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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).17694/2012
(From the judgenent and order dated 13/04/2012 in CRP No. 4644/2011
of The H GH COURT OF A. P AT HYDERABAD)

M R QAMAR HASAN RAZVI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
A. P. STATE WAKF BOARD Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
Dat e: 29/05/ 2012 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA
( VACATI ON BENCH)
For Petitioner(s) Raj u Ramachandra, Sr. Adv.
Tripurari Ray, Adv.
S. U. Abbas, Adv.
Shahi d Anwar, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Abhi shek Manu Si nghvi, Sr. Adv.
Inmtiaz Ahmed, Adv.
s. Naghma Intiaz, Adv.
M. Mr Mssod Khan, Adv. for
M S. Equity Lex Associ at es, Advs
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

This S.L.P. has been filed agai nst the inpugned
j udgnent and order dated 13th April, 2012 passed by the
H gh Court of Judicature of Andhra Pradesh at Hyderabad
in Cvil Revision Petition No. 4644 of 2011 by which
the H gh Court has allowed the Cvil Revision filed by

the respondent herein. Hence this petition
2

The petitioner herein was admittedly appoi nted by
the Wakf Board as Miutawalli for a period of three years
with a further stipulation that after the expiry of the
period of three years, t he period may be
further. However, the Wakf Board reserved its right to
cancel, nodify or change the order at any tine wthout
assi gni ng any reason and prior inti mation

i ncunbent. The petitioner accepted the said appoi ntnent

ext ended

to

t he



with the aforesaid terns and conditions incorporated in

pr onpt ed

t he appoi nt nent letter. However , t he petitioner
been renoved fromthe Miutawal |iship before expiry of
t he sai d peri od of three years whi ch
petitioner to approach the Hi gh Court, but he could not
succeed.
W have heard M. Raj u Ramachandr an
seni or advocat e appeari ng for t he petitioner
Dr. Abhi shek Manu Singhvi, |earned senior counsel for
t he Wakf Board.
After having heard | earned senior counsel for the

parties and perusing the record, we are of the opinion
that the petitioner could not have been renobved w t hout
hol ding any inquiry as his renoval is based on alleged
ni sconduct . The order by whi ch t he petitioner
renoved fromthe post of Mitawalliship is admttedly
stigmatic. Dr. Singhvi, |earned senior counsel for the
respondent has nade it clear that tge i mpugned order of
renoval of the petitioner would not be treated to be
stigmatic and t he same shal | not be consi der ed as
stigmatic today or in future.

In view of the above, the inmpugned order of the
term nation of t he petitioner from t he post of
Mutawal i ship will be treated as non stigmatic. W do
not wi sh to consider the matter further on any factua
or legal issue.

The special |eave petition is accordingly disposed
of with the above observations.

(G SUDHAKARA RAO) (MS. NEGQ)
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