
 

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

 

WRIT PETITION No.14408 of 2005 

 

ORDER: 

 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking  to issue a  writ of Mandamus 

d irec ting  the respondent Corpora tion to re-fix the pay of the 

petitioner by restoring  the deferred  annua l g rade inc rements in 

pursuanc e of fina l the order da ted  3.10.1997 with a ll c onsequentia l 

benefits inc lud ing a rrea rs and  other benefits. 

 Heard  Sri P.Govinda  Ra julu, lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner 

and  Sri B.Mayur Reddy, lea rned  stand ing c ounsel for the respondent 

c orpora tion. 

 It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t he was 

appointed  as Conduc tor in the respondent c orpora tion. While he 

was d isc harg ing  his duties a t Shadnagar Depot, the respondent 

c orpora tion had  imposed  a  ma jor punishment of deferment of 

annua l inc rements for a  period  of two years with c umula tive effec t 

vide orders da ted  3.10.1997. Cha lleng ing the same, the petitioner 

had  filed  WP.No.19050 of 1999 and  this Court vide orders da ted  

8.9.1999 d isposed  of the writ petition with the following d irec tion: 

 “ It is not d isputed  tha t the petitioner has been 

punished  in a  d isc ip lina ry p roc eed ing without hold ing  a  

full-fledged  departmenta l enquiry. The petitioner has 

been visited  with the punishment of with hold ing  of 

inc rements for two years. It has been held  by this Court 

and  a lso not d isputed  by the respondents whic h has 

issued  a  c irc ula r tha t punishment of withhold ing 

inc rement is a  ma jor pena lty. In view of this position, the 

punishment inflic ted  on petitioner without hold ing a  full-

fledged  enquiry is unsusta inab le. The orders da ted  

3.10.1997 is quashed. It w ill be open for the respondents 

to initia te an appropria te full-fledged  enquiry into the 

c harges and  pass orders in ac c ordanc e with law.”  
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In pursuanc e to the orders passed  by this Court, the respondent 

c orpora tion had  not passed  any orders. It has been further 

c ontended  by the petitioner tha t he had  submitted  rep resenta tions 

to the respondent c orpora tion on 28.11.2000 and  4.2.2004 to release 

the deferred  annua l inc rements but the sa id  rep resenta tions a re not 

yet d isposed  of.  In those set of c irc umstanc es, the p resent writ 

petition is filed . 

 Learned  stand ing c ounsel appearing  for the respondent 

c orpora tion had  c ontended  tha t sinc e the representa tions 

submitted  by the petitioner a re pend ing, the respondent 

c orpora tion would  c onsider and  pass appropria te orders on the 

rep resenta tions. 

 This Court having c onsidered  the submissions made by the 

parties, is of the c onsidered  view tha t this writ petition c an be 

d isposed  of d irec ting  the respondent c orpora tion to c onsider the 

representa tions submitted  by the petitioner on 28.11.2000 and  

4.2.2004. 

 Ac c ord ing ly, the Writ Petition is d isposed  of d irec ting  the 

respondent c orpora tion to c onsider the rep resenta tions of the 

petitioner da ted  28.11.2000 and  4.2.2004 and  pass appropria te 

orders within a  period  of two weeks from the da te of rec eip t of a  

c opy of this order. There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

        

                   

_____________________________ 

                 ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J 

Date: 08/ 10/ 2018 

lkv    



 3 

     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 


