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WRIT PETITON No. 17475  of   2004  

 

O R D E R: 

  

The present  writ  pet it ion is f iled seeking Mandamus declaring the 

act ion of the respondents in not  paying the dif ference of terminal 

benefits amount  to a tune of Rs.1,39,136.50 ps. to the pet it ioner in 

pursuance of the amended regulat ions 6-A 5(b) of APSRTC Employees 

(Service) Regulat ions, 1964 and not if icat ion No.P.D.14/ 2003, dated 

08.10.2003 as illegal and arbit rary and consequent ly, to direct  the 

respondents to pay the dif ference of terminal benefits  to the pet it ioner.  

  
2. Heard Sri G.Ravi Mohan, learned counsel for the pet it ioner and  

Sri A.Ravi Babu, learned Standing Counsel for Telangana State Road 

Transport  Corporat ion, appearing for respondents.  

  
3. The pet it ioner was appointed on 02.06.1975 in the respondents-

corporat ion as a Cleaner and on 05.11.2003 he ret ired from service on 

medical grounds. The grievance of the pet it ioner is that  the 

respondents-Corporat ion paid an amount  of Rs.1,34,000/ - towards 

terminal benefits, though he is ent it led to addit ional monitory benefit  to 

a tune of Rs.2,73,136.50 ps.  in view of the amended regulat ions of the 

Corporat ion and not if icat ion dated 08.10.2003.  

4. Learned counsel for pet it ioner contended that  since the pet it ioner 

worked as Driver and ret ired from service on medical grounds as per the 

amended Regulat ion 6A 5(b) of the APSRTC Employees (Service) 

Regulat ions 1964 and pursuant  to the Board Resolut ion dated 08.10.2003, 
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the pet it ioner is ent it led for the benefits under medically unf it  drivers. 

Therefore, prayed this court  to grant  the addit ional monitory benefits to 

the pet it ioner according to law.  

5. The learned Standing Counsel for respondents-Corporat ion 

contended that  the addit ional monitory benefits were already paid to the 

pet it ioner.  In spite of grant ing t ime, the details of the said payments 

were not  submit ted to the court .  

6. Perused the material available on record and Regulat ion 6A 5(b) of 

the APSRTC Employees (Service) Regulat ions 1964 coupled with Board 

Resolut ion dated 08.10.2003.   

7. In the instant  case, the pet it ioner ret ired from service on medical 

grounds as a Driver and the above said rule posit ion is applicable to him 

and he is ent it led for addit ional monitory benefit .   Hence, this court  is of 

the opinion that  to meet  the ends of j ust ice, the respondents-

Corporat ion is directed to pay the addit ional monitory benefits as per 

Regulat ions of the Corporat ion, if  not  already paid to him, within a 

period of four months from the date of receipt  of a copy of the order.  

8. With the above observat ions, the writ  pet it ion is disposed of.  No 

costs. `  

9. Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if  any, pending in this writ  Pet it ion shall 

stand closed. 

 
__________________________ 
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