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O R D E R 

 

 

 Vide proceedings No.E1/ 1(80) / 98-GVT.1 dated 08.03.1999 of the 3 rd 

respondent  – Depot  Manager,  pet it ioner, who has been working as 

Conductor in the Governorpet -  I  Depot  of the Andhra Pradesh State Road 

Transport  Corporat ion, was rem oved from  service on the ground of 

unauthorized absence, habitual and irregular at tendance.  Against  the said 

proceedings, pet it ioner preferred appeal and the 2nd respondent  – Regional 

Manager, who is the appellate authority, vide proceedings No.PA/ 19(40) / 99-

dy.CTM (U)  Departm ent  dated 28.07.1999, while confirm ing the findings of 

the pr im ary authority, took a lenient  view and ordered for reinstatem ent  of 

the pet it ioner into service as fresh Conductor Grade – I I .   Aggrieved by the 

act ion of the 2nd respondent  in not  awarding cont inuity of service from  the 

date his rem oval on 08.03.1999 and other consequent ly benefits, the present  

writ  pet it ion has been filed. 

 

 2.  Learned counsel for the pet it ioner subm its that  im posing 

punishm ent  of appoint ing the pet it ioner as a fresh conductor, is not  one of 

the punishm ents specified under Regulat ion 8 of the Andhra Pradesh State 

Road Transport  Corporat ion Em ployees’ (Classificat ion, Cont rol and Appeal)  

Regulat ions, 1967 ( for short  ‘the Regulat ions’) .  Therefore, im posing the 

im pugned punishm ent , is in violat ion of the Regulat ions.  He subm its that  a 

learned single Judge of this court  in W.P.No.14966 of 2003 dated 

20.09.2013, following the Division Bench judgm ent  of this court  in 



 2 

K.C.NARAYANA  v s.  MANAGI NG DI RECTOR, APSRTC
1  held that  

im posit ion of the penalty of appointm ent  as a fresh candidate is not  

perm issible, as violat ive of the Regulat ions and accordingly set  aside the 

sam e.  I n sim ilar circum stances, in W.P.No.16439 of 2003 dated 12.11.2013, 

following the earlier decisions, learned single Judge of this court , im posed the 

penalty of reinstatem ent  with cont inuity of service, but  without  back wages 

from  the date of rem oval.  Learned counsel for the pet it ioner subm its that  

sim ilar order m ay be passed in the present  writ  pet it ion. 

 

 3.  Sr i R.Madanohan Reddy, learned Standing Counsel for the 

respondent  – Corporat ion, could not  dispute the above decisions of this court , 

relied on by the learned counsel for the pet it ioner. 

 

 4.  Having regard to the facts and circum stances of the case and the 

subm issions of the learned counsel and the decisions of this court  referred to 

above, im pugned order of the 2nd respondent  dated 28.07.1999, to the 

extent  of reinstatem ent  of the pet it ioner into service as a fresh conductor  

Grade – I I ,  is set  aside and the 2nd respondent  is directed to reinstate the 

pet it ioner into service with cont inuity of service and at tendant  benefits.   

However, the pet it ioner shall not  be ent it led to back wages during the period 

he was out  of em ploym ent . 

 

 5.  Writ  pet it ion is accordingly disposed of. Miscellaneous pet it ions 

pending, if any, shall stand closed.  No costs. 
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