
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

SRI THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN 

AND 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

 

WRIT APPEAL No.1179 OF 2018 

 

JUDGMENT: (Per the Hon’b le Sri Justic e S.V.Bha tt) 
 
 

 Heard  Mr.Mohd .Osman Shaheed , lea rned  Government 

Pleader for Revenue and  Mr.V.Srinivas for pa rties. 

 The petitioner is the appellant.  The appea l is d irec ted  aga inst 

the c ond ition imposed  in the interloc utory order da ted  17.08.2018, 

whic h reads thus :- 

 “ Not ice before admission to the unoff icial respondents. 

 Learned counsel for the pet it ioner is also permit ted to 

take out  personal not ice to the unoff icial respondents by 

RPAD and f ile proof of service. 

 As the G.P.A. is said to be cancelled unilaterally and in 

view of the order dated 30.04.2013, passed by this Court  in 

W.P.No.20683 of 2012, there shall be an interim suspension 

of the document  No.3313 of 2017 dated 31.03.2017.  But , 

however, the pet it ioner shall not  use the said document  

for any other purpose unt il further orders.”   

                                                                  (emphasis added) 

 

 The appea l is d irec ted  aga inst the sentenc e on whic h 

emphasis is added .   

Mr.Mohd .Osman Shaheed c ontends tha t the interim 

suspension though granted  for a ll purposes imposes a  restric tion on 

the appellant to c ontinue to ac t as agent of respondent Nos.4 and  

5 and  in the fac ts and  c irc umstanc es of the c ase, the c ond ition 

imposed  by the Court is c ontrad ic tory and  liab le to be set aside. 

 Mr.Srinivas submits tha t the appellant has not p lac ed  full 

c irc umstanc es before the Court and  tha t respondent Nos.4 and  5 

have not entered  into GPA upon rec eiving  c onsidera tion, and  the 
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GPA whic h is c anc elled  by respondents 4 and  5, tha t is well within 

the knowledge of the appellant.  The lea rned  Sing le Judge, 

ac c ord ing to him, has ba lanc ed  both the interest and  granted  the 

order impugned  in the appea l.  He p rays for d ismissing the appea l.   

Without muc h delibera tion, it c an be c onc luded  tha t the 

lea rned  Sing le Judge through the order under appea l has 

ba lanc ed  the p rima  fac ie c ase sa id  to have been made out by the 

appellant and  a lso p reserved  or p rotec ted  the interest of pa rties 

during  pendenc y of the appea l. 

 We a re not inc lined  to enterta in the appea l.  The writ appea l 

fa ils and  is ac c ord ing ly d ismissed .  No order as to c osts. 

 

 As a  sequel thereto, misc ellaneous petitions, if any pend ing, 

stand  c losed . 
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