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BEFORE:
The Hon’ble JUSTICE RAJASEKHAR MANTHA

Date : 22" December, 2021.

The Court : The writ petitioner 1is aggrieved by the
Resolutions of the Wakf Board dated 28" October, 2021 and gth
November, 2021. Learned counsel for the petitioner argues that
the Board sought to revive an order of the Wakf Tribunal that was
passed in the year 2012 without mentioning the same. It is also
argued that the order of the tribunal had lost efficacy and did
not confer any authority on the Board to investigate afresh into

the mutwalliship of the writ petitioner.



Counsel for the Board objects to the maintainability of
the writ petition.

Having considered the rival contentions of the parties,
this Court 1is of the unequivocal view that the remedy of the
petitioner, against the order of the Board, is before the Wakf
Tribunal under Section 83(2) of the Wakf Act, 1985. The
petitioner has not been able to demonstrate any violation of the
natural Jjustice or wviolation of statutory procedure calling for
interference by this Court under Article 226 of the Constitution
of India.

In those circumstances, WP0O/1194/2021 stands dismissed
reserving liberty to the petitioner to approach the Wakf Tribunal
as above.

There will be no order as to costs.

(RAJASEKHAR MANTHA, J.)

Als.



