HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
{Special Original Jurisdietion)

MONDAY, THE TWENTY EIGHTH DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY

FRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI

WRIT PETITION NO: 23844 OF 2020

Between:

sk.Alesm Pasha, Sio-ate Shaik Manabooh, aged 47 years, Quo-loco Operatar
tDrivar Gr-l), (under suspension). Ofo SE/CHRIKTPS (O & i), KTPS-VIl Stage,
Palancha, Bhadradr Kothagudem District.

..PETITICNER

AND

1. Telangana State Power Generation Lomporation Limited, Rep, oy its Chairman
#na Managing Director, Vidyuth Scudhs. Khairathabad, Hyderabad-82.

N

The Chief Enginear {O & M), W11 Slage, KTPS Paloncha Bhadradri kothagudem
Dislrict

. RESPONDENTS

Petition under Articie 226 of tha Constitution of India praying that in the
sroumstanzes slated in the afidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be ploased to
s8Ua an orderidireclion or wel mere parlicularly one in the nature of Wit of
Mandamus declaring the Charga Memo Dtd-24:01/2019 and Revized Charmgo Memo
DE-CAME2020 issved by the 2nd Resoondent Authorily placing Ihe petitioner under
deemed suspension as illegal, arhitrary, contrary lo the malerial on record. besides
winlatwe of Article 21 of the Constitution of India. consequently set aside the same
directing the respondents hersin to ssinstate the petitioner inle service forhwith and
pay gl attendant benaofits ncluding back wages.

A NO: 1 OF 2020

Pelition under Section 181 CPC praying that in tha circumstances stated in the
affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to direct the
respondents herein fo reinstate the petitioner into service farthwith by suspending the
Charge Memao DId-24/01/2019 & Revised Charge Memo Dtd:04/03/2020 issued by
the 2nd Respandent Authority.,
Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI. JITHENDER RAQ VEERAMALLA
Counsel for the Respondants: SMT. A. DEEPTHI, SC FOR GENCO

The Court made the following: ORDER



THF. HON'BLF. SR1 TUSTICE ABHI NAND KUNMAR SHAVILI

W RIT PETLTION No.23844 of 2020

ORDER:

This wril petilion is being Jisposed ol ar the admission slage
with the consent of hoth the parties.

Tiis wril petitivn is {iled secking the following rehel

to dssue oan  oederslirection  er Wb IR
particuiarly, one i the patare ol Wil of Mandamus
declaripe the charge mema dated 240112019 und
Revised charge memo daled 34.03.2020 issucd by the
2 pespondent avthority placing the petitioner ander
decmed suspension as ilezal, arbitrary, conteary 1o the
material on Tecord, besides vielative ol Aricle 21 ol the
Constitution of India, consequently set aszide the same
direeting  the respondents hercin toh reinstate the
petilioner Into service forthwith and pay all atiendant
berelits including back wages and 10 puss such other
apderts as this Hen'ble Court deems it and proper in he

nterest ol justivs.”

Heard St W Jihender Rao, counsel for the petinoner. ane
wmt. A Desnthi, Sranding Counse! appearing forthe respondents.

1t has been contended by the petitioner that 1he responcemns
have issued g charge memo against him on 24,00, 20H Y and u revised
charme memo on 04032020, Pursuant thereta, the petitiomer has
cubmitied a detuiled explanation and thesgatier a ragular depurimentu
enquiry wus conducted. The Fnquiry Officer has submitted his reporl
on 30.06.2020.

Counsel for the petitioner contendad tha thopgh the petitioner

has challenged Lhe charge mame in the present writ petition, us o F o



Lhe petitioner confined his argument only 10 direct the disciplinary

jsciplinary procecdings w ithin u reasopable

authority to conclude the o

erind of time. Thercfore, counsel contended that appro iriate orgers
Pl

he passed in the writ petiton directing Lthe disciplinary authority 10

conchude the disciplinary proceedings iniliated against the petitioner

within a reasonable period of fime.

Standing Counsel appearing for the respondents had contended

that since the FEnguiry Officer has spbmimed  his reporl, the

isciplinary procecdings

disciplinary authority would conclude the ¢

within o reasonable peried of time.

This Court, havine considered the rival subinissions made by

leammed counsel [or respective partics. i of the considered view (hat

the disciplinary

his wril pelition can be disposed of directing

e the discipiinary proveedings initiated against the

authority 1o conecluc

petitioner within 4 reasonahle peried ol lime, preferably within three

sianths from the date of receipt of a copy of this order,
With the above directions, this writ petition 1s disposed of. No

arder as to COS1s.

Pending miscellancous petitions, it any, shall stand closad.
SD/- K.ONESIM

i cie ASSISTANT REGISTRAR
To, SECTION OFFICER
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HIGH COURT

DATED:28/12/2020

ORDER

WP.N0.23844 of 2020

Disposing of the WP
Without costs.
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