
HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

W.P. No. 4332 of 2002 

O R D E R:-   

This writ  pet it ion is f iled seeking to issue a writ  of  

cert iorari calling for the records relat ing to the Award dated 

27.07.2001 in I.D.No. 72 of 2000 passed by the Indust rial 

Tribunal-cum-Labour Court , Godavarikhani and quash the 

same by holding it  as arbit rary and illegal and sought  a 

consequent ial direct ion to the 1st respondent  - Corporat ion to 

reinstate the pet it ioner into service with cont inuity of service, 

full back-wages, at tendant  benefits and other service 

benefits. 

Heard Sri A. Sanj eev Kumar, learned counsel for the 

pet it ioner and Sri A.Ravi Babu, learned Standing Counsel for 

A.P.S.R.T.C. appearing on behalf  of the 1st respondent  and 

perused the material placed on record.   

The brief facts of the case are that  the pet it ioner was 

appointed as Conductor in the year 1985.  While so, on 

13.03.1999, the 1st respondent  issued a charge sheet  for the 

alleged cash and t icket  irregularit ies, and after conduct ing 

detailed enquiry, the pet it ioner was removed from service on 

28.06.1999.  Challenging the order of removal, the pet it ioner 

preferred indust rial dispute in I.D.No. 72 of 2000, and the 

learned Tribunal, dismissed the same by conf irming the order 
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of removal.  Being aggrieved by the award of the Tribunal, the 

present  writ  pet it ion is f iled. 

When the mat ter is taken up for hearing, the learned 

counsel for the pet it ioner submits that  the pet it ioner has 

already ret ired from service after at taining the age of 

superannuat ion and the benefits to which the pet it ioner was 

ent it led for having rendered more than 14 years of services, 

and his terminal benef its, be paid to him. 

The learned Standing Counsel has fairly conceded that  

the pet it ioner is ent it led to the benefit s for the services 

rendered by him. 

Considering the above submissions, the writ  pet it ion is 

disposed of direct ing the respondents to release pension 

benefits for the services rendered by the pet it ioner from the 

date of his appointment  in the year 1985 to 28.06.1999 i.e. 

the date of his removal, within a period of four weeks from 

the date of receipt  of a copy of this order, if  not  already paid.  

No order as to costs.  

As a sequel, Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if  any pending, 

shall stand disposed of as infructuous. 

 
_______________________ 

ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J 
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