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 The 1st respondent – workman, was working as Driver in the 

petitioner – Corpora tion. Alleg ing tha t he c aused  ac c ident, without lac k 

of antic ipa tion, whic h is misc onduc t under Regula tion 28(ix)(a ), (b ) of 

APSRTC Employees (Conduc t) Regula tions, 1963,  the petitioner – 

Corpora tion, a fter framing appropria te c harges and  c onduc ting  inquiry, 

termina ted  the petitioner from servic e vide p roc eed ings da ted  29.04.2008.  

After unsuc c essfully c ontesting  departmenta l appea l and  review, 

workman p referred  I.D.No.195 of 2009, on the file of Labour Court III A.P., 

Hyderabad  and  by the impugned  award  da ted  17.01.2001, Labour Court, 

apprec ia ting  the entire evidenc e on rec ord , rec orded  find ing of fac t tha t 

the ac c ident oc c urred  bec ause of neg ligenc e of the pedestrian and  tha t 

the petitioner is not guilty under the c harges leveled  aga inst him.  

Ac c ord ing ly, it set aside the find ings of the enquiry offic er, as c onfirmed  

by the d isc ip lina ry authority, and  d irec ted  the Corpora tion to reinsta te the 

petitioner into servic e with c ontinuity of servic e and  fifty perc ent of bac k 

wages.  Cha lleng ing the same, Corpora tion, has filed  the p resent writ 

petition. 

 

 Heard  the lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for the petitioner – 

Corpora tion, Sri A.K.Jaya  Prakash Rao, lea rned  c ounsel for the 1st 

respondent – workman and  the Government Pleader for Labour. 

 

 Having perused  the entire materia l and  the submissions of the 

lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the pa rties, this c ourt is of the c onsidered  

view tha t the lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for the petitioner – Corpora tion 

has not pointed  out any c ontra  evidenc e to interfere with the find ing of 



fac t, rec orded  by the Labour Court with regard  to c ause of ac c ident.  

Considering  the fac ts and  c irc umstanc es, Labour Court d irec ted  for 

reinsta tement of the petitioner with c ontinuity of servic e and  fifty perc ent 

bac k wages.  I do not find  any illega lity or irregula rity in the impugned  

award , warranting  interferenc e. 

 

 The writ petition is devoid  of any merits and  the same is ac c ord ing ly 

d ismissed . 

 

 Misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, sha ll stand  c losed .  No c osts. 
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