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MEMORANDUM OF CONTEMPT OF CASE

(U/SEC 10 TO 12 OF CONTEMPT OF CASE OF COURTS ACT)
- IN'THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

CONTEMPT CASE No. of 2024
- LANo.2 62024
IN
- C. M A.No.538 of2023

. Between: :
Arxjun Dass, dlsc1ple of H. H Shri Devenderdassp Varu,
Aged about 71 years, R/0.122, Gandhi Road, T1rupath1
Chittoor District, Andhra Pradesh .
' ___Petitioner
And | .
1.  Sri S.Satyanarayana, IAS, Member Secretary of A.P.Dharmika

Parishad-cum- the Commissioner of Endowments of Andhra

Pradesh Gollapudi, Vijayawada — 521225

2. ‘Srnk Ramesh Naidu, Administrative Officer (FAC)

of Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutz, R/0.122, Gandhi Road,

Tirupathi, Chittoor Distfict Andhra Pradesh

Respondents

The address for service of all notices and process on the above
named Petitioner is that of his counsel Srinivas Bobbili {9649), Advocate,
.Flat No.2-3, Mouli Towers, Beside Jyothi Convention, Benz Circle,
Vijayawada-520010.

F or the reasons- stated in the accompanymg affidavit, it is necessary
in'the interest of justice that this Hen'ble Court may be pleased to punish
the Respondents for their willful and deliberate disobed:ence of the orders
dt.09.02.2024 passed by this Hor’ble- Court m LANo.2 of 2024 in
C.M.A.No.538 of 2023,under the prov181ons of the Contempt of Courts |
Act, 1971 and pass such other order or orde{s may deem fit and proper in

the circumstances of the case.

Date: 04.03.2024 =~ _ Bobbili Srinivas (9649)
Amaravati R .+ Counsel for Petitioner
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IN THE HIGH COURrT OF ANDHRA FRADESH AT AMARAVATI

CONTEMPT CASE No. of 2024
. I:ANo.2 0f 2024
. IN 2 ’
: - - CM.ANo.538 0f2023
BETWEEN: o o
Arjun Dass, discirle of H.H. Shri Devenderdassji Veru,
Aged about 71 years, R/0:122, Gandhi Road Tirupethi,
Chittoor District, %ndhra Pradesh
___Petitioner
And o
1. Sri S.Satyanarayana,. IAS, Member Secretary of A.P.Dharmika _
Parishad-cum- the Commissioner of Endowments of Andhra
Pradesh, Gollpudi, Vijayawada — 521225

2. Sri K.Ramesh Naidu, Administrative Officsr (FAC)
of Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, R/0.122, Gandhi Road,
Tirupathi, Chiztcor District, Andhra Pradesh
’ : - ___Respondents

.AFFI]?.'J.AVIT OF THE PETITIONER

L,Arjun Dsss, disciple of H.H. Shrz: Devenderdassji Varu, Aged: 71
years, Mahant of Sri Swami Hathiramji Mutt; R/0.122, Gandhi Road,
Tirupathi, Chittoor, Andhra Pradesh, now having temporarily come down
to Amaravathi, ¢d hersby solemnly affirm and siﬁcerely stzte on oath as

- follows:

1. Isubmit *kat I am the Petitioner herein as such I am wzll acquainted

with the facts stated hereunder.

2. Isubmit tkat the afaove Contempt Case is filed humbly praying this
Hon’ble Court :c punish the Respondents herein in view of the fact that the
Respondents herein‘ deliberately and wiilfully violated the orders of this
Hon’ble Court 32.9.02.2624 in I.A.No.2 ¢£2024 in C.M.A.N2.538 0f 2023,
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wherein this Hon’ble Court granted stay all further proceedings in

pursuance of the proceedings bearing Rc.No.25033/37/2022/DP-CELL-

Endowments Dt.19.01.2024 issued by the Dharmika Parishad. From the

reading of the said interim order it is clear that

3. I submit that ifrom 1990 till 07.06.2023, I worked as the
Mathadhipathi of Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, Tirumala. From the date of
assumption of the office of the Mathadhipathi, I performed my duties as
religious and secular azad of Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt with utmost

~ dedication, commitment & integration.

4. I humbly submit that I never committed any misconduct or nor
misappropriated any of the funds of the Mutt. I never abused the office of
Mathadhipati and I never violated any of the orders passed by this Hon’ble
Court much less the order dt.07.09.2006 passed in W.A No.258 & 259 of
2006. I never committed any illegality or irregularity which necessitates
the invocation of the powers under Section 51 of the Endowments Act.
Yet, A.P.Dharmika Parishad targeted me and illegally suspended me from
the office of the Mathadhipati by orders d:.08.06.2023 and issued a Charge
Memo dt.08.06.2023. At this juncture it is most significant to note that the
Dharmika Parishad did not serve upon the Charge Memo, Suspension order
or the documents relied upon to issue the said Charge memo and
Suspension orcer till date though requested for the same several times.
Challenging the said illegal and unconstitutional Suspension Order and
Charge Memo dt.08.06.2023, I filed W.P.No0.13919/2023, which was
dismissed by orders dt.04.10.2023. Aggrieved ty the same, I filed
W.A.No.1080/2923 and the same is 'pending consideration before the
Hon’ble First Division Bench of this Hon’ble Court.
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5. During the pend sncy of the said- Wnt Pet1t10n ‘Dharmika Parishad
by its resolution dt. 12 7.2023 appomted a tlnee membel Committee to
conduct enquiry into the charges maje against me and a notice
dt.14.7.2023 was 1ssued to me (sendmg the same through whatsapp)
directing me to appear before the said" three member Committee on
19.07.2023. As I was thrown out of tl’_.{_e-.Mutt. unceremoniously even
without permitting me t6 take my clothes by sea]iné the “Dolv’, which is
the official residence cf the Mathaclnpath I went to Ayodhya whereat |
fell ill due to viral fever, therefore, I was notin a posmon to submit any
record to prove my innocence and to pro ve that the Charges framed against

me are false and baseless. ‘.

6.  Under those c1rcumstances on my 1nstruct10ns, my Advocate
Vinodini Ruth sent a legal notice dt.17 C7 2023 (by sending the same to
the official email IDs of almost all the members of the Dharmika Parishad)

requesting the Dharmika Parishad as follows:

(1) to direct the concerned to serve upon me all the documents,
which are the l:a31s for issuing the said illegal charge memo
and suspension order, and (ii) grant one month time to my
client to submit his statement of defense and to attend the
enquiry to be conducted in pul:suance' of the orders
dt.12.07.2023 riw Notice dt. 14.7.2023 from the date of serving
all the documents upon me, so thzt my chient will submit his
statement of defense and participate in the enquiry and prove
his innocence, and till such time defer the enquiry scheduled
to be conducted on 24.07.2023, otherwise, it will be in

violation of the Principles of Natural Justice”.



-y
T

7.  But, tae three Member Committee wit.hout considering the said legal
notice and without giving any opportuni?.}'l to me and witHOLIt serving upon
all the documents requested by me, said to have conducted the enquiry on
19.07.2023 & 20.07.2023. This fact was widely reported in the Press.
Therefore, on my instructions, my Advocate sent another legal notice
dt.24.07.2023 requesting Dharmika Parishad to comply with the principles
of Natural Justice (i) by directing the concérned to serve upon me all the
documents, which are the basis for issuing illegal .Charge Memo and
Suspension Order dt.08.06.2023, (ii) grant one month time to my client to
submit his statement of defense and (iii) give an opportunity of hearing to
my client to prove his innbcence. My advocate on my instructions
personally went to the office of the Dharmika Parishad the submitted a
copy of the said legal notice dt.24.7.2023. The office of the Dharmika
Parishad acknowledged the receipt of the said legal notice by giving vide
Endorsement No.7664237 on 24.7.2023. Besides, my counsel served upon
this legal notice to all the Respoﬂdehts and some of the members of the 2™
Respondent tarough email. Yet, the Respondents did not any opportunity
to me and did not furnish the 29 documents, which are the basis for the said
- Charge Memo dt.8.6.2023m to prove m:y innocence and falsity of the

charges. This email was also not denied by the Respondents.

8. Later, i.e., 31.07.2023, my counsel sent another email enclosing the
legal notice dt.24.07.2023 to all the respondents and some of the members
of the 2" Respondent requesting them ta coniply with the principles of

Natural Justice(i) by direciing the concerned to serve upon me all the

documents, which are the basis for issuing illegal charge memo and .

suspension order Dated 08-06-2023, (ii) grant one month time to my client

to submit his statement of defense and (iii} give an opportunity of hearing

(W
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to my client to prove his innccence. This legal fiotice is already served upon
the Hon'ble Dharmika Parishad and the Cominissioner of Endowments and

the same was acknowledged vide Receipt _beari_ﬂg n2.7664237/2023
dated 24/07/2023. This ema:| was also not denied by the Fespondents.

9.  Having rece_.ivgd_the said three legal 'notigeg, the said 3 Member
Committee, without héaring me -and without giyihg any: opportunity to me
to prove my innocznce, said to have concluded the enquiry and submitted
~ report on 01.08.2023. While this Hon’5le Court by judgmsnt dt.4.10.2023
dismissed W.P.No,13919/2023. Then 1 filed W.A.No.1080/2023
challenging the said judgment dt.4.10.2023. Léter; Dharmika Parishad
issued a show cause notice dt.19.10.2023 directing me to submit my
explanation. Accordingly, cn my instructions, my counssl submitted the
explanation on "03.11.2023. Later, I personally present before the 2f“’
Respondent on 16.11.2023 and requested them to conduct enquiry afresh
by ignoring the said 3 member committee report dt.1.8.2023 so that I will
prove my innocence, but Dharmika Parishad without considering my
explanation and my personal request, rsmoved me from the post of Mahant
of the Mutt by orders dt.24.11.2023.

10. Challenging this illegal removal order d:.24.11.2023, I filed
CMA No.538/2023 and I filed 1.A.No0.2/2023 in CMA No.538/2023
seeking suspension of the szid illegal removal order 4t.24.11.2023. During
the pendency of this CMA, Government issued G.0.Ms.No.581 Revenue
(Endowments.IT) Department dt.08.12.2023‘c'or;ﬁrming the said removal
order. Then I filed an amendment Petition i.e., [.A.No.3/2023 challenging
the said G.0.Ms.No.581 and also filed I.A.No0.4/2023 seeking suspen.sion
of G.0.Ms.No.581. | |
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11.  Later, Dharmika Parishad by order dt.19.1.2024 directed Fit Person
to ident:fy the Maths, which are follbwing'Raménanda Sampradayam, for
selection of new Mathadhipathi to the Math as already instructed and
convene the meeting of all the heads of the Mafhs following Ramananda
Sampradayam on 3001'.2024 and alsc; directed the Fit Person to dispose the
represer:tation of Sri Shyam Das, who got orders from Hon’ble High Court,
for selection of Interim Mahant in 4 months from the date of High Court
orders as there is a permanent vacancy of Mahanth due to removal of Sri
Arjun Doss to avoid further litigation. Aggrieved by the same, I filed
another amendment Petition ie., I.ANo0.1/2024 challenging the
proceedingé dt.19.01.2024 and also filed 1.A.No.2/2024 seeking stay of all
further proceedings in pursuance of the proceedings dt.19.01.2024 issued
by Dharmike Parishad including the appointment of the Interim Mahant.

12. This Hoﬁ’ble Court after elabcrate hearing and after considering all
the pleadings and case law relating to the issue in question was pleased to
pass ordsrs dt._9.2.2024 in I.A.No.2/2024 in C.M.A.N6.538/2023 staying
all further proceediﬂgs in pursuance of the proceedings dt.19.01.2024 vide
Rc.No0.25033/37/2022/DP-CELL-Endowments issued by the Dharmika
Parishad till disposal of the C.M.A. By this order dt.09.02.2024, this
Hon’ble Court directed the Respondents not to appoint any person as
Matadhipati. But, Respondents herein passed orders dt.25.2.2024
appointing Mr.Omprakash Doss, Pujari of Japali Hanuman Temple of Sri
Swamy Hatkiramji Mutt, Tirumala as Interim Mahant of Sri Swamy
Hathirarrji Matt. This action of the Respondents is amounting to deliberate
and wilful violation of the orders of this Hon’ble Court dt.9.2.2024 in
I.ANo.2,2024 in C.M.A.No0.538/2023. Hencé, I am constrained to file this

Contempt Case bringing the said wilful and deliberate violation bf the
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orders of this Hon’ble Court by the Respondent herein to the kind notice

-of this Hon’ble Court.

13. At this juncture it is most relevant point out that the said Omprakash

Doss is neither the disciple of the Mutt and nor declared as Sadhu/Bairagi

‘as per the tenets of Ramananda Sampradaya and as such there is no

sanction for his appc-ihtment as Mahant from the Akhada Panchayat and

Digambar Akhada. He is only a pujari in one of the temples under the

~ control of Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt. As theaexisting Mahant, I never

declared him as my successor. As per the ﬁractice, which is in vogue for
the last several centuries, the Person, who is declared by the existing
Mahant as his successcr, can only be appointed as the Mahant. Hence, his
appointment is contrary to Ramananda Sampraaayé. My removal and his

appointment as temporary Mahant is not only illegal and unconstitutional.

14.  From the abcve fécts, it is clear that the Respondents herein have
shown utter disooedience towards this Hon’ble Court and they have been
willfully and deliberately violating the judicial command of this Hon’ble
Court contained in- the order dt.9.2.2024. in 1.ANo0.2/2024 in
C.M.A.No0.538/2023 anc as such they are liable to be punished under the
Contempt of Courts Act. .

15. 1 submt tha: this deli'b‘erate and willful action of the Respondents
herein in violeting the interim orcers of the Hon’ble High Court
dt.09.02.2024 is nothing but showing utter disrespect towards the Hon’ble
High Court and in ccntravention of the judicial command of the Hon’ble

High Court, which is a court of record under Article 215 of the Constitution
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of India and the same is emounting to committing contempt towards this

Hon’ble Court and the same is punishable u/the Contempt of Courts Act.

16. At this juncture, it is also relevant to point out that Hon’ble High

Court in Chada Ramulamma case held as follows:

“The Apex Court has repeatedly held that upholding the dignity
and majesty of the Courts is very much essential for maintaining
rule of law and preserving the faith of the people in the judicial
system. The stream of justice cannot be allowed to be polluted by
unscrupulous elements to meet their perSonal ends. Jﬁdiciary
being the last reso:t for a vexed citizen, its dignity and decorum
should always and at all times be protecfed. .... Indeed, of late,
the number of Contempt Cases is on the rise and more often the
officers representing the executive apparatus, who are accused of
violating the orders of the courts, offer apologies; as a secondarél
defence after their primary defencs fails to pass muster with the
Court. Taking judicial notice of this attitude, the Supreme Court
in E.T.Sutup Vs. C.A.N.S.S. Employees Association made the

following succinct observations:

“It haé become a tendency with the Government Officers
to somehow or the other circumvent the orders cf court
and try to take recourse to one justification or other. This
shcws complete lack of grace in accepting the orders of
the court. This tendency of undermining the Court's order
cannot be coun-enanced. This Court time and again has

emphasized that in a democracy the role of the court



cannot be subservient to administrative fiat. The
executive and legislatuze have 'Eg' work within the
Constitutional* framework and.the. Jjudiciary has been
given a rcle of watchdog to keep the legislature and

executive within check”.

17.  While referring to the plea of showing mercy regarding penalty, the

.Supreme Court observed: .

“But if the Court's orders are ﬂout-éd like this, then people will
loose faith in the courts. Therefore, it is necessary to deal with
such type of violation of Coﬁrt's order with strong hands and
to convey to the authcrities that the éourts are not going to

take things lightly”.

>

18. I submit that thz actior: of the respondents in violating the orders of
this Hon’ble Court cannot be treatzd as a mistake or .due to inadvertence
but from the above facts it is evidently clear that the violation of the orders
of this Hon’ble Court is the result of dzliberate and willful disobedience

and disregard towards the Hon’ble Court and the same is amounting to

~ creating a dent on tae jucicial prestige cf this Hon’ble Court and the same

cannot be counter:anced by any strexch of imagination and as such

Respondents herein are liable to be punished u/the Contempt of Courts Act.

19. I submit that all ths persons and the authorities are duty to bound to
implement the orders of this Hon'ble Court strictly in its true letter and
spirit without any deviation, otherwise, the same will be amounting to
contempt towards this Hon’blz Court, which is a court of record under

Article 215 of Consritution of India, and if any such contemptuous action
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committed by anybody, they are liable to be prosecuted under Sec.10 to 12
of the Contempt of Courts Act. )

20. It is therefore l:ra}ed that this Hon‘ble Cou11 may be pleased to
punish the Respondents for their willful and deliberate disobedience of the
orders dt.09.02.2024 passed by this Hon’ble Court in I.A.No.2 of 2024 in
CM. A No.538 of 2023 under the pr ov1s1ons of the Contempt of Courts
Act, 1971 and pass such cther ordsr or orders may deem fit and proper in

the circumstances of the case.

Sworn and singed before me on this
. the 03" Day of March, 2024 at Amaravathi Deponent

~Advocate :: Amaravathi

VERIFICATION

I, Arjim Dass, disciple of H.H. Shri Devenderdassji Varu, the above
named Petitioner herein do hereby declare that all the facts stated above
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and belief and based on
record and information. Hexace verified on this the 03/ Day of March, 2024

at Amaravathi.

Mr. Bobbili Srinivas (9649)
Counsel for the Petitioner , Deponent

%_
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FRIDAY, THE SIXTEENTH DAY OF FEBRUARY,
TV/O. IHohJ.SAfN.D AND TWENTY FOUR

R e Ty AT
,ﬁ,"(*-‘,_.':;:ﬁ-'

‘ S :PRESENT: -~
4 *THE:-HONQURABLE DR JUSTICE K MANMADHA
‘ ot . 1A No. 2 OF 2024 o
“ IN :
CMA NG: 538 OF 2023
Between: = - - |

Arjun Dass, disciple of H.H. Shii Devenderdassji Varu, Aged about 71
years, Mahant of Sri Swami Hathiramji Mutt, R/o. 122, Gandhi Road,
Tirupathi; Chittoor District. AndhraPradesh. S :

S S PR
g B H ~ oY, - £ ~ LRI
i AT E Yors ,-..‘?,fafg‘l'"'é .,};.f‘, T ey fir -

e , ...Petitioner/Appellant. - - .
AR . Y(Patilionsrin CMA 538 OF 2023
: on the file of High Court)
K AND .
1. The State of Ardhra Pradesh, Rep., by its Principal Secretary,
Revenue (Endts.[l) Department, Secretariat, Velagapudi,
Amaravathi, Guntur District
2. The Dharmika Parishad, Rep! by its Member Secretary Gollapudi
Vijayawada, Krishna District 4 .
3. The Commissionzr cf Endowments, Governmant of Andhra
4« .. ... Pradesh, Gollapudi, Vijayawada, Krishna District _
o P4 The Regitnal Joint Commissioner, Endowments Department, Multi
- Zone-ll, Tirupathi, Chittoor District, Andhra Pradesh
5. Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, R/o. 122, Gandhi Road, Tirupathi,
- Chittoor District, Andhra Pradesh, Rep. by Fit Person
. ' ...Respondents/Respondents
: (Respondents in-do-)

Counsel for the Petit’io‘r!er : SRI SRINIVAS BOBBIL]
Counsel forthe Respondent:  Sri S.Sri Ram, Advocate General

Petition under Section 151 CPC is filed praying that in the
circumstances stated in the “affidavit filed in suppcrt of the petition, the
High Court may be pleased to stay all further proceedings in pursuance of
the proceedings besaring Rc._No.25033_/37/2022/DD-CELL-Endowments
Dt.19-01-2024 issted by Dharmika Parishad, pending disposal of
CMA No.538 of 2023, on the file of the High Court.
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ha court wrlle directing lesué ;.)f notice t3 the Requhdents herein to show
1’:18 to why ttls appilcation should not be complied ywth, ma‘de "the folloviing
The-recsipt of this crder wilt be deemed to Lo thie receipt of notice in the case).- |

R

* LANo. 2 of 2024 is field to' stay &ll further proceedings in

-

. pursuance of ' ‘the p‘ro;éédihéé dated 19012024 béarmg -

Re.No.25035/ 37/2022/CP-CELL-Endowments issued by the

Dhatmilka Parishad, till disposal of tha C.M.A.

24.11.2023 passed in Re.No:DP1/19027(37)/8/2018, by the -

2. The Avpellant herein filed this Appeal under Section
51(3) of the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu R.él-igious
Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987 (Andhia Pradesh Act

No.30 of 1967 fin short “he Act), aggrieved by the Order dated.

_ Dharmika Perishad, Endcwments Department, Andhra Pradesh,

who is 2nd respondent, removing the Appellant herein from the

post of the Mahént of Sri-Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, Tirupati.

[« 7O

3. Heer

"
Mt

ir. L. Ravi Chander, leatned Senior Counsel,

- .reépresenting Mr.: Bobbil! Srinivas, learned counsel for the

appellant and Vr, S. Sri Ram, learned Advocate General for the

‘respor:dents,

4. During lzéxined Senior Counsel appeared for the

" appellant vehemen:ly- contended that the 2n¢ respondent failed

L2 P

- to consider the fact taat none of the documents, which were the

Soww aus

b~ Sala)
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bas1s for frammg the C‘harge Memo dated 08.06. 2023 are

Fr

furmshed to” the appellant through the appellant requestcd the

B0 il S S )

Dharrmka Panshad several txmes m writing to furmsh the same
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gL but 1n vain. F‘urther it : is a fact that’ the appellant was thrown

Lo . '
N )

out of the Mutt unceremomously even- W1thout permrttmg h1m to e

take; hxs vclolhs :and- he i3 hot in a pos1t10n to Submlt any record

to'provehlfi t’lﬂ“ﬁ& Ceénice’ ard to prove that the Charges framed

et W "‘3"*.“5"

.
rend iy

against him are false aﬂd baseless which the. 2ﬂd respondent

failéd to conmder—zt‘he sare.

ey pe D e e e

. S. It is further contended that though this Cou-t Hearing

" W.P.No.13919 of 2023, which was filed: by the- dppellart Herein °

challenging the Charge: Memo. daced. 08.06.2023 znd. the .

consequential Suspensicn Order dated. 08.06.2023, the 2nd

. w s , ) g -
e Z? .g;;: @@pﬁ)ﬁfﬁigg& got eoaducte: an enquiry into the, charges, which

are not only false: and baseless,. but contrary to the r'eeorél,
without furmshmg the wm ch were the basis' for framing the
Charge Memo da-ed 08.05. 2023 a:1d without 'hearing the -

. . |
o appellant hereln and during the pen:lency of W.A.No.T1080 of

2023 removed the appellant. wllhout corisidering his request for

S conducting enquiry 'af,re's‘h as the, enjuiry said to hava been

AR i
condticted by the thrée member comm1ttee on 19 07. 20’73 and “# ;

-20 07.2023 is violative of prmc:ples of namral JL]_othc Tharefore " i
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i Y the.asoellant;.the Members ‘of the Dk

“scrutinized the explanation:

'managing the subject Math and its properties from

Show Cause Notice dateq 19.10.2023 calling for expl'an‘aﬁon

from the appeliant, The  appellarit' ajsy "Submitted his

explanasion dated. 03 1 1.2023and 06.11:2093 for the charges

leveled against him, After receipt: of the ex;il}"xhaﬁon submitted

armika :Pa:r-ishad have

and found ‘thiat the appeilant has

© committed illegalities and irregularities, while administering ang

16.11.2006

till June; 2023. Therefore requested the appellant to appear

before the ~Enquiring Authority to submi't' explanation as per

‘Provisions of the Act and Rules made there under, for which the

appeﬁant ‘has not -submitted any " explénation .and did not

appear belorz the authority on the scheduled date either in

person or.through an Advocate, except ‘subre:tted written

VY

L_—_";- eneidla
GF. Scanned with
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.representatxon requc.atmg to conduct fresh enqu1ry The

. comm1ttee has given- eufﬁ 1ent Oppartumty At every stage but

,‘the appellant has not been ‘com

3perated $5 far, though .
.documents were, already bzen: supphecl on- hm alon |

Charge Memo Therefore - the* appellant has :fa1led to utili:

same and that the corrrmttee unammously ‘agreed not to

JE consuler: the request of the appe lant ahd decided. to ‘proceed
with the matter and talcmv mto eonsxderatlon‘i’““i’)f”'grawty -Of i

proved 'charges agair st <he appellant and to avoid further | ‘

damage ‘to the subject Math and its propert1es andc to safeguard

_'i
the hohness of - the _sub; ‘ect ‘\/lat}~ and its.preperties; have. : - o

- decided unan1mously for rerhoval- of ‘the ‘appell'ant from the post

of Mahant of -the subjeci Math; s‘ubject to outeome of

" W.A.No.1080.of 2023,

on t'xe ﬁle o this Court vade résolution of

Dharmxka Panshad dated- 21.11. °C<.3 -and, 1ssu=oi ‘proceedings
accordingly. Therefors, the 2nd respondent and Member
Secre‘tary of Dharthika Parishad issued impu“gnéd order dated -
24, 11 2023. Hence the appellant is not ent.ttled to clalm any
> S rehef m this C.M.A and reguested to dismiss Lhe same,
7. Both l:h.e- couns'el have pamstakmgly tak=n this Court

. .‘thre'u gh records of the case and presented thsir respective

.points of view very ably. |

rraesm—0

»
. ) . ety e L2 s Brh e, e e
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8Per1_sedthe record PR
R ,.9l=-"L¢arn:ed. Semc-r 'ddl:;nsel for’ ‘the p_'eﬁ'tid_rje,ﬁ .mé.in!y
. con’térlxd"e.(fl-:t]—__at""thi's_ matter pfe}tajhs; 'Sf'eﬁ.i‘c_'éio'n-rfs_-l;(ﬂv of 'thé’"‘Ac-t; '
Henée. the removal: of _Mﬁh&'ri&x, of Mht't' w1thout h'e_arin._g' 'thé:
é‘PPEII@:I“.. S hlghly ,-'.i_l_l,‘egal. -and : erbitrary and ;a'.ga_"ifn,s_t:. the.

eNquiry and passed
réemoval order whict. ig onc sided,_ or:ier.:Hence, the impu_gned

Proceedings are highly illegal ang arbitrary,

F‘-'lO. In stpport of the contention of the appellant, learned

counsel for the appellant placed on1 record the cateng of

decisions of the Hon'ble Apex Court viz,, “Aurelianc fernandes

v. State of Goz”1, wherein it wag held as Tollows:

that.no Statutory authority woyld violate the Jundamental rights

enshrined i the Ccnstituﬁo}l. When it comes to authorities th.qt are

expected to discharge Judizial and ‘quasi judicial Junctions, the yle

! LAWS(SC) 2023 5) 54
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B °f audt alteram pa S

em apphes wx.h equal forte R
mﬁzses leetloo:i m‘ cpdural matzers be

o the Contents:. af ‘the notu.e,
ST e auazlable or ain adequate opp

easonableness : S
it elements of the. nottce, .:‘ 4
the s"ope c-f mquvy, the: matenal'...l'ﬁ-_ ’ . )
onun 1y to reatit such mate'm’ ﬂll-of Sl

-11 In “l’ggc.grq Chand v, .Umon of Ind:a ’2, wherem 1t was -

gl
LY

:::1:-:.‘5_ @ )ﬁ,,\ ‘-,"?

“19. To summanse the

reasonable opportupig, Y enmsaged
by the provisip: ‘under considerg

tion: lincludes: - -
(a) An opportunity is deny his guili and
'nrooence which he can only ‘do

establish, his
Y he is told.wtqy tne .
. cherges leveleq against hzm -are and the- allegahon._ or
T _ whi .ch such charges are baseq
{b) f-.n opportumty fo defem'i hlmself Y cross-
i - t.'le wztnesses Pproduced agq’
S hzrn..,e_!f or any other wiin
dzferice;.and [ finclly
fc) Aa cpportumty to make his
Cee EL 2 Cthe pruposed puruahment should not be inflizted cn
T ' hm which he cart only do i the competent . aqu.honty
aﬁer the enquiry is over an

d after afplyzn J his mind ¢
} . the grauzty or otheiwisé-of the chargns proued against
ety .

‘tentatively proposes to inflict”
YT b, 0ne, of the' three punrshments and commumcatps the
A ’.- same io-the govemment servang,
An’ slwrt the s-uhs

e

e.'ta'min.'ng. } L.
nst. hirm arid by examining
esses in suppor: o kis

I R AT T T N

represen.tatxon as to why Y

ens s o

tarice of the Dbrotection pre vided by .rule, like R, 55 '

refen-ed to aboue, wes bodtly V) ﬂed out of the rule’s and togethe. with .G

a“ddiu'onal oppor&.n.ty embodred in S 240{3} of the Gom)mma

nt of T
i’ o jlml:u Act, IJJ.; St us tr give a statitory p

roiection tc the govemm.e'zt . -
. .;,.é.seruants and has. now bepn incarporated 1, Art. 311(2) so  as m . E N
. ."conuert the protcctwn m,o a. constitut.onal safequard = 7 o

Ly .

-

e eme o At e S re ——————.

.: i
ARG :
et a Tt s s
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Nrther he rehed on a "atena offdec1s10ns of Hon’ble

BT "_"-.;'-’"ansport Authbrity Rajastl-an”3- .“DKYadav M/<

';

% . s non ;emxce of no'lce o the aggrieved bperson
before temur anon of his vs dealership @greement also offends the 1ua]f

" ) establlshed JDrinciple that no person should bz condemned unhecrd.

by It was the. duty of'the Detitioner to ensure thet the Respondent io.1
was giye,n. & hearing or qt least seripys attempts were made to
Serve, him with notica
agreément”,

of the proceedmgs ‘before terminating his

'13. In “Kanwer Natwar Singh . Director of

Enforcem ’5, whierein the Hon'bie Apex Court. held that A

pee 'nohcee is alwayb entitled to satisfy the Adjudlcatmg Authority

' that those very dacumehts upon w-uch reliance has been placed

do not make out even a pnma facic case requlrmg any further

mqmry He further rehed upon catena of decisions of the

Hon ‘ble . Apex Ccurt in “State of - Odisha U. Satist. Kumar

-
Y RIS L. -

' _Exchange Board of Inaza”s, whcr_ein;it was di_s"c_:l.issed that line

A ’LAWS(SC) I962(ll)2
T LAWS(SC) 1993 (5) 26
- *LAWS(5C)20)0 (2) 2’
°LAW5(SC)2010(IO)73 _ . .
LAWS(SC)2021 (10) 142 - o Je—
°"LAW{>(SC)2022(2)7I T

Ishwardas Gaz.;bhzye”'~ S Takano v, Secur_itfes and

Ve { -..Apex Court v1,,. “Municipal Board Pushkar U, 'S,tézt_e o

e " _';J M A Industrzes Lmuted”‘* and l “'Imdustan Petroleum
" ”_;*Corporation lelted V. Super Highway Servzces” wherem_ ','. I
" " o i t_he 1t qu helu aa fOHOWS‘ . . T

T arsoa 44 1 Ao ekt D ime K Sy b 5 .

Commimim e


BoUr.il

R e

. ") o

o

'of cases of the court on, the duty to dxsclose —1nvest1gat1ve l . o

R mater1a1 and same lmes also v1ewed In “Deepak Ananda Patil

v. State of Mctharashtra

‘ . o . . .
S -

placedE "on*’ record the d?:c'i's}ions‘" ‘of - this ~ Colirt i “KL

. Venkateswara Rao v. State of Andhra Pradesh”10; wherem 1t o
 was discossed .lhe decision of the Ilon’blc Apecx Court in o
=. . “K.-L.'Shiri&e v. Stdte -of ".Mysore.’-.’"u and - held that ‘the
res‘pond'ent, éuthoritie.s have failec': to afford a r.easonabIe
opportumty té the petltloner to effectwely defend h1mse1f and
that the unpugned proceedmvs have been 1ssued in gross
violation of the principles of natural justiee. Eurther.in “Battula
: Ver_m'z‘ld ﬂdgaman‘-i v. State of Andhra Pradesh”2, wherein
' this Co’uﬂ: di‘schsseci- the decision of the Hon’ble: Apex Court in
’ “Whrilp"ool.. éoi'po‘rdtion_ v, Re_:gist;rar:' of -Tra(_d'e .Ma»rks,‘
Mumbai -and Others”13’ held m “the context of avallablhty of
alternatwe and efﬁcacmus remed} for fa1r coriclusion of

proce'edl'_ngs' aiter giving ample oppo_r.tumty to, the. r'e_spectwe

- ®LAWS(SC)2023 (1)20
. L AWS (APH) 2022 {6) 72
s B(1976)3SCC76 - .
2 LAWS(APH) 2022(9) 86
PAIR19998C22 T« e
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proceedmgs ang that t1c same is |ll-=gal and' void. - Hence, "

16, Ot the other kand, learned Advocate General, placed
on record the decisions of the Hon’ble Apex Courtin “Aligarh

Musiim_ University dnd Others v, Mansoor Ali Khan”14,

wherein it wes eld as foliows: °

“22. iri M.C:BNe"ta it was pointed out that at ora time, it
was held ir: Ridge v. Be!dwin that breach of prircipizs of natural
Justice was in itsélj}trea&s‘d as prejudice and ket ro otrer ‘de facto’

. prejudicz needzd to be proved, But, since 131 the rigeitr of the ;_uie
has keen rzlaxed nat anly in England b".l' elsy in our scundry. In
S.L.Kaapor v. degmchan Chinnappa Rezdy. <. j'ollouoc’. Ridge v.

. Baidwin ard se: asidz 'he order of superssicn of tha New Delhi
Metropoiitan Committes rejecting’ the argument that there was no

prefudize though rotice was not givea. The proceedings were
quashed. ori thz ground of violation of principles of ratural justice.
Bu! even in ihct.case certain exceptions werz laid de-on 16 which
we shali prasently rajfer. ' ’

Z8. , )

24. The principle that in adduzion t> oreac of natural
Justice, preﬂ..dlce must also be proved has been a‘ﬂe.oped in
severc! cases. In K.l.Tripathi v. State Berk of Indic. Subyasachi
Mukharii, J fas he ther was) also laid coir. the prirziple that not
mere zioiazicn of naiwral justice but de faclo prejudice (other than

.non-issuc of notlce) hed to be proved I was observed. quoting

42000 SCC Oirl.ae §3 4218

Lhat thc catena cf dccxewns cnted supra, the 2"‘1 “E“Ponde“t has_' -'

--nqtagl.vc;:n.fa.tr oppc:rtunit'y 0 thc petitioncr .'an'-d issued 1mpugnedf h

-F'Q.Cll.;}g$t§€-}f‘§0,,§u§p nd the same till the dxsposal of the mam |

15 Leamc.l cour bel for the pct1txoncr- Vehcmcntly afg“"d"d"?

w
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Wade sAdth'usiratwe chw {5"‘Edn.,pp..472—75), as foztows- (scc A
"p58para31) T IR P TR

S . LU N . 1 PO . . EEPEEIN

o

. ;. is. notpossrble to: Zaydownngdrules as < . then the .. 0 SR .

) Pnnaples of netural justice are.fo  apply; nor as.to thezrsoope and.. T . - R

,'.-"' extent. ...There nust. also haue been. some realprevudtoe to. the e ' . :
Sl . . °°"'Pla"'~aﬂt, "’.'e-e&lszi 5’%?_.3’,.{ ﬂurig S @, merely. technical,. ‘ .

S ' infringement -of natural justice.: The' requxrements of natzralqustzce e Ny

:must depend or: the facts end circumstances of the édsé, the natire

of the inquiry, therules.mderwhmh‘mgmbunalzsaclmgﬂw

subject-matter to-be.dealt- -with, and-so Sorth”,

Since theri, this Court has conisistently applied the principle.

: o of prejudice in several’ cases. .The. above ruiing and various other

' : rulings taking the same view have b’eenexhziustibqu' rzferred to in

State Bank of Patiala v. S.K.Sharma’s. In that, case, the

 principle of ‘prejudice! kas been, further elaborated: The same

. ) pnncxpk has been reiterated again in Rajendra Slngh L. State of

O MP.” ‘

- 17 In “Canara .Bank v. V.K. Awasthy —5, wherein the

D1v1s1on Bench of the Hon’bie Apex Court held as follows.

7. The crucial un<twn. that remains to ‘be ad;uc’.mtea is
whether princivles of nalu'al Jjustice have been violated; cnd if so,

i to tvhat extent ary prejudice Ras’béen caused It may be noted at
'?f.’ s B <L L this Juncture that in somé cases it has been observed that where' .
t ’ .grant opportwuty in Zemzs of ‘printiples of natural justice do rot. . S

e u'npmue th.e sdua&on, useless fonnaltty theory can'be pressed o+

_ Iservwe PR S )

. 18 As‘wcs observec by this” Court we need not togomzo

s useless Sformality theary in detail; in view of the Jact thdt no
prejudu:e has b.,en shetvn. A.-. is rightly pointed out by the 'ea.rr wed ]
coun.sel j’or the appellant, uruess failure- of justwe i noccswned or .
that it wouidd fict, be in  public iriterest to do so-in a partlczdar case, ': a e
t}us Court may reft.,se o gmntreuef to the emplpy Jee concemed {See Do e et
Gudde Venkateswrm Ran . Govt of A, P) It is tc bz. fioted that legal ) ‘
j‘onnulalfons ‘_' nat be dworced fmm tha j‘act sztuailon. of th., :ase‘ SR o

T (1996) 356¢ 364
6 (2005) 68cc32l;

s
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) 'Pe'rsbhql ’leanng was.gqqntéd by the prpeIlate.@ut(wrilg._ﬂmﬁgE L
. g ‘statutorily prescribed. In'a given.case post-decisional. heanng
o Sl " " concbliterate the procedital deficiency of apre-deaswnal nearmg .
U (SeecharanLal Schuy, Uniori*sf India). Lo o .
180T Ry Swaria Kumari; Subordinate Judge ..
: R _-(Co@ti’lécﬁly.,:netired)' v.. Government ' of Andhira Pradesh :

20,1t kas to pe furthe
satisfy

r observed that the petitioner must
. the prejudice tact ‘caused to her ie Pprocedural departure,

which caused deiriment to her legal claims or rights. It is to be

. observed that it is Jor the délinquent 1o demonstrete the prejudice

“and ‘the same has (o he considered on its own merits. The ealier

Full Bench ‘in Venkate Bhareni (vide supra), case observed that

natural justice canrot be applied in its rigid form arid it is flexibie i

ifs application gnd that ihe applicability of the principles of natural
Jjustice has undercone u sea-change,

and a slight infraction of
procedural safeguard sannot vitipte the' disciplinary Pproceedings
unless it is held thet thereby the.delinquen: employze was szriously
prejudiced. In view of the submission madsz by the learned Standing
Counsel appearing on behalf of the High Couirt that patitioner
herself has chosen that she-is not desirous to be. heard ir,
“* ' basing on the reccrd, ue. are of the .opi:m;n that such do

 prejudice and also to sentend that the principles of natral justice
.has been violatz:. Fu-taer sta@)xyacket‘ Jormula cannot be .made
app.wable but comgliance of the doctrine

person
ctrine. of

s solely dependent tpon
the facts and-circumstar.ces of each case.”

"'19.- In ."‘S.L.Kap-oor v. Jagmohan and .O'thers”.m,
ol "whexi'.;t':'iﬁ the Hon’blg. Apex Court lfxeld'as follows:

Y iLlinked: with tuis question is ‘the quesion whether the
" * . failute %o observe raturé! jushce does at cll matter if the observance

REERY .

N

. ) " .‘.1‘7 ("20_95); SCC OnLine AP_ o




» . - PN

, "of Aatural Lustice. yould have inade no dztference th.. aarrd'ed or . T
; "mdtsputablo facts‘spedkxng for. themselue. Where on t't: a:lmzttecl‘ . e B
. or mdtsputable Sfaets. only ohe; conclusxon is possxble an:i undar the . . . . . ) L B .
oy’ only orepenalty i penmssxble, the coirt: may rot issue its writ - S ' : ". '. I
to ompel the obseruance of natural justzce, not because i approues'_ RO -
the non—obsefuance of natural Justice but because courts do.not
1ssue ﬁmle writs. Bt.t :t will be d pemzcxou.s pnnaples e apply ir: -
- other situations where concluswn are confroversial, howeuer, .
" .hghtly, and penaltxes are dlscretzonary el -

L] . [

’ ) . '.'.:‘.- B o7, o 5 l\\'r"‘"t'{' o . '.r o ¥
20. On' h.eann'g subm1ss1ons

Court t}nds that the pet_:itioner has established prima facie case
that the 2nd respondent has niot followed due procedure In the
instant case a nctlce was -served on the pet1t10n°r tut falled to
consider the fact that none of’ the documents which were the 4

' ba81s for framing the Charge Memo dated C'8 06.2023 ,are

‘Afurnlshed to the petltloner thougn the petitibn‘er requested the.

ety x‘

but W1thout furmshmg the copies the 2nd resp:ndent thxown

SEP out the petitioner from the Mutt unceremomously even w1thout

LI .

-

LI permlttmg him to take his’ belongmgs, further as is not in a

posmon ‘to subrrlt any "ecord to prove his' innacznce and to

: prove that the L,harges framed agamst h1m are false a.nd ;

baseless and that the meugned order is t.able to’ be set asxde as

contendcd by the lea.rned counsel t'or the petxtlone- -

————
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U e g 21 It 1s arg;ed by the learned Ad"ocate General for the

respondents that as per Sectlon Sl(u) of the Endowments Act

the -"haracter and personal conduct such as celxbacy,

.,,s *

renur c1atton ccmes mto conmderatnon wh1le appomtment ar .

'.'removal of the Mananth to a Matt It is- fur

TS “ e e

ther contended that x

“the peuuoner i&- ar‘ted qulte cont.ra th.Lhcgsald prow so .an d :-"-_ -

committed grave errors while he was in position as a, Mahanth -

22, However the so called irregularities have to be. decided

LY

on ‘merits only. No doubt at this juncture, pnma fac-e the 2“cl

respondent has rot given ample opportunity of hearmg to

conclude the p‘roceedmgt agamst the petitioner §n this case in

view oSf the reasons stated supra. The 2ad respondent: sxmply

relied on the .de'ci‘slion taken by the Three Members - Commlttee

to Dharxmka Parishad and 1ssu'=d mmugned proceedxr gs, which

Ty is 111ega1 and arbitrary. '

23. .,.Le arned Advocate General .for. the respondents
vehemently argued that the State ought not to .interfere, in
.rehglcus matter as per Section 51 of the Act, but it is cuty of the- -
State to safeguard the’ nterest of the people ‘when the Mutt

acted agamst tre nterest of the people. No doubt 1nterference _

of State is must when situation arises to safeguard the interest

of. the pubhc : ~



24 Learned counsel for the peutloner expressed urgency

R
.

_m the matter and contended that ‘the Dharmxka Pan

takmg steps to ﬁll up the post of Mathadh1path1 of the

e 30 01 2024 and if the Dharmlka Panshad is permit

the post of Matadlpat‘m w1th a new person,

but also W.A.Nz. 1080 of 2023 and W-A.No. 258 and 259 of 2006

- will become infructuous and the pe_tltloner will:s
a_nd har'dshi_p. .

25. Upor- ‘perusal of” the matenal on. record it is ap

a.:’ W T

Jearned counsel for the pe-t1t10n-3r~ expressed urgency in the
' mattef as the 28d Tespohdent is going to take stéps to appoint

v '-j‘Matadh1pat1 “to t_he Math durmg :)endency of C.M.A and

ki facts and c1rcumstances of the case.

l‘
[N
'

26 Havmg rcgard to the facts and cxrcumstances of the

brae s
. k

o L
@ Scanned with OKEN Scanner

shad is
Mutt on. .
ted to ﬁll up'

. not only this C. MA g

uffer great loss-. .

parent. .

ﬂ'i‘e‘!-‘rec:ord that heavy stakes are involved in the :

L matter whlch -aeeds: detaJled dlscussxon for fair disposal. Smce :

. ... W.A.No. 1080 of 2023, this Court is desided to ‘pass order in thxs '
application on rierits. The ‘catena of d'e‘msxons relied by ‘the

> . learned counsei for the pet1t10ner is squarely apphcable to the .~

ase, thxs Cour: opmcd that the petltxoner has shox;vn pnma'

‘,-[acle.casc to std_,' of all furthcr proceedmgs dated 19, 01 2024 in

. S,‘

i
A
i
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27 Accordmgly, there shall be stay of all further _:-

: P"°C°°dm88 m phrsaance of the procccdmgs dated, 19 01 2024

e 'vme Re. No 25033/37/2022/DP CELL EndOWments 1ssued by

L » the Dharmtka Patshad tlll dxsposal of the C. M A

(320 g ; ; o - SdisMSS
\ .2: .fl%}—‘?ﬁ,:"}.r qg ré{f,ﬂ{ﬁrug?),\.w ;3,.“_ 'J\':{;-"f-‘-‘.__;),_;__' e L Sy N'[ AN

ITRUE COPY//

N J.'.» ___._.--,_.

. The Dhannlka Parlshad Endowments Depertmient, Andhra Praoesh at

Vijayawada.
The Principal Secretary,-Stateiof Andhrz Pradesh Revenue (Endts.ll)
Department,- Secretanat Velagapudi, Amaravathi, Guritur Distrist

The'Member Secretary, Dharmika Parishad, Gollapud| Vijayawada, Krishna
District

The'Commissioner of Endowments Government of Andhra Przdesh h,
Gollapudi; Vijayawada, KTishna D|str|ct

The Regional Joint Co:nmissloner, Endowments Department Muiti Zone-Ii,
Tirupathi, Chittoor District, Andhra Pradash,

The Fit Persan, Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, R/o. 122; Gandhl Road, Tirupathi, .

: Chlttoor District, Andhra Pradesh (Addressee \Jos 2 to 6 By RPAD)

ne CC to Sri. Srinivas Bobbili, Advocate [OPUC]

8. One CC to the Advccate General [OPUC]

9. One spare‘copy: .

MM

For A SECTION OFFICER
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Memorandum of Civil Miscellaneous Appeal
(Under Order 43, Rule 1 & 2 of CPC)

BEFORE THE DHARMIKA PARISHAD, ENDOWMENTS
DEPARTMENT, ANDHRA PRADESH AT VIJAYAWADA

Proceedings in Rc.No.DP1/19027(37)/8/2018 dt.24.11.2023
IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH ATAMARAVATEI

- CMA No. 538 OF2023
Between: "
Arjun Dass, disciple of H.H. Shri Devenderdassji Varu,

Aged about 66 years, Mahant of Sri Swami Hathiramji Mutt,

R/o. 122, Gandhi Road, Tirupathi, Chittoor District,’ Andhra Pradesh

___Appellant
And

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh,
Rep., by its Principal Secretary,
Revenue (Endts.IT) Department, Secretariat,
Velagapudi, Amaravathi, Guntur District

2. The Dharmika Parishad,
Rep. by its Member Secretary
Gollapudi, Vijayawada, Krishna District

(OS]

The Commissioner of Endowments,
Government of Andhra Pradesh,
Gollapudi, Vijayawada, Krishna District

4. The Regional Joint Commissioner,
- Endowments Department, Multi Zone-II,
Tirupathi, Chittoor District, Andhra Pradesh

5. Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt,
R/o. 122, Gandhi Road, Tirupathi, Chittoor District,
Andhra Pradesh, Rep. by Fit Person
' ___Respondents
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The address for service of all notices and processes of the above-

named Appellast is that of his counsel Sri Bobbili- Srinivas

(9649),Advocate, at Flat No.2-3, Mouli Towers, beside Jyothi Mabhal,

" Near Benz Circle, Vija’ya"'wada, Andhra Pradesh.

Aggrieyed.by the orders dt.24-11-2023 passed By the Dharmika
Parishad, Endowments Department, Andhra Pradesh removing  the
Appellant herein frm_h the post of the Mahant of Sri Swamy Hathiramji
Mutt, Tirupathi, the app_ellanf begs to submit the present Appeal under
Sec.51(3) of the Andhra Pradésh Charitable and ‘Hindu Religious
Institutions and Endoﬁ'rpe_nts Act, 1987 (Andhra Pradesh Act No. 30 of

1987) for the followingamongst other grounds.

- GROWUNDS

1.  The impugned order passed by the 2™ Respondent Dharmika
Parishad is not sustainable either in Law or on ficts and contrary to the

record and hence, the samenceds to be set aside.

2. The impugned order passed by the 2™ Respondent Dharmika
Parishad is in violation of the Principles of Natural Justice, hence, the

same needs to be set as:de.

3. The impugned orcer passed by the 2" Respondent Dharmika
Parishad is in contravention of the well settled principle of law that “no
man should be condemned urheard”, h.en.ce,'- the same needs to be set

aside.
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4. The impugnzd order péssed by the 2™ Respondent Dharmika
~ Parishad is in contravention of statutory mandate under Section 51(2) of . .
the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious Institutions and

Endowmer:ts Act, 1987, hence, the same needs to be set aside. .

5. The impugned order passed by the 2™ Respondent Dharmika
Parishad is in violation of the fundamental rights guaranteed under
Articles 14, 21, 25 & 26 of the Constitution of India, hence, the same is

liable to te set aside.

6.  Whiie passing the impugned order, the 2" Respondent Dharmika -
'Parishad failed to consider the fact that none of the documents, which
were the basis .for framing the Charge Memo dt.8.06.2023,-are furnished
to the Appellant though the Appellant requested the Dharmika Parishad
several tirpes in writirg to furnish the same, hencs, the impugned order is

liable to be set aside.

7. While passing‘ the impugned order, the 2™ Respondent Dharmika
Parishad failed to consider the fact that since the Appellant was thrown
out of the Mutt unczsremonicusly even without permitting him to take his
- clothes, he is not in a pcsition to submit any record to prove his
~ Innocence and to prove that the Charges framed against him arc falsc and

baseless, hence, the impugned order is liable to be set aside.

8. Weile passiﬁg tae 'impugned order, the 2" Respondent Dharmika
Parishad faiied to consider the legal notices (sent to the official email IDs
of the Dharmika Parishad and all the autlflorities‘ concerned on
17.07.2023, 24.07.2023 anc 31.07.2023) got issued by the Appellant

" requesting the Dharmika Parishad to furnish all the documents, which
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were the basis for framing the Charge Memo dt.8.05.2023, and to give an .
opportunity to participate the enquiry sought to be conducted by the

Dharmika Parishad,, hence, the impugr.ed order is liatle to be set aside..

9. While passing the impugned order, the 2™ Respondent Dharmika
Parishad failed to consider the explanation submizted by the Appellant on
- 03.11.2023 & 06.11.2023 in their "proper perspective, hence, the

impugned order is liable to'be set aside..

10. Though this Hon’ble Court hearing W.P.No.13919/2023, which -
was- filed by the Appellant herein challenging the Charge Memo
dt.08.6.2023 and the consequential Sﬁspeﬁsion Order dt.08.06.2023, the
Dharmika Parishad got conducted the enquiry into ihe charges, which are
not only false and baseless but contrazy to the recorc, without furnishing
the documents, Which were the basis for framing the Charge Memo
dt.8.06.2023, and without hearing the Appellant herein and during the
pendency of W.ANo0.1080/2023 removed the Appellant without
considering his request for conducting enquiry afresh as the enquiry said
to have been conducted by the three member committee on 19.07.2023 &
20.07.2023 is in violation of Principles of Natural Justice, hence, the

impugned order is liable to be set aside..

11.  The impugned order passed by the Dharmika Parishad is in
contravention of -the subsisting interim orders dt.07.09.2006 in

W.A.No0.258/2908, h'épce, the impughéd o“rder:i.s li“abla to be sét aside.

12.  The reasons given by the 2™ Respondehf Dharmika Parishad are
not sound in law and other grounds would be ufged at the time of

arguments with the permission of this Hon’ble Cour:. |
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Under the impugned orger, the Aopellant is removed from the post

- of the Mahant of Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, Tiupathi, hence, fixed
court fee of Rs.10/- is paid herewith.

AMARAVATHI - | ‘Bobbili Srinivas (9649)
Dt: 27-11-2023 : Counsel for the Appellants
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATHI

-LA. No.- OF 2023
: - IN.
CMANo. - |~ OF2023

Between: : |

~ Arjun Dass, disciple of HH. Squ De\'enderda,sSJlValu

Aged about 66 years, Mahant of Sri Swami Hathiramji Mutt,

R/o. 122, Gandhi Road, Tuupatm Chittoor District, Andhra Pradesh

Apphcant/Appellant
And

1. The State of Andhra Pradzsi,
Rep., by its Principal Secretary,
Revenue (Endts.JI) Department, Secretariat, -
Velagapudi, Amaravathi, Guntur District -

2. ' The Dharmika Parishad,
Rep. by its Member Secretary
Gollapudi, Vijayawada, Xrishna District

3. The Commissioner of Erdo-wments,
Government of Andhra Pradesh,
Gollapudi, Vijayawada, Krishna District

4, The Regional Joiat Commissioner,
Endowments Departmen:, Multi Zone-II,
Tirupathi, Chittoor District, Andara Pradesh

5. Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt. '
R/o. 122, Gandhi Road, Tirupathi, Chittoor District,
Andhra Pradesh,-Rep. by Fit Person
- : __Resoondents/Respondents
AFF IDAV T

LArjun Dass, dlSClp]C of H. H Shr1 Devendexda:sp Varu, Aged: 66
years, Mahant ‘of Sri Swami Hathiraznji Mutt,. R/0.122, Gandhi Road,

Tirupathi, Chittoor, Andhra Pradesh, now having temporarily come down



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

follows:

1. I'submit that I am the Petitioner herein as such I am well

* acquainted with the facts stzted hercunder.

2. I submit that this Civil Miscellancous Appecal is filed hqmbly

praying this Hon’ble Court t¢ set aside' Proceedings in
* Re.No.DP1/19027(37)/8/2018 dt.24.11.2023 passed by the 2"Respondent
and quash the same and pass such other order or orders as this Hon’ble

Court may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

3. I submit that I am onz of the disciples of Sri Devenderdass Ji varu
and I was zppointed as interim: Mahan: of the Mutt by the 1¥Respondent
State by order ¢t.7.9.1950. Later 3"Respondent Commissioner of
Endowments conducted enquiry and heving satisfied that I performed my
duties as interim Mahant in oefitting manner and co-operative in smooth
running of the administraticn of the Mutt, by ordér dt.6.7.2000 accorded
permission to me to succeec to the office of Mathadhipathi under Section
53(1) of the A.P.Endowments Act. Hewever, by separate proceedings
" passed on the same day i.e., 6.'7.2000, -he Commissioner of Endowments
ordered that the Special Grade Deputy Collector appointed by the
Government would continuz as custocian of the Mutt for managing the

secular affairs and for safeguarding the Mutt and its properties.

4. Isubmit that I assumed charge as Mahant of the Mutt on 18.7.2000
and the Pattabhishekam was performed on 8.10.2000. It is not in dispute
that for the purpose of Patzabhishekam, Commissioner of Endowments

vide proceedings dated 6-9-2000 and 22.9.2000 accorded permission to
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the custodian to incur necessaly expendxture in "consultation with the
Mahant However since the Custodian ‘was contlnued to deal with the
management of the Mutt and I was confined to discharge religious
activities, I filed W.P.No0.4326/2002 seeking a writ of Mandamus
directing the Commissioner of Endowments to remove the custodian and
direct him to hand over the charge.of the Mutt including administration of
properties of the Mutt. In the said writ petition, I specifically alleged that
the custodian was mismanaging the properties of the Mutt and that he was
unable to administer the affairs of the Mutt properly, maintaining the

sanctity of the mutt.

5. Since I ziled W.P.No0.4326/2002 for removal of the Custodian, the

. 1"Respondent State during pendency of the above Writ Petition, issued

proceedings dt.10.10.2002 to show cause as to why my appointment as
permanent Mahant should not be cancelled. Aggrizved by the same, I
filed W.P.M.P.N0.29492/2002 in W.P.No0.4326/2002 seeking suspension

- of the operation of the notice dt.10.10.2002. Having regard to the fact that

the impugned notice was only a show cause notice, this Court by order
dated 25.11.2002 granted liberty to me t0 submit appropriate explanation
to the show ca:use notice and directed the 1 Respondent herein to dispose
of the matter within 8 weeks from the date of receipt of the explanation,
after affording an _oi)portunity of hearing tc me as well as the

representative of the Commissioner of Endowments. It was also ordered

that until such time, the J;espondents should not disturb me. Accordingly,

Government by order dated 10.07.2003 erroneously set aside the order of

.the Commissioner dt.6.7.2C00 and directed the Commissioner to fill up-

.



the office of the Mahant and make interim arrangement in accordance

with law.

6. I submit that qusstioning the said order dt.10.7.2003 passed by the
Government, I filed W.P.No.14856/2003. After elzborate hearing, a
Hon’ble Single Jucge of this Hon’ble Court, by judgment dt.27.1.2006

allowed both the writ petitions. Aggrieved by the said judg1ﬁent'

dt.27.1.2006, the Respondents herein filed W.A.No.258 and 259 of 2006
and at the admission stage; this Hon’ble Court by an interim order
dt.13.3.2006 was pleased to suspend the common judgment of the
Hon’ble Single judge dt.27.1.2006.

7. Thereafter, I filad W.A.V.M.P.Nc.1535/2006 :n W.A.No.258 of
2006 praying this Hon’ble Court to vacate the above said interim order.
After considering the .relevant material and after elatorate hearing, this
Hon’ble Court ty order dt.7.9.2006 was pleased to vacate the interim
order dt.13.03.2006 with a rider that the person who will be but in
possession of the properties of the Mutt and will hecome entitled to
manage its affairs, ghail not be entitled to dispose of any property of the

Mutt. The relevent portion of the judgment orders dt.7.9.2006 reads as

follows:

"Further arguments heard and record perused. We have
gone through Action taken Report, which the learned Special
. Government FPleader has produced during the course of

arguments. -

Shri S.Ramactandra Rao, Senior Advocate appearing

for the appellan: submits that property worth Rs.1500 Crores
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belonging tc __the' Mutt has been frittered away by different
officers of the Government who were given charge of the Mutt

from 1980 onwarcs.

Shri - A. Sétya Prasad, learned Spec1a1 Govelnment

Pleade1 controverted the ‘statement of Shn S. Ramachandra

- Rao, but after going through the Action Taken Report, we are

of the prima facie convinced that the officers involved in the
managemsnt of the affairs of the Mutt are responsible for °
frittering awzy Acs.245.35 of land,-\}vhich was sold by private
negotiations in complete breach of the mandatory provisions
contained in Section 80 o_f Asfdhra_ Pradesh Charitable and
Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987. The
Report further shows that Ac.929.72 of land belonging to the
Mutt has been encrc;ached. This could not have been possible
without active or at least tacit connivance of the concérned
officers. The report of the \figiléﬂce Department is .also
indicative. of widespread corruption by ‘those officers who
were entrusted wit.h the task of managing the affairs of the

Mutt.

From what w-'e observed abcve, it is reasonable to infer
that if the pr«:)pérty continues to remain in the hands of the
officers of ﬂlle‘ Government, lhers is every possibility of the
remaining lari:i-and properties bzing frittered awey and by the

time the appcal is decided, nothing would be left.



In the premise aforesaid, we allow the application and

vacate ad interim order dt.13-03-2005.

Howe__:ver, it is made clear that the person(s) Who will be
put in pessession of the properties of the Mutt and will become
entitled to manage :is affairs shall not be entiiled to dispose of
any property of the Mutt by public auction or by negotiations

or by private settlement or in any other manner whatsoever".

8. Subsequen_ﬁy, when the Respondents therein violated the said
orders dt.7.9.2006, I filed a contempt case, which resulted in the

Government handing cver the management of the Mutt to me on
'~ 16.11.2006.

9. Isubmit that from the date of handing over the charge of the Mutt
to.me in the year 2006 ti:l date, i.e., for th= last more than 16 years, [ have
been managing the affairs of the Mutt while protecting the properties of
the Mutt. As I have been protecting all ths properties of the Mutt from
being encroached by the land grabbers, the land grabbers bore grudge
against me. I never committed any irregularity or illegality and I never
violated the orders of this Hon’ble Court. The interim order dt.7.9.2006 in
W.A.V.M.P.No.l535/20136 in W.A.No.258/2006 i still in force and both
writ appeals are pending, and I have been manazing the affairs of the
Mutt strictly in accordance with law while scrupulously following the

religious tenets, practices and customs without any complaint.

i0.  Whie so, on administrative grounds and in the best interest of the
Mutt and devotees, I, being the secular ard religious head of the Mutt,

transferred S-i Madhava Doss, Poojari of Jabali Temple, Tirumala as

-
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Poojari of Anjaneyaswamy Temple, ‘Vellore, Tamil Nadu, by orders
dt.8.12.2017. Similarly, I transferred Sri Arundass, Poojari of
Ven_ugopa'léswamy. Temple, Tirumala at his request to' Jabali Temple, -
Tirumala and later trg'nsferfed-tp VenkatesWa_fé Swamy Témple, Sugur,
Kalgi, Gulbarga, Karnataka by o.r'ders df.8.12.2017. While working as
poojaris of the said temples at Tirumala;, these two persons made huge

money in illegal manner.

11.  As I transferred them to other temples, these two poojaris bore
grudge agaihst me as fhey will lose their regular unauthorized and illegal
income and these two poojaris without joining in the transferred places,
started abusing me and making false allegations against me and as such I
was constrained to placeA them under suspension till their joining duty at
the transferred places by orders dt.12.12.2017. Then, these two Poojaris
threatened me tha;t they'will 'see my end. . |

12.  That apart, Mr.A.B.Srinivasan,” ex-employee of the Mutt, bore
grudge against me as-was ‘revel-“;ed to the post of Jr.Assitas per the
directions of the Commissioﬁer, Endo‘wmcnts. He filed
W.P.N0.9423/2014 (dismissed for default by order dt12.05.2023),
C.C.No0.2082/2014 and filed false complaint 'againlst me (Case No. 890 of
2015/B1) before the Hon’ble Lok Ayuktha.

13. Besides, Mr Kola Lakshmipati, Editor of Mayavi Newspaper
severél times requéstec[ me to give advertisements of the Mutt to his
Mayavi Newspapar (loc;al fortnight newspapér hﬁving no circulation),
but, I used to give advertisements to t.hé newspapers, which are having

largest circulation. hence Mr. Kola T.akshmipati hore prdpe against me.

~



14.  That apart, Mr.Shyam Dass, who was the erstwhile cook of the
Mutt, who was terminated as he assaulted against the former Mahant Sri
Devendzrdassji Varu, with a mala fide intention to be gppointed as
Mahant of Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt filed W.P.No.12584/2018 with

false allzgations and th= said writ petition is pending.

15. Taer, these two Poojaris viz., Sri Madhava Doss, Sri Arundass and
Mr.A.B.Srinvasan joined hands with Sri Kola Lakshmipati, Editor of
Mayavi Newspaper, and with a mala fide intention to defame me and
dethrone me from the cffice of the Mahant of Srj Swamy Hathiramji
Mutt, conspired together and got published a news item with false,
abusive and defamatory allegations against me. These false new items
were published in nzwspapers in Dec-2017 and were broadcast in
electronic media. From the live broadcast in the electronic media itself
and the statement given in live telecast by the lady by name Hema
Maheswari, it is clear that the allegations made against me are false and

baseless anc made with mala fide intention to defame me.

16. Tt is strange to note that in order to defame me, the said two
Poojaris anc Mr.A.B.Srinvasan, Mr. Kola Lakshm:pati, Editor of Mayavi
Newspaper fabricated one “Memorandum of Understanding”

dt.4.12.2007 and the fabrication of the same is evident to the naked eye.

17.  Except the false allegations appeared in the print and electronic
media and the false complaints made by Mr.AB.Srinivasan,
Mr.Shyamdzss, Mr.Arandass, no complainlswere mede against me. As
per the settled law, nswspaper items should- not be the basis for any

enquiry. Tke initiation of enquiry basea on newspaper allegations would
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lead 'to an unhéaithy. practice. When similar " allegations made by .
Mr.Madgn Mchan.' @ Madhu -and -Mr.Dwarakanath Reddy, the
Government after .c'a'nducting detailed enquiry held that the . S_éid

allegations are false and closed the complaint.

. 18. 1 humbly submit that I have been functioning as Mahant of Sri

Swami Hathiramji Muit as per tke orders of this Hon’ble Court from

16.11.2006 till date without any remark. As mentioned abové, two Mutt

. Employees viz., (i) Sri Madkavdoss and (ii) Sri Arundass along with Sri

A.B.Srinivasan (ex-employee of the Mutt), who bore grudge against me
conspired with the Editor of Mayavi Newspaper and with a mala fide
intention to defame m= and to dethrone me from the office of the Mahant
of Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, got published false allegations against me
and the falsity of the said allegatic;ns were established from the live
telecast of the said allegations in the electronic media and the fabricated

record.

19. While so, 4™Respondent herein issued proceedings in
Rc.No.B3/6602/2017 4t.28.12.2017 stating “It is proposed to conduct an

enquiry into the aflagqtions published'in Mayavi News Paper against Sri

 Mahanthvaru, Sri Swazny Eathiramji Mutt, Tirupati, by the Regional

Joint Commissioner, Endowments Department, Multi Zone-II,

Tirupati...”.

20. Later, 1“R.és:1:)>c_~'ri'c.iént State by the impugned Proceedings in
Memo.No0.959404/Endt-11/2017 dt.2.01.2018 directing the Commissioner
of Endowments to exatrine the representalions submilled by Sri Arundass

and another dt.14.12.2017 and the petitioﬁ recetved from Sri [).Nagarjuna
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Sharma dt.20.12.2017 and furnish a detailed report to the Government

immediately.

21, As these two proce‘edings dt.28.12.2017 and 2 1.2018 are not only
illegal and unconstitutional, I approached this Hen’ble Cou}'t' by filing
W.P.No0.9716/2918. Having considered the métel‘éal on record, this
Hon’ble Court was kind enough to grant an interim order dt.03.04.2018
suspending .the pl'éceedings dt.28.12.2017 and 2.1.2018, which reads as

follows.

"Since only Dharmika Parishad constituted under the
Andkra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Reiigious Institutions
and Endowments Act, 1987 has Jurisdiction to initiate any
proceedings leading to remcval of Matadhip;ati, like the
Petitioner, and the 2" Respondent has no jurisdiction to do

50, there shall be interim direction as prayed for”.

22.  During :he subsistence of interim ordess dt.7.9.2006 in
W.A.V.M.P.No0.1535/2006 in W.A.N0.258/2006 passed by the Hon’ble
Division Bench of this Hen’ble Court and during the subsistence of the
interim  order dt.3.4.2018 in W.P.No0.9716/2018, 3"“Respondent
Commissioner  issued. proceedingsRe.No.DP1/19027(37)/§/2018-1
dt.28.01.2020 framing Chal'ges 1 to 11 against me and also issued
consequential  orders  proceedings Rc.No.DP1/:9027(37)/€/2018-2
dt.28.1.2020 su“spending. me from thz office of the Mzhant of Sri Swami
Iathiranyji Mull and appointed the Executive Officer of Sri

Kalahastheeswara Swamy Devasthanam, Srikalahastt.i, Chittoor District

' ' N
i
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as fit person. Later by proceedings bzaring Re:No.DP1/ 19027(37)/8/2018
dt.10.02.2020 framed additional charges 12-19. -

23. Aggrieved by the orders bearinig Rc.Nd.DP1/_19027(37)/8/2018—2 :
dt.28.01.2020, whereunder (i) I was suspended from the office of the
Mahant of Sri Swami Hathiramji Mutt andl(ii) the Executive Officer of

Sri Kalahastheeswara Swamy De;vasthariém-was appointed as fit person, I

~approached this Hon'ble Court challéngihg the orders bearing

Rc.No.DP1/19027(37)/8/2018-2 dt.28.1.2020." At his juncture it is most
significant to note that Having perused the material on record a Hon'ble
Single Judge cf this ‘Hon'ble was pleased to grant an interim order
dt.10.02.2020 in my favour and the operative pomon of the said interim

order reads as follows:

"8. For the aforesaid-reasons, there shall be direction to
the respondents to continue the petitioner as Mahant of Sri
Swamy Hatléiramji Mutt and the proceedings in
Re.No.DP1/19927(37)/8/2018-2 4t.28.01.2020, issued by
the respondent No.3-Commissioner of Endowments stands
suspended. fbr a period of three weeks from today. It is made
clear that the petitioner herein shalil?strictl‘y' act in accordance
with the earlier orders passed by‘.ghe Division Bench of the

common High Court, in the abeve referred Wril Appeal.”

24. The said interim order dt.10.02.2.'(‘)"20'r;yé§ extended until further
orders by order dt.01.10.2020. Aggrﬁe.'ved by the said interim order
dt.10.2.2020, Réspondents therein filed W.A.No.161 of 2020, which was
disnﬁssed by orcers dt.28.02.2020. Challa_qéi_hg the sarac, 2™ Respondent
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filed SLP(C)No.1287/2021, which was disposed of by order

' ’ N
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dt.16.02.2021 requesting this Hon'ble Coutt: to dispose of the Writ-

Petition within three months from the receipt of the copy of the order.

'25. While éo, this Hon'ble Court by final order dt.13.04.2023 allowed
the said Writ Pétition by setting "aside the ‘proceedings beafing
Rc.No.DP1/19027(37)/8/2018-2 dt.28.01.2020 and remitted the matter
back to the DharmikaParishad to proceed and take action in accordance
with law, ifit is advised to do so and directed that till the action/dccision
is taken by theDharmika Parishad, the respondents are directed to

continuethe me as Mahanth of the Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt.

26.  While so, the 2" Respondent issued the impugned the Proceedings
bearing Rc.No.DP1/19027(37)/8/2018-1 dt.8.6.2023 framing 16, charges
against me instead of 19 charges framed on 28.01.2020 & 10.02.2020. 2™
Respondent  also  issued consequential (i) order bearing
Rc.No.DP1/19027(37)/8/2018-2 dt.8.6.2023 suspending me from the
office of the Mahant of Sri Swamy HathiramjiMutrt(ii) order bearing
Re.No.DP1/19027(37)/8/2018-3 . dt.8.6.2023 appointing
Mr.L.VijayaSaradhi, Sl-aecial Deputy Collector, OSD Lands, APIIC Head
Office, Mangalagiri as fit person to look after the day-to-day management
on secular affairs of the Mutt till furtrer orders sukject to consider the
claims of disciples of the Mutt if any, by the Dharmika Parishad under
Sec.51(2) of the Act. '

27. Later; oM Respondent 1ssued order bearing
Re.No.DP1/19027(37)/3/2018-3 dt.11.6.2023 appointing 5" Respondent

herein as Fit Persen to Sri Swamy Hathiramji Math, Tirupathi on
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temporalybams to look after its day to- day management on secular affairs

~ of the Math unt11 further or ders.

s

28.. I submit that these unpugned Charge Memo and the consequentlal
orders dt.08.06. '7023 anc 11.06.2023 are not only illegal, unjust, arbitrary,
without jurisdiction, vioiative of Prmc1ples of Natural Justice -and in
violation of Articles 14, 21, 25 and 26 of the Constitution of India and but
contrary to the subsisting orders of th@s Hon’ble Court dt.07.09.2006 in
W.A. V.M.P.No.1535 of 2006 in W.A.No0.258/2006 and interim orders
dt.03.04.2018 i11,W.P.No.‘§716/2018 and also contrary to Act 30 of 1987

and the Rules made thereunder.

29. Challenging - the said Charge Memo df.8.6.2023 and the
consequential SuspeﬁsionOrdgr dt.8.6.2023, I filed W.P.No.13913/2023.
The Respondents herein filed Counter Afﬁd'avit and I filed Reply
Afﬁdavit. But, the Hon’ble Single Judge by judgment dt.4.10.2023
dismissed the said Wriz Petition. Aggrieved by the same, I filed
W.ANo0.1080/2023 and the same is pending.. While so, the 2™
Respondent passed the impugned order removing me from the post of the
Mahant of the 5‘“ Respondent Mutt by statiné that the impugned order
dt.24.11.2023 will be subject to the outcome of W.A.No.1080/2023.
Aggrieved by the same, | am {filing the present appzal. I raised various
grounds in the grounds of appeal and I crave the leave of this Hon’ble
courl to read the same as part and parcel, 61’_,this affidavit. As per the
subsisting interim orders ¢t.07.09.2006 in W.A.No.258/2006, I have been
continuing as the Mabant uf the 5“‘- Respondent” herein. Now, 1n
pursuance of the- impugnz=d orders dt.24.11.2023, the Respondents are

taking steps to appoint aniother person as a Mahant of the 5" Respondent.


W.A.V.M.P.No

Therefore, there urgency in the matter and I am praying this Hon’ble
Court to suspend the operation of impugned orders dt.224.11.2023 passed

by the 2™ Respondent. Otherwise, I will suffer loss and injury which

cannot be compensated in any manner.

30. Though the impugned order was passed on 24.11.2023, till now the
certifiea copy is not served up'on. The impugned order dt.24.11.2023 was
sent by the 5" Respondent to my whatsapp number. Therefore, it is
humbly prayed that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to dispense with
the filing of the certified copy of the impugned crder dt.24.11.2023,

otherwise, I will suffer irreparable'loss and hardship.

31. It is therefore preyed that this Hon’ble court may be pleased to
suspend the Proceedings in Rc.No.DP1/19027(37)/8/2018 dt.24.11.2023
passed by the 2"*Respondent, pending disposal of the CMA in the interest
of justice and pass such cther order or orders as this Hon’ble Court may

deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

32.  Itisalso prayed that this Hon’ble court may be pleased to dispense
with the filing of the certified copy of the impugned Proceedings in
Re.No.DP1/1 9027(3-7)/8/201 8  dt24.11.2023  passed by the
2"Respondent, in the interest of justice and pass such other order or
orders as this Hcn’ble Court may deem fit and proper in the

circumstances of the case.

Sworn and signed before me on this
the 27"day of November, 2023 At Amaravathi . DEPONENT

ADVOCATE : AMARAVATHI

'1-
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VERIFICATION - |
I Arjun Dass, the above name Petitioner/Appellant do hereby
declare that what all stated above in paras 1 to 30are true and correct to

the best of my krniowledge and belief, based on legal advice and relevant
record. Hence, veuﬁed on this the. 27“‘Day of chember 2023

Bobbili Sumvas (9649) : :
Counsel for the Petitioner/Appellant ) | Deponent

»~
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o \f\»L’ PROCEEmNGS OF THE MEMBER SECRETARY, A.P. DHARMIKA
l : y(\ ¢ PARISHAD, ANDHRAPRADESH
\‘ ’ " M (:*’\' L Present : Sri 'S.'Satyana‘rayaﬁa, s v n
3 } \.pc’ o . R SRR
| " & File No: COE-25033/37/2022:0P CELLEL
N : Dt. 251_92129_%
N
"0 Sub ENDOWMENTS {)EPARTMENT - A.P. Dharmika Farishad »Sri

Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, Tirupathi - Appointment of 5

\ W Omprakash Doss, Pujari of Japall Hanuman Temple of Sri Swamy
d\\\»\ Hathiramji Mutt, Tirumala as Interim Mahant ;of Sri Swamy
(5, Mathiramji Mutk, Tirupati to look after the rehgnoUs vities iof -
the Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, Tirupati in obe,d ; <

: orders of the Hon'ble High Court of AP, prnaravatt
?,,‘ WP No0.18578/2023 - Orders Issued « Rugardmg
'/ .4

LR iR
" Refi 1) Ordgrs of the Hon'ble High Court of AP, at ‘Ama f"’f‘;ﬁ,_;w
! _‘;_,_,.-’ _ WP.No.18578/2023 dated 08,09.2023. Spn
) . Orders of the Hon' ble High Court of AP, 8t ‘A,_ aravathiaing
NGNo.2 of 2024 in C,M.A.No. 538 of 2023 dated.ﬂ?gﬁ&’;; 0Z i
iasnntatton of Sri Omprakash Doss PuL rloy &
‘ 3

“in the reference 15t read above, the HO ble

Amravathi has directed the 20d responde
appointment of gligible disciples, whose .
.. consideration, for appointment as ‘Interim
:Section 52 of the Act, within 8 penod _‘_"o
'ate of receipt of the nrdnr g’

rice. 2)‘* T@ad above, the Hon'ble High Couwrt of AP,
ntef stay ff ali further proceedings dated 19-01-

traditions related. o Sri Lord Venkateswara Jwamy Ten\_w
Tirumela such  as  Brahmotsavalus Rcsdhnsapi'amx Na\mriea

, RC: G".é._-Z'S 933787 2022/DP _CELL-Endowmeots issugd biy
the -Dhu"m'ka ‘BacRhad\ till dispy f-th ‘.xC.‘M A#la&gp‘?ai‘gnﬁ@
orders of thi Hon'ble Wigh Lourl, the AR e Pu?
resolved o §fot further grocess fof seleﬂ,\cm
" Mananth tii disposat of tlsd C.MLA.
: ]
"g St Swamy HatMiramiji Mutt is attending many FCUSLOMS. N ©
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JM/A.No

A

(Interlocutory Application filed Under Sec.151 of CPC)
IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATHI

I.A No. of 2024

' IN _‘
C.M.ANo. 538 01 2023

" Between: R SRR

Arjun Dass, disciple of H.H. Shri Devenderdassji Varu,

Aged about 71 years, Mahant of Sri Swami Hathiramji Mutt,

R/o. 122, Gandhj Road, Tirupathi, Chittoor District,

Andhra Pradesh . ,
___Petitioner/Appellant

And

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh;
Rep., by its Principal Secretzary, -
Revenue (Endts.IT) Dzpartment, Secretariat,
- Velagapudi, Amaravathi, Guntur District

' 2..  The Dharmika Parishad,
Rep. by its Member Secnetary
Gollapudi, Vljaya\n aca, Krishra District

3. The Comtr:issioner of Endowments,
Government of Andhra Pradesh, - :
Gollapudi, Vijayawada, Krishna District |

4.  The Regional Joint Commissioner, -~
Endowments Department, Multi Zone-II, . .
Tirupathi, Chlttoor District, Ardhra P:adesh

5. Sri Swamy Hathlramjl Mutt
R/o. 122, Gandhi Road, Tirupathi, Chlttoor D1str1ct
Andhra Pradesh, Rep. by Fit Person

' .Respondents/Respondents
L ___Respondents

For the rezsons stated in the accompanying affidavit, it is humbly

prayed that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to stay all | further



_So-
proceedingé- in  pursuance of the’ _ }proc-eedih‘gs ‘bearing
Re.No.25033/37/2022/DP-CELL-Endowments Dt.19.01.2024 issued by
the Dharmika Parishad, pending disoosal of the CMA ir{ the interest of
justice and pass spch other order or ,oi'de;rs as this Hon’ble Court may

deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

Vijayawada : Bobbili Srinivas (9649)
Dt.22.01.2024 : Coursel for the Petitioner/Appzllant

o

N
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ‘\NDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

:I.A.No., 'of 2024

C.M ANo.5380£2023
Between: I
Arjun Dass, dlSClple of H.H. Shri Devenderdassp Varu ,
Aged about71 yearz, Mahant of Sri Swarni Hathiramji Mutt,
" R/o. 122, Gandhi Road, T1rupath1 Chxttoor District,
Andhra Pradesh . ___Petitioner

And

The State of Andhra Pradesh, Rep., by its Principal Secretary,
Revenue (Endts.IT) Department, Secretariat, Velagapudi, _
Amaravathi, Guntur District & 4 others . __Respondents

' ADDITIONAL AFFIDAVIT OF THE PETITIONER

LArjun Dass, disciple of H.H. Shn Devenderdassp Varu, Aged: 71
years, Mahant (under suspension) of Sri Swami Hathlramjl Mutt,
R/0.122, Gandhi Rcad, Tirupathi, Chittoor, Andhra Pradesh, now having
temporarily come_down to Amaravarhi, do hereby solemnly affirm and

sincerely state on oath as follows:

1.. I submit that I am the Appellaﬁf _herein as such I am well

acquainted with the facts stat=d hereunder. =

2. Isubmit that I filed the above CMA 'Appeql under Sec.51(3) of the
Andhra Pradesh Charitablze and Hindu Religious Institutions and
Endowments Act, 1987 (in short ‘Endowments Act’) challeriging orders
dt.24-11-2023 passed by th:é Dharmika Parishad, Endowments
Department, Andhra Pradesh urider Section 51(2) of the Endowments
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- Actremovir.g me from the post of Mahant of Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt,

Tirupathi.

3. T submit that 2" Respondent Dharmika Parishad filed Counter
Affidavit on 11.12.2023. Later, i.e., on 12.12.2023, the 2" Respondent
filed a Memo along with G.0.MsNo.581 Revenue (Endowments.II)

Department dt.08.12.2023 wherein the Government confirmed the Orders

dt.24.11.2023 passed by ;2"" Respondent Dharmika Parishad. removing me
from the post of the Mahant of Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, Tirupati.
Therefore, I filed 1.A.No.3/2023 in CMA No0.538/2023 humbly paying
this Hon’ble Court to permit me to amend the prayer in the present CMA
challenging G.O. Ms.Ne. 581 Revenue (Endowments 1) Department

dt.08.12.2023 and seekma a prayer to set a51de the same.

4, Today, it is learnt to me that the Dharmika Pari.ehad is takiné steps
to fill up the post of Mathadhipathi of Sri Swamy Hathiramji Mutt on
30.1.2024. and for this purpose, 2" Respondent Dharmika Parishad by

orders dt.19.1.2024 dlrectmg the Fit Person of Sri Swamy Hathlramjx
Mutt as follows

“‘5. The Fit-Pereen of. the Mutt is direet_ed to ,identify- the |
. Maths which are following Ramananda ‘Sampt'adaiyam for
selectien-'ef ‘new Maithadhipat_hi‘ to -the Math as 'already.
instructed and convene the'meetinlg' of all the heads of the
Maths folldeng Ramananda Sampradayam on 30" of
January, 2024”. , . ,
5. I submit’ that impugned (érder dt.24.11.2023 passed by the 2™

| Respondent Dharmika ‘Parish‘ad' and G.O;Ms.—.No.-581 Revenue
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‘ (Endow‘ment.s.II) Deﬁértment .dt.8.12.2023 - issued by the Government

confirming the said removal order ané consequetitial proceedings bearing

Re.No.25033/37/2022/DP-CELL-Encowments .Dt.19/01/2024 issued by
the Dharmika Parishad tc selsctiofl of new Mathadhipathi to the Math
during the pendency of this CMA and W:A.No.1080/2023 are ex facie

illegal and unconstitutional and as such they are liable to be set aside.

6. I submit that if the D’Harmika Parishad is permitfed to fill up the
post of Mathadhipati with a new person, not only this CMA, but
WA.1080/2023 &WA.258 & 259 of 2006 will become infructuous and
the Appellant will suffér irreparable 1oss and hardship. I am advised that I
have fair chances of success in this CMA. I’ may be permltted to read the
Grounds of Appeal and tne Affidavi: filed in support of the Amendment
Petition i.e., .ANo0.3/2023 ia CMA No.S38/2Q23 as part and parcel of
this Affidavit. Therefore, it is huinblf} prayéd thét.this Hon’ble Court may
be pleased to grant an inter:m order stéying all further proceedings in
pursuance of the Procgé.Rc.No.ZS«iB3/37/2022/DP-CELL-Endowments
Dt.19/01/2024. ' - _

7. Itis therefore nebcssary in the :nterest of justice that this Hon’ble
Court may be pieased' tostay all further proceedings in pursuance of the
proceedings' bearing  Rc.No.2503 3/37/2022/DP-CELL-Endowments

- Dt.19.01.2024 issued by the Dharmika Parishad, pending dispbsal of the

CMA in the interest of ju_s'ticfe and pass such other order or orders as this

Hon’ble Court may deein ft and proper in the circuinstances of the case.

Sworn and signed before me on thlS :
the 22"day of January, 2024 at Vljayawada _ DEPONENT

" ADVOCATE: VIJAYAWADA
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VERIFICATION

I, Arjun Dass, the above name Petitioner/Appellant do hereby
declare that what all stated above in paras 1 to 6 are true and correct to
the best of my knowledge and belief, based on legal advice and relevant

“record. Hence, verified on this 22™day of January, 2024 at Vijayawada.

Bobbili Srinivas (9649)

Counsel for the Petitioner/Appellant Deponent
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s - Flle No.COE-25023/37/2922:00 CELL-ENDOWMENTS |

Harathi, Thotostgavam, Vutiostavam etc., and the tiizif’a%:éu is organizifig
Barsi's, Sadhu Feeding and Goseva etc., regularly which are the
main objects of the Sri Ramananda cult,. | o

Sri $wamy Hathiramji Mutt I also organizing 18 Very Sfct
ancient temples jn all over Indla 1.e.5 temples in Tirurnala, 6 T??% of
at Tirupati of Andhra Pradesh State and 'Zkﬁmpiwﬁ ‘other State:
india. ' , L '

~In the absence of Mahanth, it IS becoming very ‘dtff@vw'_‘at"
 attend the religious customs and rituals in the above said Jemp!
ras per Ramananda Cult and main objects of Sri Swamy Hathirar
Mutt by the Fit Person since the Fit Person IlsPam G
employee and not relatgs; to Ramananda Cult. The devotee
visiting Sri Swamy Hathiramji mMutt from..all over india

_ from North India are fating inconvenience due to non a)
- Mahanth. : | :

& P -
P s 7 WS P
he-

At present, 21 religious staff working in the Mutt. T,

to co-ordinate with all the religious staff working in the MULHLONDIOWSS |

" the customs and traditions of the -Mutt as per SriliRamanandaighi

g ) r aa. ' . . T ir;!' ‘\'-‘?l ";'j AT
Sampad Y ' . i o con : gf;_.’;%%{?g;«; i'.
Hence, appointmernt of Mahanth is become very ‘neressarysto

attendy the religious affairs of the Math.

4w The A.P. Dharmika Parishad has discussed in detail in the light i
of Hon'ble Court orders and resolved to appaint an interim Mahant in -
obedience to the Orders of the Hon'ble High Court of AP, at

Amaravathi in W.P.N0.18578/2023 dated 08.09.2023 to appoint

_Interim Mahanth to .Sri Swamy -Hathiramji Mutt, Tirupathi ..

" temnporarily to look after the religious activities smoothly in the Math™" ¥,

‘the place of Fit Person subject to outcome of Court Cases and to -

ppoint an officer in the vacant post of Administrative Officer to look

>cular affairs of the Muth. -

‘the applications/represenitations of the various -~
1S3 e.post of Mahant of Sri Swamy Hathiramji ==
Tirupa & frieeting held on 24.0 edience
to thr Orders of the Hon'ble High Court: :
W.P.N0.18578/2023 dated 08.09.2023"the
has resolved to consider the application. of Sr-Om
appointmént - him as ‘Interim mMahanth’ of Sri Swamy-riat
Tirupathi temporarily to look after only religious activities ‘of:theroft:
Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, Tirupathi subject to-outcome of Court Cases, i
as.he is fulfilling all the requirements and to appoint Mr Ramesh @ |
Naidu, Executive Officer of Sri- ~Tirupathamma Temple,

| atuAT
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. i strative Officer to fadk sfter koiular
o as AdministretiVE Officer to look after jsecular -

pengganfc h;pr%‘i‘m on FAC and instructed the Member Secretary of .
affairs of the MU ad/ Commissioner for Endowments to Issue ...

AP, Dharmika  vide minutes 2 cited. - '

orders according s s
' e \ Omprakash Doss, Pujar
In the 3'read "-ﬁaboY?.- ?&;reg;ated‘ﬁhat he is a Nerthindiais 5,
Hanuman Temple, TIUMA8 T vamy Hathiramji Mutt, Tirupathi
Brahmin Bairagi, WOrking " o oc pujari at Japali Hanuman Mandir i
since 12 years, FECC" n;gvgvt%é, of Lord Rama & Lord Venkateswara
é’;;?’i‘é'“‘fi‘éu 5;%%¢Uainted with the Ramananda .s;a‘mprad.ayar and
fouow{r{g the customs strictly prevailing in the Lsaid:S..amp(adaLy%
previously ~attended for Navaneetha Harathi to Sri Lord o u
Venkateswara Swamy Temple, Tirumala on be-ha-tf o( -Sri Hathlramﬂ S
Mutt daily for 4 years and he is well versed with Hmd:“la‘ngqagg and L
Telugu language as well. He further represented that he Is mter_estgq ;
ro look after the religious activities of the Mutt only and he »,l-s,qg_t‘;" .
willing to manage the secular affairs of the Mutt. He finally rgquesgeﬂgz. SN
the Dharmika Parishad to appoint him as Mahanth of Sri Swamy . i
Hathiramiji Mutt, Tirupati to look after the religious act‘ivitigs'.-.;q;f_._g;ﬁe. .
Mutt only. | S
Therefore, in obedience to the.Qrders of the Hon’ble. HighiGourt ™8 |
of A.P., Amaravathi in WP No.18578/2023, Sri' Omptakash Dass, - i o
presently working as pujari at Japali Hanuman Temple: of ISHi, Swamy - | R
. Hathiramji Mutt, Tirumala is appointed as ‘Interim Mahant’ of- St
* .. Swamy Hathiramji Mutt, Tirupathi temporarily for coniducting.only .=
. religious activities of the Mutt under section.52 of Endowments -Act,,"t"
1987 apd subject to the result of all the Writ Petitions filed before the?
. -Hon'ble High court of A.P., Amaravathi for Mahantship of theiMutt. ="

P . B -
. 'T}: Lo " ;

‘it % This arrangement is purely on temporary basis for. smooth .
,.;ppduqt;of ‘re'hg:ou;_.actmtigs in the‘Mutt and it can be withdrawn at !
-@ny point of time without prior notice. : -

+ =L Mr. Ramesh Naidu, Fit person is here by instructed to handover "'"
S the: ::eli_gfio,y,s_:;?f*a"f-‘_fains"e\C’harge of Sri Hathiramji Math, Tirupati to the
" newly appointed Interim Mahant immediately and submit report

< . L
compliance. R TR
eI % . :_1‘;’ - ) .
s

Mr.Ramesh Naidu Executive Officer: Srthrupatham vai !
Temple, Penuganchiprolu shall look ‘after theiduties of Admibistrative. . |
secular affajrs.of the ¢

Ofﬁge‘r. on Ful! Addititiohal C hargE.’bé'sj?'s—-;tb'?Lf_
Math till appointment of regtilar Administrative.Officer. - -
. ] ’-_‘ P,."l ) {‘_ -.'! -
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HIGH COURT

CONTEMPT CASENog of 2024
"IN
1.ANo.2 0f 2024
IN

\ o C.M.A.No.5}38 of 2023

\, " CHI'TTOO}{ DISTRICT

Arjun Dass /
) / ... Petitioner/s

deliterate disobedience
dt.05.02.2024 passed
by this Hon’bx Court in 1.A.No.2
/ of 2024 in CM\ No.538 of 2023,

under the provisipns of the
- 1971 and

pass such other order or orders may

Contempt of Courts A

i\!“. ‘At ;‘ i‘

/ deem fit and proper 1

/ ' circumstances of the case.

" FILED ON: 04.03.2024

t}_le
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. ‘ Court of a,p., NP5
Filed By:

CHITTOOR DISTRICT

IN THE HIGH COURT OF
- ANDHRA PRADESH
- AT AMARAVATI

CONTEMPT CASE No.
IN
I.A.No.2 0of 2024

of 2024

IN
C.M.ANo.538 of 2023 ‘\0‘%{
BETWEEN: N
Arjun Dass ' :
..Petitioner
AND

Sri S.Satyanarayana, IAS & others
: ...Respondent

MEMO OF CONTEMPT CASE

eo
* 14 MAR 2024
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_ M/s SRINIVAS BOBBILI (9649)

Counsel for Petitioner
9866043939

o 79936 33 730
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