
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE  

SRI THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN 

AND 

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

  

W. A. No.1473 OF 2018 

 

JUDGMENT: (Per Hon’b le Sri Justic e S.V.Bhatt)  

 

 Heard  Mr.Thimma Reddy for appellant and  the lea rned  

Government Pleader for respondents.   

The appellant does not c ha llenge the find ings rec orded  in 

Paragraphs 3 to 6 of the order under appea l.  The appellant sinc e is 

aggrieved  by the c ontents in Paragraph 7 of the order under 

appea l, whic h read  thus: 

        “ Henc e, the writ petition is d ismissed .”  

 has filed  the appea l. 

 Mr.Thimma Reddy c ontends tha t the lea rned  Sing le Judge 

ought to have d isposed  of the writ petition instead  of d ismissing  the 

writ petition, for a  d ismissa l may result in respondents understand ing 

tha t this Court has granted  no relief to the appellant. 

 The lea rned  Government Pleader, on the other hand , submits 

tha t the sta tement of respondents was p lac ed  on rec ord  and  it 

ha rd ly matters whether the writ is shown as d ismissed  or d isposed  of. 

 We have perused  the order under appea l. We a re of the 

view tha t instead  of getting  into wha t ought to have been sta ted   in 

Paragraph 7 and  partic ula rly keep ing in view wha t is observed  in 

Paragraphs 5 and  6, we d ispose of the writ appea l by observing 

tha t the writ petition is d isposed  of. 

 The W.A. is d isposed  of ac c ord ing ly.  No order as to c osts. 
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As a  sequel thereto, misc ellaneous petitions, if any, pend ing 

stand  c losed . 

 

__________________________________ 

THOTTATHIL B. RADHAKRISHNAN, CJ 

 
 

 

____________ 

                                            S.V.BHATT, J 
 

 

 

Da te:08.11.2018 
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