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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY, THE SECOND DAY OF SEPTEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PT{T{TfI

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE NAMAVARAPU RAJESHWAR RAO

WRIT PETITION NO: 11425 OF 2006

Vasant Rao, S/o.Late Ram Krishna Rao Retd. Driver E.No.2021055, of APSRTC
Falaknuma Depot, R/o.H.No.18-86-16, Balajinagar Village, New Big Mosque,
Shameerpet, Ranga Reddy District.

PETIT]ONER

The Depot Manager, APSRTC, Falaknuma, Falaknuma Depot, Enginebowli,
Hyderabad.

2. The Regional Manager, A.P.S.R.T.C.,, Hyderabad City Region, Picket,
Secunderabad.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of lhe Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue a writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of

the Writ of Mandamus directing the 2nd respondent to provide any alternative job

considering the representation dated 31.3.2006 under the provision of Sec.47 of

the persons with disabilities (Equal opportunities, Protection of rights and full

participation) Act, 1995 or under any other law/agreement in force as this Honble

Court may deems fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

l.A. NO: t OF 2006(WPMP. NO: 14192 OF 20OG)

. Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to

direct the 2nd respondent to consider the representation dated 31.3.2006 Under

Provisions of Sec.47 of the Person with disabilities (Equal Opportunity, protection
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of rights and full participation) Act 1955, pending disposal of main Writ Petition

and to p?SS S;uch other order or orders as this Hon'ble Court may deem fit and

proper in the r:ircumstances of the case.

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI MOHD.GHOUSUDDIN

Gounsel for the Respondents: SRI THOOM SRINIVAS (SC FOR TSRTC)

The Court made the foltowing: ORDER
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THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE NAMAVARAPU

When the matter is taken up for hearing today, learned

counsel for the respondents submitted that the learned counsel for

the petitioner has expired.

2. A perusal of the record discloses that . earlier, notice was

issued to the petitioner. However, the same was returned unserved

with the postal endorsement "party unclaimed."

3. At the time of filing the Writ Petition in the year 2006, the

petitioner was 47 years of age.

4. The relief sought by the petitioner is seeking a direction to

respondent No.2 to provide any alternative employment.

5. In view of the age of the petitioner at the time of filing the

Writ Petition, and considering that the petitioner has now aged 66

years, this Court is of the opinion that nothing survives for

adjudication in the present Writ Petition

6. Accordingly, the Writ Petition is closed. There shall be no

\\ \

order as to costs.
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As a :sequel, miscellaneous applications pending, if any, in this

Writ Petitiorr, shall stand closed.

*SD/.T. SRINIVASA REDDY
REGISTRAR

//TRUE COPYII
OFFICER

1. One CC to SRt MOHD.GHOUSUDDTN, Advocate.
2. ONE CC:tO SRI THOOM SRINIVAS, (SC FOR TSRTC). TOPUC]
3. Two CD Copies.
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HIGH COURT

DATED i02l,0U2025

ORDER

WP.No.11425 of 2006

CLOSINGI THE WRIT PETITION
WITHOUT COSTS

lrn

t

s

c)

' .::r

; )i-

2 I JAN 2020
1,)

t

J-<s
,a l,


