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CC.No. of2024
In

WP.NO. 17212 OF 2022
Between:

.Petitioner.
And

I

Respondents.

7 ■

i:

3. Sri. S.V.Nageswara Rao,
Working as Executive Officer,
Sri Kalahasteeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, 
Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division, 
Tirupati District, AP - 517 644.

MEMORANDUM OF CONTEMPT PETITION 
(UNDER SECTION 10 & 12 OF CONTEMPT OF COURTS ACT 1971 

RAV ARTICLE 215 OF CONSTITUTION OF INDIA)

2. Shri.S.Satyanarayana, IAS, 
The Commissioner, Endowments, 
Government of Andhra Pradesh, 
GoUapudi, Vijayawada Rural, 
NTR District, AP - 521 225.

1. Shri.karikal Valeven, IAS,
Special Chief Secretary to Government, 
Government of Andhra Pradesh 
Revenue (Endowments) department, 
AP Secretariat, Velagapudi, Guntur district, AP.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE :: ANDHRA PRADESH 
ATAMARAVATHI

A.V.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma, S/o Satyanarayana Shastri, 
Aged about 45 years, working as Purohit (Contract basis), 
Sri Kalahasteeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, 
Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division, 
Tirupati District (formerly Chittoor Dt), AP.



For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, it is

therefore prayed that this Hon’ble court may be pleased to summon

and punish the respondents for their willful and deliberate

disobedience of the order passed by this Hon’ble Court in

WP.No.17212/2022 dated 11.07.2023, under the provisions of the

Contempt of Courts Act and Article 215 of the Constitution of India,

in the interest of Justice, and pass such other order or orders as this

Hon’ble court may deem fit and proper

Amaravathi.
Counsel for the petitioner

Date: >2'^

s
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Aged about 45 years, working as Purohit, 
Sri Kalahasteeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, 
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.....Respondents/Respondents in
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A] AVIT

I, A.V.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma, S/o Satyanarayana Shastri,

Aged about 45 years, working as Purohit , Sri Kalahasteeswara

Swamyvari Devasthanam, Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division,

temporarily come down to Vijayawada, do hereby solemnly affirm

and sincerely state on oath as follows:

I am the petitioner herein and as such I am well acquainted1.

with the facts of the case.

I submit that, I am fully qualified and eligible to hold the post2.

of Archaka/Purohit and Veda Parayanadar, and that my services

representations for regularization of my services in the existing

vacant post of Purohit/Archakas.

I submit that, the then Executive Officer of the Devasthanam3.

submitted report to the Commissioner, Endowments on 8.7.2015

recommending to regularize my services reporting that there is a

need and contingency. The E.O of the Devasthanam again

11.12.2016 stating that due to the retirement of the regular

2

ass

were engaged as Purohit by Sri Kalahastheeswara Swamyvari

Devasthanam,, Srikalahasti in the year 2004. I have made several

submitted another proposal to the Commissioner, Endowments on

Tirupati District (formerly Chittoor Dt), AP, now having



4.

3

!

Seva, Mahasivaratri

Brahmostavams, yagasala poojas and other rituals at 19 associated 

temples. I have made representations time and again, but they 

were not considered inspite of the repeated recommendations made 

by the E.O of the temple. Indeed, several others who are similarly 

situated, working in different temples in the state has been 

regularized.

purohits, myself has been performing those duties. I submit that, 

the E.O of the devasthanam by his letter dated 5.11.2018 once again 

recommended to regularise my services as Purohit, as I have been 

performing all the duties of a regular purohit including performing 

Abhishekhams for Srivaru and Ammavaru for 3 times a day, 

performing Mahanyasa Rudrabhishekham 4 times a day, Nitya 

Kalyanostavams, Suprabhatha

I submit that, I had filed WP.No.17212/2022 aggrieved by the 

action of the respondents in not regularising/absorbing my service 

in the vacancy existing vacancy of purohit in the Devasthanam 

inspite of the repeated recommendations made by the Executive 

officer of the Devasthanam on 23.11.2011, 8.7.2015, 11.12.2016, 

14.05.2018, 05.11.2018, 16.08.2019, as iUegal.

5. I submit that, the Hon’ble High Court allowed the writ 

petition by its order dated 11.7.2023, with the following direction:



02.02.2022

I submit that, 1 have submitted representation dated6.

25.8.2023 along with copy of the order of the Honhle High Court

and requested to implement the Judgement of this Hon’ble Court.

In pursuant to my representation, the Government was pleased to

issue Memo No.REVOl-ENDW/1033/2023-ENDW-l dated 22.9.2023

representation in the light of the orders of this Hon’ble court and to

take action in accordance with law and to furnish action taken

report to the Government. But to my utter surprise, no action has

I submit that, in pursuant to the said memo, I havebeen taken.

requesting to absorb

implementation of the Judgement of this Hon’ble Court.

7.

counsel on 12.12.2023 to the respondents 1 to 3 notifying to

implement the orders of this Hon’ble court on 11.7.2023, and the 1®*

4

“In instant case, as the petitioner was appointed in the year 
2004 and worked for nearly twenty years, the respondents are 
directed to consider the request made by the 3rd respondent 
and regularize the service of the petitioner on part with 
others those who are made in Government Memo 
No.NDW/502/2019/Endt.I(2), dated 02.02.2022 and 
proceedings of the Commissioner Endowments dated 
21.06.2022 and pass appropriate orders expeditiously within a 
period of two(2) months from the date of receipt of copy of this 
Order.”

submitted representation to the Government on 8.12.2023,

directing the Commissioner, Endowments to

I submit that, I also got issued legal notice through my

examine my

my services in the vacancies in
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issued dated

21.1.2024, directing the Commissioner, Endowments to take

I submit that, inspite of the directions of the 1®‘

and deliberate.

8.

court dated 11.7.2023.

contemptuous and contumacious. and they are Hable to be

punished for the same and hence I

of the order of this Hon’ble Court made in WP.No. 17212/2022 dated

11.07.2023.

Article 215 of the Constitution of India.

5

!
i

The Respondents has got scant respect towards this 

Hon’ble Court and orders passed. The disobedience of orders would

amount to Civil Contempt and they are Hable to be prosecuted 

under section 10 & 12 of the Contempt of Courts Act and under

respondent and my representations, the 2“^ respondent is acting 

obHvious about the orders of this Hon’ble court, which is intentional

necessary action, but there was no response of any kind from the 

2“** respondent.

am constrained to lodge this 

contempt case, complaining the deHberate and wiUful disobedience

respondent received on

This action of the respondents are

18.12.2023 and the 2“^ respondent on

I submit that, the respondents has got scant respect towards 

the Hon’ble court and orders passed. The respondents are 

intentionaUy and deHberately flouting the orders of this Hon’ble

15.12.2023. In pursuant to the said legal notice, the respondent

Memo No.REV01-ENDW/1033/2023-ENDW-I(2)



For the reasons stated above, it is therefore prayed that this

Hon’ble court may be pleased to summon and punish the

respondents for their willful and deliberate disobedience of the

order passed by this Hon’ble Court in WP.No.17212/2022 dated

11.07.2023, under the provisions of the Contempt of Courts Act and

Article 215 of the Constitution of India, in the interest of Justice,

and pass such other order or orders as this Hon’ble court may deem

fit and proper.

Deponent

Advocate, Vijayawada.

VERIFICATION

I, A.V.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma, S/o Satyanarayana Shastri,

Aged about 45 years, working as Purohit , Sri Ealahasteeswara

Swamyvari Devasthanam, Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division,

Tirupati District (formerly Chittoor Dt), AP, do hereby declare

information and behef.

Hence verified on this

Counsel for the petitioner.

6

day of February-, 2023.
Deponent

that the facts stated above, are true to my knowledge.

Sworn and signed before me. 
On this day of February, 2023.
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N NO: 17212 OF 2022

Between:

SHE

PRESENT

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE D RAMESH

WRIT PE'

Sn Kalahasti, Sri Katahasti Division. Tirupati District (formerly Chittoor Dt). AP.

...PETITIONER

State of ^dhra Pradesh, R6p by its Principal Secretary Revenue 
®do^ents) department. AP Secretariat. Velagapudi, Guntur dSricS AP

2 AP, Gollapudi, Vijayawada Rural. NTR

IS

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI 
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY. THE ELEVENTH DAY OF JULY 
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY THREE

...RESPONDENTS

Executive officer of the 3^ respondent 
8.7.2015; 11.12.2016. 14.05.2018, 05.11.2018. 

contrary to law. b)direct the 1* and 2"** respondents to 
regularize/absorb the service of the petitioner in the existing vacancy in the post 
mad^ hi respondent Devasthanam as per of the recommendations

3 respondent Devasthanam on 
11.12.2016, 14.05.2018, 05.11.2018, 16.08.2019 on par 

with other employees of the other temples whose services were regularized by 
the respondents, and to give all consequential benefits.

lA NO: 1 OF 2022

♦ho Section 161 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
1? ^'9^ C°“rt may be pleased to

* rr respondents No.1 and 2 to consider regularization of the services of 
®® P®’’ *^® •®P®'^® f^ade by the 3^“ respondent vide 

reports dated 23.11.2011. 8.7.2015. 11.12.2016. 14.05.2018, 05.11 2018



ID

!

I

Counsel for the PetWoner: SRI. N BHARAT BABU 
CounselforfoeRespon<.en.Nos.1.2:GPFORENBOWMBHTS 

Counsel for the Respondent No. 3: SRI S-

The Court made the following: ORDER
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This Writ Petition under Article 226 of the 

Constitution of India is filed seeking to declare the action of 

respondent Nos.l and 2 in not regularizing/absorbing the 

service of the petitioner in the existing vacancy in the post 

of purohit in the respondent Devasthanam inspite of 

the recommendations made by the Executive Officer of the 

3rd respondent Devasthanam on 23.11.2011, 08.07.2015 

11.12.2016, 14.05.2018, 05.11.2018, 16.08.2019 as illegal 

and contrary to law and direct the respondent Nos. 1 and 2 

to regularize/absorb the service of the petitioner in the 

existing vacancy in the post of purohit in the 3”J 

respondent Devasthanm.

- *^HE honourable SRI JUSTICE D.RAMP.rh

WRIT PETITION No. 17212 of 2022

ORDER;

2. The petitioner studied Krishna Yajurveda from Sri 

Venkateswara Veda Patashala, Dharmagiri, Tirumala, 

which is part of Vedayayara, Divya Prabhand Archakatva, 

Purohitya. He also passed Pravesa Exam with serial 

No.330029 conducted by the Endowments Department. He 

is fully qualified and eligible for appointment to the post of
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2

submitted a report to 

the Commissioner

on the

of the petitioner in the existing 

it considered by the respondents.

request on 11.12 2016 after

request was

ground of imposing 

made by the petitioner on

Archaka/Purohits and Veda Paranayadars at any temple in , 

the State. Accordingly the petitioner has appointed as 

Purohit in the 3-* respondent institution and the same teas 

acknowledged by the 2-4 respondent vide resolution dated 

29.03.2007. The petitioner was appointed as Purohit on 

contract basis initially for a payment of Ra.3,000/- as 

remuneration. Subsequently, remuneration was increased 

to Rs.6,000/- with effect from 14.11.2010.

3. Based on the submissions, the 3- respondent 

the 2*“* respondent on 08.07.2015,

Endowments to
recommending to

regularize the service

vacancy. Request was no

Once again they have made a
retirement of Sri Y.S.Chandra Sekhar Shastri. Purohit who 

was working on regular basis. After his retirement on 

31.08.2010, there is a need of tegular purohits and it was 

also brou^t to the notice of the 2»i respondent that there 

are no regular Purohits since more than 13 years. The sard 

rejected by the respondents only

ban. Finally, based on the request 

26.10.2018, the a”* respondent



such as performing Abhishekhams for Srivaru and

Ammavaru for three times

Mahasivaratri

16.08.2019. It is also mentioned that the Government has

the said

Government Memo and asked the respondent to submit

respondent institution and he has completed more than

twenty years, as per Section 35(3) of Endowments Act, the 

petitioner is the only eligible and qualified to be appointed

a day, performing Mahanyasa 

Rudrabhishekham four times a day, Nitya Kalyanostavams, 

Suprabhatha Seva,

a regular purohit

IS
3

issued Memo dated 22.01.2021 for implementation of 

extension of the pay scales to Purohits in Archaka Scale. 

The Commissioner Endowments forwarded

a report for extension of the same. Accordingly, the 

petitioner’s pay scale was extended.

4. As the petitioner is working as Purohith in the

Brahmostavams, 

Yagasala Poojas and other rituals at 19 associated temples 

and requested to pass appropriate orders regularizing the 

service of the petitioner and reminder was made on

has recommended the case of the petitioner for 

regularization vide proceedings dated 05.11.2018 stating 

that the petitioner is only Purohit working on contractual 

basis and performing all the duties of
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After examining

not challenged the

The

take necessary

issued proceedings on 

possibility for regularization

who are working under eontract basis. The petitioner has 

said orders, but again submitted 

08.07.2019. with a request for 

3rd respondent again

as rurohit by regularizing the 

recommendations made by the 3- respondent since 2011

submitted report on 

has returned the said request on

another representation on

service.

16.08.2019 and the 2"'’ respondent

19.11.2019, directing to

action as

regularizing his

service, as per the

per circular memo dated

finally on 16.03.2019.

5. After notice, the 2“' respondent filed counter. 

According to the counter, the petitioner appointed as 

Purhoit on contract basis with a consolidated pay of 

Rs.3,000/- per month on 19.04.2007 in the 3«> respondent 

Dermsthanam. The consolidated pay of the petitioner has 

been enhancing from time to time and accordingly, the 

petitioner is drawing consolidated pay of Rs.22.07C/- per 

month. Based on the request made by the petitioner, the 

respondent submitted report to the 2«* respondent.

of the record, the 2»«i lespondent has 

17.12.2018 stating that there is no 

of service of the employees
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in Hindu Religious and Endowments

Institutions

the above pleadings, learned Senior

Counsel appearing on

6. There is a ban on regularization of services of 

employees

Is

behalf of the petitioner has 

submitted that the petitioner is fully qualified and eligible 

as per rules and accordingly, his services were taken by the

24.09.2018. In fact, the Commissioner Endowments has 

issued general circular vide memo dated 24.09.2018 to all 

the Execution authorities of the Charitable and Religious 

institutions not to send proposals for regularization of the 

service with regard to the Endowments Institutions.-As the 

said circular is in existence, the respondent ought not 

to have sent the proposal for regularization of the service of 

the petitioner. Hence, the same were returned.

7. Based on

imposed vide G.O.Rt.No.l997, Revenue 

(Endts.I) Department, dated 18.10.2005 untU further 

orders by taking into consideration of large scale irregular 

appointment by the concerned Executive Officer, even in 

the absence of cadre strength. The case of the petitioner 

cannot be considered for regularization, accordingly the 

same was returned to the respondent vide proceedings 

dated 30.07.2022.
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Seva,

etc., aEd when there

avaUable and as the petitioner is

regularly since, twenty years he is

services. Further it is not in 

a request to the 2’“’ 

the drcumstances existing all the 

retired and the petitioner alone is 

for Srivaru and Ammavaru for 

Mahanyasa

3rd respondent in the year 2004 and the same were 

acknowledged hy die 2"d respondent vide proceedings 

dated 29.03.2007 by permitting the 3- respondent to 

continue the petitioner’s 

dispute that the 3^ respondenl made 

respondent based on 

permanent purohits were 

performing Abhishekhams 

three times a day, performing 

Rt'drahhishekham four times a day. Nitya Kalyanostavams.

Mahasivaratri Brahmostavams,Suprabhatha

Yagasala Pqojas, 

sanctioned posts are 

performing all the pujas 

qualified for the said post. Rejection of the proposals by the 

2»d respondent is only on the ground of having the memo 

issued by the Commissioner vide proceedings dated 

24.09.2018 which is baseless and contrary to Rules.

8. Uamed Senior Counsel for the petiUoiier further 

submitted that in fact a Committee was constituted with 

regard to the service issues of the temple employees 

headed by Sri Justice A.Venkatrami Reddy, Chairman, Sn

are regular
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I.A.S., retired and Sri Prof

made recommendations,some one

the

i

M.V.S.Prasad, I.A.S., retired, Sri Prof m.V.Soundararajan, 

Hereditary Trustee, Chilkur and Sri A.Chengappa, I.A.S., 

retired. Subsequently, committee members were modified

recommendation with regard to regulari2ation of the service 

of the employees working in the cadre of NMR, 

consolidated, contract basis, daily wages and outsourcing 

etc, in all the A.P. Charitable and Hindu Religious 

Endowments Department which reads as follows:

M.V.Soundararajan. The said committee has considered 

and

with Justice P.Jagannadham Naidu, District Judge retired,

Sri M.V.S.Prasad,

“A sizeable number of employees are recruited not only 
because of the needs of temples, but also because of 
pressures brought in by somebody or the other. Even while 
making such appointments, there is no rational or uniformity 
infixing the pay for such employees. In fact, no action seems 
to have been taken against the defaulting executives, though 
ban on recruitment has been in vogue since 1993. Existence 
of such large number of employees inspite of ban proves 
lack of discipline. Taking into consideration the present state 
it is recommended that all these employees who have been 
in employment for ten years and above can be regularized 
and they should be accommodated in regular posts which 
are kept vacant. For this purpose, they should be considered

of the
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Committee

the

respondent has no 

regulari2ation of 

Departments which

for following relief:

“Undoubtedly, the petitioner was appointed as 
NMR in the establishment of third respondent 
temple on 12.03.2000, completed more than 20. 
years of service and qualified for regularization ■ 

in the vacant posts in the cadre srrength of the

not only for being posted in the temples where they are 
presently working in if there are regular posts but also other 
temples if there are no vacancies in the parent temple. 
Because of the financial burden caused by such 
regularization, we recommend that they be accommodated 

in the basic scale of the job into which they are recruited.
In respect of those who are employed for less than ten 

years, we recommend that they should be phased out from 
the employment and should be given priority in future 

employment, if needed."
9. When the said recommendations were made by the 

constituted by the Government, the 2"“ 

basis for rejection of the proposals for

the services in the Endowment 

is contrary to the recommendations

made by the Committee and also the Rules.

10. Further the learned Senior Counsel for

petitioner has brought to the notice of the Court that in 

identical situations this HonWe Court has considered and 

decided the Writ Petition No.15219 of 2020. which is Bled
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third respondent temple. As per G.0.Ms.No.60 
Finance (PC and TA) Department- dated 
06.07.2019, interim relief of 27% on the basic 
pay was extended to this petitioner along with 
other NMRs @ Rs.3,510/- with effect from 
01.07.2019. Thereafter, interim relief was 
stopped from the month of September, 2019 
after change in the office of the Executive Officer 
and the same is challenged in W.P.No. 11483 of 
2020, pending disposal. Thereupon, the third 
respondent issued proceedings in 
R.C.No.Al/1655/2015 dated 03.10.2019 and 
revised the pay scales as per the qualifications, 
eligibility and minimum pay scale attached to 
the post of Record Assistant and Junior 
Assistant were extended to all the NMRs. Once 
the scales are allotted and allowed to draw 
salary on par with regular employees, the 
petitioner and others are eligible to be continued 
in the regular cadre strength posts as against 
the posts which they are working and which 
are vacant as on today as per the approved 
cadre strength of the temple. Hence, requested 
this Court to issue a direction to the 
respondents to regularize the services of this 
petitioner with all consequential service and 
monetary benefits.”
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' SLP (C)No.!5774 O'2006 dated 03.08.2010

II. Rased on the above prayer, the Court has 

considered the Rulings of the Hon’ble Apex Court in State 

of Karnataka Vs. M.L.Kcsarih and held that:

“The law laid down by the authorities is not in 
quarrel, but in the present case, the services of 
this petitioner were engaged long prior to the 
judgment and continuously discharging their 

duties in the same capacity for the last more 
than 20 years, consequently as one time 
regularization scheme, as held by the Apex 
Court in State of Karnataka, v. M.L. Kesari 
(referred supra) be undertaken . by the 
department to regularize the services of this 
petitioner on par with the services of Respondent 
Nos. 4 to 6 to avoid invidious discrimination in 
treating, the persons placed on the same footing. 
Hence, in view of the law declared by the Apex 
Court in various judgments. Respondent Nos. 1 
to 3 are directed to consider the case of this 
petitioner on par with Respondent Nos. 4 to 6 as 
one time regularization scheme, as directed by 
the Apex Court in State of Karnataka v. M.L. 

Kesari (referred supra).”
12. The learned Senior Counsel for the petitioner has 

submitted that the facts in the above said case and in the 

instant case are one and the same. The petitioner was
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and

13.

in Sri Durga 

Malleswara Swamy Varla Devasthanam, Indrakeladri and 

he further submitted that in some of the cases regularizing 

orders were also passed with regard to the respondent 

institutions.

Reply to

appointed in the year 2004 and service was permitted by 

the 2"d respondent in the year 2007 and since then the 

petitioner is continuously performing all the pujas, finally 

as per the proceedings of the Government by extending the 

pay scale to the petitioner. Further submitted that as per 

the orders of the Court, the respondent have issued 

various proceedings regularizing the service in identical 

cases and accordingly, he has made reliance of the said 

proceedings dated 02.02.2022 and 21.06.2022. In the said 

proceedings the Government has considered 

regularized the service of the Purohits

the said submission, learned 

Government Pleader submitted that as there is a specific 

ban imposed by way of circular dated 24.09.2018 by the 

2n‘» respondent directing the institutions not to send any 

proposals for regularization of the employees. Despite the 

said circular, the 3r<’ respondent sent proposals. Hence, the 

2n‘i respondent returned the same stating that it is
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service

contrary to the Circular memo dated 24.09.2018. In view of 

the ban memo, he requested for dismiss^ of the Writ

respondent has submitted that as

on behalf of the

as th e
i.e., more

die respondents, as

contention of the respondent is only on 

when there is a circular dated 24.09.2018 imposing ban, 

the case of the petiticner cannot be considered.

16. In identical issue, this Court in Writ Petition 

No. 15219 of 2020 by following the observations of the 

Honlile Apex Court in State of Karnataka Vs, 

M.L.Kesari, directed the respondents to regularize the 

semce of the petitioner therein taking alone the service 

than twenty years. In instant case.

recommendec the case 

respondent for regularization.

15. Considering-he submissions made by the learned 

counsel appearing on behalf of Ute petitioner as well as the 

Standing Counsel and the learned Government Header for 

the facts are not in dispute, the 

the ground that

Petition.

14. Learned counsel appearing

per the provisions of the

Act. the 2-‘ respondent alone is competent to regularize the 

of petitioner, hence, the 3- respondent 

of the petitioner to the 2"'*
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petitioner was appointed in the year 2004 and worked for

nearly twenty years, the respondents are directed to

consider the request made by the 3^** respondent and

regularize the service of the petitioner on part with others

those madewho in Government Memoare

No.NDW/502/2019/Endt.I(2), dated 02.02.2022 and

proceedings of the Commissioner Endowments dated

21.06.2022 and pass appropriate orders expeditiously

within a period of two(2) months from the date of receipt-of

copy of this Order.

With the above directions, the writ petition is allowed.

There shall be no Order as to costs.

Miscellaneous petitions pending, if any, in tins Writ

Petition shall stand closed.

//TRUE COPY//

To,!

SD/-P. VINOD KUMAR 
assistant REGISTRAR 

sectIqn^ficer

1 The Principal Secretary, Revenue (Endowments) Department, State of 

ntr 
District, AP.

3. The Executive officer, Sri Kalahasteeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, Sri 
J<alahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division. Tirupati District, AP

X One CC to Sri. N Bharat Babu Advocate [OPUC]
*5. Two CCs to GP for Endowments, High Court of Andhra Pradesh. [OUT] 
6. Two CD Copies
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WP.No.
BETWEEN:

... Petitioner.
And

For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, it is therefore

prayed that this Hon’ble court may be pleased to issue an order or

directions, more particularly, one in the nature of mandamus.

not

inspite of the recommendations made by the Executive officer of the

a) declaring the action of the 2“‘l respondentsin

regularising/absorbing the service of the petitioner in the existing 

vacancy in the post of purohit in the 3^^ respondent Devasthanam

(Special Original Jurisdiction)

of 2022

A.V.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma, S/o Satyanarayana Shastri, 
Aged about 44 years, working as Purohit (Contract basis], 
Sri Kalahasteeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, 
Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division, 
Tirupati District (formerly Chittoor Dt], AP.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE:: ANDHRA PRADESH 
ATAMARVATHI

MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION 
(UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA]

■ /

/•

... Respondents.

The address of the petitioner for the purpose of service of summons etc. is 

that of its Counsel N.BHARAT BABU (8985] Advocate, Plot No.303, Anne’s Silver 

Springs Apartments, Jayaprakash Nagar, LIC colony, Vijayawada, AP, and of the 

respondent is same as in the above cause title.

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh,
Rep by its Principal Secretary, 
Revenue (Endowments] department, 
AP Secretariat, Velagapudi, Guntur district, AP.

2. The Commissioner, Endowments, AP, 
Gollapudi, Vijayawada Rural, 
NTR District, AP.

3. Sri Kalahasteeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, 
Rep by its Executive officer, 
Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division, 
Tirupati District, AP



CounsSrcr the petitioner

I

: -f

.J.

Amaravathi.

"5
S’-'i respondent Devasthanam on 23.11.2011, 8.7.2015, 11.12.2016, 

14.05.2018,05.11.2018,16.08.2019, as illegal and contrary to law;

b) direct the 1st and 2"d respondentstc regularise/absorb the service of 

the petitioner in the existing vacancy in the post of purohit in the 3'''^ 

respondent Devasthanam, as per of the recommendations made by 

the Executive officer of the 3'^ respondent Devasthanam on 

23.11.2011, 8.7.2015, 11.12.2016, 14.05.2018, 05.11.2018, 

16.08.2019 on par with other employees of the other temples whose 

services were regularised by the respondents, and to give all 

consequential benefits;

c) And pass such other order or orders as this Hon’ble court may deem 

fit and proper.
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of2022
BETWEEN:

....Petitioner.
And

X. 1999

the 3"’ respondent institution on payment of Rs.3,000/- as ’ 2 and ■ <5 
remuneration. '3 ■

...... +......3.

’4. '.■ ■8’7.2bT5’

the petitioner. Since this is not considered, the petitioner :

i's.'

i iZ)

-........... •!
i I® =

A.V.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma, S/o Satyanarayana Shastri, 
Aged about 44 years, working as Purohit (Contract basis], 
Sri Kalahasteeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, 
Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division, 
Tirupati District (formerly Chittoor Dt], AP.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE:: ANDHRA PRADESH 
ATAMARAVATHI

i
i

ANNEXURE-I 
List of events

:.........................■

i 11? ;

2. The Commissioner, Endowments, AP, 
Gollapudi, Vijayawada Rural, 
NTR District, AP.

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh,
Rep by its Principal Secretary, 
Revenue (Endowments] department, 
AP Secretariat, Velagapudi, Guntur district, AP.

3. Sri Kalahasteeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, 
Rep by its Executive officer, 
Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division, 
Tirupati District, AP

i 
I

2011

29.11.2016
[ regularize his services

6. ■ li.i2.26i6 "...................................

-------- .tJ _______________________________ .......___...... 
: The petitioner made representation to the 2nd f Para 
i respondent seeking to regularise services in the as i 3 
: regular purohit/Archaka in the temple, as I was i 
i.jperfprmmg the(.regular purohit duties by then._________ i
' The 3«> respondent submitted report' to the 
respondent, recommending to regularize the services of ■ 4 and 
the petitioner stating that there is a need for services of: 5

I 

sRbmittedanotherre^^  ̂ ' ‘ i
Another representetion''b/’the"'petYti6ner'requesting'tot ’Para 

................. i r ;

WP.No.

The 3rd respondent again recommended to regui'arise iiis TPar^^ 
services vide his letter Rc.No.Al/3339/2006 dated: 
11.12.2016 due to retirement of regular purohits, and the i 

...... L..................... iJP.^?i^i?B?.L?!?”eRerfo™in^ ;
i 15.3.2017 : The 2nd respondent issued proceedings f Para 

...... i...... ...............i-l‘:Pi?:N?.^Q1^267.S.8/.2pl6 dated..15.03.^^ i

'2. '^2664

f the petitioner studied’iWshna'YaiuiVeda’from’'s.V
• patashala, Tinimala and also passed Pravesa exam; 2 i
! conducted by the Endowments department, and fully: i
• qualified and eligible for appointment as Purohit and Veda • ■

.I.?ar?J?.pad.a.r- • •
i The services of the petitioner was engaged as purohit in T Para t
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1. Under Article 226 of the Constitution of India

(

•R THE PETITIONER.

4
I

!

Amaravathi.

Date: -2022

« a

^17 ;

: the petitioner continued in service for more than 18 years Para J

■............ ‘ pv

I

I 

I

I

I

1

I

i-
I

I

I

I

ill! 2212021
I

I

«
I

I

I

I

I

■

I
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I

I

I 9. i 26.10.2018
< «
I (

I I

I

I

I

I

...

1.
18. i 9.4.2018
I

I

COUNSEL

\ 
I

! regularise his services, stating that there was ban ■.......
i imposed by the government, and instead authorised the :

, ! 3rd respondent to fix remuneration on par with the ; 
j regular Archalra working An the Devajthanam.
[ the petitioner representation dated 9.4.2018 to iiicreas 
rmy salary whenever there is a raise in salary for the !|® 
: regular Archakas, the 3rd respondent addressed letter ;
• Rc.No.Al/2171/2018 dated 14.5.2018, requesting! 
! permission from the 2nd respondent to increase: 
: remuneration whenever there is an increase of salary for ■ 
: the Regular Archaka. The said representation and i 
: recommendation was not considered by the 2nd i

..lr®®J'Pndent......................................... i
: Another representation by the petitioner, and the same Para f
; was recommended by the 3"* respondent vide his report i ip i , i 
: dated 5.11.2018, stating that the petitioner is performing : 
: all the duties of a regular purohit such as performing i
■ Abhishekhams for Srivaru and Ammavaru for 3 times a i- 
: day, performing Mahanyasa Rudrabhishekham 4 times a i 
: day, Nitya Kalyanostavams. Suprabhatha Seva, i
■ MahasivaratriBrahmostavams, yagasala poojas and other i 
: rituals at 19 associated temples, and requested to pass

—i.-?RPJC0P.nate].?P.r.epX??ent?.’?.Qn-. i
[ a similar representation was made byrfc on^16.8.2619, J Para 
: and it was again forwarded by the 3rd respondent by his 
: recommendatory letter vide Rc.No.Al/3339/2006 dated i 

..I16-8..2019,.which.wasnotconsidered.asye^
: Government issued 'Government'’s ’memo 'No'RWdi’r-’’Para 
: ENDW/28/2021 - ENDT-1 dt 22.01.2021 for j 11_
• implementation of 'Extension of pay scale to Purohits in i 
: Archaka Scale’. The Commissioner, Endowments : 
: forwarded the said government memo and asked the 3rd j 
; respondent to submit a report by his letter dated 
: 14.7.2021 for consideration of implementation of : 
: 'Extension of pay scale to Purohits in Archala Scale’ in my i
case. The 3rd respondent submitted his report to the 2nd i 
respondent favourably for extension of pay scale by: 

; performing the duties of a purohit i.e., in continuous i 13
• sendee for long time without any protection of interim ;
; orders from this Hon’ble court, and that makes me eligible i 
: to be considered for regularization. Therefore, this writ i 
Ljpetitioner. :

I

16^16.8.2019 
I

(

114.5.2018
I
I

I

I

t

I

I

. 5
I(

I
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Between:

... Petitioner.
And

... Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

{, A.V.V.S.p.V. Prasad Sharma, S/o Satyanarayana Shastri, Aged about

44 years, working as Purohit (Contract basis), Sri Kalahasteeswara

Swamyvari Devasthanam, Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division, Tirupati

District (formerly Chittoor Dt), AP, now having temporarily come down to

Vijayawada, do hereby solemnly affirm and sincerely state on oath as

follows:

X. I am the petitioner herein and as such I am well acquainted with the

facts of the case.

A.V.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma, S/o Satyanarayana Shastri, 
Aged about 44 years, working as Purohit (Contract basis), 
Sri Kalahasteeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, 
Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division, 
Tirupati District (formerly Chittoor Dt), AP.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE : ANDHRA PRADESH 
ATAMARAVATHl

WP.N0.

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh, 
Rep by its Principal Secretary, 
Revenue (Endowments) department, 
AP Secretariat, Velagapudi, Guntur district, AP.

2. The Commissioner, Endowments, AP, 
Gollapudi, Vijayawada Rural, 
NTR District, AP.

3. Sri Kulahqsteeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, 
Rep by its Executive officer, 
Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division, 
Tirupati District, AP



I submitthat, I studied Krirrhna Yajurveda from Sri Venkateswara Veda2.

Sri Viswa Prasada Sharma was also engaged.

I submit that, the 2nd respondent {.e., the Commissioner, Endowments

and accorded permission to the Executive officer of the 3rd respondent

I submit that, by then, I have completed five years of service as Purohit at 3rd ■

respondent Devasthanam.

I submit that, the 2nd respondent issued circular in Rc.No.B2/19556/

in addition to 28 existing posts. By the year 2311, out of 10 posts of

purohits, 9 posts were vacant I submit that, I have made representation to

the 2nd respondent seeking to regularise my services in the as regular

duties by then.

institution to engage my services as purohit on contract basis on payment of

Rs.3,000/- as remuneration. Subsequently the remuneration was increased

No. 330029 conducted by the Endowments Department. 1 am fully qualified 

and eligible for appointment to the post of Archaka/Purohits and Veda

Paranayadars at any temple in the state. I submit that, in the year 2004, my 

services were was engaged as Purohit by the 3rd respondent institution as 1

Patashala, Dharmagiri, Tirumala, which is part of Vedayayam, Divya 

Prabhand Archakatva, Purohitya. I also passed 'Pravesa exam' with Serial

from Rs.3,000/- to Rs.6,000/- with effect from 14.11.2010 as per the

Dharmika parishad’s circular memo No. DPC/ 52200/ 2009 dated 3.6.2010.

3-
department, AP acknowledged and ratified my appointment as Purohit on 

contract basis in pursuant to the Board resolution No.42 dated 29.3.2007

4
2011 dated 8.6.2011 sanctioning 8 additional posts of Purohits in the temple

purohit/Archaka in the temple, as i was performing the regular purohit

am eligible and qualified for the said post. I submit that, along with me one



submitted report vide Rc.No.Al/3339/2006 dated 8.7.2015, recommending

to the Commissioner, Endowments to regularise my services in the vacancies

existing for the post of Purohits. In the said report, the 3rd respondent

categorically stated that there was only one regular purohit and two

purohits on contract basis were attending the performance of RaahuKethu

pooja Sankalpam to Abhishekhams, performance of Kalyanostavam and

which has to be performed by Veda Pandits; that the temple is unable to

on

vacant; that there is non-availability of purohits for performance of

RaahuKethu poojas which is the main source of income for Devasthanam

divert the veda pandits from their original duties i.e., reciting of 

vedaParayana and hence engaging me and another namely Sri K.V.Prasad

respondents did not consider regularisation for no valid reason.

r
I submit that, the Executive Offir?; of the 3rd respondent institution.

other Devasthanam rituals; that as against 10 posts of purohits, 9 posts are

I submit that, disappointed by the meagre salary, another purohit on 

contract basis namely A.V.Prasad Sharma discontinued his services from the

year 2012, whereas I have been continuing for the same meagre salaiy with 

a fond hope that one day, the respondents would regularise my services as 

regular purohit. As there was no action taken in pursuant to the report of 

the 3rd respondent dated 8.7.2015, I have again submitted representation 

30.5.2015, requesting to regularise my service in one of the existing vacant 

post of purohit in the Devasthanam while explaining my financial crunch to 

sustain myself and my family with a meagre salary being paid.

Sarma for such rituals and finally requested to accord permission to 

regularise our services in view of the essentiality of our services. The



^<52
I submit that, on my repeated representations, the 2“'* respondent

Rudrabhishekam, kalyanostavam, Deeparadhana etc., and requested to

consider my request, keeping in view that it is difficult for any purohit to

sustain himself and his family for the meagre remuneration. I submit that,

just as usual, the 2nd respondent did not proceed further to my detriment.

unsustainability and the need of the 3rd respondent to retain my services.

The 3rd respondent again recommended to regularise my services vide his

letter Rc.No.Al/3339/2006 dated 11.12.2016, and also stated that

Sri.K-V.Prasad Sharma, Purohit who was appointed on temporary basis along

me was not attending duty since the year 2012; that further, Sri.Y.S.Chandra

Sekhar Shastri, Purohit who was working on regular basis was retired on

31.8.2010 and Sri.M.V.Panduranga Sharma, Purohit retired from service on

31.8.2013, and from then onwards, I am alone performing the duties of

purohit in the temple.

I submit that, though there is need for appointment of regular purohit

respondent issued proceedings L.Dis.No.Cl/26758/2016 dated 15.03.2017,

rejecting to regularise my services, stating that there was ban imposed by

the government, and instead authorised the 3rd respondent to fix my

remuneration on par with the regular Archaka working in the Devasthanam.

19. I submit that, in view of my representation dated 9.4.2018 to increase 

my salary whenever there is a raise in salary for the regular Archakas, the

?•
directed to submit reports and the 3"* respondent all the time reiterated that

1
and the fact that I have been working since nore than 13 years, the 2nd

I submit that, I was again compelled to submit a representation on

29.11.2016, requesting to regularise my services in view of my

my services were utilised for performance, of rituals such as



o
3rd respondent addressed letter Rc.No.Al/2171/2018 dated 14.5.2018,

requesting permission from the 2nd respondent to increase my

remuneration whenever there is an increase of salary for the Regular

Archaka. I submit that, the said representation and recommendation was

not considered by the 2nd respondent.

If- I submit that, 1 have made another representation on 26.10.2018

seeking regularisation of my services and my representation was forwarded

by the 3rd respondent through its recommendation vide proceedings

Rc.No.Al/3339/2006 dated 05.11.2018, stating that 1 am the only purohit

working on contract basis and performing all the duties of a regular purohit

day, performing Mahanyasa Rudrabhishekham 4 times a day, Nitya

Kalyanostavams, Suprabhatha Seva, MahasivaratriBrahmostavams, yagasala

poojas and other rituals at 19 associated temples, and requested to pass

A similar representation wasappropriate orders for my representation.

made by me on 16.8.2019, and it was again forwarded by the 3rd respondent

by his recommendatory letter vide Rc.No.Al/3339/2006 dated 16.8.2019,

which was not considered as yet. I have again made representation dated

6.1.2021 to the 2nd respondent to regularise my services.

IJt

No.REVOll-ENDW/28/2021 - ENDT-1 dt 22.01.2021 for implementation of

'Extension of pay scale to Purohits in Archaka Scale'. The Commissioner,

Endowments forwarded the said government memo and asked the 3rd

respondent to submit a report by his letter dated 14.7.2021 for

consideration of implementation of 'Extension of pay scale to Purohits in

Archaka Scale’ in my case. The 3rd respondent submitted his report to the

such as performing Abhishekhams for Srivaru and Ammavaru for 3 times a

I submit that, the Government issued Government’s memo



2nd respondent favourably for extension of pay scale, and important aspects

mentioned in the said report, is as under:

That SriJk.V.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma submitted that he has beena.

working in the Devasthanam since last 16 years on contract basis, and

performing regular 3 timeAbhishekhams at Sri Swamy and Anraavaru

regularly and also performing 4 time MahanyasaRudrabhishekans. Nitya

Kalyanostavams, Suprabhatha seva, MahasivaratriBrahmostavams, Yagasala

poojas and rituals at associated temples every months etc., as the regular

purohits retired from service i.e., from 2013.

b. That there are 19 temples associated with the Devasthanam and

Regular Purohits were required for performing Sri Swamy Ammavarla

Suprabhatha Seva, Swamy Ammavarla three time Abhishekams, 4 time

MahanyasaPoorvakaEkadasaRudrabhisekams, Sri Swamy Ammavarla Nitya

Kalyanostavams, Deeparadhana, Manthra Pushpam, and Yaagasala poojas

performed during auspicious days and during MahasivaratriBrahmostavams,

but since there were no regular purohi:s, Sri.A.V.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma,

Purohit is alone working and timely performing poojas/rituals without

interruption and without any remarks. Presently there are 2 purohit posts

vacant in the Devasthanam.

That SriAV.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma, Contract purohit has passedc.

‘Pravesa exam' with Serial No. 330029 conducted by the Endowments

Department as per G.O.Rt.No.261 Revenue {Endts-IQ department dated

20.05.2002, but has exceeded 38 years of age if age is taken into account as

per G.O.Ms.No.261.

12.

Rules made by the Government vide G.0.Ms. No. 261, dated 20 05.2002, (The

I

1 submit that,Section 36 prescribes qualifications for Archakas. The



o
A.P.Charitable and Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Archakas

and other Office Holders and Servants Qualification and Endowments Rules)

in relation to Section 35[3) of the Endowments Act, prescribed qualification

of Archakas and other temple servants. I submit that, I am having all the

qualification as per Section 36 to hold the post of Archaka and also the post

of purohits and Veda Paranayadars as I have also passed agama exam in

Krishna Yajurveda. I submit that, Note 1 of schedule I of G.O.Ms.No.261

dated 20.5.2002, the word 'purohit', includes any purohit performing the

Abhishekham, Vratams, Marriages and Upanayanams of the individuals and

vahana poojas etc., I submit that, I have been performing all the rituals like

abhishekhams and Kalyanostavams at the temple since last 18 years, and

hence, I am eligible for appointment as regular Purohit at the temple as the

3-^ respondent repeatedly informed the 2nd respondent that there is a need

for regularisation of my post as I have been performing all the rituals at the

temple and also at 19 associated temples. The reports and 

recommendations of the 3'’d respondents vide procs dated 23.11.2011, 

8.7.2015. 11.12.2016, 14.05.2018, 05.11.2018, 16.08.2019 and 30.07.2021

speaks for itself and my experience as purohit for the last 18 years is a 

matter of record. 1 submit that, regarding my age, I was appointed as 

contract purohit in the year 2004, i.e., when I was 26 years old and the first 

proposal for my regularisation made by the 3rd respondent was in the year 

2011, but the respondent No.2 did not consider my case for regularisation, 

though many others were regularised in other temples. In any case, 

according to rule 15 of the rules framed in G.O.Rt.No.261 Revenue (Endts-II) 

department dated 20.05.2002, the Commissioner, Endowments (2n‘i 

respondent) is empowered to relax the upper age limit of any of the post



mentioned in the said rules if it may appear to him as just and equitable. 1

submit that, in any case, the upper age limit is only for fresh appointment.

but not regularisation or a long standing employee who has ample

experience in performing the duties.

I submit that, 1 have continued in service for more than 18 years13.

performing the duties of a purohit i.e., in continuous service for long time

as per para 53 of judgement in ‘State of Karnataka v. Umadevi’ was rendered

on 10.4.2006 (reported in 2006 (4] SCC 1). The said principle was again

that, the Committee constituted by the 1st respondent vide G.O.Ms.No.l303

Rev (endts-I) dept dated 20.10.2010, submitted its report under the head

'Report of the committee bn Service issues of Temple employees'.

recommended for regularising of contingent, NMR employees who have put

in 10 years of continuous service and to be accomodated in the posts which

are kept vacant for a long time. As per the Judgement of the Apex Court and

the report, I am entitled for regularisation.

I submit that, I have put up more than 18 years of continuous service14.

as on today, and there are two (2) posts of purohits are vacant in the cadre

strength of the temple as per the report of the Executive officer of the 3^**

respondent Devasthanam dated 16.08.2019. I submit that, inspite of the

repeated requests and recommendations made by the 3"’ respondent, the 2“»

respondent did not consider regularisation of my services as regular purohit,

though the services of many employees in ocher temples were regularised in

due course of time, inspite of the so-called ban. The said action of the 2"^

without any protection of interim orders from this Hon'ble court, and that 

makes me eligible to be considered for regularisation as a one-time measure

reiterated by the Apex Court in State of Karnataka v. M.L. Kesari. I submit



34o
respondent would an ount to invidious discrimination and therefore

violation of Article 14,16 and 21 of the Constitution of India.

I have no other alternative remedy than to approach this Hon'ble15.

Court by invoking its extraordinary jurisdiction under Article 226 of the

Constitution of India.

I have not filed and other petition or application before any other16.

forum or court, seeking the same relief or reliefs’ sought for in this writ

petition.

Under the circumstances stated above, it is therefore prayed that this17.

Hon’ble Court may be pleased to direct the respondents No.l and 2 to

consider regularisation of the services of the petitioner as purohit as per the

reports made by the 3‘'‘‘ respondent vide reports dated 23.11.2011,8.7.2015,

11.12.2016,14.05.2018, 05.11.2018,16.08.2019, recommending the case of

the petitioner for regularisation of his service in the existing vacancy in the

post of purohit, in the interest of justice, pending disposal of the above writ

petition, and pass such other order or orders as this Honble Court may deem

fit and proper.

18. For the reasons stated above, it is therefore prayed that this Hon’ble

in the nature of mandamus.

vacancy in the post of purohit in the 3«* respondent Devasthanam

inspite of the recommendations made by the Executive officer of the

court may be pleased to issue an order or directions, more particularly, one

a) declaring the action of the ls‘ and 2"'* respondentsin not 

regularising/absorbing the senzice of the petitioner in the existing



fit and proper.

Deponent

Advocate, Vijayawada.

NATION

Hence verified on this day of June, 2022.

Deponent
Counsel for the petitioner.

as this Hon’ble court may deem

3«i respondent Devasthanam on 23.11.2011, 8.7.2015, 11.12.2016, 

14.05.2018,05.11.2018,16.08.2019, as illegal and contrary to law;

h) direct the 1st and 2“** respondentsto regularise/absorb the sen'ice of 

the petitioner in the existing vacancy in the post of purohit in the 3td 

respondent Devasthanam,

I, A.V.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma, S/o Satyanarayana SJiastri, Aged about 

44 years, working as Purohit (Contract basis), Sri Kalahasteeswara 

Swamyvari Devasthanam, Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division, Tirupati 

District (formerly Chittoor Dt), AP,do hereby declare that the facts stated 

above, are true to my knowledge, information and belief.

Sworn and signed before me. 
On this day of June, 2022.

as per of the recommendations made by 

the Executive officer of the 3>-«« respondent Devasthanam on 

23.11.2011,8.7.2015,11.12.2016,14.05.2018, 05.11.2018,16.08.2019 

on par with other employees of the other temples whose services 

were regularised by the respondents, and to give all consequential 

benefits;

c) And pass such other order or orders
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Srikalahasthi, 
Date:48'08-2023.

Q-f
To
The Commissioner, 
Endowments Department, 
Gollapudi, 
VIJAYAWADA.
Respected Sir,

and

Suprabhatha^S’^&±S IWtt« 
yagaaala Poojaa aral^isS XnX’|j2ttS*«iKS‘^*§ 
fesovab efc Purahltha works attend^X«S£,SSS,S  ̂
Purolrltte fe„ 2013 onwards In Sri KnlalSS,S;^agyM°^ 

^aSSiorW

W s^SS 

Ww^^aiSgS^aX^da^^sM

X™X7o°r?eS f^'SSS’S''rSa SSSSr.^SS’

‘^sassssiss 
£"Sr.r.;SS?~ ; “ s 
'• SSSK 'dSTo^ou'*'" *'■’■
'■ NO- AV
'■ gsso^xss-ssr" ^-N^-No. AV 
'• ^Jo^Sr2o?2“oV *•’•■ -=‘00:11-02-2023 In

*****

lavouible^eS" ""oo '"'■ “"O consideration and early
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iYours faithfully,
Av-u-

(A.V.V.5.D.V.
e -.z . u PUROHITH, ■ '
Sn Kalahastheeswara Swamyvarf Devasthanam,

:: 2 ::

S!XBhramaramba Ma Hkarfuna Swarnv rjiiira«s»,a„=J^ yiz., Sri
Malleswara Swawy varf Srisailartt,^ SH Dur^^

Fumhifs. eoptes aScSwSa^^S^^

sa“3:HS“™=---“
"irSSSsS^^

EndowMU

=.ksss,-s^„-~,^HB
sssg-Si™, 'SaS^SJXS'JW^ensi-r

Thanking you Sir,
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217344578/2023/ENDT.|^EV01

I

Swamy

isi™

■g«=

" SSSe~3~- “.™ ■“i'x.i".^
***

S^^^SjlSS-"" M «gB^»'s.>s~gSSS;
jL-i,  ®'*«*^a«^sSwfTC^eov^

A,P.,

//FORWARDED: :ByoRDE»VZ
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In continuation of my earlier representation Sth cited submit tiiat I was appointed as 
PUROHIT on contract basis and continuously working since last 20 years and attending 
duties of Sri Swamyvaru and Ammavari threekala Abhisekhams. Pradoshakala 4 times, 
Mdianyasa Rudrabfaisekhams, Dequradhana, Manttua Pushpam, Nithya Kalyanostlavam,. 
SupaUiatha Seva, Mahasivaratri Brahmostavams, Yagasala Poojas and also attendu^! 
Devasttianam Anubandha temple festivals etc Purohitha woiks attended by me only after 
retirement of regular Purohitbs ic., 2013 onwards in Sri Kalahastheeswara Swamy Temple 
without any hdratuption of temple duties. The Commismoner, Endowments Departmqtt bas 
sanctioned tiiree(03)cadrB stren^ of Purohith posts to Sri Kalahastfai Temple. All the (03) 
three Purohits are retired. At present three (03) Purohit posts are vacant. The IheE 
Commis^ner £hidovnnents has sanctioned regular Purohit basic pay only without 
increments vide his Letter DisJSfo.1/26758/2016, dated;lS-03-2017.

J further submit that tiie basio sanctioned by the Commissioner, Endowments, is
not sufficimt to lead my family and also due to hike of rates and. rents. Based on that, I am 
suffering a lot to arrange lively hood to my Family. Again I request the Executive Officer to 
regularize my services in the existing clear vacancies. The E.O., again recommended my 
name and submitted report to the Commissioner cm 16-08-2019. But, so far I am not receivel 
any ordos fixnn the Office of tiie Commissioner, Endowments.

ft

i

•1

To '
The Spatial Chief Secretary to Government, 
Revame (Endowments) Department, 
A.P.Secretatiat, 
AMARAVATI.

Reflected Sir,
Sub: &idowinents A.V.V.S.D.VAasad Shi^ woildng as PUROHIT on contract 

basis in Sri Kalahastheeswara Swamy Vari Devasthanam, Srikalahasthi since last 
20 years Regularization of my services in die clear existing (03) vacancies on par 
wife regularization of similar cases in other temples - Request fer implement fee 
Hon-ble High Court orders in W.P.No.l7212 of2022, dt.l 1-07-2023 - Regarding.

Ref; 1. Commissioner Endowments Cadre strength orders Rc.No.B2/l9556/2011, 
dt.08-06-2011.

2. Executive Officer, Sri Kalahastfai Devasthanam, Lr.RcJ^o.Al/3213Z20I7, 
dt.09-09-2017.

3. E.O., Sri Kalahastfai Devastfaanam, Lr.Rc.NoAl/3339/2006, dtl6-08-2019.
4. HonTjle High Court of AJ?., orders dt: 11-07-2Q23 inWJ»Jlo47212 of 2^.
5. My earlier representation dated2S-08-2003.
6. GovtJ4emo.No.REV01-ENDW/1033/2023-ENDW-l,dt,22-09-2Q23.

$$$$
1 submit fee following few lines for your kind consideration and early favourable 

orders.

'I
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Thanking you Sir,

Yours &i0ifiilly
(A.V.V.S.D.V. PRASAD SHARMA) PUROHITH, 

Sii KalahasUieeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam^

1
I
!

■j

ji

J

i

::2::

1 submit that those who are appointed on contract basis as Computer Operators were 
regularized after ro^letion of 10 years service viz., Sri Bhramatamba MaUikaquna Swamy 
Devasthanam, Srisailam, Sri Durga Malleswara Swamy vani Devasthanam, Vijayawada, Sri 
Dwmaka Tirumala Devasthanam, Sri Kanipaka Vinakaya Swami Vari Devasfhan, 
Karapakam and Sri Yadagirigiitta Narasimhas Swamy Devasthanam has qspointed Pumhi*,

I also submit that, but my request is not considered. Based on the that 1 nmroadied 
fte Hon'ble High Court of A.P., in WJ.No.l7212Z2022, dt:l 1-07-2023 has passed the orders

/
"The petitioner is appointed in the year 2004 and worked for nearly 
twenty years, the respondents are directed to consider the request made 
by the 3 * (rd) respondent and regularize the service of the petitioner 
on par with others those who are made in Government 
Memo.No.NDW/502Z2019/Endts.I(2), dated:20-02-2022 and Proceedbgs 
of the Commissioner Endowments dated:21-06-2022 and pass 
appropriate orders expeditiously within a period of two (02) months 
from the date of receipt of copy of this orders."

Keeping in view of the above facts and Hon'ble High Court orders dated:11-07-2023 
hro months time has granted for implementation of the orders, now already nearly 4 months 
elapsed. Once again I request the Special Chief Secretary to Government, Revenue 
Endowments) Department, kindly to issue necessary instructions to the Commissioner, 
Endowments for implementation of the Hon'ble High Court orders as was done in simiW 
cases in other temples and report submitted by the Executive Officer of Sri Kalahastheeswara 
$arny vari Devasthanam also keeping in view of 20 years of my long service on contract 
basts for regularization of my services.
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LEGAL NOTICE

M

N. BHARAT BABU
ADVOCATE

Vijayawada.
Date: 12.12.2023

Flat Nc.303, Anne's Silver Springs Apartments, 
Ll.CXolony, Vijayawada-520008, NTR District, 

Andhra Pradesh, IN.

41lawchamber@gmail.com | 9849083077

N. BHARAT BABU
ADVOCATE. HIGilCOO.=?T

The Commissioner of Endowments, AP, 
Government of AP, 
Opp.S Grand Restaurant, One Center, 
Goilapudi, Vijayawada, 
NTR District, AP- 521225.

O/.

Under the instructions of my client Sri. A.V.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma, S/o 
Satyanarayana Shastri, Aged about 44 years, working as Purohit (Contract basis), Sri 
Kalahasteeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, Sri Kalahasti, Sri Kalahasti Division, 
Tirupati District (formerly Chittoor Dt), AP, I hereby issue this legal notice, for your 
perusal and immediate action.
1. My client states that, he is fully qualified and eligible to hold that post of 
Archaka/Purohit and Veda Parayanadar at any temple in tie State, and that his 
services was engaged as Purohit by Sri Kalahastheeswara Swamyvari Devasthanam, 
Srikalahasti in the year 2004. My client states that, he made several representation 
for regularization of his services in the existing vacant post of Purohit/Archakas.
2. My client states that the Executive Officer of the Devasthanam Submitted 
report to the Commissioner, Endowments on 8.7.2015 recommending to regularize his 
services stating that there is a need. The E.O of the Devasthanam again submitted 
proposals to the Commissioner, Endowments on 11.12.2016 stating that due to the 
retirement of the regular purohits, the petitioner alone is performing those duties. 
My client states that the E.O of the devasthanam by his letter dated 5.11.2018 
recommended the regu.arization of my client’s services as Purohit stating that he is 
performing all the duties of a regular purohit such as performing Abhishekhams for 
Srivaru and Ammavaru for 3 times a day, performing Mahanyasa Rudrabhishekham 4 
times a day, Nitya Kalyanostavams, Suprabhatha Seva, Mahasivaratri Brahmostavams, 
yagasala poojas and other rituals at 19 associated temples. My client time and again 
made representations, and they were not considered inspite of the recommendations 
made by the E.O of the temple.

mailto:41lawchamber@gmail.com
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N. BHARAT BABU
ADVOCATE

Flat No.303, Anne's Silver Springs Apartments. 
LlXXolony, ViJayawada-S2000S, NTR District, 

Andhra Pradesh, IN.

41lawchamber@gmail.com | 9849083077

N, BHARAT BABU 

AMARAVATH?

5. I state that, my client submitted several representations along with copy of the 
order of the Hon’ble High Court, but no action has been taken in implementation of 
the order of the Hon’ble High Court. Hence, my client is constrained to issue this 
legal notice.
6. Therefore, I hereby notify you to implement the orders of the Hon’ble court 
passed in WP.No.17212/2022 dated 11.7.2023 and consider absortdng my client’s 
services as Purohit/Archaka by keeping view of his long service and experience In the 
Devasthanam, or else, my client would be advised to approach the Hon’ble High court 
by initiating appropriate legal action.

Copy to.

Swamyvarf Devasthanam, Rep by its Executive 
» ** Sri Kalahastt Division, Tirupati District, AP.

Enclosure:

Order of the Hon’ble High Court In WP.No. 17212/2022 dt 11.7.2023

3. My client filed WP.No.17212/2022 aggrieved by the action in not 
regularising/absorbing the service of my client in the existing vacancy in the post of 
purohit in the Devasthanam inspite of the recommendations made by the Executive 
officer of the Devasthanam on 23.11.2011, 8.7.2015, 11.12.2016, 14.05.2018, 
05.11.2018, 16.08.2019, as illegal.
4. I state that, the Hon’ble High Court after perusing the recommendations made 
by the Executive Officer of the Devasthanam and orders issued in favour of similar 
Archakas of other temples, allowed the writ petition by its order dated 11.7.2023, 
with the following direction:

nLariv f?® petitioner was appointed in the year 2004 and worked for
respondents are directed to consider the request made by the 

3rd respondent and regularize the service of the petitioner on part with others those 
T!?’® ^rnment Memo No.NDW/502/2019/Endt.l(2), dated 02.02 2oS 

Commissioner Endowments dated 21.06.2022 and pass

mailto:41lawchamber@gmail.com
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GOVERNMENT OF ANDRHA PRADESH 
REVENUE (ENDOWMENTS.1) DEPARTMENT

Memo.No.REV01-ENDW/1033/2023-ENDT-If2  ̂ Dated;21/01/2024
Sub: Endowments Department - Representation of Sri A.V.V.S.D.V.Prasad 

Sharma, PUROHIT on contract basis in Srikalahastheeswara Swamy 
Vari Devasthanam, Srikalahasti - Implementation of directions of 
Hon'ble High Court orders In WP No. 17212/2022, dt. 11-07-2023- 
Reg.

Ref: l.Represehtation received from Sri A.V.V.S.D.V.Prasad Sharma, 
PUROHIT on contract basis In Srikalahastheeswara Swamy Vari 
Devasthanam, Srikalahasti bated 31.08.2023.
2iGovt.memo.No. REV01-ENOW/1033/2023-ENDT^I dated:22.09.2023 
S.Rqjresentation dt. Nil of Sri A.V.V.S.D.V. Prasad Sharma, Purohit, 
Srikalahastheeswara Swamy Vari Devasthanam along with its 
documents.

To
The Commissioner, Endowments Department, 
Govt., of A.P, GoHapudI, VijayaWada-52 1 228. 
P.S. to Special Chief Secretary (Endts,), 
Sf/sc.

The attention of the Commissioner of Endowments Department Is invited to 
the reference 2"“ cited wherein he was requested to examine the representation :1* 
cited In pursuance of the orders of Hon'ble High Court and to take necessary action 
In accordance with law duly furnishing the action taken report to the Government. 
No report is received from them so far.

2. In continuation of the memo cited, a copy of the reference 3’’* cited is here 
with furnished. The Commissioner of Endowments Department is therefore 
requested to examine the representations of the indiyidual: in pursuance of the 
orders of Hon'ble High Court and to take necessary action in accordance with law 
duly furnishing the action taken report to the Government immediately withoutfail.

R.KARIKALVALAVEN
SPECIAL CHIEF SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT

2iGovt.memo.No
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N.BHARAT BABU (8985) 
DR.Y.RAGHAVA 

SMT.P.SAI BHARATHI 
Advocates 

COUNSEL FOR THE 
_______ PETITIONER_______  
303, Silver springs Apartments, 

Lie colony, Vqayawada, NTR District, AP, 
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1

7^0
*

c


	Index
	Copy of personal hearing

Notice
	Affidavit and Petition in 
WP.No.17212/2022
	Representation of the petitioner

Along with receipt & postal track
	Memo of the Government
	Representation of the petitioner
	Legal notice along with postal

receipt and postal track
	Memo of the Government

