
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.3855 of 2019 

ORDER: 

  This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ …… to issue an appropriate Writ ,  Order or Direct ion, 

more part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus to 

declare the act ion of the 2nd Respondent  in issuing the 

impugned Order dt .30.03.2018 bearing No.PA/ 19(82)/ 2017-ED 

(A) in so far reappoint ing the pet it ioner into service as a fresh 

Conductor by losing his ent ire service without  any authority 

not  st ipulated in regulat ions and cont rary to the APSRTC 

(Employees CCA) as being illegal, arbit rary and unj ust  and 

cont rary to Rules 1967 as being il legal, arbit rary and unj ust  

and consequent ly direct  the respondents to grant  cont inuity of  

service, at tendance and other consequent ial benefits in view 

of the Judgment  reported in 2007 (5) ALD Page No 416 ……” . 

 

 Heard  Mr.G.Ra jesh, lea rned  c ounsel for petitioner and  the 

lea rned  Government Pleader for Servic es-II. 

 It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t the respondents 

have initia ted  d isc ip lina ry p roc eed ings aga inst the petitioner and  

the d isc ip lina ry authority imposed  punishment of remova l.  

Aggrieved  thereby, the petitioner has p referred  an appea l and  the 

appella te authority had  a lso c onfirmed  the order of remova l.  

Further aggrieved  thereby, the petitioner has p referred  a  review 

and  the review was a lso rejec ted .  Therea fter, the petitioner has 

filed  a  merc y petition before the 2nd  respondent and  the 2nd  

respondent was p leased  to interfere with the order of remova l vide 

order da ted  03.03.2018 and  was p leased  to grant the relief in favour 

of the petitioner d irec ting  tha t the petitioner be reinsta ted  into 

servic e as c onduc tor a fresh. 
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 Learned  c ounsel for petitioner c ontended  tha t re-appointing  

the petitioner as c onduc tor a fresh is c ontra ry to the Regula tions.  He 

further c ontended  tha t the issue ra ised  in this writ petition is squarely 

c overed  by the judgment rendered  by this Court in K.C.NARAYANA 

v. MANAGING DIRECTOR, APSRTC, HYDERABAD AND OTHERS1 and  

c ontends tha t the matter be remanded  to the 2nd  respondent for 

c onsidera tion a fresh with a  d irec tion to the 2nd  respondent to 

impose any punishment as set out in the Regula tions, other than 

d ismissa l, remova l and  c ompulsory retirement. 

 Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the respondents has 

not d isputed  the submission made by the lea rned  c ounsel for 

petitioner and  c ontends tha t the matter be remanded  to the 2nd  

respondent in terms of the a foresa id  judgment. 

 This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions, remands 

the matter to the 2nd  respondent for c onsidera tion of the 

petitioner’s c ase a fresh to impose any other pena lty as set out in 

the Regula tions, other than d ismissa l, remova l and  c ompulsory 

retirement and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with the 

Regula tions.   

With the above observa tions, the writ petition is d isposed  of.  

No order as to c osts. 

 Pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . 

 

 

 

 

____________________________ 

  ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J  

Date: 25-02-2019 

Prv 

 

                                                 
1 2007 (5) ALD 416 
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