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IN THE HIGH COI]RT FOR THE STATE OF TET,ANGANA
. AT FIYDERAI}AI)

TUISDAY.'II.IE 1-IIIITT'Y FIRST DAY OF MNRCI]
TWO 'fIIOUSAND AND -IWENTY 

SIX
: PIiESIINT:

THIi I.ION'I}LE SI{I .IUSTICE NA(;IISH BHEEMAPAKA--

WI{IT PETITION NOS: 39(tl2 AND 39614 OF 2025 ,-'

Petitioner
AND

l. The Chainnan and Managing Director The Singareni Collieries Company Lirnited,
Singareni Bhavan, Khairatabad. Hyderabad.
The General Manager, The Sir-rgareni Collieries Con'rpany Limited Ranragundam
Area- II, Peddapalli District.

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated irr the afldavit filed therew'ith, the High Court may be pleased to issue
appropriate writ. order or direction. rnore particularly one in the nature of Writ of Mandarlus.
declaring the action of the 2"d Resporrdent in issuing the cancellation order vide Ref No.
RG21PD1750005447?1259 dated 09.12.2025. carrcelling the order vide ['O N<r. 7500054472
dated 09.07.2024, firr providing 4WD I'l'.lcep'l'ruck at OClP3" I{G2 on Ilire basis by'thc
Petitiorter to the 2nc1 respondcrrt as illcgal. arbitrary. untair anc'l in riolation of'Article l4 and

2l of the Constitution ol'lnclia and set asidc tlre sar-nc corlseqLrently clircct the 2ncl responclent

to continue the pctitioncr contruct:

IA NO: I OF 2025
[)etition urrclcr Scction l-51 ('l)(' praying that in the circuntstances statcd in tlrc

aflldavit filed in support ol' the petition. the t{igh Clourl nray be pleased to suspencl thc

cancellation orders vide [{ef. No. RC2/l'}D/75000544721259 dated 0c).12.2025 issued hy the

respondents.pencfingdisposal ol'WP39612ol'2025.onthefilcol-thctlighCout1. 
--

2

l'he petition conring on firr hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the al'fldavit f rlcd

in support thereof and upon hearirrg tlie argunrents o1' Ms. Ap6rrova llantula. Advocate
representing Ms.G.lyothi Kiran Aclvocate fbr the l)etitioner and Sri P Sri I-larslia Reclcly'

Advocate for the Respondertts: -"'

WP. No. 39614 of 2025
Befween:
M/s Thogari Mahesh. S/o Swarny

AND
Petitioner

l. The Chairman and Managing Directur'[he Singareni Collieries Cornpany l-imited
Singareni Bhavnn, Khairaiabad. Hyderabad

WP. No. 39612 of 21125/ /
Befween:
Eerla Ra.iaiah, S/o l-asrnaiah
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2. The General Nlanager, The Singareni Collieries Company Lirnited l{amagundam

Area- II, Pedd rpalli I)istrict.
Respondents

Petition und.l. Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated n the ,llfidavit filed therewith" the High Cour may be pleased to issue

appropriate writ, orde:' or di:ection more particularly one in the natt re of Writ of Mandamus.

declaring the action t f the ltespondent No. 2 in issuing the cancel ation order vide Ref No.
RG21PD17500052692'258 ctated 09.12.2025 cancelling the purclase order vide PO No.

7500052692 dated 09 09.2023 for providing I No. 2 WD Harcl T'op Jeep at GM Office, RG2

on hire basis by the P :titionr:r as illegal. arbitrary, unfair and in viol rtion of Article l4 and 2l
of the Corrstitution :[ lndia and set aside the same, and con:equently direct the 2nd

Respondent to contirue the petitioner contract as per the orders "ide PO.No.7500052692
dated 09.09.2025;

IA NO: I OF 2025
Petition unde' Sect on 151 CPC praying that in the cirr:umstances stated in the

ffidavit filed in suf poft cf the petition, the l{igh Court may b,: pleased to suspend the

cancellation orders vide PtG2lPD175000526921258 dated 09.12.2025 issued by the
respondents, pending disposal of WP 39614 of 2025. on the flle ol t re High Court,

'fhese petitior s coming on for hetrring. upon perllsing the [retitions and the affidavits
filed in support there rf and upon hearing the argumerlts of Ms. Approva Bantula. Advocate
representing Ms. G .l"othi K.iran Advocate for the Petitioner in both the petitions and Sri P Sri
I{arsha Reddy Advc cate frr the Respondents in both the petiti rns. the Court made the

following
ORDER:

Heard Ms. App,:ova Bantula, learned counsel for the petitioners

and Sri P. Sri llarsha Reddy, learned Standing Ccunsel for Singareni

Collleries Comprrny Limited, for the respondents.

Memos dr ted 13,08.2o.26 have been filed on behalf of the

petitioners statjng that the petitioners have entered into agreements

with the resportdent,s pursuant to the respective tenders and have

executed the work fcrr part of the contract period. It is further stated
that, due to the imprrgned cancellation orders date t 09. L2.2O2S issued

by respondent llo.2, the petitioners are prevented from executing the

remaining perio I of the contracts.

Insofar as W.P. No. 39612 of 20125 is concerned, it is stated that
out of the total contract period, the petitioner hari executed the work
for l5 months and a remaining period of about 18 months is still
subsisting.
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2. The General Manager, The Singareni Collieries Cornpany Limited Ramagundam
Area- II, Peddapalli District.

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased to issue
appropriate writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of Writ of Mandamus,
declaring the action of the Respondent No. 2 in issuing the cancellation order vide Ref No.
RG21PD175000526921258 dated 09.12.2025 cancelling the purchase order vide PO No.
7500052692 dated 09.09.2023 for providing I No. 2 WD Hard Top Jeep at GM Office, RG2
on hire basis by the Petitioner as illegal, arbitrary, unfair and in violation of Article 14 and 2l
of the Constitution of India and set aside the same, and consequently direct the 2nd
Respondent to continue the petitioner contract as per the orders vide PO.No, 7500052692
dated 09.09.2025;

IA NO: I oF 202s
Petition under Section l5l CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in the

affidavit filed in support of the petition. the I-ligh Court may be pleased to suspend the
cancellation orders vide I{G2/PD/75000526921258 datcd 09.12.2025 issued by tlie
respondents, pending disposal of WP 39614 o12025. on thc file ol'the High Court.

These petitions coming on fbr hearing. upon perusing the Petitions and the affidavits
filed in support thereof and upon hearing the arguments of Ms. Approva Bantula, Advocate
representing Ms. G Jyothi Kiran Advocate for the Petitioner in both the petitions and Sri I' Sri
Harsha Reddy Advocate tbr the Respondents in both the petitions, the Court made the
following
ORDER:

Heard Ms. Approva Bantula, learned counsel for the petitioners

and Sri P. Sri Reddy, learned Standing Counsel for Singareni

Collieries Conpany Limited, for the respondents.

Menos dated 13.03.2026 have been filed on behalf of the

petitioners stating that the petitioners have entered into agreements

with the re$pandents pursuant to the respective tenders and have

executed the work fgr part of the contract period. It is further stated

that, due to the impugned cancellation orders dated O9.L2.2O25 issued

by respondent No.2, the petitioners are prevented from executing the

remailing period of the contracts.

Insofar as W.P. No. 39612 of 20125 is concerned, it is stated that

out of the total contraet period, the petitioner has executed the work

for l5 months and a remaining period of about 18 months is still
sulsisting.
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Insofar as tV.P. l!to. 39614 of 2025 is concern(,d, it is stated that

out of the tota'l contract period of 36 rnonths, the petitioner has

executed the work for 27 months and a remaining period of about 6

months is still st bsisting.

The grievatrce o:[ the petitioners in both the w::it petitions is with

regard to the ca:rcelkrtion of their respective contracts by respondent

No.2 vide orders daterl O9.L2.2O25, which is alleged to be arbitrary and

illegal.

On the ol her hand, learned Standing Counsel for Singareni

Collieries Compa ny Limited has vehemently oppostrd the grant of any

interim relief.

Having re1;ard to the submissions made arrd considering the

contents of the rnemos aswell as the fact that substantial period of the

contracts is still subsisting, this Court is of the pn ma facie view that
the matter requi :es consideration.

Accordingl'2. there shall be an interim direction to the

respondents to permit the petitioners to continue and execute the

work for the renrainirrg period of their respective contracts, i.e., about

18 months in \lli.P.Nc,.396L2 of 2O2S and about 6 months in W.P.No.

396L4 of 2025, subject to the terms and conditions of the tender

agreements, pen ling :further orders.

List on 3O.)6.2Ct26.

S T/. A.SREENTTfASA REDDY
ASSISTANT REGISTR/IR

//TRUE COPY// s<
CTiUN OFFICER

To,
SE

1. The Chairman and lvlanaging Director The Singareni Collier es Company Limited,
Singareni Bha ran , Xhairatabad, Hyderabad.

2. The General Irlanager, The Singareni Collieries Company Linited Ramagundam
Area- II, Pedd rpalli l)istrict.
(Addressees | & 2b'r SPAD)

3. One CC to Ms G Jyothi Kiran Advocate IOPUC]
4. One CC to Sri P Sri l{arsha Reddy, Advocate [OPUC]
5. One spare cop y

r."
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HIGH COURT

NBKJ

DATED:3ll03l202ti
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NOTE: LIST ON 3,t.06.2(t26

ORDER

1VRIT PETITION t{OS::}9612 AND 39614 OF 2025

INTERIM DIREC]-'ION
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