
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

WRIT PETITION No.40524 of 2015 

ORDER: 

 This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

“ …… to issue an order or direct ion more part icularly 

one in the nature of writ  of mandamus declaring the act ion of  

the respondents in not  allot t ing dut ies to the pet it ioner in 

pursuance of the reinstatement  order Dt  31.10.2007, which 

was served on 24.6.2014 as high handed and arbit rary act ion, 

cont rary to APSRTC Regulat ions, violat ive of Art icles 14, 16 and 

21 of the const itut ion of India, and as such, liable to be set  

aside in the interest  of  j ust ice with a consequent ial direct ion 

to the respondents to extend all t he benefits from 31.10.2007 

t il l reinstatement  forthwith …..” .  

  

  Heard  Mr.S.M.Subhan, lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the 

petitioner and  Sri N.Vasudeva  Reddy, lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for 

the respondents. 

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

appointed  as a  Shramik with the respondents during  the year 1991 

and  therea fter p romoted  as Elec tric ian and  he has been 

d isc harg ing his duties to the best sa tisfac tion of his superiors and  

everyone c onc erned .  The petitioner submits tha t owing to ill-hea lth, 

he rema ined  absent from 13.07.2006 to 19.08.2006.  The respondents 

have c onstrued  the same as a  misc onduc t and  initia ted  d isc ip lina ry 

p roc eed ings and  a fter c onduc ting  deta iled  enquiry, for the p roven 

misc onduc t, the d isc ip lina ry authority has imposed  ma jor pena lty of 

remova l vide p roc eed ings da ted  22.12.2006.  Therea fter, the 

petitioner has p referred  an appea l and  the appella te authority was 

p leased  to reinsta te the petitioner into servic e vide p roc eed ings 

da ted  31.10.2007, but the sa id  p roc eed ings a re not c ommunic a ted  
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to the petitioner.   The petitioner was making series of efforts 

requesting  the respondents to c ommunic a te the p roc eed ings 

da ted  31.10.2007.  But, the respondents have not c ommunic a ted  

the sa id  p roc eed ings.  Fina lly, the petitioner has ob ta ined  

p roc eed ings da ted  31.10.2007 under the Right to Information Ac t 

on 24.06.2014.  Therea fter, the petitioner has requested  the 

respondents to reinsta te him into servic e pursuant to p roc eed ings 

da ted  31.10.2007.  But, the respondents have not reinsta ted  the 

petitioner into servic e.  Cha lleng ing the ac tion of the respondents in 

not permitting  the petitioner to a ttend  duty, the p resent writ petition 

is filed . 

Learned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner submits tha t 

appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 

respondents to c onsider the c ase of the petitioner for reinsta tement 

into servic e pursuant to p roc eed ings da ted  31.10.2007.  The lea rned  

c ounsel submits tha t the petitioner is willing  to forego his entire 

termina l benefits from the da te of remova l till the da te of 

reinsta tement.  

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the respondents 

submits tha t the c ase of the petitioner will be c onsidered  for 

reinsta tement sub jec t to med ic a l fitness and  other elig ib le c riteria , if 

the petitioner submits fresh representa tion and  appropria te orders 

would  be passed  in ac c ordanc e with law. 

This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by 

the respec tive parties, is of the c onsidered  view tha t this writ petition 

c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  the petitioner to submit fresh 

representa tion to the respondents within two weeks from the da te 
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of rec eip t of a  c opy of this order, requesting   to permit him to join 

duty pursuant to p roc eed ings da ted  31.10.2007 and  a lso by g iving  

an undertaking  tha t he would  forego entire benefits from the da te 

of remova l till the da te of reinsta tement.  Upon suc h rep resenta tion 

being rec eived , the respondents sha ll c onsider the same and  pass 

appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law within a  period  of eight 

weeks therea fter.  No order as to c osts. 

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  

17-09-2019 

Prv 

 


