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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE THIRTY FIRST DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY THREE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI
AND

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR JUKANTI

WRIT APPEAL NO: 287 OF 2023

Writ Appeal under clause 15 of the Letters Patent Preferred Against the
Order dated 24-01-2023 in W P No 24533 of 2019 on the file of the High Court.
Between:

Janardan Kumar Joshi, S/o Motilal. Aged about 62 Years Occ. Employees,
RJo Flat No. D 404, D Block, Swetha Subham Apartment, Near to Roma
Hospital/KVR Garden, Cine Planet Lane, Kompally - 500'100.

...APPELLANT
AND

'1 . The State of Telangana, Represented by its Principal Secretary, Labour
Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad

2. [//s Orient Cement, Devour Unrt, Adilabad District Rep its General Manager
HR and lR.

...RESPONDENTS
lA NO: 1 OF 2023

Petition under Section '1 51 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 herein to pay full rages and all attended benefits from
8-11-1997 (date of reversion) to 30-1'l-20'19 (Date of Retirement) on attaining he
age of superannuation, according to time schedule to be fixed by this Honble
court, pending disposal of above W.A.
lA NO: 2 OF 2023

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
stay the ordet dt.24.O1.2023 passed in W.P.No.24533 of 2019 by the learned
Single Judge Smt. Lalitha Kanneganti, pending disposal of above Writ Appeal.
Counsel for the Appellant: SRI M. ANNAPPA SASTRY
Counsel for the Respondent No.1 : GP FOR LABOUR
Counsel for the Respondent No.2: Smt. VEDULA CHITRALEKHA
The Court made the following: ORDER
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I{ON'I]L,T] SRI JTJSTICT] ABHINAND KU}IAR SIIAVILI

AND

HC)N'BLE SRI.IUSTICE ANIL KUMAR JUKANTT

W.A. No. 287 of 2023

OltDIiR : (,)cr AKS.J)

'I'liis Writ r\ppcal is tilcd aggrievcd b1 thc ordcrs passed by

rhc icamccl Singlc Judge in W.P.No.245-13 of 2019 dl.21-0 l-2023.

2. Ileard Sri M. Annappa Sastry, lcarned counsel fbr the

pctitioner and Smt. Vcdula Chitratckha, learned counscl lol the l"d

r'!'snondellt.

i. [t lras hecn contcnded bv the appellant that he was

ri'orking as Clerk (Grade-V) with the ?nd respotrdent it.t Accoitnts

Department. 'l-he 2n'l respondenl has reverteci the appellant liom

(irade-V to Grade-lV vide olders dt.08-tl-1997 rvithout assigning

any reasons. Aggrieved by the same, the appellant has raised an

industrial dispute by filing I.D.No.59 ol 1999 before the Industrial

-l ribr.rnal-curn-L-abour Court, Godavari Khani (lor brevity 'thc

l'ribLrnat') and thc 'l'ribunal rvas pleased to pass an award on
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19-12-2000 holding that rhe rc.n.ersiorr is illegal and thc au,ard rias

published on 3 l-03-200 I .

4. The appellant has contcnded that thc ordels o[. the

l ribunal were not intpienrcnted by thc l',,i resporrdcrrt and u,hen thc

orders ol thc Tribunal werc not irnplentented, he has approachcd

the Tribunal by filing E.p.No.9 or 20 r4 in I.D.No.59 or 1999 under

Section I l-B of rhe Indusrrial Dispurcs Act, 1917 (for brevity ,the

Act, 1947') and the 'fribunal has dismissed the said E.l). vidc

orders dt. 10-04-2018 without appreciating any of the conrentions

raised by the appellant. Agerieved b1, rhc sarne, he has filed

W.P.No.2453 of 20ir9 challenging rhc award of.rhe .l-rrbunal 
and

the leamed Single Judge was plcased to dismiss the Wnt petition

vide orders dt.24-OI-2023 without appreciating any of. the

contentions raised by the appellant.

5. Learned counsel lor the appellant has contcnded that

when the Tribunal has passed an award in lavour of the appcllant

way back in December 2000, the 2,,d responde nt has neither

reinstated the appellant nor paid the salary. Therelbre, appropriate
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ord.r': bc l-rl\sc(l in thc Writ.'\ppcal b1 sctting aside the orclcrs ot'

tlr.- ir.itrLtnirl rrr E.l'}.No.9 ot' 2011 in I.D.No.59 ot' t999

di. ii)-()4-l() ltl and also the orders ol thc lcarned Single.ludge in

\\ i!.\o.l-l5ll of l0l9 dt..2{-01-2011 and also iurther direct the

5 L li) J I il Il ll Lllll l(r Il

icsi-rondcrrt to pay salarv to thc appellant fiom the date ol

pJ\:irrs ol' thc' ar.r,ard till the datc of appeilant attaincd thc

()- l.carncd counscl lor the 2nd resportdent has contclldcd

ilra: irlrnctiiatcly altcr orders passcd by the Tributral, the 2''d

icspondcnt has issued proceedings on 28-06-200 I directing the

apl-lellant to corne and join as Grade-V in Personnel Department

bLrL tire appcllant has given a reply on 02-07 -2001 expressing his

inirbiiity to.join duty due to illness and also the appellant was

in:r:ting that he should be posted as Grade-V in Accoullts

[)cDartr.ncnt only. The appellant has absconded from duties from

the dirtc oi rcversion i.e. on 08- I I- 1997 and never repofted to duty

L,\ cn uti.r thc 'l'ribunal was pleased to pass an award in lavour of

the appellant. Thc 2"d respondent issued a letter dt.28-06-2001

restoring thc sLatus ol the appellant as Grade-V and posted hirn in
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the Personncl Depar-trnent, but the appeilant r.cfitscd to corle and

join duty. when thc appelrant has nor r.eporrcd ro drtr arter.rhe

orders of the Tribunal, thc question of par ing saiarl to thc

appellant u,ould not arise as adntittedly tl)e al)pcllant nevcr

repofted to duty aflter passing an au,ar.d b1, thc l r.ibLrnal.

7. I-earned counscl tirr thc l',.r rcspondcnt has furthcr.

contended that the appellant has filed t;.p. in 101.1 rvhcrcas award

rvas passed by the Tribunal on I9_12-2000. l.herefbr.c, rhc

Tribunal and the leamed Single Judge ri,er.c -iusrilicd in disrnissing

the case.of the appellant. Thererore, there are no nrcrits in thc writ

Appeal and the same is liable to be dismissed. I

8. Having considered the submissions nradc by both the

learned counsel, this Court is of the considered view that the

Tribunal has rightly dismissed the E.lr. prefcrred b_v the appellant

as the appellant never reported to duty after passing an award in his

favour on l9-lZ-2OOO and the leamed Single Judge was also

justified in disrnissing the Writ petition as the appellanr never

relorted to duty after an award was passed in h is lavour hy thc
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Ir-rhunal. lhe r-elbrc. thcre arc no merits in

sanrc is li.rble ro bc dismisscd.

the Writ Appcal and the

t). \\ itlr tlrcsc obsclvations. the Writ Appcal is disnrisscd
-l 

heic shuli hc no order.as to costs.

10. \lrscelianeous peritions, pending il.an1,, shall stand

c loscrl
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HIGH COURT

DATED:31 11012023

ORDER

WA.No.287 of 2023

DISMISSING THE WRIT APPEAL
WITHOUT COSTS
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