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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD '
{Special Original Jurisdiction)

MONDAY, THE FIRST DAY OF DECEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE NAMAVARAPU RAJESHWAR RAO
WRIT PETITION NO: 2919 OF 2008

Between:

Mohd. Sher Baba , S/o. Mohd.Sadiq Driver APSRTC Hyderabad-l Depot,
R/o.H.No.18-11-29/66/1 Barkas, Peeli Dargah, Hyderabad
..PETITIONER

AND

1. The Peronal Officer, AP.S.R.T.C, Ranga Reddy Region
2. Presiding officer of Labour Court-l, Chandravihar complex, M.J.road,
Hyderabad :
3. Presiding officer of Lok Adalat Bench, Industrial Labour, cases, Chandravihar
complex, M.J.Road,Hyderabad :
...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India p.raying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a writ order or direction particularly one in the nature of writ of
mandamus and issue direction to the 1™ respondent on the grounds stated in
para ‘8" of the writ petition so far as to pass order to bay the PF and gratuity for
the period from the date of removal from service"by the 1% respondent i.e.
dated 29.4.1999 at the time of petitioner's retirement on attaining the age of

superannuation i.e. 58 years
Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI. MOHAMMED GHOUSEUDDIN
Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR LABOUR

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI R. ANURAG (SC FOR TSRTC)

The Court made the following: ORDER



To,

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE NAMAVARAPU RAJESHWAR RAO

WRIT PETITION No.2919 of 2008

ORDER:

A perusai of the record shows that, on 30.10.2025, learned

counsel for the respondents brought to the notice of this Court that

learned counsel for the petitioner is no more. Therefore, this Court

directed the Registry to issue notice to the petitioner and the same

was returned unserved with an endorsement “No Such Person”.

2.

Today, when the matter is taken up for hearing, learned counsel

for the respondents submitted that the matter is settled in Lok Adalat

in the year 2006 itself and therefore the cause in the writ petition does’

not survive for adjudication.

3l

In view of the above said submission, this writ petition is closed.

There shall be no order as to costs.

As a sequel, miscellaneous applications pending, if any, in this

Writ Petition, shall stand closed.

—

N

SD/-M. OSMAN ALl BAIG
AKSISTANT'REGISTRAR

’/\

HTRUE COPYl | | \

1
1

\

—

SECTION OFFICER

Two CCs to GP FOR LABOUR High Court for the State of Telangana at

Hyderabad [OQU
O¥\e CC to S[RI. 1&OHAMMED GHOUSEUDDIN, Advocate [OPUC]

One CC to SRI. R. ANURAG (SC FOR TSRTC) [OPUC e
Two CD Copies

BM
BSH A



HIGH COURT

DATED:01/12/2025
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