IN THE HIGH COURT FX+0R THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

WEDNESDAY THE TWENTY SECOMND DAY OF JUNE
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT
THE HONOURAELE DR. JUSTICE CHILLAKUR SUMALATHA

CIVIL REVISION PETITION NO: 461 OF 2016

Petition under Section 83 (9) of The Wakf Act, 1995 | aggrieved by
the Judgment dated 29.06.2015 passed in 0.5 No. 18 of 2012 on the
file of the Court of the Andhra Pradesh State Wagl Tribunal, at

Hyderabad .

Between:

Telangana Staleg Wak! Board, Rep., by ils Chief Executive Officer, Having ils
office: at Razzan Manzil, Haj House, Nampally, Hyderabad.

.PETITIONER/DEFENDANT
AND

S, J Seshagin Rao, Sfo. Sri. . 5. Krishna Murthy, aged 58 years, Ococ:
Businass, Rio. Rnad No. 15, Plol.Nao. 180, Jubiles Hills, Hyderabad,

..RESPONDENT/PLAINTIFF

CRPMP. NO: 577 OF 2016

Fetition under Soction 151 CPC praying that in the crcumstances siated
in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleasead lo
grant stay of the operation of the Judgement and decree passed in 0.5 Mo
182012 dtt 29-06-2015 on the file of Andhra Pradash State Wagf Trbunal,
Hyderabad pending dizposal of the main Eavision in the interast of juslice,

Counsel for the Petitioner :SRI. NAZIR AHMED KHAN{No representation)
Counsel for the Respondent : SRI. N. SUBBA RAQ

The Court made the following: ORDER




HONOURABLE Dr, JUSTICE CHILLAKUR SUMALATHA
CIVIL REVISION PETITION Nao.461 of 2016

ORDER:
Challenge in this Civil Revision Petition is the judgment and

decree of the Andhra Pradesh State Wagf Tribunal, Hyderabad in

(5. No. 18 of 2012, dated 29.6.2015.

No represenfation on petitioner's side on call, On 17.12.2021,
29.3.2027, 06.4.2022 and 2942022 time was sought by the learned
counsel for the petitioner and abliging his request, time was granted.
Though the matter was listed on 29.4.2022 under the capfion “for
dismissal” vet basing on the representation of the learned counsel for
the petitioner that he has to get instructions from the Wagl Board,
time was granted. However, on this day, there is no representation on
petitioner's side. Hence, there 1s no other option for the Court except

to dismiss the Revision Pettion for non-prosecution.

Hence, the Civil Rewvision Petitionn is dismissed for non-

prosecution. No costs,

As a sequel, miscellansous applications pending, if any, shall

DI-N.CHANDRA SEKHAR RAO
S ASSISTANT BEGITRAK

SECTION OFFICER

stand closed -

HTRUE COPYU

To,

1 The Andhra Pradesh State Wagf Tribunal. at Hyderabad, (with
recards)

5 One GG to SR NAZIR AHMED KHAN Advocate [DPUC
1. One OO to SR1 M. SUBBA RAD Advocate [OPUC]

4. Two GO Copres
.E,i{jﬁ_ one Spare Copy



HIGH COURT

DATED:22/06/2022

ORDER

CRP.MNo.461 of 2016

DISMISSING THE CRI

FOR NOMN-PROSECLUTION, MO COSTE.



