
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT HYDERABAD  

FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AND THE STATE OF ANDHRA PRADESH 

 

The Hon’ ble Sri Just ice V.RAMASUBRAMANIAN 

and 

The Hon’ ble Sri Just ice M. GANGA RAO 

 
WRIT APPEAL Nos.931 AND 951 OF 2011 

 

W.A. No.931 of 2011: 

 

Between: 
 
Hyderabad Cooperat ive Cent ral Trading Society Limited, 
5-8-655, Nampally Road, Hyderabad, rep. by its General  
Manager Sri Yadagiri S/ o. Mallaiah, R/ o.Hyderabad. 

… Appellant  
Vs. 

The Second Appellate Authority under Sect ion 48(3) 
of the  A.P. Shops & Establishments Act , 1988 &  
Dy.Commissioner of Labour, Hyderabad Twin Cit ies,  
T.Anj aiah Shramika Bhavan, RTC Cross Road, Hyderabad  
and others.  

. .  Respondents 
 
W.A. No.951 of 2011: 

 

Between: 
 
Hyderabad Cooperat ive Cent ral Trading Society Limited, 
5-8-655, Nampally Road, Hyderabad, rep. by its General  
Manager Sri Yadagiri S/ o. Mallaiah, R/ o.Hyderabad. 

… Appellant  
Vs. 

The Second Appellate Authority under Sect ion 48(3) 
of the  A.P. Shops & Establishments Act , 1988 &  
Dy.Commissioner of Labour, Hyderabad Twin Cit ies,  
T.Anj aiah Shramika Bhavan, RTC Cross Road, Hyderabad  
and others.  

. .  Respondents 
 

 
 
  
  For Appellant   :   Sri A.K. Jayaprakash Rao 
 

For Respondents  :  G.P. for Labour 
       S. Ravindranath  
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HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE V. RAMASUBRAMANIAN 

 

AND 

 

HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE M. GANGA RAO 

WRIT APPEAL Nos.931 AND 951 OF 2011 

 

COMMON JUDGMENT: (per  V. Ramasubramanian, J) 

 
 These mat ters arise out  of the appeals f iled under the Andhra 

Pradesh Shops & Establishments Act , 1988.  

 2.  The part ies have entered into a set t lement .  Under the 

set t lement , the Management  has paid a sum of Rs.11,00,000/ - (Rupees 

eleven lakhs only).  Learned counsel for the workman agrees that  the 

ent ire amount  as per the set t lement  has been received after deduct ing 

TDS.   

3.  Therefore, the appeals are disposed of in terms of the memo 

of compromise and the order of the appellate authority, shall stand 

modif ied suitably.   

 4.  As a sequel thereto, miscellaneous pet it ions, if  any, pending 

shall stand dismissed.  No order as to costs. 

_____________________ 

V. RAMASUBRAMANIAN, J 

 
 

_______________ 

M. GANGA RAO, J 

November 08, 2017 
KTL 


