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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO. __________ OF 2022 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SHARIA COMMITTEE FOR WOMEN & ANR. … PETITIONERS 

-VERSUS-  

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS.   … RESPONDENTS 

 

OFFICE REPORT ON LIMITATION  

 

1. The Petition is/are within time.  

 

2. The Petition is barred by time and there is delay of ______ days 

in filing the same against the order/judgment dated 15.03.2022 

and Petition for Condonation of _____ days delay has been filed.  

3. There is delay of ______ day in refilling the Petition and Petition 

for Condonation of _______ days delay in refilling has been 

filed.  

BRANCH OFFICER  

New Delhi 

Dated: 07.04.2022 

 



A1 
LISTING PROFORMA 

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

 

SECTION: (IV-A) 

The case pertains to (Please tick/check the correct box):  

 Central Act:  The Constitution of India, 1949  

 Sections:  Articles 14, 15, 19, 21, 25, 26, 29, 30, 39(f), 51(A), 226 & 227 

 Central Rule:   NA  

 Rule No(s) :    NA 

 State Act : The Karnataka Education Act, 1983 

 Sections : 7, 133, 142 & 143  of the Karnataka Education Act, 1983 

 State Rule : The Karnataka Educational Institutions (Classification, 

Regulation and Prescription of Curricula, etc.) Rules, 

1995 (hereafter ‘1995 Curricula Rules’) 

 Rule No(s) :  Rule 11 

 Impugned Interim order: NA  

 Impugned Final Order:  Dated: 15.03.2022 

 High Court:  Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka at Bengaluru  

 Names of Judges:  Hon’ble Mr. Ritu Raj Awasthi, Chief Justice 

   Hon’ble Mr. Justice Krishna S. Dixit 

   Hon’ble Ms. Justice J. M. Khazi 

 Tribunal/Authority:  NA 

 

1. Nature of matter :  Civil Matter  

2.  (a) Petitioner No.1 : Sharia Committee for Women  

 (b) e-mail ID:   NA  

 (c) Mobile phone number: NA 

3.  (a) Respondent No.1:   State of Karnataka  

 (b) e-mail ID:     NA 

 (c) Mobile phone number:  NA  
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4. (a) Main category classification:  18 - Ordinary Civil Matters  

(b) Sub classification:   1807 - Others  

 

5. Not to be listed before:    NA 

6. (a) Similar disposed of matter with citation, if any, & case details: No 

Similar matter is disposed of. 

  

(b) Similar pending matter with case details: Diary No. 9098 of 2022. 

 

7. Criminal Matters:–    NA   

(a) Whether accused/convict has surrendered: ❑Yes  ❑No  

(b) FIR No. NA   Date:  NA  

(c) Police Station: –     NA 

(d) Sentence Awarded: –   NA 

(e) Period of sentence undergone including period of Detention/ 

Custody Undergone:    NA  

 

8.  Land Acquisition Matters: –  NA 

(a) Date of Section 4 notification:   NA  

(b) Date of Section 6 notification: NA  

(c) Date of Section 17 notification:  NA 

9.  Tax Matters: State the tax effect:  NA 

10. Special Category (first petitioner/appellant only): NA 

   ❑ Senior citizen > 65 years ❑ SC/ST ❑ Woman/child ❑ Disabled 

❑ Legal Aid case ❑In custody  

11. Vehicle Number (in case of Motor Accident Claim matters):  NA  

 

 

EJAZ MAQBOOL 

Advocate for the Petitioners 

CODE NO.: 180 

New Delhi          E-mail ID: emaqbool@gmail.com 

Dated: 07.04.2022 

about:blank


B 
SYNOPSIS 

This Petition along with an application seeking leave to file this Special 

Leave Petition is being filed to challenge the judgement and order dated 

15th March 2022 of the full Bench of the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka at Bengaluru in Writ Petition No. 2347 of 2022 (“the 

impugned judgment”) and other connected petitions which were 

dismissed by the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka. While dismissing 

the Writ Petitions challenging the Government Order dated 05th 

February 2022 issued by the Government of Karnataka prohibiting 

Muslim girl students from the use of Hijab as part of the school uniform 

while attending school. This was the Government Order which was 

impugned before the Hon’ble High Court. The impugned judgement 

and order fails to uphold constitutional guarantees while trampling 

upon the fundamental rights of the Muslim girl students under Articles 

14, 15, 19(1)(a), 21, 25(1) & 29 of the Constitution of India and 

principles as enunciated by this Hon’ble Court. The impugned 

judgement and order passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka 

is in flagrant violation of the fundamental duties enshrined under 

Article 51-A and is therefore is an exercise of judicial power in breach 

of fundamental duties. Since all the Hon’ble Judges at different levels 

of judicial hierarchy are citizens of India, they are also equally bound 

by the obligatory fundamental duties imposed on them under Article 

51-A.  Therefore, the judiciary as a whole in our country cannot pass 

any verdict / judgement ignoring or misapplying the fundamental 

duties; such verdict / judgment being void is liable to be set aside. 



C 
The Full Bench of the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka unanimously 

dismissed the said Writ Petitions on the basis of four Questions for 

consideration which ab initio were erroneously framed while also 

going above and beyond the context of the issue in dispute as well as 

the submissions and arguments made by the counsel of the respective 

Petitioners.  

Education being a National priority, more particularly the education of 

the girl child, the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka, vide the impugned 

judgment and order failed to consider the absence of the doctrine of 

reasonable accommodation; an approach that ought to have been 

adopted qua the Government Order. The Government Order is null and 

void because it is ex - facie drafted with a partisan motive to target 

Muslim women and the impugned judgment and order lends legitimacy 

to it by glossing over such communal overtones in the Government 

Order. 

The Hon’ble High Court has erred in equating the issue of wearing a 

Hijab to being an issue of public order, more so when the Respondent 

State brought this up as an afterthought and was not part of its pleadings 

and statement of objections before the Hon’ble High Court. It is 

ironical that the acts of hecklers and anti-Hijab fundamentalists who 

had threatened the Muslim girl students were not considered as the 

source of public disorder which the State was within its duty to control 

and take action against. Rather, the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka 

erroneously accepted the State’s contention of the Hijab issue being 
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the source for creating public disorder. Considering the various 

judgements of this Hon’ble Court which have time and again acted as 

a protector of fundamental rights while dealing sternly with 

perpetrators of fundamental rights, the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka being a Constitutional Court failed in its mandate and in fact 

acted in support of the perpetrators and transgressed the well settled 

positions of law protecting the fundamental rights of the citizens of 

India, more specifically that of minorities in India. Under the guise of 

it being an issue of public order, the Hijab itself has been weaponized 

to deny young Muslim women their basic Right to Education.  

The impugned judgement and order completely ignores the 

constitutional principle laid down by this Hon’ble Court that any State 

action undertaken by the State must pass the test of the proportionality 

viz. the Doctrine of Proportionality. The impugned judgement and 

order fails to appreciate the principle of reasonable accommodation 

without which national consciousness and democratic values cannot be 

realized. The educational system and likewise the educational 

institutions, in turn, have a responsibility to reasonable accommodate 

the needs of students in bringing them together and grouping students 

from varied backgrounds and different social classes and thus promote 

the emergence of an egalitarian and integrated society. Such 

reasonable accommodation has a direct relevance for applying the 

Doctrine of Proportionality and the spirit of accommodation in the 

matter.  
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The impugned judgment and order denies education to Muslim girl 

students exercising their fundamental right of choice and conscience 

by choosing to wear a Hijab. The choice of dress is directly linked with 

a woman’s autonomy and her right to exercise her independent 

judgment in matters personal to her. The Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka has given priority to uniformity and homogeneity under a 

misplaced sense of reform over education that is based on the false 

assumption that every Muslim woman who wears the Hijab is a victim 

of compulsion. 

It has been the consistent practice for Muslim girl students from 

different States of India to wear the Hijab as part of their school 

uniform since time immemorial and such practice is at par with the 

unrestricted practice of the use of symbols identifiable with other 

religious identities attending school in secular India. Until now, 

educational institutions across the country have recognized the Hijab 

in different colors as an acceptable part of uniform. The Muslim girl 

students in particular were wearing their Hijab for the past 2 years and 

since the time of their admission into the College in as much the same 

manner as did their seniors and alumni from previous years in the 

history of the educational institutions. 

The Petitioners submit that though while dismissing the Writ Petitions, 

the Hon’ble  High Court of Karnataka has held that no case was made 

out by the Petitioners justifying the use of Hijab as part of the school 

uniform, it is apparent from a careful reading of the Government Order 
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that the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka erred in its application of the 

law and set precedents in denying the petitioners in the dismissed Writ 

Petitions the exercise of their fundamental rights guaranteed by the 

Constitution. 

The impugned judgment and order gives the committees set up in 

educational institutions a free hand to impose restrictions on the 

fundamental rights of individual students under the guise of 

implementing their own set of rules. The Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka has ignored, or rather confirmed the arbitrary and unjust 

actions of the College Development Committee (CDC) which are not 

only violative of Article 14 of the Constitution but also contrary to the 

education and school culture that seeks to achieve equity and inclusion 

in enabling individual students belonging to any socially and 

economically disadvantaged group. The Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka fails to recognize that in allowing for college committees 

CDC to enjoy arbitrary powers and unrestricted freedom to take 

decisions on matters involving a woman autonomy, in the instant case 

the matter of the young Muslim girl students decision to wear the 

Hijab, the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka has erroneously only 

deepened the gender divide prevalent in the country. 

The dispute before the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka was in respect 

of the unreasonable restriction imposed by the Government Order 

which violated the fundamental right of the Muslim girl students to 

wear a Hijab in consonance with their conscience and belief of 
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religious practice. The Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka erroneously 

framed an issue which attributed the dispute raised by the Petitioners 

in the Writ Petitions filed before the Hon’ble High Court as a challenge 

to the prescription of school uniform which was never in dispute by the 

Petitioners before the Hon’ble High Court. The Petitioners before the 

Hon’ble High Court had merely objected to the prohibition of the 

school authorities to their wearing of Hijab along with the school 

uniform, which was historically in continuous practice until the 

Government Order was issued targeting only the Muslim girl students 

while remaining silent on the use of other symbols attributable to other 

religions, especially usage of Turbans and Bindis by Sikh students. 

The doctrine of essential practice of religion has no place and no 

relevance in the mater of an individual’s right to freedom of conscience 

under Article 25(1) and inter alia plays no part in determination of the 

rights guaranteed under this Article. Even otherwise, and without 

prejudice to the averments and contentions made in this Petition, Hijab 

is an essential religious practice and integral to the faith of a practicing 

Muslim Woman.   

Vide the impugned judgment and order, the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka has turned a blind eye to the fact that women, and more 

particularly Muslim women, belong to a special class of SDEGs that 

are deserving, or rather more deserving of accommodation in order for 

them to reach their full human potential to serve the country. The 

impugned judgment and order negates the positive and progressive 
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results achieved by the Petitioners who have been working at the grass 

root level to empower Muslim women and young Muslim girls in 

particular, through the medium of education. That in addition to 

defeating the purpose of the Act, the objectives of the State and in turn 

that of the Centre which make Education a National Priority, the 

impugned judgment and order also serves to defeat the objectives of 

the Petitioners viz., to uplift and improve the conditions of Muslim 

women in India by enabling them, through the medium of education, 

to overcome the vulnerabilities and weaknesses they suffer from in 

being a disadvantaged lot of the community and, instead, empowering 

themselves to become a valuable contributor to the Country. 

Lastly, the Hijab is a symbol of empowerment for a practicing Muslim 

woman who exercises her right to individual freedom of conscience 

and expression in cherishing what she holds valuable viz. her honor, 

dignity and more importantly her autonomy to decide for herself her 

identity. It is representative of her gender, identity, faith, choice and 

liberation all at once. 

The Petitioners crave leave to refer to and rely upon the various 

citations referred to by them in the Special Leave Petition. 

LIST OF DATES  

 

06.04.2016 The Petitioner No.1 Society is a registered Society, 

working for the cause of Women’s Rights, safety, 

education, empowerment and social justice issues 
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relating to women across India. One of the aims 

and objective of the Society is - ‘to encourage girls 

and women to seek higher education and achieve 

economic empowerment’ For that last two decades, 

the Petitioner No.1 Society has organized several 

programs/conferences with the objective of 

facilitating the education of the girl child and 

especially encouraging them to pursue higher 

education. The President of the Petitioner No.1 

Society, Dr. Asma Zehra Tabiya was also invited 

for the round table consultation on Muslims in 

India - A gender perspective conducted by the 

PM’s High Level Committee at New Delhi on 

April 10, 2016. The Petitioner No.1 Society and 

their members are directly aggrieved by the 

Impugned Judgment and Final Order dated March 

15, 2022 passed by the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka at Bengaluru rendered in Writ Petition 

No. 2347 of 2022 and therefore the present Special 

Leave Petition is being filed with permission to file 

a Special Leave Petition because they were not 

parties before the Hon’ble High Court. 

A true copy of the registration certificate of the 

Petitioner No.1 Society dated 06.04.2016 is 
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annexed hereto and marked as ANNEXURE P-1 

[PAGE NO. 188]. 

 

December, 2021 Six Muslim girl students were denied permission 

to enter classrooms at the Pre-University College 

(P.U College) for Girls, Udupi as they were 

wearing Hijab. 

It is submitted that such a denial is violative of 

fundamental rights guaranteed under Articles 14, 

15, 19(1)(a), 21, 25(1) & 29 of the Constitution of 

India. Further, it is submitted that Hijab is an 

Essential Religious Practice, which is integral to 

the faith practicing Muslim women.  

A note on the essentiality of the practice of Hijab 

by Muslim Women professing the Islamic faith, in 

the light of the Holy Qur’an and the Hadith 

(sayings and practices) of the Prophet, peace be 

upon him, dated Nil is annexed hereto and marked 

as ANNEXURE P-2 [PAGE NOS. 189 TO 208]. 

 

January, 2022 A state-run college in Balagadi village in 

Karnataka’s Chikkamagaluru district banned the 

practice of hijabs, despite the fact that the same 

was being observed by Muslim girl students since 
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inception as it was essential and integral to the 

faith of these girls. 

 

February, 2022 Due to ban of Hijab across several educational 

institutions in Karnataka, the situation in the state 

became tense and several cases of harassment 

(including by way of heckling, threatening and 

even attacking) of young Muslim girls came to 

light.   

Meanwhile, despite the sensitive situation in the 

state, more and more educational institutions 

continued to prohibit the practice of Hijab. For 

instance:- 

• Muslim girl students were denied entry in 

the P.U College, Udupi. 

• Visvesvaraya Government College in 

Bhadravathi town, Shivamogga district, 

Karnataka told girl students who wear hijab 

to remove it in the waiting rooms and attend 

classes without it. 

• Muslim girl students were barred entry in 

hijab in Bhandarkars' Arts and Science 

College, Kundapura, Udupi. 
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• Twelve students wearing hijab were barred 

from entering the classrooms of 

Government PU College, Byndoor.  

•  Muslim girl students were barred entry in 

hijab in B. B. Hegde College, Kundapura. 

• Muslim girl students were barred from 

entering the college premises in RN Shetty 

Composite PU College in Kundapur in 

Udupi district. 

• Government PU College, Naunda imposed 

hijab ban on Muslim girl students.  

• Sarasvati Vidyalaya PU College, Gangolli 

imposed hijab ban on Muslim girl students. 

Apart from the above, several incidents were 

highlighted by the media, wherein even teachers 

professing Islam were asked to remove Hijab 

before entering the educational institutions. 

 

05.02.2022 It is relevant to note that all the above actions taken 

by the Educational Institutions, were unilateral in 

the absence of any Government Order. However, 

subsequently on February 5, 2022, the State 
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Government issued a Government Order in 

exercise of its powers under Section 133 of the 

Karnataka Education Act, 1983, inter-alia 

directing the College Development Committees 

(CDCs) to prescribe uniforms to be worn by 

students emphasizing that wearing of a headscarf 

does not form a part of Right to Freedom of 

Religion guaranteed under Article 25 of the 

Constitution of India. 

A true and translated copy of the Govt. Order dated 

05.02.2022 issued by the Government of 

Karnataka is annexed hereto and marked as 

ANNEXURE P-3 [PAGE NOS. 209 TO 212]. 

 

07.02.2022 The constitutional validity of the Government 

Order dated 05.02.2022 was challenged before the 

Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka at Bengaluru in 

a batch of Writ Petitions including W.P. No. 2347 

of 2022. 

  

After an elaborate hearing on 08.02.2022 and 

09.02.2022, the Learned Single Judge referred the 

matter to be heard by a Larger Bench. 
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09.02.2022 The Chief Minister of Karnataka directed all 

educational institutions to be shut for three days so 

as to control the sensitive situation and to maintain 

peace and harmony in the State. 

 

14.02.2022 Muslim students, teachers and staff were forced to 

take off their hijabs before entering educational 

institutions in Karnataka. 

 

15.03.2022 A Full Bench of the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka at Bengaluru passed the Impugned 

Judgment and Final Order dismissing the Writ 

Petitions including W.P. No. 2347 of 2022 

upholding the constitutional validity of 

Government Order dated 05.03.2022. It was 

erroneously held that Hijab is not a part of the 

Essential Religious Practice in Islamic faith and is 

therefore not protected under Article 25 of the 

Constitution of India. It was further held that 

prescription of school uniform is only a reasonable 

restriction, constitutionally permissible which 

students cannot be object to. 

 

07.04.2022 Hence, this Special Leave to Petition. 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

[S.C.R. ORDER XXI RULE 3 (1) (a)] 

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION 

(UNDER ARTICLE 136 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA) 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO. __________ OF 2022 

     WITH 

PRAYERS FOR INTERIM RELIEFS 

      POSITION OF PARTIES 

 IN THE HIGH 

COURT 

IN THIS 

COURT 

BETWEEN 

 

1. SHARIA COMMITTEE FOR 

WOMEN, through its Joint 

Secretary, Ms. Atherunnisa, 

Registered Office at 10-2-249/1/1, 

Flat No.301, Mahmud 

Apartments, Shantinagar, 

Hyderabad, Telangana - 500028 

 

Not a Party Petitioner 

No.1  

2. MRS. SABERA AIJAZ, 

Treasurer, Sharia Committee for 

Women, Registered Office at 10-

2-249/1/1, Flat No.301, Mahmud 

Apartments, Shantinagar, 

Hyderabad, Telangana - 500028 

 

Not a Party Petitioner 

No.2  

 

-VERSUS- 

 

1. STATE OF KARNATAKA, 

represented by the Principal 

Secretary, Department of Primary 

and Secondary Education, 2nd 

Gate, 6th Flour, M. S. Building, 

Bengaluru - 560001 

  

Respondent 

No.1  

   

Contesting 

Respondent 

No.1 
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2. GOVERNMENT PU COLLEGE 

FOR GIRLS, Behind Syndicate 

Bank, Near Harsha Store, Udupi, 

Karnataka - 576101, represented 

by its Principal 

 

Respondent 

No.2  

   

Contesting 

Respondent 

No.2 

3. DISTRICT COMMISSIONER, 

Udupi District, Manipal, Agumbe 

- Udupi Highway, Eshwar Nagar, 

Manipal, Karnataka - 576104 

 

Respondent 

No.3  

   

Contesting 

Respondent 

No.3 

 

4. THE DIRECTOR, Karnataka Pre-

University Board, Department of 

Pre-University Education, 

Karnataka, 18th Cross Road, 

Sampige Road, Maleswaram, 

Bengaluru - 560012 

 

Respondent 

No.4  

   

Contesting 

Respondent 

No.4 

 

5. SMT. RESHAM, D/o. Mr. K. 

Faruk, aged about 17 years, 

through next friend, Sri Mubarak, 

S/o. Mr. F. Faruk, aged about 21 

years, both residing at: No. 9-138, 

Perampali Road, Santhekatte, 

Santhosh Nagara, Manipal Road, 

Kunjibettu Post, Udupi,  

Karnataka - 576105 

 

Petitioner  Proforma 

Respondent 

No.5 

 

 

PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 136 OF THE 

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA 

To, 

The Hon’ble the Chief Justice of India and 

His Hon’ble Companion Justices of the 

Hon’ble Supreme Court of India. 

This humble Petition of the 

above-named Petitioners 

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: 

1. That the Petitioners above named are filing the present Special 

Leave Petition in this Hon’ble Court under Article 136 of the 
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Constitution of India against the Impugned Judgment and Final Order 

dated March 15, 2022 passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka 

at Bengaluru rendered in Writ Petition No. 2347 of 2022, whereby the 

Hon’ble High Court has dismissed the Writ Petition and has upheld the 

constitutional validity of the Government Order dated 05.02.2022 

which was Impugned before the Hon’ble High Court in relation to the 

right of female Muslim students to the practice of wearing Hijab along 

with the school uniform in educational institutions of the State of 

Karnataka. The Hon’ble High Court held that that Hijab is not a part of 

the Essential Religious Practice in Islamic faith and is therefore not 

protected under Article 25(1) of the Constitution of India. It was further 

held that prescription of school uniform is only a reasonable restriction, 

constitutionally permissible which students cannot object to. 

1A. It is submitted that no Letters Patent Appeal would lie against 

the Impugned Judgment and Final Order dated March 15, 2022 passed 

by the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka at Bengaluru rendered in Writ 

Petition No. 2347 of 2022. 

2.  QUESTIONS OF LAW 

The following questions of law of general public importance arise for 

consideration by this Hon’ble Court: - 

(i) WHETHER the impugned judgment and order of the Hon’ble 

High Court of Karnataka correctly interprets the scope of Art. 

25(1) and 19(1)(a) of the Constitution and is correct in reading 

down one Fundamental Right vis - a - vis another Fundamental 

Right? 
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(ii) WHETHER the State action gives rise to an interplay of 

different Fundamental Rights viz. should they be read in the 

manner to complement each other and avoid the reading of the 

Fundamental Rights in question to denude one or the other? 

(iii) WHETHER a judicial order / judgment / direction passed in 

breach of the Fundamental Duties under Article 51-A is void? 

(iv) WHETHER the fundamental duties enshrined under Article 51-

A can be said to be non pertinet and non ligare in the discharge 

of judicial duties of the Hon’ble Judges of the Hon’ble High 

Court to the extent of disregarding the obligations cast on every 

citizen of the country under Article 51-A? 

(v) WHETHER the doctrine of essential religious practice is 

attracted to the expression of conscientious religious belief in the 

form of dress or other manifestations in exercise of right under 

Article 19(1)(a)?  

(vi) WHETHER while considering the validity of the impugned 

state action on 05.02.2022, the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka 

has correctly applied the Doctrine of Proportionality as the 

impugned judgment and order has completely ignored the basic 

values of the Constitution contained in the preamble, Article    

51-A and the provisions of Part III of the Constitution? 
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(vii) WHETHER the Government Order dated 05.02.2022 is 

violative of the Fundamental Rights guaranteed to Muslim 

Women under Articles 14 and 15; the right to education under 

Article 21, the right to freedom of expression under Article 

19(1)(a) and the right to freedom of conscience under Article 25 

(1) and the religio - cultural identity under Article 29 of the 

Constitution? 

(viii) WHETHER the right to education can be subjected to arbitrary 

restrictions imposed by authorities exercising delegated powers 

contrary to the provisions of Article 14 of the Constitution and 

to the parent statute? 

(ix) WHETHER when examining an individual’s right to freedom 

of conscience under Article 25(1), the doctrine of essential 

religious practice is required to be considered?   

(x) WHETHER: 

(a) The correct concept of Constitutional Secularism has been 

applied by the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka? 

(b) In applying the doctrine of proportionality and spirit of 

accommodation to a religious minority, Constitutional 

secularism is violated?  

(xi) WHETER the personal choice of Muslim girl students wearing 

a Hijab can be restricted on the grounds of public order in 
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contradistinction to personal choice in matter of apparels 

connected with students of other religions in the light of the 

preambular value of secularism? 

(xii) WHETHER the restriction on the right to personal liberty and 

freedom of expression can be applied selectively to Muslim girls 

to the extent of their choice of wearing a Hijab? 

3. DECLARATION IN TERMS OF RULE 3 (2): 

The Petitioners state that they have not filed any other petition seeking 

Leave to Appeal in this Hon’ble Court against the Impugned Judgment 

and Final Order dated March 15, 2022 passed by the Hon’ble High 

Court of Karnataka at Bengaluru rendered in Writ Petition No. 2347 of 

2022. 

4. DECLARATION IN TERMS OF RULE 5: 

That Annexures P-1 to P-3 produced along with the Special Leave 

Petition are true and correct copies of the pleadings/documents which 

form part of the record of the case in the Court/Tribunal below against 

whose order, leave to appeal is sought for in this petition.   

5. GROUNDS: 

That being aggrieved by the Impugned Judgment and Final Order dated 

March 15, 2022 passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka at 

Bengaluru rendered in Writ Petition No. 2347 of 2022, the Petitioners 

herein are filing the present Special Leave Petition on the following, 



136 

 

amongst other grounds which are being raised in the alternative and are 

without prejudice to one another: -   

A. For that the impugned judgement and order fails to uphold 

constitutional guarantees and deliver justice. While trampling 

upon the fundamental rights guaranteed under Articles 14, 15, 

19(1)(a), 21, 25(1) & 29 of the Constitution of India and 

principles as enunciated by this Hon’ble Court, the impugned 

judgment and order denies education to Muslim girl students 

exercising their fundamental right of choice and conscience by 

choosing to wear a Hijab. Accordingly, the same is liable to be 

set aside in terms of the prayer made in the instant Petition. 

B. For that the practice of wearing a Hijab and its usage by Muslim 

Women and girls in India has been the mandate for centuries. It 

has been the consistent practice for Muslim girl students from 

different States of India to wear the Hijab as part of their school 

uniform since time immemorial and such practice is at par with 

the unrestricted practice of the use of symbols identifiable with 

other religious identities attending school in secular India. Such 

harmless practice of wearing a Hijab has never been considered 

a violation of the rule of common uniform in schools and 

colleges across India but is rather reflective of the unique religio 

- cultural diversity of India.  
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C. For that the freedom of choice and a woman’s autonomy are an 

expression of her right to a meaningful life with dignity. The two 

rights flowing alongside each other, such right to dignity cannot 

be compromised at the cost of education and vice - versa;   

D. For that the impugned judgment and order gives the committees 

set up in educational institutions a free hand to impose 

restrictions on the fundamental rights of individual students 

under the guise of implementing their own set of rules. While 

College authorities ae free to decide their own rules, these cannot 

violate the Fundamental Rights and Duties of the citizens 

enshrined in the Constitution of India, including the fundamental 

duty cast upon members of such College committees who are 

responsible for promoting education.  

E. For that Education is a National Priority, more particularly the 

education of the girl child. The Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka, vide the impugned judgment and order failed to 

consider the absence of the doctrine of reasonable 

accommodation; an approach that ought to have been adopted 

qua the Government Order dated 05.02.2022.  

F. For that the impugned judgment and order failed to recognize 

the manifest communal flavor with which the Government Order 

was drafted and implemented, ab initio having the effect of 
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depriving Muslim girl students of their right to education on the 

one hand, while imposing no similar restriction or prohibition on 

the use of Turbans and Bindis by students belonging to other 

religious identities on the other.  

G. For that the impugned judgement and order is in violation of the 

principles of equity, social inclusion and national integration as 

espoused in the Constitution which are relevant for the purpose 

of explaining the manifestly erroneous approach of the Hon’ble 

High Court in its impugned judgement and order in validating 

the act of the Government of Karnataka qua the Government 

Order in encroaching upon the fundamental rights of the Muslim 

girl student.  

H. For that constitutional values and various judgments of this 

Hon’ble Court have emphasized and affirmed the importance of 

education and promotion of religious tolerance, social and 

national integration. That the role of schools in imbibing the 

spirit of unity in diversity and promoting national solidarity by 

transcending narrower loyalties, using education to promote the 

right to pursue religious beliefs, in turn promotes cohesiveness 

amongst different religious groups by inculcating the spirit of 

religious tolerance and respect for all religions. 
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I. For that under the guise of it being an issue of public order, the 

Hijab itself has been weaponized to deny young Muslim women 

their basic Right to Education.  

J. For that the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka has, under the 

pretext of reform, given priority to a misplaced sense of 

uniformity over education that is based on the false assumption 

that every Muslim woman who wears the Hijab is a victim of 

compulsion. 

K. For that when examining an individual’s right to freedom of 

conscience, the doctrine of essential religious practice plays no 

part in and has no relevance whatsoever to determine the same.  

Even otherwise, and without prejudice to the averments and 

contentions made in this Petition, Hijab is an essential religious 

practice and integral to the faith of a practicing Muslim Woman.   

L. For that the Hijab is representative of the gender, identity, faith, 

choice and liberation of a practicing Muslim all at once. 

Re:  In violation of Article 14 of the Constitution of India  

M. For that the impugned judgment and order fails to recognize that 

women in general and Muslim women in particular cut across all 

under - represented and socio - economically and disadvantaged 

Groups of our country; more so in terms of being victims of 

gender bias. The impugned judgment and order is in direct 
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violation of Article 14 of the Constitution, only serves to 

enhance the existing gender - bias by failing to extend the same 

reasonable accommodation to allow for Muslim women who to 

wear the Hijab as part of their freedom of conscience, belief and 

expression as has been given to members of the Sikh community 

enjoy such freedoms when donning the Turban. 

N. For that the impugned judgment and order fails to recognize 

education as being the basic and single most potent instrument 

for women who are a socio-economically disadvantaged group 

of our society, to break the shackles that obstruct their path to 

empowerment in achieving maximum human potential but also 

provides for an inclusive school culture that seeks to attain social 

justice in the society. The Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka, 

vide the impugned judgment and order has failed to appreciate 

the fact that women, and more particularly Muslim women, 

belong to a special class of a disadvantaged group that are 

deserving, or rather more deserving, of accommodation in order 

for them to reach their full human potential to serve the country.   

O. For that the impugned judgment and order suffers from manifest 

arbitrariness for want of a rational and reasonable classification 

that fails the test as laid down by this Hon’ble Court in the case 

of R. K. Garg v. Union of India (1981) 4 SCC 675. In the instant 

case, where even the procedure as laid down in Section 7 of the 
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Karnataka Education Act, 1983 (the Act) r / w Rules 11 and 12 

has not been followed, the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka has 

ignored, or rather confirmed the arbitrary and unjust actions of 

the College Development Committee (CDC) which violate of 

Article 14 of the Constitution.  

P. For that the action of the State, in its capacity as an authority 

under Article 12, is not only manifestly arbitrary and 

unreasonable vide Ajay Hasia & Ors. V. Khalid Mujib 

Sehravardi & Ors. (1981) 1 SCC 722 but also is violative of 

Article 14 for negating the principle of equality as enumerated 

in Deepak Sibal v. State of Punjab University & Anr. (1989) 2 

SCC 145. The Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka fails to 

recognize that in allowing for the CDC to enjoy arbitrary powers 

and unrestricted freedom to take decisions on matters involving 

a woman autonomy, in the instant case the matter of the young 

Muslim girl students decision to wear the Hijab, the Hon’ble 

High Court of Karnataka has erroneously only deepened the 

gender divide prevalent in the country. 

Q. For that the Government Order being vague and, for want of a 

better word, poorly drafted allows for and gives sanctity to the 

actions of the CDC to deprive women, and in particular, young 

Muslim women, from being treated fairly and at par with their 

male counterparts qua Shreya Singhal v. Union of India (2015) 
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5 SCC 1. While College authorities ae free to decide their own 

rules, this freedom cannot come at the cost of gender bias in 

violation of the Muslim girl students Fundamental Right of 

Equality under Article 14 of the Constitution of India. The 

Government Order being contrary to the spirit of harmony and 

common brotherhood, in the instant case sisterhood, that was 

meant to transcend all diversities viz. religion, linguistic, 

regional, etc., is in fragrant violation of sections 6 and 7 of the 

Act by giving in to the tantrums thrown by an oppressive and 

majoritarian group over the fundamental rights enjoyed by a 

vulnerable group, in the instant case, the Muslim girl students.  

R. For that until now, educational institutions across the country 

have recognized the Hijab in different colors as an acceptable 

part of uniform. In the instant case, the Muslim girl students in 

particular were wearing their Hijab for the past 2 years and since 

the time of their admission into the College in as much the same 

manner as did their seniors and alumni from previous years in 

the history of the college. From a plain reading of the situation, 

it is clear that the tenacity with which the State (the Respondent 

No. 1) passed the Government Order right in the middle of the 

ongoing academic year is not only reflective of the manifest 

arbitrariness with which the Government Order specifically 

targets the Muslim girls but also the communal flavor that is 
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reflected in the various recitals of the Government Order which 

gives its unwarranted and uncalled - for opinion on the 

essentiality of Hijab as a religious practice for Muslim women, 

in the instant case the Muslim girl students. That the prima facie 

right of the Muslim girl students to wear their Hijab and attend 

the College being established, the balance of convenience will 

also lie in favor of the Petitioners as the rights of Muslim female 

students have been trampled upon. That vide the principles laid 

down in the case of Shayara Bano v. Union of India (2017) 9 

SCC 1, the State action qua the Government Order is manifestly 

arbitrary and violative of Article 14 of the Constitution.  

Re: In violation of Article 15 of the Constitution of India  

S. For that Government Order has the effect of excluding women, 

and in particular Muslim women from mainstream education due 

to their identity as Women and more particularly Muslim 

women. Such discrimination based on religion and gender is 

violative of Article 15 of the Constitution which seeks to, inter 

alia, protect from both forms of discrimination by means of 

Affirmative action of the State through advancement of 

educationally backward women.  

T. For that data, in terms of the Sachar Committee Report of India 

as well as other reports from well - established bodies like United 
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Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization 

(UNESCO) clearly suggest that literacy and educational 

backwardness among Muslim women is more than for most 

other religious communities; same is the case with Muslim 

women in higher education and professional courses, as 

compared to the rest of the population. Discriminating against 

Muslim women by denying them access to education simply 

because they chose to wear the Hijab will only serve to increase 

the statistical figures in these reports and worsen the sorry state 

of affairs prevalent in the community. The impugned judgement 

and order erred in not holding that the Government Order dated 

15.02.2022 was also violative of Article 15 as it was clearly 

targeted towards and discriminated against the Muslim girl 

students on the ground of religion.  At the cost of repetition, the 

Petitioners submit that even by this error, the Hon’ble High 

Court has acquiesced to the communal tone of the Government 

Order which the Hon’ble Judges, as citizens of the country were 

bound to prevent as a part of their fundamental duties under 

Article 51-A. 

U. For that in the instant case Muslim women are being excluded 

and discriminated against on account of their religion and 

gender. The Government Order being manifestly communal and 
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gender - biased, infringes upon the rights of the Muslim girl 

students guaranteed under Article 15 of the Constitution.  

V. For that the impugned judgment and order is in complete conflict 

with the Doctrine of direct Discrimination recognized by this 

Hon’ble Court in the case of Nitisha v. Union of India, 2021 

SCC OnLine SC 261.  

Re:  In violation of Article 19 of the Constitution of India  

W. For that wearing of Hijab is not only a question of religious 

belief but also a matter of personal choice and freedom of 

expression which are fundamental rights of every citizen of India 

and therefore need to be protected and respected.  That the 

Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka, being a Constitutional Court, 

ought to have considered its bounden duty to protect citizens 

from violation of their fundamental rights. That Article 19(1)(a) 

along with the freedom of conscience under Article 25(1) were 

doubly violated by the Government Order dated 05.02.2022 

issued by the State of Karnataka, to which the impugned 

judgement and order accorded validity by not holding it in 

violation of the fundamental rights of the aggrieved female 

students.  

X. For that in the case of National Legal Services Authority 

(NALSA) v. Union of India (2014) 5 SCC 438, this Hon’ble 
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Court has already held that the right to dress as per one’s choice 

is an integral part of the rights enjoyed under Article 19(1)(a). In 

adopting the test of reasonable accommodation, the impugned 

judgement and order ought to have relied upon the law laid down 

by this Hon’ble Court in deciding upon the lack of test of 

reasonable accommodation which was required before the 

issuance of the Government Order dated 05.02.2022. The 

Government Order on this ground also is bad, manifestly 

erroneous and in violation of the law as laid down by this 

Hon’ble Court and therefore deserves to be set aside.  In the 

instant case and in view of the fact that education is a national 

priority, more particularly the education of the girl child, the 

Hon’ble Court of Karnataka should have given precedence to 

education of the Muslim girl child belonging to a marginalized 

and backward community vis-a-vis the make belief idea of 

achieving homogeneity through a false sense of uniformity.   

Y. For that in the case of Regina v. Headteacher and Governors of 

Denbigh High School [U2006] UKHL 15, the Hijab was never 

the concern of the UK House of Lords in as much as it was not 

of concern to the school authorities at Denbigh High School. On 

the contrary, the facts of the case clearly point to the efforts made 

by the school management to allow for a conducive and 

inclusive environment of learning which included the Hijab 
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practiced by the girl students of Denbigh High School. The bone 

of contention in Regina’s case was with respect to the wearing 

of a Jilbab (a loose piece of clothing that covers the body from 

head to toe). The Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka has erred in 

its appreciation of this judgement and has thus misapplied it to 

justify its erroneous finding on the Hijab in the instant case of 

the Muslim girls exercising their freedom of choice and 

expression in wearing the Hijab.  

Z. For that a Muslim woman’s choice of dress is an expression of 

her understanding and level of comfort coupled with privacy in 

what should not be exposed of herself to another being in as 

much as it is the freedom of another woman’s choice of dress to 

express her understanding and level of comfort alongside 

privacy to expose or want to expose of herself to another being. 

Both rights being a matter of choice, to have to restrict the former 

right in the name or maintaining a false sense of uniformity, 

homogeneity, equality and public order while allowing the latter 

to be expressed devoid of any such restriction is yet another form 

of discrimination on an individual’s freedom of choice and 

expression that also take from his / her dignity.  

AA. For that a harmless piece of cloth worn for centuries by young 

girls belonging to a marginalized and educationally backward 

group, has in it of itself, the potency to suddenly create social 
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unrest, chaos, division and disunity that threatens the very fabric 

of unity of the society, is nothing short of a far - fetched and 

deliberate attempt on the part of the State to create social unrest 

amongst the people along communal lines. 

BB. For that the choice of dress is directly linked with a woman’s 

autonomy and her right to exercise her independent judgment in 

matters personal to her. What the constituent elements of privacy 

are has been enunciated clearly by this Hon’ble Court in the case 

of K.S. Puttaswamy v. Union of India, (2017) 10 SCC 1 at para 

248 hereinbelow whereas in the same citation, Chelameshwar, J 

very clearly recognizes the choice of appearance and apparel to 

be a facet and aspect of the right to privacy at 373 which are 

reproduced hereinbelow: 

“248.  Privacy has distinct connotations including (i) 

spatial control; (ii) decisional autonomy; and (iii) 

informational control. [Bhairav Acharya, “The 

Four Parts of Privacy in India”, Economic & 

Political Weekly (2015), Vol. 50 Issue 22, at p. 32.] 

Spatial control denotes the creation of private 

spaces. Decisional autonomy comprehends 

intimate personal choices such as those governing 

reproduction as well as choices expressed in public 

such as faith or modes of dress…” 

(emphasis supplied) 
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“373 …The choice of appearance and apparel are also 

aspects of the right to privacy. The freedom of 

certain groups of subjects to determine their 

appearance and apparel (such as keeping long hair 

and wearing a turban) are protected not as a part 

of the right to privacy but as a part of their religious 

belief. Such a freedom need not necessarily be 

based on religious beliefs falling under Article 

25…” (para 373)” 

(emphasis supplied) 

In the instant case, while depriving the Muslim girl students of 

their right to choice of dress, the impugned judgment and order 

inadvertently also robs them of their autonomy and likewise 

their dignity which is a natural corollary to autonomy.   

Re:  In violation of Article 21 of the Constitution of India 

CC. For that this Hon’ble Court has, in a catena of decisions rendered 

under Article 21 of the Constitution, including Unni Krishnan, 

J.P. v. State of A.P., (1993) 1 SCC 645, firmly laid down the 

principle that Article 21 guarantees to every person the right to 

live a meaningful life with dignity and further that Article 21 

does not guarantee animal - like life to every citizen. To lead a 

meaningful life, one must educate himself / herself. Therefore, 

the choice of an individual to educate himself / herself is part of 
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Article 21 of the Constitution and the State cannot throw 

obstacles in the path of an individual for acquiring education. 

DD. For that the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka vide the impugned 

judgment and order erroneously observed at para XIV (ii) that: 

“the school regulations prescribing the dress code for all the 

students as one homogeneous class, serve constitutional 

secularism”. While holding this, the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka has ignored the practice of wearing a Turban or 

putting a Bindi which has also been in traditional use as an 

expression of religious identity. The Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka has adopted an arbitrary approach to emphasize that 

Constitutional secularism will be affected only by the wearing 

of a Hijab which is merely a gear covering the head and does not 

in any manner affect or reflect any image denting the concept of 

constitutional secularism. In the instant case, the Muslim girl 

students were merely wearing a Hijab which was in consonance 

with the color scheme of the uniform of the respective Colleges, 

which in the view of this Hon’ble Court violated Constitutional 

secularism.   

EE. For that the impugned judgment and order fails to appreciate the 

doctrine of a right existing within the penumbra of other 

fundamental rights. The right to education is concomitant to 

fundamental rights and draws inspiration from the preamble and 
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directive priknciples of the Constitution.  This Hon’ble Court in 

the Puttaswamy’s case has already laid down the principles on 

which an individual’s basic right to freedom and equality has to 

be examined vis-a-vis public order. At para 108 of the 

Puttaswamy judgment this Hon’ble Court states: 

“Over the last four decades, our constitutional 

jurisprudence has recognized the inseparable 

relationship between protection of life and liberty with 

dignity. Dignity as a constitutional value finds expression 

in the Preamble. The constitutional vision seeks the 

realization of justice (social, economic and political); 

liberty (of thought, expression, belief, faith and worship); 

equality (as a guarantee against arbitrary treatment of 

individuals) and fraternity (which assures a life of dignity 

to every individual). These constitutional precepts exist in 

unity to facilitate a humane and compassionate society. 

The individual is the focal point of the Constitution 

because it is in the realization of individual rights that the 

collective well-being of the community is determined. 

Human dignity is an integral part of the Constitution. 

Reflections of dignity are found in the guarantee against 

arbitrariness (Article 14), the lamps of freedom (Article 

19) and in the right to life and personal liberty (Article 

21).” 

The Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka has failed to appreciate 

that the fundamental rights including the right to freedom of 
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speech and expression and other rights under Article 19 cannot 

be appreciated and fully enjoyed unless a citizen is educated; 

while not only being conscious of his individual dignity but also 

of being assured protection of the same under Article 21. 

FF. For that forcing Muslim women to choose education over faith 

and their level of comfort vis-a-vis privacy is not only a violation 

of their Right to Education but also their Right to Personal 

Liberty. In the case of Mohini Jain v. State of Karnataka 1992 

SCC (3) 666, this Hon’ble Court stated at paras 12, 13, 14 and 

19 that: 

“12. “Right to life” is the compendium expression for all 

those rights which the courts must enforce because 

they are basic to the dignified enjoyment of life. It 

extends to the full range of conduct which the 

individual is free to pursue. The right to education 

flows directly from the right to life. The right to life 

under Article 21 and the dignity of an individual 

cannot be assured unless it is accompanied by the 

right to education.” 

  

“14. … The Preamble promises to secure justice “social, 

economic and political” for the citizens. …… The 

objectives flowing from the Preamble cannot be 

achieved and shall remain on paper unless the 

people in this country are educated. ….. It is only 

education which equips a citizen to participate in 
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achieving the objectives enshrined in the Preamble. 

The Preamble further assures the dignity of the 

individual. The Constitution seeks to achieve this 

object by guaranteeing fundamental rights to each 

individual which he can enforce through court of 

law if necessary. The Directive Principles in Part 

IV of the Constitution are also with the same 

objective. The dignity of man is inviolable. It is the 

duty of the State to respect and protect the same. It 

is primary education which brings forth the dignity 

of a man.” 

 

“19.  … The State is under a constitutional mandate to 

create conditions in which the fundamental rights 

guaranteed to the individuals under Part III could 

be enjoyed by all. Without making “right to 

education” under Article 41 of the Constitution a 

reality, the fundamental rights under Chapter III 

shall remain beyond the reach of a large majority 

which is illiterate.”  

That in the instant case, the Hon’ble Hight Court of Karnataka 

instead of quashing the Government Order dated 05.02.2022 and 

directing the State of Karnataka to ensure protection of the 

fundamental rights of the Muslim girl students, including their 

right to wear their Hijab and attend College, has erroneously 

confirmed the unreasoned and unsubstantiated issue of 

maintaining law and order to confirm the illegal act of the State 
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of imposing unreasonable regulation and restrictions qua the 

impugned judgment and order that also violates the rights of the 

Muslim girl students under Article 21.  

GG. For that without prejudice to the contentions and averments 

made in this Petition, to compel Muslim girl students in the 

instant case to stop doing what they feel strongly about as being 

an essential part of their religious practice is not only a violation 

of their individual right to freedom of conscience and belief and 

freedom of expression but also their right to life, or rather, their 

right to live a meaningful life with dignity; which, in the instant 

case, cannot be achieved without realizing their right to 

education. The Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka has failed to 

appreciate the precedent laid down by this Hon’ble Court in 

Mohini Jain’s case, where it has interpreted Article 21 of the 

Constitution of India to include the right to live with human 

dignity and all that goes along with it.  

Re:  In violation of Article 25 of the Constitution of India 

HH. For that the Muslim Women who choose to adhere to the tenets 

of Islam in their individual capacity have the freedom to 

manifest their identity through their rights that flow from a 

conjoint reading of Articles 25(1) and 19(1)(a) as has been held 
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in the case of Nadha Raheem v. Central Board of Secondary 

Education, 2015 SCC OnLine Ker 21660.  

II. For that in the case of Amnah Bint Basheer v. CBSE, 2016 SCC 

OnLine Ker 41117, this Hon’ble has held at para 4 that:  

“4. … it cannot be ignored that in our country with its 

varied and diverse religions and customs, it cannot be 

insisted that a particular dress code be followed failing 

which a student would be prohibited from sitting for the 

examinations. This Court is of the opinion that no blanket 

orders are required in the writ petitions filed by two 

students, apprehending that they would be prohibited in 

writing the examination for reason of their wearing a 

dress conducive to their religious customs and beliefs.” 

This Hon’ble Court has, in the above case, observed that the 

fundamental right for women to choose their attire based on their 

individual religious beliefs and convictions is protected under 

Article 25(1) of the Constitution of India and hence, no dress 

code can be enforced that is against their belief system. The 

Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka vide the impugned judgment 

and order however, has given preference to uniformity and 

homogeneity over education, under a misplaced sense of reform, 

which is contrary to the precedent set by this Hon’ble Court in a 

catena of decisions that has always held education in general, 

and that of the girl child in particular, to be the focal point of 
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their attention and consideration vis-a-vis the attire worn by the 

student to pursue that education.   

JJ. For that in the instant case, the Muslim girl students wearing 

Hijab is an expression of their religio - cultural identity which 

forms an important contributor to both, their  individual as well 

as societal well - being  Under both the articles, it is not 

necessary for an individual or any citizen of the country for that 

matter, to prove that to entertain their conscientious belief and 

put the same into practice he / she should justify the same on the 

ground that it is an integral part of his / her religion. That such 

expression does not require an individual woman who, as a 

citizen of this country, in exercising her autonomy to decide for 

herself has also to prove or justify that her conscientious belief 

to wear the Hijab, that stems from her individual understanding 

of its practice, is actually an essential part of the religion. Hence, 

the doctrine of essential practice of religion has no place and no 

relevance in the mater of an individual’s right to freedom of 

conscience under Article 25(1) and inter alia plays no part in 

determination of the rights guaranteed under this Article.  

KK. For that the question of essential religious practice, if at all, can 

be considered in a situation where, in the name of reform of 

religion under Article 25(2), a law is made or any rule having the 
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force of law is made and not otherwise. Be that as it may, even 

otherwise, and without prejudice to the averments and 

contentions made in this Petition, Hijab is an essential religious 

practice and integral to the faith of a practicing Muslim Woman. 

In light thereof, hereto annexed and marked as Annexure P-2, is 

a note on the essentiality of the practice of Hijab by Muslim 

Women professing the Islamic faith, in the light of the Holy 

Qur’an and the Hadith (sayings and practices) of the Prophet, 

peace be upon him.  

LL. For that Article 25(1) of the Constitution, guarantees freedom of 

conscience and freedom to profess, practice and propagate 

religion subject to public order, morality and health and to the 

other provisions of Part-III of the Constitution. That such 

freedom can be restrained only by law and such restraint on the 

rights guaranteed under Article 25(1) must be reasonable. In the 

instant case, there is no enacted law on the subject. The 

Government Order which does not prescribe any uniform but 

directs the CDC to prescribe uniform has no force of law.  Such 

direction can, at best, be described as mere executive 

instructions. However, the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka 

vide the impugned judgment and order, has erroneously equated 

such executive instructions to having the force of law.  
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Re:  In Violation of the Doctrine of Proportionality 

MM. For that when the rights under Articles 19(1)(a), 21 and 25 are 

exercised, the test of proportionality comes into play in view of 

certain restrictions / regulations that the rights under these 

Articles are subject to. The impugned judgement and order fails 

to take into account that the principle of reasonable 

accommodation has a direct relevance for applying the Doctrine 

of Proportionality in the bringing about the spirit off 

accommodation in this matter.  

NN. For that as stated in the aforesaid paragraphs, the doctrine of 

proportionality and the principle of accommodation shall enable 

education to be a great leveler and the best tool to achieve 

economic and social mobility, inclusion and equality for all.  

That it enjoins that any education policy adopted by the State 

must incorporate the local and global needs of the country with 

respect for and deference to the rich diversity in culture prevalent 

in India. That the education policy must aim at producing 

engaged, productive and contributing citizens for building an 

equitable, inclusive and plural society as envisaged by the 

Constitution by imbibing in students the respect for diversity. 

While applying the doctrine of proportionality, the same cannot 

be ignored by Judiciary.  
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OO. For that the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka in examining the 

rights of the Muslim girl students under Articles 19(1)(a), 21 and 

25(1) has ignored or rather failed to strike a proper balance 

between the Fundamental Rights of the Muslim girl students 

under Articles 19(1)(a), 21 and 25(1) and Fundamental Duties 

under Article 51-A while imposing restrictions on them. In lieu 

of the fact that education is a national priority, more so the 

education of the girl child, the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka 

could have easily accommodated the wearing of Hijab, 

especially since the wearing of Hijab by Muslim Women was 

and always has been the practice prevailing in educational 

institutions across various States of India. Even in the instant 

case, the Muslim girl students had been wearing the Hijab since 

the time of their admission, as was and has been the case with 

their fellow seniors and alumni from the College. 

Re:  In violation of Article 29 of the Constitution of India 

PP. For that without prejudice to the above averments, the Hon’ble 

High Court of Karnataka at Pg. IX (vi) of the impugned 

Judgment and order in stating that “at the most the practice of 

wearing this apparel may have something to do with culture but 

certainly not with religion.”, has given little or no significance 

to the importance of culture, its link with religion and the role it 

plays in shaping the identity and personality of an individual 
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student. The observation made by the Hon’ble Court of 

Karnataka qua the impugned judgment and order is totally 

inconsistent with Constitution provisions that provide for 

preservation of diverse culture that bind the unique fabric of 

India.  

QQ. For that this Hon’ble Court has, in the case of Jagdev Singh 

Sidhanti v. Pratap Singh Daulta, AIR 1965 SC 183, held that 

the right under Article 29(1) of the Constitution that provides for 

Protection of the Interests of Minorities is an absolute right and 

is not subject to any restrictions whatsoever. That the Hijab worn 

by Muslim women is also protected under Article 29(1) of the 

Constitution.  

RR. For that the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka failed to recognize 

that Muslim Women and in the instant case the Muslim girl 

students need special protection of their religio-cultural rights on 

account of the fact that they are subject to dual discrimination 

that stems from their religious identity as well as the gender bias 

they face as women.  

SS. For that Article 29(2) of the Constitution of India states “No 

citizen shall be denied admission into any educational institution 

maintained by the State or receiving aid out of State funds on 

grounds only of religion, race, caste, language or any of them”. 
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In the present case, the Muslim girl students are being denied 

admission in educational institutions solely on the ground of 

them practicing Hijab as per their religion which is in complete 

derogation of Article 29(2).  

Re:   In violation of the Fundamental Duties under Article 51-A 

TT. For that the impugned judgement and order passed by the 

Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka is contrary to the 

constitutional principles enshrined in Article 51-A of the 

constitution that is reflective of the ethos set forth in its 

preamble. That the fundamental duties under Article 51-A are 

not merely platitudes but are binding on all the citizens of the 

country.  Since all the Hon’ble Judges at different levels of 

judicial hierarchy are citizens of India, they are also equally 

bound by the obligatory fundamental duties imposed on them 

under Article 51-A.  Therefore, the judiciary as a whole in our 

country cannot pass any verdict / judgement ignoring or 

misapplying the fundamental duties. Any judicial power 

exercised by the judicial or quasi - judicial officer that is in 

conflict with his fundamental duty, is necessarily void.  The 

impugned judgement and order passed by the Hon’ble High 

Court of Karnataka is in flagrant violation of the fundamental 

duties enshrined under Article 51-A and is therefore is an 

exercise of judicial power in breach of fundamental duties; such 
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impugned judgment and order is void and is liable to be set aside 

by this Hon’ble Court.  

UU. For that the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka, has turned a blind 

eye to the harassment faced by the Muslim girl students, whose 

only fault is that they chose to not act against what they hold 

onto strongly and asserted their right to have a meaningful life 

that flows from their freedom of conscience and dignity and the 

autonomy to express and shape their identity for themselves. 

VV. For that the culture adopted at the school through its participants 

including the principal, teachers, administrators, counsellors and 

students are not sensitized to the requirements of all students in 

terms of the notions of inclusion and equity, and the respect, 

dignity, and privacy of all persons. That adoption of such an 

educational culture is necessary to provide students with the best 

pathway to empower themselves at in individual level and, in 

turn, be an instrument of change in enabling the transformation 

of the society to act responsibly towards its most vulnerable 

citizens, in the instant case the Muslim girl students. That the 

Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka, vide page 123 and 124 of the 

impugned judgment and order, has made certain irrelevant and 

unwarranted observations that derogates the identity of a woman 

in general and Muslim women in particular. That the Hon’ble 

High Court of Karnataka, under a misplaced sense of reform, has 
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wrongly assumed that women who wear the Hijab do so out of 

compulsion rather than of their own free will. That such an 

assumption stems from the false propaganda started by the ill - 

informed feminist movements wearing the label of liberalism. 

That the dignity of a woman, her capacity to work as well as her 

individual accomplishments have no connection whatsoever 

with the attire she chooses to wear. That however, the 

propaganda launched by such ill - informed feminist movements 

is picked up by vested interests who want to spread 

Islamophobia. That in the process, Muslim women wearing 

Hijab are judged and subjected to slanders and lies, in exactly 

the same way as the Muslim girl students in the instant have been 

subjected to.  

That based on this misplaced assumption, the Hon’ble High 

Court of Karnataka qua the impugned judgment and order has, 

with due respect, taken it upon themselves to spearhead a reform 

that can enable Muslim women to break away from the 

imaginary shackles of this so - called regressive practice. That 

such an assumption on the part of the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka, in it of itself speaks of their lack of understanding of 

a Muslim woman’s idea of empowerment and liberty, over and 

above their lack of appreciation for how a Muslim woman 

identifies with and expresses herself through the Hijab.  
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Re:  The Impugned Judgment and Order is regressive in mind, 

thought and future implication 

WW. For that the impugned judgment and order is regressive in its 

approach towards the issue of Hijab and such impugned 

judgment and order would only further marginalize and push 

young Muslim Women away from educational institutions. That 

the education of the Muslim girl students in the instant case, and 

the likes thereof, is bound to suffer, leaving hundreds, if not 

thousands of Muslim Women in a state of emergency. The 

impugned judgment and order is not only an assault on the 

protection of a Muslim woman’s right to equality, freedom of 

conscience and expression and dignity that are enjoyed by 

Muslim women who practice the Hijab but also a huge setback 

for Muslim women’s right to education and empowerment.  

XX. For that the Government Order tramples upon and negates the 

already existing rights enjoyed by Muslim Women. That women 

in general, and Muslim Women in particular, are under - 

represented in society and their exclusion only gets amplified 

further when faced with other inequities such as those faced by 

the Muslim girl students in the instant case. That women in 

general make up for a major portion of a disadvantaged group in 

society suffering from socio - economic disparity that clearly 

reflects in their inability to access education easily. That Muslim 
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women in particular are in double jeopardy on account of the 

additional discrimination they face due to their religious identity; 

education thus becoming even more inaccessible for them.  

YY. For that the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka has failed to take 

into consideration the progressive constitutional principles of 

equity and inclusion. That in the instant case, the entire College 

administration led by the principal himself have set a very sorry 

example for their students as to what a good and safe school 

culture ought to be, by taking upon themselves the responsibility 

to discriminate against, insult and humiliate the vulnerable 

Muslim girl students who naively looked to their Principal, 

teachers and other seniors as mentors responsible to guide them 

as well as other fellow students in shaping their personality and 

overall development as responsible citizens of this country. 

ZZ. For that the Hijab is a symbol of empowerment for a practicing 

Muslim woman who exercises her right to individual freedom of 

conscience and expression in cherishing what she holds valuable 

viz. her honor, dignity and more importantly her autonomy to 

decide for herself her identity. Qua the actions of College 

administration through the CDC, the Government Order and 

thereafter the impugned judgment and order, the Hijab has been 

weaponized to deny young Muslim women their very basic right 

to education under the guise of a misplaced sense of reform. The 
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immediate effect of the impugned judgment and order however 

is not only regressive for women in general but also strives to 

wash away any and every bit of effort that the Petitioners have 

made over the last few decades, in their struggle for reform 

within the Muslim community; Muslim women being the direct 

beneficiaries of such reforms. That the impugned judgment and 

order negates the positive and progressive results achieved by 

the Petitioners who have been working at the grass root level to 

empower Muslim women and young Muslim girls in particular, 

through the medium of education. That in addition to defeating 

the purpose of the Act, the objectives of the State and in turn that 

of the Centre which make Education a National Priority, the 

impugned judgment and order also serves to defeat the 

objectives of the Petitioners viz., to uplift and improve the 

conditions of Muslim women in society by enabling and 

empowering them through the medium of education, to break 

away from the shackles that were holding them down and 

making them vulnerable, weak and a disadvantaged lot with little 

or no contribution to society. 

6. GROUNDS FOR INTERIM RELIEF 

FOR THAT the Petitioners have demonstrated that the Petitioners 

submit that the Petitioners have a good case on merits and are likely to 

succeed before this Hon'ble Court. Therefore, it is humbly submitted 
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that the Petitioners be granted interim relief, pending the adjudication 

of the present Special Leave Petition. 

7. MAIN PRAYER 

It is respectfully prayed that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to: 

a) grant Special Leave to appeal against the Impugned Judgment 

and Final Order dated March 15, 2022 passed by the Hon’ble 

High Court of Karnataka at Bengaluru rendered in Writ Petition 

No. 2347 of 2022; and/or 

b) pass such other/further order as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit 

and proper in the facts and circumstances of the present case. 

8. PRAYER FOR INTERIM RELIEF 

a) grant ex-parte ad-interim stay of the Impugned Judgment and 

Final Order dated March 15, 2022 passed by the Hon’ble High 

Court of Karnataka at Bengaluru rendered in Writ Petition       

No. 2347 of 2022; and/or 

b) grant ex-parte ad-interim stay of the Government Order dated 

05.02.2022 issued by the Government of Karnataka; and/or 

c) direct the Respondents to permit the girl students to wear their 

Hijab inside the school/college complex; and/or  
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d) pass such other/further order as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit 

and proper in the facts and circumstances of the present case.  

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS, THE PETITIONERS AS 

IN DUTY BOUND SHALL EVER PRAY. 

 

FILED BY:- 

 

 

 

EJAZ MAQBOOL 

Advocate for the Petitioners 

DRAWN BY: - 

Mr. Ejaz Maqbool, Advocate 

Ms. Rashda S. Ainapore, Advocate  

Ms. Akriti Chaubey, Advocate 

Mr. Mohammed Nawaz Haindaday, Advocate  

Mr. Muhammad Isa M. Hakim, Advocate  

Mr. Saif Zia, Advocate  

 

Drafted on: 04.04.2022 

 

New Delhi 

Filed on: 07.04.2022 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO. __________ OF 2022 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SHARIA COMMITTEE FOR WOMEN & ANR. … PETITIONERS 

-VERSUS-  

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS.   … RESPONDENTS 

CERTIFICATE 

 

Certified that the Special Leave Petition is confined only to the 

pleadings before the Court whose order is challenged and the other 

documents relied upon in those proceedings. No additional facts, 

documents or grounds have been taken therein or relied upon in the 

Special Leave Petition. It is further certified that the copies of the 

documents/Annexures attached to the Special Leave Petition are 

necessary to answer the questions of law raised in the Petition. This 

certificate is given on the basis of the instructions given by the 

Petitioners/person authorized by the Petitioners whose affidavit is filed 

in support of the Special Leave Petition. 

 

EJAZ MAQBOOL 

Advocate for the Petitioners 

New Delhi 

Dated: 07.04.2022 



170

B N

130



171
168



172 
APPENDIX – (I) 

THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA, 1949 

 
Article 14.  Equality before law. 

 
 

The State shall not deny to any person equality before the law or the 

equal protection of the laws within the territory of India Prohibition of 

discrimination on grounds of religion, race, caste, sex or place of birth. 

 
Article 15.  Prohibition of discrimination on grounds of religion, 

race, caste, sex or place of birth. 

 
 

(1)  The State shall not discriminate against any citizen on grounds 

only of religion, race, caste, sex, place of birth or any of them. 

(2)  No citizen shall, on grounds only of religion, race, caste, sex, 

place of birth or any of them, be subject to any disability, liability, 

restriction or condition with regard to; 

(a)  access to shops, public restaurants, hotels and palaces of public 

entertainment; or 

(b)  the use of wells, tanks, bathing ghats, roads and places of public 

resort maintained wholly or partly out of State funds or dedicated 

to the use of the general public. 

(3)  Nothing in this article shall prevent the State from making any 

special provision for women and children. 

(4)  Nothing in this article or in clause (2) of Article 29 shall prevent 

the State from making any special provision for the advancement of 

any socially and educationally backward classes of citizens or for the 

Scheduled Castes and the Scheduled Tribes. 
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Article 19.  Protection of certain rights regarding freedom of 

speech etc. 

 
 

(1)  All citizens shall have the right, 

(a)  to freedom of speech and expression; 

(b)  to assemble peaceably and without arms; 

(c)  to form associations or unions; 

(d)  to move freely throughout the territory of India; 

(e)  to reside and settle in any part of the territory of India; and 

(f)  omitted; 

(g)  to practise any profession, or to carry on any occupation, 

trade or business. 

(2)  Nothing in sub clause (a) of clause (1) shall affect the operation 

of any existing law, or prevent the State from making any law, in so far 

as such law imposes reasonable restrictions on the exercise of the right 

conferred by the said sub clause in the interests of the sovereignty and 

integrity of India, the security of the State, friendly relations with 

foreign States, public order, decency or morality or in relation to 

contempt of court, defamation or incitement to an offence. 

(3)  Nothing in sub clause (b) of the said clause shall affect the 

operation of any existing law in so far as it imposes, or prevent the State 

from making any law imposing, in the interests of the sovereignty and 

integrity of India or public order, reasonable restrictions on the exercise 

of the right conferred by the said sub clause. 

(4)  Nothing in sub clause (c) of the said clause shall affect the 

operation of any existing law in so far as it imposes, or prevent the State 

from making any law imposing, in the interests of the sovereignty and 
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integrity of India or public order or morality, reasonable restrictions on 

the exercise of the right conferred by the said sub clause. 

(5)  Nothing in sub clauses (d) and (e) of the said clause shall affect 

the operation of any existing law in so far as it imposes, or prevent the 

State from making any law imposing, reasonable restrictions on the 

exercise of any of the rights conferred by the said sub clauses either in 

the interests of the general public or for the protection of the interests 

of any Scheduled Tribe. 

(6)  Nothing in sub clause (g) of the said clause shall affect the 

operation of any existing law in so far as it imposes, or prevent the State 

from making any law imposing, in the interests of the general public, 

reasonable restrictions on the exercise of the right conferred by the said 

sub clause, and, in particular, nothing in the said sub clause shall affect 

the operation of any existing law in so far as it relates to, or prevent the 

State from making any law relating to, 

(i)  the professional or technical qualifications necessary for 

practising any profession or carrying on any occupation, trade or 

business, or 

(ii)  the carrying on by the State, or by a corporation owned or 

controlled by the State, of any trade, business, industry or 

service, whether to the exclusion, complete or partial, of citizens 

or otherwise. 

 
Article 21.  Protection of life and personal liberty. 

 

No person shall be deprived of his life or personal liberty except 

according to procedure established by law. 
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Article 25.  Freedom of conscience and free profession, practice 

and propagation of religion. 

 

(1)  Subject to public order, morality and health and to the other 

provisions of this Part, all persons are equally entitled to freedom of 

conscience and the right freely to profess, practise and propagate 

religion. 

(2)  Nothing in this article shall affect the operation of any existing 

law or prevent the State from making any law, 

(a)  regulating or restricting any economic, financial, political or 

other secular activity which may be associated with religious 

practice; 

(b)  providing for social welfare and reform or the throwing open of 

Hindu religious institutions of a public character to all classes 

and sections of Hindus Explanation I The wearing and carrying 

of kirpans shall be deemed to be included in the profession of 

the Sikh religion Explanation II In sub clause (b) of clause 

reference to Hindus shall be construed as including a reference 

to persons professing the Sikh, Jaina or Buddhist religion, and 

the reference to Hindu religious institutions shall be construed 

accordingly. 

 
Article 26.  Freedom to manage religious affairs. 

 

Subject to public order, morality and health, every religious 

denomination or any section thereof shall have the right; 

(a)  to establish and maintain institutions for religious and charitable 

purposes; 
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(b)  to manage its own affairs in matters of religion; 

(c)  to own and acquire movable and immovable property; and 

(d)  to administer such property in accordance with law 

 
Article 29.  Protection of interests of minorities. 

 
 

(1)  Any section of the citizens residing in the territory of India or 

any part thereof having a distinct language, script or culture of its own 

shall have the right to conserve the same. 

(2)  No citizen shall be denied admission into any educational 

institution maintained by the State or receiving aid out of State funds 

on grounds only of religion, race, caste, language or any of them. 

 
Article 30.  Right of minorities to establish and administer 

educational institutions. 

 
 

(1)  All minorities, whether based on religion or language, shall have 

the right to establish and administer educational institutions of their 

choice. 

(1A)  In making any law providing for the compulsory acquisition of 

any property of an educational institution established and 

administered by a minority, referred to in clause ( 1 ), the State 

shall ensure that the amount fixed by or determined under such 

law for the acquisition of such property is such as would not 

restrict or abrogate the right guaranteed under that clause. 

(2)  The state shall not, in granting aid to educational institutions, 

discriminate against any educational institution on the ground that it is 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/421731/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/762902/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1687408/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/181548/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/1329698/
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under the management of a minority, whether based on religion or 

language. 

 
Article 39(f). Certain principles of policy to be followed by the 

State: The State shall, in particular, direct its policy 

towards securing. 

 
 

(f)  that children are given opportunities and facilities to develop in 

a healthy manner and in conditions of freedom and dignity and that 

childhood and youth are protected against exploitation and against 

moral and material abandonment. 

 
Article 51A.  Fundamental duties. 

 
 

It shall be the duty of every citizen of India  

(a)  to abide by the Constitution and respect its ideals and 

institutions, the national Flag and the National Anthem; 

(b)  to cherish and follow the noble ideals which inspired our 

national struggle for freedom; 

(c)  to uphold and protect the sovereignty, unity and integrity of 

India; 

(d)  to defend the country and render national service when called 

upon to do so; 

(e)  to promote harmony and the spirit of common brotherhood 

amongst all the people of India transcending religious, linguistic and 

regional or sectional diversities; to renounce practices derogatory to the 

dignity of women; 

(f)  to value and preserve the rich heritage of our composite culture; 
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(g) to protect and improve the natural environment including 

forests, lakes, rivers and wild life, and to have compassion for living 

creatures; 

(h) to develop the scientific temper, humanism and the spirit of 

inquiry and reform; 

(i) to safeguard public property and to abjure violence; 

(j)  to strive towards excellence in all spheres of individual and 

collective activity so that the nation constantly rises to higher levels of 

endeavour and achievement PART V THE UNION CHAPTER I THE 

EXECUTIVE The President and Vice President. 

226.  Power of High Courts to issue certain writs. - 

(1)  Notwithstanding anything in Article 32 every High Court shall 

have powers, throughout the territories in relation to which it exercise 

jurisdiction, to issue to any person or authority, including in 

appropriate cases, any Government, within those territories directions, 

orders or writs, including writs in the nature of habeas corpus, 

mandamus, prohibitions, quo warranto and certiorari, or any of them, 

for the enforcement of any of the rights conferred by Part III and for 

any other purpose. 

(2)  The power conferred by clause (1) to issue directions, orders or 

writs to any Government, authority or person may also be exercised by 

any High Court exercising jurisdiction in relation to the territories 

within which the cause of action, wholly or in part, arises for the 

exercise of such power, notwithstanding that the seat of such 

Government or authority or the residence of such person is not within 

those territories. 
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(3)  Where any party against whom an interim order, whether by way 

of injunction or stay or in any other manner, is made on, or in any 

proceedings relating to, a petition under clause (1), without- 

(a)  furnishing to such party copies of such petition and all 

documents in support of the plea for such interim order; and 

(b)  giving such party an opportunity of being heard, makes an 

application to the High Court for the vacation of such order and 

furnishes a copy of such application to the party in whose favor 

such order has been made or the counsel of such party, the High 

Court shall dispose of the application within a period of two 

weeks from the date on which it is received or from the date on 

which the copy of such application is so furnished, whichever is 

later, or where the High Court is closed on the last day of that 

period, before the expiry of the next day afterwards on which the 

High Court is open; and if the application is not so disposed of, 

the interim order shall, on the expiry of that period, or , as the 

case may be, the expiry of the aid next day, stand vacated. 

(4)  The power conferred on a High Court by this article shall not be 

in derogation of the power conferred on the Supreme court by clause 

(2) of Article 32. 

 
Article 227. Power of superintendence over all courts by the High 

Court. – 

 
 

(1)  Every High Court shall have superintendence over all courts and 

tribunals throughout the territories interrelation to which it exercises 

jurisdiction. 
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(2)  Without prejudice to the generality of the foregoing provisions, 

the High Court may: - 

(a)  call for returns from such courts; 

(b)  make and issue general rules and prescribe forms for 

regulating the practice and proceedings of such courts; 

and 

(c)  prescribe forms in which books, entries and accounts shall 

be kept by the officers of any such courts. 

(3)  The High Court may also settle tables of fees to be allowed to 

the sheriff and all clerks and officers of such courts and to attorneys, 

advocates and pleaders practicing therein:  

 Provided that any rules made, forms prescribed or tables settled 

under clause (2) or clause (3) shall not be inconsistent with the 

provision of any law for the time being in force, and shall require the 

previous approval of the Governor. 

(4)  Nothing in this article shall be deemed to confer on a High Court 

powers of superintendence over any court or tribunal constituted by or 

under any law relating to the Armed Forces. 

 

// TRUE COPY // 
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APPENDIX – (II) 

THE KARNATAKA EDUCATION ACT, 1983 

 
Section 7.  Government to prescribe curricula, etc.-   

 

(1)  Subject to such rules as may be prescribed, the State 

Government may, in respect of educational institutions, by order 

specify,- 

(a)  the curricula, syllabi and text books for any course of instruction; 

(b)  the duration of such course; 

(c)  the medium of instruction; 

(d)  the scheme of examinations and evaluation; 

(e)  the number of working days and working hours in an academic 

year; 

(f)  the rates at which tuition and other fees, building fund or other 

amount, by whatever name called, may be charged from students 

or on behalf of students; 

(g)  the staff pattern (teaching and non-teaching) and the educational 

and other qualifications for different posts;  

(h)  the facilities to be provided, such as buildings, sanitary 

arrangements, playground, furniture, equipment, library, 

teaching aid, laboratory and workshops; 

(i)  such other matters as are considered necessary. 
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(2)  The curricula under sub-section (1) may also include schemes in 

respect of,- 

(a)  moral and ethical education; 

(b)  population education, physical education, health education and 

sports; 

(c)  socially useful productive work, work experience and social 

service; 

(d)  innovative, creative and research activities; 

(e)  promotion of national integration; 

(f)  promotion of civic sense; and 

(g)  inculcation of the sense of the following duties of citizens, 

enshrined in the Constitution namely:- 

(i)  to abide by the Constitution and respect its ideals and 

institutions, the National Flag and the National Anthem; 

(ii)  to cherish and follow the noble ideals which inspired our 

national struggle for freedom; 

(iii)  to uphold and protect the sovereignty, unity and integrity 

of India; 

(iv)  to defend the country and render national service when 

called upon to do so; 

(v)  to promote harmony and the spirit of common 

brotherhood amongst all the people of India transcending 

religious, linguistic and regional or sectional diversities to 

renounce practices derogatory to the dignity of women; 
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(vi)  to value and preserve the rich heritage of our composite 

culture; 

(vii)  to protect and improve the natural environment including 

forests, lakes, rivers and wild life, and to have compassion 

for living creatures; 

(viii)  to develop the scientific temper, humanism and the spirit 

of inquiry and reform;  

(ix)  to safeguard public property and to abjure violence;  

(x)  to strive towards excellence in all spheres of individual 

and collective activity, so that the nation constantly rises 

to higher levels of endeavour and achievement. 

(3)  The prescription under sub-section (1) may be different for the 

different categories of educational institutions. 

(4)(a) The objectives of education at the primary level shall be 

universalisation of education at the primary level by comprehensive 

access by both formal and non-formal means and by improving 

retention and completion rates with curriculum development and 

teacher education to help children attain the required level of 

achievement in the following basic purposes:- 

(i)  development of 'basic skills' in literacy in the mother tongue and 

Kannada (where mother tongue is not Kannada), numeracy and 

communication; 

(ii)  development of 'life skills' for understanding of and meaningful 

interaction with the physical and social environment, including 

study of Indian culture and history, science, health and nutrition; 
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(iii)  introduction of 'work experience' or socially useful productive 

work to provide children with the ability to help themselves, to 

orient them to the work processes of society and to develop right 

attitudes to work; 

(iv)  promotion of values including moral values; and 

(v)  development of good attitudes towards further learning. 

(b)  The main objective of education at the secondary level shall be 

to impart such general education as may be prescribed so as to make 

the pupil fit either for higher academic studies or for job-oriented 

vocational courses. The general education so imparted shall, among 

others, include,- 

(i)  the development of linguistic skills and literary appreciation in 

the regional language; 

(ii)  the attainment of prescribed standards of proficiency in any two 

other selected languages among classical or modern Indian 

languages including Hindi and English;  

(iii)  the acquisition of requisite knowledge in mathematics and 

physical and biological sciences, with special reference to the 

physical environment of the pupil; 

(iv)  the study of social sciences with special reference to history, 

geography and civics so as to acquire the minimum necessary 

knowledge in regard to the State, country and the world; 

(v)  the introduction of 'work experience' or 'socially useful 

productive work' as an integral part of the curriculum; and 

(vi)  training in sports, games, physical exercises and other arts. 
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(5)  In every recognised educational institution,- 

(a)  the course of instruction shall conform to the curricula and other 

conditions under sub-section (1); and  

(b)  no part of the working hours prescribed shall be utilised for any 

purpose other than instruction in accordance with the curricula. 

 
Section 133.  Powers of Government to give directions.-   

 

 (1)  The State Government may, subject to other provisions of this 

Act, by order, direct the Commissioner of Public Instruction or the 

Director or any other officer not below the rank of the District 

Educational Officer to make an enquiry or to take appropriate 

proceeding under this Act in respect of any matter specified in the said 

order and the Director or the other officer, as the case may be, shall 

report to the State Government in due course the result of the enquiry 

made or the proceeding taken by him. 

(2)  The State Government may give such directions to any 

educational institution or tutorial institution as in its opinion are 

necessary or expedient for carrying out the purposes of this Act or to 

give effect to any of the provisions contained therein or of any rules or 

orders made thereunder and the Governing Council or the owner, as 

the case may be, of such institution shall comply with every such 

direction. 

(3)  The State Government may also give such directions to the 

officers or authorities under its control as in its opinion are necessary 

or expedient for carrying out the purposes of this Act, and it shall be 

the duty of such officer or authority to comply with such directions.  
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Section 142.  Removal of difficulties.-   

 

If any difficulty arises in giving effect to the provisions of this Act, the 

State Government may, by order, make such provisions not 

inconsistent with the said provisions as appear to them to be necessary 

or expedient to remove the difficulty. 

 

Section 143.  Delegation.-   

 

The State Government may by notification in the official gazette, 

delegate all or any powers exercisable by it under this Act or rules made 

thereunder, in relation to such matter and subject to such conditions, if 

any as may be specified in the direction, to be exercised also by such 

officer or authority subordinate to the State Government as may be 

specified in the notification. 

 

// TRUE COPY //  
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APPENDIX – (III) 

THE KARNATAKA EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS 

(CLASSIFICATION, REGULATION AND PRESCRIPTION OF 

CURRICULA, ETC.) RULES, 1995  

 
Rule 11.  Provision of Uniform, Clothing, Text Books etc. 

 
 

(1) Every recognised educational institution may specify its own set 

of Uniform. Such uniform once specified shall not be changed within 

the period of next five years. 

(2)  When an educational institution intends to change the uniform 

as specified in sub-rule (1) above, it shall issue notice to parents in this 

regard at least one year in advance. 

(3)  Purchase of uniform clothing and text books from the school or 

from a shop etc., suggested by school authorities and stitching of 

uniform clothing with the tailors suggested by the school authorities, 

shall be at the option of the student or his parent. The school authorities 

shall make no compulsion in this regard. 

 

// TRUE COPY // 
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ANNEXURE P–2 

NOTE ON HIJAB BEING AN ESSENTIAL RELIGIOUS 

PRACTICE INTEGRAL TO ISLAM FOR MUSLIM WOMEN 

IN GENERAL AND IN THE INSTANT CASE, THE MUSLIM 

GIRL - STUDENTS. 

 

Without prejudice to all the contentions raised and averments made in 

the Petition, the following note summarizes the relevant religious texts 

from the Holy Qur’an and Ahadith [Sunnah (the precepts, actions and 

sayings) of the Prophet Muhammad peace be upon him] that provide 

for the Hijab being an essential religious practice integral to Islam and 

believed upon by the Muslims:  

I seek refuge in Allah from the Shaitan the accursed. 

In the Name of Allah Most Beneficent Most Merciful. 

 

1. The judicially known, recognized and accepted sources of Islam 

/ Muslim Law are as follows: 

(i) The Qur’an (the revealed word of Allah (Sub-haanahu-

Wa-Taala) (SWT for short), 

(ii) The Hadith / Sunnah (the precepts, actions and sayings of 

the Prophet Muhammad, peace be upon him (p.b.u.h.), 

(iii) The Ijma (the concurrence and consensus) of the Muslim 

Ummah (Community) at all times particularly that of the 

Sahaabas (Companions of the Prophet p.b.u.h.)  (May 

Allah (SWT) be pleased with them all) of the Prophet 
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p.b.u.h., the first generation and thereafter of the learned 

Imams and Religious Scholars; and 

(iv) The Qiyas (the analogical deductions made by the learned 

Imams and Religious Scholars).     

2. The said sources of Islam are also the sources to understand 

Islam, the essentials of Islam and the essentials to Islam. 

3. The first source is the Holy Qur’an, the word of Allah (SWT) 

as revealed upon Prophet p.b.u.h., particularly to explain 

religion and religious beliefs, practices, acts, laws, etc. to the 

believers (Muslims). 

4. Though the Ahadith is considered to be the second and 

separate source, for the believers, the Qur’an and the Ahadith 

are inseparable since both are revealed by Allah (SWT) and have 

to be read conjointly i.e., the Ayah / verses of the Holy Qur’an 

being read in light of the Ahadith of the Prophet p.b.u.h.  The 

references for the Ahadith also being revealed from the Holy 

Qur’an are the following verses and there are many such other 

and similar verses: 

(i) Had not the Grace of Allah and His Mercy been upon you 

(O Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)), a party of them would certainly 

have made a decision to mislead you, but (in fact) they 

mislead none except their own selves, and no harm can 

they do to you in the least. Allah has sent down to you the 
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Book (The Qur'an), and Al-hikmah (Islamic laws, 

knowledge of legal and illegal things i.e., the Prophet's 

Sunnah - legal ways), and taught you that which you 

knew not. And Ever Great is the Grace of Allah unto you 

(O Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)).  (An-Nisaa, Chapter #4, Verse 

#113) 

(ii) This is (part) of Al-hikmah (wisdom, good manners and 

high character) which your Lord has revealed to you (O 

Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)). And set not up with Allah any 

other ilah (god) lest you should be thrown into Hell, 

blameworthy and rejected, (from Allah's Mercy).  (Al-

Israa, Chapter #17, Verse #39) 

(iii) He it is Who sent among the unlettered ones a 

Messenger (Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) from among 

themselves, reciting to them His Verses, purifying them 

(from the filth of disbelief and polytheism), and teaching 

them the Book (this Qur'an, Islamic laws and Islamic 

jurisprudence) and Al-hikmah (As-Sunnah: legal ways, 

orders, acts of worship of Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)). 

And verily, they had been before in manifest error;  (Al-

Jumu'a, Chapter #62, Verse #2) 

5. Al-hikmah as mentioned in Qur’an is what is Hadith and 

Sunnah, i.e., second source of Islam and Muslim Law.  

Therefore, for the believers, both the Qur’an and the Ahadith are 

revealed words of Allah (SWT) and the adherence and following 
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of both is mandatory whereas non - adherence and not following 

both is forbidden, and sinful.   

6. Further, the Qur’an also ordains that whatever is revealed, is as 

desired by Allah (SWT) and not as desired by the Prophet 

Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) and the Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) 

also cannot change it and the Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) 

explains it as inspired by Allah (SWT) and follows it as ordained 

by Allah (SWT). The same is as revealed in the following verses 

of the Qur’an: 

(i) And when Our clear Verses are recited unto them, those 

who hope not for their meeting with Us, say: "Bring us a 

Qur'an other than this, or change it." Say (O 

Muhammad): "It is not for me to change it on my own 

accord; I only follow that which is revealed unto me. 

Verily, I fear the torment of the Great Day (i.e., the Day 

of Resurrection) if I were to disobey my Lord."  (Yunus, 

Chapter #10, Verse #15) 

(ii) With clear signs and Books (We sent the Messengers). And 

We have also sent down unto you (O Prophet Muhammad 

(PBUH)) the Dhikr [reminder and the advice (i.e., the 

Qur'an)], that you may explain clearly to men what is 

sent down to them, and that they may give thought. (An-

Nahl, Chapter #16, Verse #44) 
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(iii) Say (O Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)): “I am not a new thing 

among the messengers (of Allah i.e. I am not the 

first messenger) nor do I know what will be done with me 

or with you. I only follow that which is revealed to me, 

and I am but a plain warner”.  (Al-Ahqaf, Chapter #46, 

Verse #9) 

(iv) By the star when it goes down (or vanishes). Your 

companion (Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) has neither gone 

astray nor has erred. Nor does he speak of (his own) 

desire. It is only a Revelation revealed.  (Al- Najam, 

Chapter #53, Verse #1-4) 

7. The aforesaid is the basis on which the believers believe that 

both the Qur’an and the Ahadith are revealed and therefore the 

adherence and following of them is mandatory, whereas non - 

adherence and not following them is forbidden and sinful. 

8. In furtherance to the aforesaid it is also the command in the Holy 

Qur’an to take Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) as an example 

to follow (p.b.u.h.). 

(i) Say, [O Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)], "If you should love 

Allah, then follow me, [so] Allah will love you and 

forgive you your sins. And Allah is Forgiving and 

Merciful."  (Aali Imran Chapter #3, Verse #31) 
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(ii) Indeed, in the Messenger of Allah (Muhammad 

(p.b.u.h.)), you have a good example to follow for him 

who hopes for (the Meeting with) Allah and the Last Day, 

and remembers Allah much.  (Al-Ahzaab, Chapter #33, 

Verse #21) 

9. Further it is also command in Qur’an to take what the Prophet 

Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) gives, i.e., to accept, follow and act 

accordingly and to refrain from what the Prophet 

Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) commands to refrain from, i.e., to 

avoid the same. 

(i) And whatsoever the Messenger (Muhammad p.b.u.h.) 

gives you, take it, and whatsoever he forbids you, abstain 

(from it), and fear Allah. Verily, Allah is Severe in 

punishment.  (Al-Hashr Chapter #59, Verse #7) 

10. Further the Qur’an also ordains that both Allah (SWT) and the 

Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) have to be obeyed. 

(i) O you who believe! Obey Allah and obey the messenger 

(Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)), and those of you (Muslims) who 

are in authority. (And) if you differ in anything amongst 

yourselves, refer it to Allah and His Messenger 

(Muhammad (p.b.u.h.), if you believe in Allah and in the 

Last Day. That is better and more suitable for final 

determination.  (An-Nisaa, Chapter #4, Verse #59) 
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(ii) He who obeys the Messenger (Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)), 

has indeed obeyed Allah, but he who turns away, then we 

have not sent you (O Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) as a watcher 

over them. (An-Nisaa, Chapter #4, Verse #80) 

(iii) And obey Allah and the Messenger (Muhammad 

(p.b.u.h.)) and beware (of even coming near to drinking 

or gambling or Al-Ansab, or Al-Azlam, etc.) and fear 

Allah. Then if you turn away, you should know that it is 

Our Messenger's duty to convey (the Message) in the 

clearest way. (Al-Maaida, Chapter #5, Verse #92) 

(iv) They ask you (O Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) about the spoils 

of war. Say: "The spoils are for Allah and the Messenger." 

So fear Allah and adjust all matters of difference among 

you, and obey Allah and His Messenger (Muhammad 

(p.b.u.h.)), if you are believers.  (Al-Anfaal, Chapter #8, 

Verse #1) 

(v) O you who believe! Obey Allah and His Messenger, and 

turn not away from him (i.e., the Messenger Muhammad 

(PBUH)) while you are hearing. (Al-Anfaal, Chapter #8, 

Verse #20) 

(vi) And obey Allah and His Messenger, and do not dispute 

(with one another) lest you lose courage and your strength 

departs, and be patient. Surely, Allah is with those who 

http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5#80
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=5&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=5&translator=5#92
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=8&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=8&translator=5#1
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=8&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=8&translator=5#20


196 

are As-Sabirun (the patient). (Al-Anfaal, Chapter #8, 

Verse #46) 

(vii) And stay in your houses, and do not display yourselves 

like that of the times of ignorance, and perform As-Salat 

(Iqamat-as-Salat), and give Zakat and obey Allah and His 

Messenger (Muhammad p.b.u.h.).  Allah wishes only to 

remove Ar-Rijs (evil deeds and sins) from you, O members 

of the family (of the Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)), and 

to purify you with a thorough purification. (Al-Ahzaab, 

Chapter #33, Verse #33) 

(viii) Obey Allah, and obey the Messenger (Muhammad 

(p.b.u.h.); but if you turn away, then the duty of Our 

Messenger is only to convey (the Message) clearly. (At-

Taghaabun, Chapter #64, Verse #12) 

11. Further it is also command in Qur’an to obey Allah (SWT) and 

the Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) and it is also revealed that 

the same will be rewarded.  

(i) And obey Allah and the Messenger (Muhammad 

(p.b.u.h.)) that you may obtain mercy.  (Aal-i-Imraan, 

Chapter #3, Verse #132) 

(ii) These are the limits (set by) Allah (or ordainments as 

regards laws of inheritance), and whosoever obeys Allah 

and His Messenger (Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) will be 
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admitted to Gardens under which rivers flow (in 

Paradise), to abide therein, and that will be the great 

success.  (An-Nisaa, Chapter #4, Verse #13) 

(iii) And whoso obey Allah and the Messenger (Muhammad 

(p.b.u.h.)), then they will be in the company of those on 

whom Allah has bestowed His Grace, of the Prophets, 

the Siddiqun (those followers of the Prophets who were 

first and foremost to believe in them, like Abu Bakr As-

Siddiq (May Allah SWT be pleased with him), the 

martyrs, and the righteous. And how excellent these 

companions are!  (An-Nisaa, Chapter #4, Verse #69) 

(iv) The believers, men and women, are Auliya' (helpers, 

supporters, friends, protectors) of one another; they 

enjoin (on the people) Al-Ma'ruf (i.e. Islamic Monotheism 

and all that Islam orders one to do), and forbid (people) 

from Al-Munkar (i.e. polytheism and disbelief of all kinds, 

and all that Islam has forbidden); they perform As-Salat 

(Iqamat-as-Salat), and give the Zakat, and obey Allah 

and His messenger. Allah will have His Mercy on them. 

Surely Allah is All-Mighty, All-Wise. (At-Tawba, 

Chapter #9, Verse #71) 

(v) Say: "obey Allah and obey the Messenger, but if you turn 

away, he (Messenger Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) is only 
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responsible for the duty placed on him (i.e., to convey 

Allah's Message) and you for that placed on you. If you 

obey him, you shall be on the right guidance. The 

Messenger's duty is only to convey (the message) in a 

clear way (i.e., to preach in a plain way)." (An-Noor, 

Chapter #24, Verse #54) 

(vi) And whosoever obeys Allah and His Messenger 

(Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)), fears Allah, and keeps his duty 

(to Him), such are the successful.  (An-Noor, 

Chapter #24, Verse #52) 

(vii) And perform As-Salat (Iqamat-as-Salat), and give Zakat 

and obey the Messenger (Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) that 

you may receive mercy (from Allah).  (An-Noor, 

Chapter #24, Verse #56) 

(viii) He will direct you to do righteous good deeds and will 

forgive you your sins. And whosoever obeys Allah and 

His Messenger (p.b.u.h.)), he has indeed achieved a 

great achievement (i.e., he will be saved from the Hell-

fire and will be admitted to Paradise). (Al-Ahzaab, 

Chapter #33, Verse #71). 

(ix) O you who believe! Obey Allah, and obey the messenger 

(Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) and render not vain your deeds. 

(Muhammad, Chapter #47, Verse #33) 

http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=24&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=24&translator=5#54
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=24&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=24&translator=5#52
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=24&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=24&translator=5#56
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=33&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=33&translator=5#71
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=47&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=47&translator=5#33


199 

(x) No blame or sin is there upon the blind, nor is there blame 

or sin upon the lame, nor is there blame or sin upon the 

sick (that they go not for fighting). And whosoever obeys 

Allah and His messenger (Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)), He 

will admit him to Gardens beneath which rivers flow 

(Paradise); and whosoever turns back, He will punish him 

with a painful torment. (Al-Fath, Chapter #48, 

Verse #17) 

(xi) The bedouins say: "We believe." Say: "You believe not but 

you only say, 'We have surrendered (in Islam),' for Faith 

has not yet entered your hearts. But if you obey Allah and 

His messenger (p.b.u.h.), He will not decrease anything 

in reward for your deeds. Verily, Allah is Oft-Forgiving, 

Most Merciful." (Al-Hujuraat, Chapter #49, 

Verse #14). 

12. As against the aforesaid it is also command in Qur’an to avoid 

disobedience of Allah SWT and the Prophet Muhammad 

(p.b.u.h.) and the punishment for the same.  

(i) Say (O Muhammad (Peace be Upon Him) ): "Obey Allah 

and the messenger (Muhammad (p.b.u.h.))." But if they 

turn away, then Allah does not like the disbelievers.  

(Aal-i-Imraan, Chapter #3, Verse #32) 
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(ii) And whosoever disobeys Allah and His messenger 

(Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)), and transgresses His limits, He 

will cast him into the Fire, to abide therein; and he shall 

have a disgraceful torment.  (An-Nisaa, Chapter #4, 

Verse #14) 

(iii) On that day those who disbelieved and disobeyed the 

Messenger (Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) will wish that they 

were buried in the earth, but they will never be able to 

hide a single fact from Allah.  (An-Nisaa, Chapter #4, 

Verse #42) 

(iv) And whoever contradicts and opposes the Messenger 

(Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) after the right path has been 

shown clearly to him, and follows other than the 

believers' way, We shall keep him in the path he has 

chosen, and burn him in Hell - what an evil destination!  

(An-Nisaa, Chapter #4, Verse #115). 

(v) This is because they defied and disobeyed Allah and His 

Messenger. And whoever defies and disobeys Allah and 

His Messenger, then verily, Allah is Severe in 

punishment.  (Al-Anfaal, Chapter #8, Verse #13) 

(vi) On the Day when their faces will be turned over in the 

Fire, they will say: "Oh, would that we had obeyed Allah 

http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5#14
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5#42
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5#115
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=8&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=8&translator=5#13
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and obeyed the messenger (Muhammad (p.b.u.h.))." (Al-

Ahzaab, Chapter #33, Verse #66) 

(vii) No blame or sin is there upon the blind, nor is there blame 

or sin upon the lame, nor is there blame or sin upon the 

sick (that they go not for fighting). And whosoever obeys 

Allah and His messenger (Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)), He 

will admit him to Gardens beneath which rivers flow 

(Paradise); and whosoever turns back, He will punish 

him with a painful torment.  (Al-Fath, Chapter #48, 

Verse #17) 

(viii) "(Mine is) but conveyance (of the truth) from Allah and 

His Messages (of Islamic Monotheism), and whosoever 

disobeys Allah and His messenger, then Verily, for him 

is the Fire of Hell, he shall dwell therein forever." (Al-

Jinn, Chapter #72, Verse #23). 

13. Further, it is also command in Qur’an to act only as per the 

decree/judgment of the Allah and Prophet Muhammad 

(p.b.u.h.) and not otherwise. 

(i) But no, by your Lord, they can have no Faith, until they 

make you (O Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) judge in all disputes 

between them, and find in themselves no resistance 

against your decisions, and accept (them) with full 

submission.  (An-Nisaa, Chapter #4, Verse #65) 

http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=33&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=33&translator=5#66
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=48&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=48&translator=5#17
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=72&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=72&translator=5#23
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5#65
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(ii) The only saying of the faithful believers, when they are 

called to Allah (His Words, the Qur'an) and His 

Messenger (Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)), to judge between 

them, is that they say: "We hear and we obey." And such 

are the successful (who will live forever in Paradise). 

(An-Noor, Chapter #24, Verse #51) 

(iii) It is not for a believer, man or woman, when Allah and 

His Messenger have decreed a matter that they should 

have any option in their decision. And whoever disobeys 

Allah and His Messenger, he has indeed strayed into a 

plain error. (Al-Ahzaab, Chapter #33, Verse #36) 

14. Therefore, from the aforesaid commandments, it is ex-facie 

evident and apparent that as per the Qur’an the believers 

(Muslims) are repeatedly commanded to obey Allah (SWT) and 

the Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) avoid any disobedience to 

either of them.  The said repetition and re - emphasizing are to 

ordain for the believer the utmost significance of the same and 

simultaneous perils of the same.  Consequently, it is an essential 

and integral article of faith for believers (Muslims) to do so for 

his/her salvation and success in this life and the hereafter.  It is 

also pertinent to state and mention that the said understanding, 

interpretation and exegesis of the aforesaid commandments and 

other such commandments is unanimous, continuous, and 

http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=24&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=24&translator=5#51
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=33&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=33&translator=5#36
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consistent belief of Muslim Ummah (Community), without any 

difference of opinion. 

15. Furthermore, the third source of Islamic / Muslim Law is “Ijma” 

that is consensus and concurrence of the Muslim Ummah.  The 

best Ijma is of the Sahaabas i.e., Companions of the Prophet 

Muhammad (p.b.u.h.).  The same is because of the following 

command of Qur’an: 

(i) And whoever contradicts and opposes the Messenger 

(Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)) after the right path has been 

shown clearly to him, and follows other than the 

believers' way, We shall keep him in the path he has 

chosen, and burn him in Hell - what an evil destination!  

(An-Nisaa, Chapter #4, Verse #115). 

(ii) And the foremost to embrace Islam of the Muhajirun 

(those who migrated from Makkah to Al-Madinah) and 

the Ansar (the citizens of Al-Madinah who helped and 

gave aid to the Muhajirun) and also those who followed 

them exactly (in Faith). Allah is well-pleased with them 

as they are well-pleased with Him. He has prepared for 

them Gardens under which rivers flow (Paradise), to 

dwell therein forever. That is the supreme success.  (At-

Tauba, Chapter 9, Verse 100). 

http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=4&translator=5#115
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16. In the aforesaid backdrop, i.e., the commandments of the Allah 

(SWT) in Qur’an, Hadith of the Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) 

as recorded in the form of precepts, sayings and actions of 

Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) and the Ijma of the Sahaabas- the 

Companions of the Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.), the issue of 

Hijab is mentioned hereinafter. 

17. As mentioned in the verses of the Qur’an: 

(i) And stay in your houses, and do not display yourselves 

like that of the times of ignorance, and perform As-Salat 

(Iqamat-as-Salat), and give Zakat and obey Allah and His 

messenger.  Allah wishes only to remove Ar-Rijs (evil 

deeds and sins) from you, O members of the family (of the 

Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.)), and to purify you with a 

thorough purification. (Al-Ahzaab, Chapter #33, 

Verse #33) 

(ii) O Prophet! Tell your wives and your daughters and the 

women of the believers to draw their cloaks(veils) all 

over their bodies (i.e., screen themselves completely). 

That will be better, that they should be known (as free 

respectable women) so as not to be annoyed. And Allah is 

Ever Oft-Forgiving, Most Merciful. (Al-Ahzaab, Chapter 

#33, Verse #59) 

(iii) And tell the believing women to lower their gaze (from 

looking at forbidden things), and protect their private 

http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=33&translator=5
http://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=33&translator=5#33
https://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=33&translator=5
https://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=33&translator=5#59
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parts (from illegal sexual acts) and not to show off their 

adornment except only that which is apparent (like both 

eyes for necessity to see the way, or outer palms of hands 

or one eye or dress like veil, gloves, head-cover, apron, 

etc.), and to draw their veils all over Juyubihinna (i.e. 

their bodies, necks and bosoms) and not to reveal their 

adornment except to their husbands, or their fathers, or 

their husband's fathers, or their sons, or their husband's 

sons, or their brothers or their brother's sons, or their 

sister's sons, or their (Muslim) women (i.e. their sisters in 

Islam), or the (female) slaves whom their right hands 

possess, or old male servants who lack vigour, or small 

children who have no sense of feminine sex. And let them 

not stamp their feet so as to reveal what they hide of their 

adornment. And all of you beg Allah to forgive you all, O 

believers, that you may be successful. (An-Noor, 

Chapter#24, Verse#31) 

18. The above verses of the Qur’an are explained by the 

injunctions of Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) as follows in 

Ahadith: 

(i) Aisha (may Allah SWT be pleased with her) reported: 

Asma’ bint Abi Bakr entered the house of the Messenger 

of Allah, peace and blessings be upon him, while she was 

wearing a thin garment and she showed it to him. The 

Prophet said, “O Asma, when a woman reaches the age 

https://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=24&translator=5
https://www.searchtruth.com/chapter_display.php?chapter=24&translator=5#31
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of maturity, it is not proper for her to show anything but 

this and this,” and the Prophet pointed to his face and 

hands.   

Source: Sunan Abī Dāwūd 4104 

(ii) Umm Salamah reported: While we were with the 

Messenger of Allah, peace and blessings be upon him, Ibn 

Maktum was given permission to enter. He entered and 

that was after the command to veil. The Prophet said, 

“Veil yourselves from him.” I said, “O Messenger of 

Allah, is he not blind? He cannot see or recognize us.” 

The Prophet said, “Are you blind such that you cannot 

see him?”  

Source: Sunan al-Tirmidhī 2278 

(iii) Anas ibn Malik reported: The Messenger of Allah, peace 

and blessings be upon him, said, “Were a woman among 

the women of Paradise to gaze upon the earth, she would 

light up the space between them and fill it with the scent 

of perfume. Her veil is better than the world and 

everything in it.”     

Source: Ṣaḥīḥ al-Bukhārī 6199 

(iv) Aisha (RA) reported: The believing women would pray the 

dawn prayer with the Prophet, peace and blessings be 

upon him. Then, they would return home wrapped in their 

mantles; they would not be recognized by anyone.  

Source: Ṣaḥīḥ al-Bukhārī 365, Ṣaḥīḥ Muslim 645 
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(v) Abu Udhaynah reported: The Messenger of Allah, peace 

and blessings be upon him, said, “The best of your women 

are loving, fertile, suitable, and comforting, if they fear 

Allah. The worst of your women unveil their beauty, take 

pride in their appearance, and they are hypocrites. None 

of them will enter Paradise except as rarely as you see a 

red-beaked crow.”  

Source: al-Sunan al-Kubrá 12480 

(vi) Aisha (RA) reported: The Prophet, peace and blessings be 

upon him, said, “The prayer of a menstruating woman is 

not accepted unless she wears a veil,” by which he meant 

an adult woman.  

Source: Sunan al-Tirmidhī 377 

19. Based upon the aforesaid verses of the Holy Qur’an and the 

Ahadith of the Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) the understanding 

and Ijma of the Sahaabas - the Companions of the Prophet 

Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) and their implementation by actions is 

recorded in the following to Hadith and exegesis (Tafsir) of the 

Holy Qur’an. 

(i) ‘Urwah reported: Aisha, (may Allah SWT be pleased with 

her) said, “May Allah have mercy on the foremost women 

of the Muhajirun. When Allah revealed the verse, ‘Let 

them draw their cloaks over their bodies,’ (24:31) they 

cut their sheets and veiled themselves with them.” 

Source: Ṣaḥīḥ al-Bukhārī 4758 
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(ii) Ibn Kathir said, “It is possible that Ibn Abbas (may Allah 

SWT be pleased with him) and those who followed him 

intended by the explanation of the verse, “Except for 

what is apparent” (24:31) to mean the face and the 

hands, and this is the well-known opinion among the 

majority.”  

Source: Tafsīr Ibn Kathīr 24:31 (Ibn Abbas (may 

Allah SWT be pleased with him) was the cousin of 

Prophet Muhammad (p.b.u.h.) and considered to be 

the greatest exegetist of the Holy Qur’an.) 
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ANNEXURE P–3 

PROCEEDINGS OF THE GOVERNMENT OF KARNATAKA  

 

Subject: -  Regarding a dress code for students of all schools and 

colleges of the State 

Refer - 1) Karnataka Education Act, 1983 

 2) Government Circular : 509 SHH 2013, Date: 31.01.2014 

 

Preamble: -  

 As mentioned in the above at reference No.1, the Karnataka 

Education Act, 1983 passed by the Government of Karnataka (1-1995) 

Section 7 (2) (5) stipulates that all the school students studying in 

Karnataka should behave in a fraternal manner, transcend their group 

identity and develop an orientation towards social justice. Under the 

Section 133 of the above law, the Government has the authority to issue 

directions to schools and colleges in this regard.  

 The above mentioned circular at reference No.2 underlines how 

Pre-university education is an important phase in the lives of students. 

All the schools and colleges in the state have set up development 

committees in order to implement policies in line with the policies of 

the Government, utilize budgetary allocations, improve basic amenities 

and maintain their academic standards. It is recommended that the 

schools and colleges abide by the directions of these development 

committees. 
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 Any such supervisory committee in schools and colleges 

(SDMC in Government Institutions and Parents–Teacher’s 

Associations and the Management in Private Institutions) should strive 

to provide a conducive academic environment and enforce a suitable 

code of conduct in accordance with Government Regulations. Such a 

code of conduct would pertain to that particular school or college. 

 Various initiatives have been undertaken to ensure that students 

in schools and colleges have a standardized learning experience. 

However, it has been brought to the education department’s notice that 

students in a few institutions have been carrying out their religious 

observances, which has become an obstacle to unity and uniformity in 

the schools and colleges. 

 The question relating to a uniform dress code over individual 

dressing choices has come up in several cases before the Hon’ble 

Supreme Court and High Courts, which have ruled as below: 

1) In para 9 of the Hon’ble High Court of Kerala’s ruling in 

W.P. (C) No. 35293/2018, date: 04-12-2018, it cites a 

ruling by the Hon’ble Supreme Court; 

“9.  The Apex Court in Asha Renjan and others v/s 

State of Bihar and Ors. [(2017) 4 SCC 397] accepted 

that balance test when competing rights are involved 

and has taken a view that individual interest must 

yield to the larger public interest. Thus, conflict to 
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Competing rights can be resolved not by negating 

individual rights but by upholding larger to remain, 

to hold such relationship between institution and 

students.” 

2) In the case of Fatima Hussain Syed Vs. Bharat Education 

Society and Ors. (AIR 2003 Bom 75), in a similar incident 

regarding the dress code, when a controversy occurred at 

Kartik High School, Mumbai, The Bombay High Court 

appraised the matter, and ruled that it was not a violation 

of Article 25 of the Constitution for the principal to 

prohibit the wearing of head scarf or head covering in the 

school.   

3) Subsequent to the Hon’ble Supreme Court’s above-

mentioned ruling, the Hon’ble Madras High Court, in V. 

Kamalamma V/s Dr. MGR Medical University, Tamil 

Nadu and Ors. upheld the modified dress code mandated 

by the university. A similar issue has been considered by 

the Madras High Court in the Shri. M. Venkatasubbarao 

Matriculation Higher Secondary School Staff Association 

V/s Shri M. Venkatasubbarao Matriculation Higher 

Secondary School (2004) 2 MLJ 653 case. 

 As mentioned in the abovementioned rulings of the Hon’ble 

Supreme Court and various High Courts, since the prohibition of a 
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headscarf or a garment covering the head is not a violation of Article 

25 of the Constitution. Additionally, in terms of the Karnataka 

Education Act 1983 and it rules, the government has decreed as below- 

Government Order No.: EP14 SHH 2022 Bengaluru,  

Dated : 05.02.2022 

In the backdrop of the issues highlighted in the proposal, using the 

powers granted by Karnataka Education Act Section 133(2), all the 

Government schools in the State are mandated to abide by the official 

uniform. Private schools should mandate a uniform decided upon by 

their Board of Management. 

In colleges that come under the pre-university education department’s 

jurisdiction, the uniforms mandated by the College Development 

Committee, or the Board of Management, should be worn. In the event 

that the management does mandate a uniform, students should wear 

clothes that are in the interests of unity, equality, and public order. 

 

By the order of the Governor of Karnataka, 

And in his name 

Padmini SN 

Joint Secretary to the Government 

Education Department (Pre-University) 

 

// TRUE AND TRANSLATED COPY //  
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

I. A. NO. _________ OF 2022 

IN 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO. __________ OF 2022 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SHARIA COMMITTEE FOR WOMEN & ANR. …  APPLICANTS/ 

              PETITIONERS 

-VERSUS-  

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS.   …  RESPONDENTS 

 

APPLICATION FOR PERMISSION TO FILE  

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION  

 

To, 

 Hon’ble the Chief Justice of India 

 and his companion judges of the 

 Supreme Court of India. 

The humble application of the above 

named Applicants/Petitioners 

  

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH: 

   

1. That the Applicants/Petitioners above named are filing the 

present Special Leave Petition in this Hon’ble Court under Article 136 

of the Constitution of India against the Impugned Judgment and Final 

Order dated March 15, 2022 passed by the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka at Bengaluru rendered in Writ Petition No. 2347 of 2022, 

whereby the Hon’ble High Court has dismissed the Writ Petitions and 

has upheld the constitutional validity of the Government Order dated 

05.02.2022 in relation to right of female Muslim students to the 
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practice of wearing Hijab along with the school uniform in educational 

institutions of the State of Karnataka. The Hon’ble High Court held 

that that Hijab is not a part of the Essential Religious Practice in Islamic 

faith and is therefore not protected under Article 25(1) of the 

Constitution of India. It was further held that prescription of school 

uniform is only a reasonable restriction, constitutionally permissible 

which students cannot object to. 

2. The Applicant/Petitioner No.1 Society is a registered Society, 

working for the cause of Women’s Rights, safety, education, 

empowerment and social justice issues relating to women across India. 

One of the aims and objective of the Society is – ‘to encourage girls 

and women to seek higher education and achieve economic 

empowerment’   For that last two decades, the Petitioner No.1 Society 

has organized several programs/conferences with the objective of 

facilitating the education of the girl child and especially encouraging 

them to pursue higher education. The President of the Petitioner No.1 

Society, Dr. Asma Zehra Tabiya was also invited for the round table 

consultation on Muslims in India- A gender perspective conducted by 

the PM’s High Level Committee at New Delhi on April 10, 2016. The 

Applicant/Petitioner No.1 Society and their members are directly 

aggrieved by the Impugned Judgment and Final Order dated March 15, 

2022 passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka at Bengaluru 

rendered in Writ Petition No. 2347 of 2022 and therefore the present 

Special Leave Petition is being filed with permission to file a Special 
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Leave Petition because they were not parties before the Hon’ble High 

Court. 

3. The Applicants/Petitioners state that the present Application is 

being filed bona fide and in the interests of justice. 

4. In the aforesaid premises and in the interests of justice, the 

Applicants/Petitioners most respectfully prays that this Hon’ble Court 

may be graciously pleased to:- 

PRAYER 

(a) permit the Applicants/Petitioners to file the present Special 

Leave Petitions against the Impugned Judgment and Final Order 

dated March 15, 2022 passed by the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka at Bengaluru rendered in Writ Petition No. 2347 of 

2022; and/or  

b) pass such other and further order(s) as this Hon’ble Court may 

deem just and appropriate in the facts and circumstances of the 

case. 

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS THE APPLICANTS/ 

PETITIONERS AS IN DUTY BOUND SHALL EVER PRAY. 

 

FILED BY:- 

 

 

EJAZ MAQBOOL 

Advocate for the Applicants/Petitioners 

New Delhi  

Dated: 07.04.2022 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

I. A. NO. ___________ OF 2022 

IN 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO. __________ OF 2022 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SHARIA COMMITTEE FOR WOMEN & ANR. …  APPLICANTS/ 

              PETITIONERS 

-VERSUS-  

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS.   …  RESPONDENTS 

 

APPLICATION FOR EXEMPTION FROM FILING 

CERTIFIED COPY OF THE IMPUGNED JUDGMENT AND 

FINAL ORDER DATED 15.03.2022 

 

To, 

 Hon’ble the Chief Justice of India 

 and his companion judges of the 

 Supreme Court of India. 

The humble application of the above 

named Applicants/Petitioners 

  

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:- 

1. That the Applicants/Petitioners above named are filing the 

present Special Leave Petition in this Hon’ble Court under Article 136 

of the Constitution of India against the Impugned Judgment and Final 

Order dated March 15, 2022 passed by the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka at Bengaluru rendered in Writ Petition No. 2347 of 2022. 
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2. That the Applicants/Petitioners crave leave to this Hon’ble Court 

to rely upon and refer to the facts, circumstances and grounds 

mentioned in the accompanying Special Leave Petition which are not 

reproduced herein for the sake of brevity.  

3. That the Applicants/Petitioners are filing the accompanying 

Special Leave Petition alongwith a downloaded copy of the Impugned 

Judgment and Final Order dated March 15, 2022 passed by the Hon’ble 

High Court of Karnataka at Bengaluru rendered in Writ Petition         

No. 2347 of 2022.  

4. The Applicants/Petitioners state that the present Application is 

being filed bona fide and in the interests of justice. 

5. In the above-mentioned facts and circumstances, the 

Applicants/Petitioners would humbly pray that this Hon’ble Court 

maybe pleased to:- 

PRAYER 

a) exempt the Applicants/Petitioners from filing certified copy of 

the Impugned Judgment and Final Order dated March 15, 2022 

passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Karnataka at Bengaluru 

rendered in Writ Petition No. 2347 of 2022; and/or 
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b) pass such other and further order(s) as this Hon’ble Court may 

deem just and appropriate in the facts and circumstances of the 

case. 

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS THE APPLICANTS/ 

PETITIONERS AS IN DUTY BOUND SHALL EVER PRAY. 

 

 

FILED BY:- 

 

 

EJAZ MAQBOOL 

Advocate for the Applicants/Petitioners 

New Delhi  

Dated : 07.04.2022 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

I. A. NO. ____________ OF 2022 

IN 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO. __________ OF 2022 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SHARIA COMMITTEE FOR WOMEN & ANR. …  APPLICANTS/ 

              PETITIONERS 

-VERSUS-  

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS.   …  RESPONDENTS 

 

APPLICATION FOR EXEMPTION FROM  

FILING OFFICIAL TRANSLATION 

To, 

 Hon’ble the Chief Justice of India 

 and his companion judges of the 

 Supreme Court of India. 

The humble application of the above 

named Applicants/Petitioners 

  

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:- 

1. That the Applicants/Petitioners above named are filing the 

present Special Leave Petition in this Hon’ble Court under Article 136 

of the Constitution of India against the Impugned Judgment and Final 

Order dated March 15, 2022 passed by the Hon’ble High Court of 

Karnataka at Bengaluru rendered in Writ Petition No. 2347 of 2022. 

2. That the Applicants/Petitioners submit that Annexure P-3 which 

is being filed along with the present Special Leave Petition was 
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originally in Kannada and the Applicants/Petitioners have got it 

translated into English privately as the official translation would have 

taken a long time. 

3. The Applicants/Petitioners state that the present Application is 

being filed bona fide and in the interests of justice. 

4. That the Applicants/Petitioners therefore, most respectfully 

prayed that this Hon’ble Court maybe pleased to:- 

PRAYER 

(a) exempt the Applicants/Petitioners from filing official translation 

of Annexure P-3; and/or    

(b) pass such other and further order(s) as this Hon’ble Court may 

deem just and appropriate in the facts and circumstances of the 

case. 

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS THE APPLICANTS/ 

PETITIONERS AS IN DUTY BOUND SHALL EVER PRAY. 

 

 

FILED BY:- 

 

 

EJAZ MAQBOOL 

Advocate for the Applicants/Petitioners 

New Delhi  

Dated: 07.04.2022 
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL) NO. __________ OF 2022 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SHARIA COMMITTEE FOR WOMEN & ANR. … PETITIONERS 

-VERSUS-  

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS.   … RESPONDENTS 

 

I N D E X 

 

S.NO. PARTICULARS COPIES COURT 

FEE 

1.  Copy of the Impugned Judgment. 1+3  

2.  SLP with Affidavit. 1+3  

3.  Annexures P-1 to P-3 1+3  

4.  Application for permission to file 

Special Leave Petition. 
 

1+3  

5.  Application for exemption from filing 

certified copy of the Impugned 

Judgment and Final Order dated 

15.03.2022. 
 

1+3  

6.  Application for exemption from filing 

Official Translation. 
 

1+3  

7.  V/A 
 

1  

 

Certified that the copies are correct 

Filed on: 07.04.2022               

     

Ch.: 319, C.K. Dafatary                                EJAZ MAQBOOL 

Tilak Lane, New Delhi                Advocate for the Petitioners  

C-13, Sector-20, Noida-201301 

 Ph: 0120-2558881, 2552334 

CODE NO. 180 

I. Card No.3220 - Bijender Kumar – 8882209063 

I. Card No. 3192 - Sultan Ahmad - 9873247310  



VAKALATNAMA 
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA 

CIVIL / CRIMINAL / ORIGINAL / APPELLATE JURISDICTION 

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (CIVIL)/CRIMINAL) NO……..………….OF 2022 

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) / (CRIMINAL) NO. …………………. OF 2022 

CIVIL/CRIMINAL APPEAL NO……………..OF 2022 

TRANSFER PETITION (CIVIL / CRIMINAL) NO…………. OF 2022 

  …………………………………………………………………………………. APPLICANT(S) / 

PETITIONER(S) 

APPELLANT(S) 
-VERSUS- 

  …………………………………………………………………………………. RESPONDENT(S) / 

DEFENDANT(S) 

I/We, …………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

Petitioner(s)/Respondent(s) in the above Petition Suit/Appeal/Reference do hereby appoint and retain 

EJAZ MAQBOOL, ADVOCATE 

To act and appear for me/us in the above Petition/Suit/Appeal/Reference and on my/our behalf to 

conduct and prosecute or defend the same and all proceedings that may be taken in respect of my 

application/petition connected with the same or any decree or order passed therein, including 

proceedings in taxation and applications for review, to file and obtain return of documents and to deposit 

and receive money on my/our behalf in the said Suit/Appeal/Petition/Reference and applications of 

Review and to represent me/us and to take all necessary steps on my/our behalf in the above matter. 

I/We agree to ratify acts done by the aforesaid advocate in pursuance of this authority. 

Dated this the 4th day of April 2022
ACCEPTED & IDENTIFIED 

(EJAZ MAQBOOL) 

      Advocate   Applicant(s)/Petitioner(s)/Respondent(s) 

Appellant(s) 

MEMO OF APPEARANCE

To, 

The Registrar,  

Supreme Court of India, 

New Delhi -110001 

Dear Sir, 

Please enter my appearance on behalf of the Applicant(s)/Petitioner(s)/Appellant(s)/ Respondent(s) in 

the above mentioned matter(s). 

Dated : 07.04.2022        EJAZ MAQBOOL 

   Advocate, Supreme Court 

The address of service of the said Advocate is as under:- 

C-13, Sector – 20, 

Noida – 201301 

Phone Nos.: 0120-2558881, 0120-2530486, Fax No. : 0120-2552334, Mobile : 098-110-52710 

E-mail IDs: emaqbool@gmail.com, emaqbool@yahoo.com 

SHARIA COMMITTEE FOR WOMEN & ANR.

STATE OF KARNATAKA & ORS.

Atherunnisa, Joint Secretary of Petitioner No.1 and Sabera Aijaz, Petitioner No.2

(Ms. Atherunnisa)
(P-1)

Mrs. Sabera Aijaz 
(P-2)
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