, Home
department, Secretanal Buildings, Hyderabad

2. The Addl Direclor General of Police, Home Guards, Hyderabad.



R

1 The Commissicner of Police, Cyberabad, Hyderabad

..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit fled therewith, the High Court may be pleased to
call for the records relating lo the impugned removal orders passed by the &rd
respondent in 0.0, Ne. 2a12/2009 (Ro. Moo HRIHGOICYB2009), dated 16.07 2009
without conducting enquiry and withoul flowing the principles of Matural justice is
ilegal, arbitrary, and unconstitutional and =et aside the sama and consequently Lo
direct the respondents to reinstale the spplicant into service forthwith with all
consequential bencfits.

WPMP{TR]. NO: 129 OF 2017

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumsianceas slated in the
=ffidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Gaurt may be pleased o condong tho
delay of 4 years 4 months 4 days in filing the above QA
Counsel for the Petitioner:SR1. NAYAKAWADI RAMESH

Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR HOME

WP (TR) NO; 54 OF 2020
Betweaen:

E. Ravi, S/o. Yadagir, Aged sboul 31 years, Occ. Ex. Home Guarc (88,
Rio H No.Z2-23-28/30/4, Malikarjunanagar, Chilukanagar, Uppal, Ranga Reddy
District-500055.

- PETITIONER
AND

1. The Govemnment of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Home
department, Secretarial Buildings, Hyderabad.

5 The Addl. Director General of Police, Home Guards, Hyderabad.

3. The Commissioner of Police, Cyberabad, Hyderabac.

..RESPONDENTS

Petition  under Aricle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumslances stated in the affidavit filed thergwitn, the High Court may ba pleased lu
to call for the records relating to the imougned removal crders passed by the 3r2
respondent i D.O.NMo, 22002008 (Ro. No ARFHGOICYRIZ005), dated 31.01.2008
without conduating the enguiry and without following the principles of Matural justice
iz illegal, arbitrary, and unconstitulicnal and set aside the same and conseguently
direct the respondents to reinstate the applicant into service forthwith with all
consequential benefils and pass such other order or orders

WPMP(TR), NO: 157 OF 2017

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in tho
affidavit filed in supgort of the petition. the High Court may be pleased 10 condone the
delay of § years 10 months and 7 days in filing the above OA
GCounsel for the Petitioner:SRIL NAYAKAWADI RAMESH

Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR HOME



WP (TR} NO: 55 OF 2020

Betwean:

. Bhaskor Reddy, S'o. M, Sangeva Reddy, Rio. H.Mo. 2-34, (il ttamidipatly,
Saroornagar (mon) Ranga Reddy District-500C05

..PETITIONER
AND

4 The Stata of Telangana, Rep. by s Principal Secretary, Home department,
Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad.

9 The Addl. Director General of Police. Home Guards, Hyderabad.
1. The Comrnissioner of Police, Cyberabad. Hyderabad.

...RESPONDENTS

Peiiion under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumsiances stated in the afficlavit Mled therewith. the High Court may be pleasaed o
~all for the records relating 10 ihe impugred removal orders passad by the Ard
respondent In D0 Moo 121772008 (Ra. N ARFHGOMCYB2008), dated 13.06.2008
without sonducting enguiry ana withoul following the principlss of Matural ustice is
ilegal, arbirary, ana unconstitulanal ano set asidge the =ame and consaquently 1o
direct the respondents to reinstaie she apolicant inlo Sarvice tarlhwith with all
conseauential benefits.

WPMP(TR]. NO: 164 OF 2017

Beatitinn under Section 137 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in the
asfiravit filed in suppert of the celition, \he High Court may be pleased o gondone the
delay of 7 years 7 sionthe 7 days in filing the above A
Counsel for the Petitioner:SRL NAYAKAWADI RAMESH
Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR HOME

WP (TR} NO: 57 OF 2020

Betweaen.

& Maveen Reddy, Sio. Marsi Reddy, Aged about 30 years, Oco Ex.Home Guard
(857), Rio H. e 2-67, (Wil Chithapatla, Yacharam (mdl) Ranga Reddy District-
S50,

..PETITIONER
AND

1 The State of Teiangana, Rep. by iis Brincinal Secrelary, Home depariment.
Secratanat Buildings, Hyderabad.

9 The Addl, Dirsctor General of Police. Home Guards, Hyderabad.

The Commissicner of Police, Gyberabad, Hyclerabad.

L1

...RESPONDENTS

Petitinn under Article 228 of the Constitution of india praying that in the
cireumetances stated In the asfigavit filed iherawith, the High Court may be pleased 1o
call far the records relating o the impugned removal arders passed by the Jrd
respondent in D.O.NO. 180/2007 (Ro. Mo ARIFHGOICYBIZ00T), dated 24 01.2007
without conduzling enguiry and without Tolowng the orinciples of Matural justice is
llegal, arpitrary, anc urconstitutional and set aside the same and conseguantly o



5
—f—

direct the respondents to reinsiate the applizant into cervice farthwith with all
consagquential benefits,

WPMP(TR). NO: 167 OF 2017

Patition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the clrcumstances stated In the
affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to condona the
delay of & years 11 Months 28 days in filing the above O.A,

Counsel for the Petitioner:SRI. NAYAKAWADI RAMESH
Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR HOME

WP (TR} NO: 53 OF 2020

Betwean:

P. Miranjan, S'o, Ramulu, Aged aboul 332 years, Oco. Ex Home Guard (9135),
Fro H No.Z-24, (Villand Postand Monj, Widil, Mahzboohnagar District-E09357,
...PETITIONER
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Home department,
Segretariat Buildings, Hyderabad,

9 The &ddl. Director General of Police, Homa Guands, Hyderakad
% Tha Commandant Home Guards, Hyderabad Gity, Hyderabad.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Aricla 226 of the Conslitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavil filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased o
call for the records relating o the impugned removal orders passed oy the 3rd
respondent in D.O.No. 145/2008 (Mo 3241A2HGs Hyd/ (2008), dated 24-03-2008
without conducting enquiry and without following the principles of Matural justice is
llegal, arbitrary, and unconstitutional and set aside the same and consequently to
diract the respondents to reinstate the applicant into servica forthwith with all
consequantizl benefits and pass such other order

WPMP(TR). NO: 162 OF 2017

Betition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances slated in the
affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may he plessad o condens tha
delay of & years 7 Manths 28 cays in filing the ahove QLA
Counsel for the Petitioner;SRI. NAYAKAWADI RAMESH

Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR HOME

WP (TR] NO: 61 OF 2020

Between;

Sk Nequimeera, Sfo. SK.lanimiva, Aged aboul 34 yoars, 2ce, Home Guard
Rio Kurnavally {PO) Village, Thallada Mandal Khammam, Khammam Districl

-PETITIONER
AND

1. Tha State of Talangana and 2 others, Rep. by its Principal Socretary, Home
dapartment, Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad



5 The Addl. Director General of Police, Heme Guards. Hyderabad,

3 The Superinlendsnt of Falice, Khammar, Districi

..RESPONDENTS

Petition  under Article 22 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circurmslances stated in the affidavit filed tmerawith, the High Court may be pleased 1o
call for the records relating lo the impugned removal orders passed by the 3rd
respondent In C. Mo 2/RI-HGORMMES (D0 No.23/1939) dated 23/11/11992 without
conducting enguiry and without following the principles of Matural justice is illegal
arhitrary, and unconstitutional and sel aside the same and consequanthy 1o direct the
respondents to reinstate the spplicant into servics forthwith witn all consequential
hanefils and pass such other order or orders

WEMP{TR]. NO: 180 OF 2017

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumnstances stated in the
afficiavit filed in suppart of the petition. the High Court may oe pleased to condone the
delzay 14 years 3 wnonthe 23 days in filing the above LA
Counsel for the Petitioner:SRI. NAYAKAWADI RAMESH
Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR HOME

The Court made the following:



To,

ey

e IR

THE HON’BELE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI

WRIT PETITION (TR) Nos.52, 60, 58, 56, 53, 54, 55, 57,
50 and 61 of 2020

COMMON ORDER:

All these writ pelitions have been filed by the petilioners
secking to set aside the removal orders passed by the
respondents as arbitrary and illegal and consequently soughl
a direction to the respondents to reinstate the petitioners into

service as Home Guards with all consequential benefils.

When the matlers came up for hearing, learned counsel
for the petitioners would submit that the issue invelved in
these wril petiions is  sguarcly covered by order

dated 16.09.2020 in W.P.No. 15701 of 2020,

Learned Government Pleader for Home appearing for the

respondents does not dispute the same.

In view of the sa2id submission, these writ petitions are
digposed  of in lerms uf order dated 18092020 in

WP No. 15701 of 2020, No order as 1o costs

Pending miscellanecus petitions, 11 any, irn Lhese writ
Far £ 2

SDI-N.CHANDRA SEKHAR RAO
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

UTRUE COPY!! ol
SECTION OFFICER

The Principal Secretary, Home iPolice} Department, Government of Telangana
Secratariat, Hydarabad.

The Addl Director General of Balice, Home Guards, Stale of Telangans,
Hyderabad. ;

The .Commissioner of Police, Hyderabad City, Hyfderabaq _

The Commandant, Home Guards, Hyderabad City, Chathabazar, Hyderabad -
500 DOZ. ; =

One CC 1o Sri. Nayakawadi Rameash, Advecate [DPUL)

Two COs to GP for Home, High ourt for the State of Telangana. [OUT]

Two CD Copies

F&jﬁ.;’{ﬂlung with a copy of order dated 16/00/2020 in WE Mo 15701 of 2020
I'h_n' o
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HIGH COURT

DATED:12/11/2020

COMMON ORDER

WP(TR).Nos. 52, 60, 58, 56, 53, 54,
55, 57, 59 & 61 OF 2020
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Cisnosing of the WP(TR)s

Without costs.
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HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI

WRIT PETITION No.1 5701 of 2020
ORDER:

When the marter 18 taken up lor hearing, learned counsel
for penilioner submils that the lssue raiged in this writ petion
is squarely covered by the Thvision Bench judgments of this
Conrr in WP No.19455 of 2014 and bateh daterd 200042018
and W.P.Na.7784 of 2015 amd W.P{TR|.No.3129 of 2017 dated
28.(12,2010 and contends (hat the impugned removal order was
passed withoul giving any opportunity 1o the petitioner in {erms
af 1tule T{4) of the Madras Home Guards Rules, 1944,

Learmed counscl for petitioner further submits that the
Diivision Dench of this Courl in its orders n W_I. N, 19455 of
2014 and batch dated 0042018 directed the respondents 1o
reinstale the petitioners cherpin  into  service without any
henefits in relation 1o itheir past SETVICE including seniority,
comlinuity of service and attendant bernefits.

Leamed  Governmen bleader appearing for  the
respondents has not disputed the above suhmission made by
the learned counsel for petisioner and comrended that the case af
the petitioner wonld Do considercd for Feinslatement INTO Service
subject (o phyvsical Giness and availahility of posts without any
henefits in relation 1o his past scrvice including  seniorily,
continuity of scrvice and artendant benefits,

This Court, having considercd the rival submissions, is of
the considered view thal the impugned arder is passed wirhouit

giving any opportunity 1o the peritioner In TeTMS of Rule 7(4) of



]

the Madras Home Cuards Rules, 1949, Thereiore, the order
rnpugned 15 s8et qeide and the respondents are directed o
reimstate the petitienser into service sUDject 10 nhvsical Atnoss
ane availability of posls without any benefits in relation to his
pasl  SErvice inchuding  semiority, continuity of service and
attendant benefils

With the above ohservations, the writ petition 15 disposed
of. Mo order as 1o costs.

Pending miscellaneous petitions, il any, whall stand

closed.,

ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILL, J
Darer 16-09-2020
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