
THE HON�BLE SRI JUSTICE P.NAVEEN RAO 

 

 

WRIT PETITION No.11748 OF 2017 

DATED : 04.04.2017 

 
Between : 
 
Mohd. Sadaq S/o.Mohd Ghouse (late), 
Aged about 48 yrs, Occu : Driver E.No.800407 of  
TSRTC Gajwel Pregnepur Depot, 
R/o.H.No.3-10, Majeedpally Village, 
Vergal Mandal, Siddipet District, 
(Medak District, called before bifurcation) 

        ..     Petitioner 
And 

 
TSRTC, rep., by its Vice-Chairman and Managing Director, 
Bus Bhavan, RTC X Road, Musheerabad, 
Hyderabad-20 & others. 

         ..                    Respondents 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
This court made the following : 
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THE HON�BLE SRI JUSTICE P.NAVEEN RAO 

 

 

WRIT PETITION No.11748 of 2017 
 

ORDER : 
  
 Heard. 

 

2. Petitioner was a driver.  He assails the order of suspension 

dated 20.03.2017. 

3. It appears that there was some incident involving the 

petitioner and other bus driver and conductor which resulted in 

initiation of disciplinary action in addition to registering of crime. 

 

4. It is not in dispute that the Depot Manager is competent to 

place the petitioner under suspension. It cannot be said that the 

allegations levelled against the petitioner, if proved, as not serious, 

warranting suspension of the petitioner.  However, the Court is not 

entering into the merits of the allegations at this stage, as it would 

prejudice the proceedings in the disciplinary enquiry.  Suffice to 

note that on the same day charge sheet was drawn and served on 

the petitioner.  This Court is not inclined to interfere with the 

suspension order, having regard to the allegations made in the 

suspension order and charge sheet. 

 

5. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that petitioner 

has submitted his explanation today, to the charges levelled 

against him. 

6. Having regard to the same, if the petitioner has submitted 

his explanation, the respondents are directed to hold and complete 

the disciplinary proceedings, as expeditiously as possible, 

preferably within a period of two (2) months from the date of 

receipt of copy of this order.  For any reason the enquiry could not 
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be completed and not attributable to the petitioner, the 

respondents shall review the desirability of further continuation of 

suspension of petitioner.     

 

7. With the above observations, the writ petition is disposed of. 

There shall be no order as to costs. 

Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending in this writ petition 

shall stand closed. 

 __________________                             
P.NAVEEN RAO,J 

4th April, 2017 
Note : Issue c.c. in three (3) days 
                     B/o. 
                        Rds 
 

 


