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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

MONDAY, THE SIXTEENTH DAY OF MARCH
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY SIX

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SMT JUSTICE T.MADHAVI DEVI

WRIT PETITION NO: 24919 0F 2019
Between:

Marri Satheesh, S/o. M.Janaiah, Aged 30 years, Occ. Constable (CRpF) (now
removed), G/23 Bn., CRPF, Karan Nagar Srinagar, Jammu and Kashmir, R/o
Sarvaram Villge and Post, Thipparthy (M), NalgOnda Dist.

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Commandant, 23rd Bn, CRPF, Karan Nagar, Srinagar, Jammu and
Kashmir.

2 The Deputy lnspector General of Police, Chandigarh Range, CRpF,
Chandigarah.

3. The lnspector General of Police, CRPF, Chandigarh, punjab.

4. The Union of lndia, rep. by its Principal Secretary, Ministry of Defence, South
Block, New Delhi

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased

to issue a Writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of Writ of

Mandamus declaring the action of the respondents in removing the petitioner from

service vide impugned Proc.No.P.Vttt,11t2016-23-EC-2, dated 07t03t2017 and

consequential rejection orders passed in appeal vide Order No.R-Xlll-ll/2019-EC-3,

dated 211812019, without giving any notice or opportunity as highly illegal, arbitrary

and also disproportionate to the charge and consequentially the Hon'ble court may

pleased to set aside both the orders dated 0710312017 and 21t8t2019 with further

direction to the respondents herein to reinstate the petitioner into service as

Constable (GD), CRPF with all consequentiat benefits.



l.A. NO: 1 OF 2019

Petition under Section 151 cpc praying that in the circumstances stated in the
affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to direct the
respondents herein to rernstate the petitioner into service by suspending the
impugned proc No.P Vilr.11r2o16-23-EC-2, dated 07ro3t2o1r and consequentiar
orders in appeal vide order No. R-Xil r-il/2019-EC-3, dated 21t}t2o1g pending
drsposal of the above writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI M.R.TAGORE

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI N.BHUJANGA RAO,
DEPUTY SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

The Court made the following: ORDER



IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

HON'BLE SMT. JUSTICE T. MADHAVI DEVI

WRIT PETITION No.249 19 of 2O19
DATED:16.o3.2026

Between
Marri Satheesh

...Petitioner

AND

The Commandant,
23.a Bn, CRPF, Karan Nagar,
Srinagar, Jammu and Kashmir and three (O3) others

...Respondents

ORDER:

Tl-ris,.l,ritpetitionisfiledseekirrgtodeclaret}-rczrctionofthe

respondents in removing the petitioncr from service vide proceedings in

Proc. No.P.VIII. ll l2O!6-23-EC-2, dated 07 'O3 2Ol7 ' and the

consequential rejection orders passed in Appeal vide Order No R-Xll-

lIl2olg EC 3, dated 2l-O8.2019, as illcgal, arbitrary' and violative of the

principles oI natural j ustice.

2. Learned counsel for the respondents subrnittcd that a

counter-afhdavit has been hled, stating that the petitioner has to avail

alternative remedy by way of revocation under the relevant rules' and

therefore, the writ petition is not maintainable 
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3. At Lhis .luncturc, leamed counscl for the petitioner submitted that

the pctitioncr- is vr.illr ng to avail thc rcmedv of revocatior-r and requested

that tiris u'rit pctitiorr m.1y bc chsposed of granting libcrty to pursuc the

said rerne<ir.

4. In vierv ol thc :rbove sLlbmissions made by both thc parties, this

Court dccms it zrppropriate to disposc of the u,rit petition, granting liberty

to the pctitiont'r to lile an appropriate application before the competent

rcvisionan /:rppt'lla[c authorit\. under Rules 28 and 29 of the CRPF'

Rules. lcl55. II' sr-Lr:h an applicat,ion is hled, respondcnt No.3 shall

considcr arrrl rlisposc of the samc, in accordancc with lalr,, as

expcclitiousl-t ;rs possrble, pr-clcrably within a period of thrcc (O3) months

from tl'rc clalC ol [t:t'crpt of such application.

5. Accordinglr,. tlrt' rvrrt pctition is disposed of. No order as to cosLs-

Nlisct'11:rrrcous zrpplications, if any, pcnding in this wriL pctition,

shall stand r-losc<1

SD/.A.V.S. PRASAD
EPUTY REGISTRAR
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1. The Commandant. 23rd
Kashmir.

2. The Deputy lnspector
Chandigarah

Bn, CRPF, Karan gar Srinagar, Jammu and

General of Police Chandigarh Range, CRPF,

3. The lnspector General of Police, CRPF, Chandigarh, Puniab.

4. The Principal Secretary, Minrstry of Defence, South Block, New Delhi, Union
of lndia.

5. One CC to SRI TV R TAGORE, Advocate [OPUC]

6. One CC to SRI N BHUJANGA RAO, DEPUry SOLICITOR GENERAL OF
lNDlA, High Court for the State of Telangana at Hyderabad [OPUC]

7. Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 1610312026

ORDER

WP.No.24919 of 2019
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DISPOSING OF THE WRIT PETITION,

WITHOUT COSTS
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