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. MEMORANDUM OF CONTEMPT OF CASE

(UNDER SECTION 10 TO 12 OF CONTEMPT OF CASE OF COURTS ACT)
. IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH
L AT:: AMARAVATHI
Contempt Case No. ;  OF 2025

IN

" W.P.No.14044 OF 2007

BETWEEN: }

1. Baddula Krishna Mohan, }S/o:_Raghavaiah,
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Resicents of-Penuganchiptrolu Krishna District.

2. Pentala Madhava Rac, S/o: Kori Veeraiah,
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Pznuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

. !

3. Meda Ramakirishna, S/0: Narasimha Rao,

. $ri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Kristna District and
Residents of Penuganchip?rolu, Krishna District.

4. Karla Venkata Kriskna Pr'asad, $/o: Gopal Kao,
$ri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Fenuganchiprolu Krishna District and
Residents of P'enuganchiﬁrrolu, Krishna District.

5. Mundlapati Lingaiah (Died), S/o: Jana Kotziah,
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents.of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

6. Orusu Srinivasa Rao, S/o: Guravaiah,
Sri Tirupathamma Aravari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.
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7. Tunga Sasi Kapoor, $/0:) Saidulu,
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

8. Nuthalapati Appa Rao, S/o: Narayana,
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

9. Tejavath Dhanamurthy, S/o: Amriya,
$ri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.
... Petitioners
AND
1. Sri S.Satyanarayana,
The Commissioner,
Endowments Department ,
Earlier worked as Commissioner of Endowments,
Now working as Principal Secretary,
B.C.Welfare Department, Amaravathi.

2. Sri. B.H.V.S5.N.Kishore Kumar,
The Deputy Commissioner/Executive Officer,
Sri Tirupathamma Ammavari Devasthanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

3. Sri. K.Ramachandra Mohan,
Presently working as
Commissioner of Endowments,
Government of A.P,
Gollapudi, Vijayawada

...Respondents
For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, filed in
support of contempt petition, it is prayed that this Hon’ble Court

may be pleased to punish the respondents herein for violating the



Order made by this Hon’ble Court in W.P.No.14044 OF 2007,

dt:08.08.2024, (by l;is Lordship Harinath.N), under Section 10 and 12

of Centempt of Courts Act znd also under Article 215 of Constitution

- of India, for willful disobedier:;ge, in the interest o7 Justice and pass
| 1

such other .order or orders:!may deem fit and proper in :he
f
circumstances of the case. '

t

!l

. Date: 18.08.2025 - %

Ameravathi Counsel fcr Petitioners



IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADZSH
AT AMARAVATHI
C.C.No. OF 2024

IN
W.P.No.14044 OF 2007

BETWEEN:

1. Baddula Krishna Mohan, $/o: Raghavaiah,
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

2. Pentala Madhava Rao, $/0: Kori Veeraiah,
Sri Tirupathamma -Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna Distric:.

. 3. Meda Ramakirishna, $/0: Narasimha Rao,

Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penugénchiprolu, Krishna District.

4. Karla Venkata Krishna Prasad,
- $/o: Gopal Rao, .
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

5. Mundlapati Lingaiah (Died), S/o: Jana Kotaiah.
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

6. Orusu Srinivasa Rao, S/o: Guravaiah,
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.
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7. Tunga Sasi Kapoor, S/o:J Saidulu,
$ri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

8. Nuthalapati Appa Rao, S/o: Narayana.
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and

Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

9. Tejavath Dhanamurthy, S/o: Amriya,
$ri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,

Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

... Petitioners
AND
1. Sri $.Satyanarayana,
The Commissioner,
Endowments Department
Earlier worked as Commissioner of Endowments,
Now working as Principal Secretary,
B.C.Welfare Department, Amaravathi.

2. Sri. B.H.V.S.N.Kishore Kumar, ,
The Deputy Commissioner/Executive Officer,
Sri Tirupathamma Ammavari Devasthanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

3. Sri. K.Ramachandra Mohan,
Presently working as
Commissioner of Endowments,
Government of A.P,
Gollapudi, Vijayawada

...Respondents
AFFIDAVIT

I, Baddula Krishna Mohan, S/o: Raghavaiah, O/o: Sri

Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam, Penuganchiprolu, Krishna

Wd/ : 6. g



- {
District and Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District., having

_. . . . . ! . .
temporarily come down to Amaravathi, do hereby solemnly affirm

end state on oath as under: |

5 o
| submit that | ‘am the 1% Petitioner herein as such | am well
acquainted with the facts of the case. Hence | am in a position to

|

swear to this affidavit on behalf of other petitioners as well under
authcrization. | , ’

) lf is subm_litted. that the Petitioners have all joined as NMRs in the 2
|

Respondenf Devasthanam inl'_. the year 1992-19¢3, and working

. . L
continuously as NMRs, performing different duties entrusted by the
’
Devasthanam from time to time. It is submitted that the Devasthanam

appointed them as NMR’s, dulf,r following the Rules and regulations. It
is submitted that ever since thcl'ey were appointed as NMRs, they have
been making representations, to the 1% and 2" Respondents to

'
regularize their services in the temple cadre whenever the regular

| l
vacancies arises. | 3
. . 4
It is submitted that the 2n Respondent- Devasthanam was reclassified

as Section 6(a) of the Act 30 of 1987 femple in the year 1996 as it is

Vo
~ getting Rs.68,00,000/-as annual income. Then Assistant Commissioner

and Exacutive Officer placed a réquest before the 1¢ Respondent by his

- | '
letter deted: 18.7.1996, stating that there is a dire need for additional
i |

: _ B |I
w | | p. s SESI
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staff as there is a huge gathering rush floating into the temple and he
requested to sanction additional staff as he felt that it is very difficult
to manage the affairs of the temple with less staff. It is submitted that
in the said letter dated: 18.7.1996, Petitioners were all shown in the

e X ’f !ll’\ul:“ﬂ v “: ~a -~ - [ ) ~e :‘l
ern as N.M.R’s woi |\|||5 on Fuday and Suﬁday fest

<
0)

drawing s consolidated pay of Rs. 160/- per month.
. Tt is submitted that in 1997, all of a sudden, the 1% Respondent issued
proceedings dated: 21.3.1997 and consequential proceed'ings of the 2nd
Respondent dated:01.04.1997, cancelling the Petitioners appointments
on the ground that the appointments made were illegal. At that
juncture, some of the Petitioners were preferred W.P.No0.8226/1997
and others preferred O.A.N0.1964/1997 before the Hon'ble APAT,
challenging the orders of terminations issued by the 1¢ Respondent and
consequential orders of the 2 Respondent dated:01.04.1997. It is
submitted that, this Hon'ble Court disposed of the W.P.N0.8226/1997
by its Judgment dated: 04.04.1997, and. the operative portion of it
reads as follows:-

"I do not see any reason to interfere with the order of
termination. However, as the Petitioners are working since 1992 as
N.M.R’s and are paid consolidated pay from 1996. They are directed

to make a representation to the Commissioner, Endowments

o g Bt T



Departmeﬁt, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad, within a week from today.

On such répresentation, the Cofnmissioner is directed to consider their
. | -

- cases for appointment in any future vacancies that arise. With the

|

N above dirg'cﬁons, the Writ Petiti;c;n is disposed of."

At s -sub'mitted that the H:on'ble APAT also dispcsed of . the
0.A.N0.1964/1997, by its orde:lz:’ dated: 16.7.1997, oa the same terms
of the Jud_.'gment passed by this :Hon'ble court in W.P.N0.8226/1997. It
is submitted that, fbllowing t.l'nfe- Judgment of this Hon'ble court, the

Petitioners have placed their rc%presentations on 12.8.1997, before the

i
: ' i
1# Respondent requesting to regularize Petitioners services in any

. f
suitable post existing at' that time or any future vacancy, taking into
' "

consideration “their past servlice record and the directions of this

Hon'ble court in \X/.P.No.'8226'/1997 and O.A.N0.1564/1997 of APAT,

.
which became final. - |
B

. It is submitted that, in pursdance of the Judgment of this Hon'ble
e

Court, the Petitioners were all;owed by the Respondents to continue in

the'tem_ple as N.M.R’s anc{ no action was taken on Petitioners

representation ‘dated:12.8.1997, though number of vacancies exists in
! ) , :

the temple' cadre. It is submitt:ed that the 1* Respondent on the request
of the 2 Respondent, issued Procéedings D.Dis.No.B1/21620/2000,
. |

dated:20.7.2000, according: permission to the zn< Respondent for

vz b Y hnan Aabain
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©
payment of wages to the Petitioners for 5 working days instead of 2
working days in a week. It is submitted that the 1¢ Respondent, after a
brief time, issued proceedings D.Dis.N0.B1/18137/2001, dated:
19.6.2001, permitting the 2 Respof}dent tc engage the Petitioners
- services on contract basis in the temple on monthly payment of
Rs.1600/- to each person for utilizing their services in the
Devasthanam. It is submitted that, accordingly the 2" Respondent

issued consequential proceedings dated: 21.1

N

2001, engaging the
Petitioners services formally on contract basis on payment of Rs.
1600/- per month to each person and the 2™ Respondent also
mentioned in the proceedings, the names of the N.M.R’s already
working which includes the Pétitioners names also.

. It is submitted that the A.P.Hindu Religious Institutions and Charitable
endowments Employees Association, placed two representations
dated: 08.06.1999 and 28.02.2600, demanding to extend the PRC
scale to all the employees and to regularize the services of employees
are working since 5 years. The 1¢ Re‘spondent,. after careful
consideration, issued Proceedihgs Rc.No;J2/12961/1991, dated:
07.04.2000, approving the demands of the association by permitting |
the Executive Officers to regularize the services of the employees who

have completed five (5) years of services and possess other requisite

ﬁ/ PN o
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qualifications. It is submitted that, the Petitioners cases were not

considered even at that occasion, for extraneous reasons.

1N

|

|

| | |

. It is submitted that the 2nd Resp:'ondent devasthanam was upgradac to’

I
the cadre of Regional Joint commissioner, and as a consequence, the’
..]|
|

- 1* Respondent revised the c:aidre strength of the temple by his

proceedings R.Dis.No.A1/18458/2005, dated:29.04.2005. It ISI!
submitted that there is a m_assi;i?e increase in the cadre strength of the

temple from 35 employees to: 100 employees though cadre strengtrl\
i .

was increase, the Petitioners cases were not considered for extranzous

* {
consideration and the posts are kept vacant for extraneous purposes. I;t

is submitted that still 50% of the posts are kept vacant and the
Irespondents are slowly fiiling up the posts showing nepotism and

cother reasons. b \

!
1

. It is submitted that the 1 Respondent have regularized the services of

{ !

one Sri. Y. Venugopala Rao, $/0: Nageswara Rao, who is also working
i; '

- in the temple on consolidated salary like us, by his proceedings

D.Dis.No.A1/45812/2003, -:l'ilatéd:09.'10.2003. Likewise, the il’f

!
Respondent accorded permission to the 2 Respondent .by his ordier

- dated:26.07.2003, to extend the scale of pay of Rs.2990-5810 to

Sri.N.Venu, who was also working on contract basis at that time. I is
. - 5 ; r
submitted that though we were appointed as NMRs during 1592-1593

|

]
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and the Petitioners representations were pending since 1997, the
Petitioners services were not regularized in spite of the vacancies that
exists. It is submitted that the Petitioners were thoroughly
discriminated by the Respondents for extranecus considerations and
they are extending the benefits to the persons.who are juniors to the
Petitioners, for the only reason that the Petitioners approacheéd this

Hon'ble Court.

O

. It is submitted that, the trustees of the Terhpie Trust Board passed
resolution on 24.6.2006, requesting the 1% Respondent to regularize
the services of the persons working on consolidated basis in
accordance with the rules and regulations. It is submitted that, the
Joint commissioner & Executive officer by his letter dated:06.07.20086,
referring to the trust board resolution dated:24.06.2006, requested
the Commissioner to regularize the services of the employees working
on consolidated pay including the Petitioners and further requested to
pass necessary orders regularizing the services of persons who are
working for more than five years and particularly keeping in view the
orders of this Hon'ble court.

10.it is submitted that, the 1¢* Respondent in his letter

L.Dis.No.B1/31521/2006, dated:12.9.2006, directed the 2

Respondent to submit detailed report on the matter. It is submitted

b CM‘: i J1qf-~0"" .



@
that, in order to submit detailed report, the 2@ Respondent again
placed the matter before the trust board meeting held on 28.10.2006,
for their decision on regularizat'iqn of the Petitioners. It is submit that
the trustees resolved in their resolution No.5, dated: 28.10.2006, to
regularize the services of the persons who have completed more than
5 years of services in the vacar;t posts or else to continue them in the
said posts duly enhancing their.consolidated pay from Rs.1600/- PM to
3000/- PM each. As directed Ithe 1 Respondent, the 2" Respondent
submitted detéiled report, requesting the 1¢ Respondént to permit him

to regularize the services of the persons who have completed five
years of service on consolidate:d pay.

11. It is submitted-that, surprisingly the 1 Responcerit issued Proceedings
Rc.No.A3/315»21/2006, déted:28.01.2007, directed the 2
Respondent to submit further report on the following points:

(2a) Whether there is any specific orders from the commissioner to
engage these persons on contract basis | and continue them
indefinitely? If sb to furnish copies.

(b) What is the work these persons are doing?

(<) Ergaging these pefsons on all davs is justiﬁa.ble.

12.1t is submitted that the 2¢ Respondent promptly issued proceedings
RC.No.B1/850/06, dated:14.4.2007, submitting further report on the

ot

. Gvitha prbom



queries posed by the 1 Respondent and stated that the commissioner
by his order dated: 19.06.2001, permitted the temple to engage our
services and illustrated the works that al;e allotted to’ us and finally
stated that there is a dire need tc the temple which is a 6(a) temple, to
their 5 years Iirﬁitation. It is submitted that the 2n Respondent further
requested the 1 Respondent to permit him to regularize the services
or at least to enhance the Petitioners salaries to Rs.3000/-, as Rs.1600/-
is too meager amount to maintain the Petitioners families.

13.1t is submitted that, the 1% Respondent issued pro.ceedings
Rc.No.A3/13249/2067, dated: 27.04.2007, permitting. the 2nd
Respondent to fill up the vacant posts in the cadre strength through
District Selection Committee, on ouzsourcing basis and also requested
to take necessary action for notifying remaining posts.

14.Therefore, the Petitioners approached this Hon’ble Court by filing
W.P.No.14044 OF 2007, and upon hearing the mafter at length, this
Hon’ble Court has been pleased to disposed of the Writ Petition vide
order dt:08.08.2024, by following the directions of the Division
Bench in W.P.N0.23424 of 2020 ard Batch. The Respondents shall

consider the case of the Petitioners on its own merits by treating the

Writ Petitions as a representations and pass necessary orders after

M | b, ok M



_ issuing the notices to all the Petitioners by the time fixed for the outer

Lo
limit time fixed for decid:ng the representations of the Petitioners shall

]

. be fixed frc»-'m the date of the receipt of a copy of this order.
15.1t is submitted that the Petitioners made a representation to the
Responder;ts dt:06.02.2025, by enclosing a ccpy of the orders of this -

|

Hon’ble Court, so as to compll'y with the orders, however till date no

] ' te
~ actioni has been taken by the Respondents. This shows negligence and
— I i

v i l i .
willful disobedience on partl- of respondents. Hence the present
'Contémpt -Case is beirig ﬁled.,’Therefore the respondents are liable to

: l
‘be purished under the provisif)ns of Contempt of Courts Act.

|

For the reasons stated ln the accompanylng affidavit, filed 'in
i

support of contempt petltlon it is prayed that this Hon'ble COLl"’
{ i

"may be pleased to punish the respondents herein for violating the
| i

Order made by this Hon’lble Court in W.P.No.14044 OF 2067,
| |

. : | |

dt:08.08.2024, (by his Lordship Harinath:N), under Section 10 and 12
. , ; !

of Contempt of Courts Act and also under Article 215 of Constituticn

13

of Irdia, for willful disobedience, in the interest of Justice and pass

" such other order or orders may deem iit and proper in ’the

I
circumstances of the case. :

| \'#. ~ aﬁﬂfﬂ W
Sworn and signed ' Lt ;

On this the day of 18t Auglust DEPONENT |
2025. o ’

. i‘
s l . r
. O ,
: L .
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@BEFORﬂ}_— i R h"

ADVOCATE:: _AMARAVATHI

VERIFICATION STATEMENT

|, Baddula Krishna Mohan, $/0: Raghavaiah, Ofo: Sri |
Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam, Penuganchiprolu, Krishna
District and Residents of 'Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District - 516213,
being the 1% Petitioner acquainted with the facts do hereby verifies
and states that the contents of the above paras of the Affidavit are

true and correct to the best of my knowledge. Hence verified at

Amaravathi on this the day of 18.08.2025.

//r% 8. fyft—e YT

ADVOCATE " Deponent



IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH :: AMARAVATI
' ' '(Spec'i'al-Original JurisdiCtioh) |

THURSDAY THE EIGHT H DAY OF AUGUST
TWO THOUSAND ARD TWENTY FOUR .«

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE HARINATH.N _

‘ WR}}T PETITION NO: 14_044 OF 2007 -
Betwesn:

1. Baddula Krishnamohan, Sfo. Raghavaiah, aged about 40 years, Sri
Tirupatham&ra ‘Amavari Devashanam. Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District
and residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

2. Pentala Madhava Rao, S/o Kori véera'fah, agad about 38 years, Sri
Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam, Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District
and residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

3. Meda Ramakirishna, -S/o. Narasimha Rao, aged about 28 years, Sri
Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam, Penuganzhiprolu, Krishna District
and residents of Penuganchipro.L;, Krishna District.

4. Karla Venkefa Krishna prasad, S/o. Gopal Rac, aged about 40 years,
Sri Tirupattramma Amavari Davashanam, Penuganchiprolu, Krishna
District and -esidents of Pen'uganchipro!u Kri‘sh'la District.

5. Mundlapati ngalah Slo. Jara Kotaiah aged about 40 years, Sri
Tirupathamma Amavan Devashmam Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District
and residenis of Penuganchnprclu, Krishna Dis:rict.

6. Orusu Srinivasa Rao, S/o. Guravaiah, aged about 38 years, Sri
Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam, Penugarchiprolu, Krishna District
and residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.
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Tunga Sasr Kapoor S/o J Saudulu aged about 36 years; Sn

. .-;d

: T|rupathamma Amavan Devashanam Penuganchrprolu Kn\hna Drstrlct
and resrdents of Penuganchrprolu Knshna“Drstrrct o

: 8 Nuthalapatl Appa - Rao S/o Narayana aced about 27 years " Sii
' » "Tlrupathamma Amavari Devashanam Penuganchrprolu Krlshna Drstrrct
| :-'and resrdents of Penuganch:prolu,‘Knshna Drstnct '

0. Tejavath Dhanamurth .S/o Amnya aged about 40 years, Sn
Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam Penuganchrprolu Krishna- Drstnct

and resrdents of Penuganchrprolu Knshna Dlstrrct

| ..PETITIONER(S) -

.' 1o S

- AND

. ‘ : .

1. .The Commrssroner Off ice of the Commlssroner Endowmerts
Department Andhra Pradesh Hyderabad

2. The Jomt Commrssroner & Exerutwe offrcer Srl Tirupathamma
Ammavari Devasthanam, Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

, : :
) ..RESPONDENTS
Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in
the circumstances stated in the affrdavrt frled therewrth the Highk Court may -
| be pleased to issue an order or direction,” more particularly, one in the
nature of wnt of Mandamus declarmg the proceedmgs Rc No A 2/1349/2007
dt. 27.4. 2007 rssued by the 1st respondenf as rllegal rmproper arblt'ary
unconstitutional and. drscrrmmatrve and further declare that the petrtroners
are entitied to be regulanzed for their, servrces rendered right from 1392--
1993 as per the orders of this Hon'ble Court in WP.No. 8426/1997 dt.

44. 1997 and- order of the Hon ble APAT in OA no.1964/1997 dt. 16 7.1997..
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HIGH COURT

DATED: 08/08/2024
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DISPOSING THE WP WITHOUT COSTS
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L o IN -THE HIGH COURT OF. ANDI—RA PRADESH
| 0 ATAMARAVATI -[3457]
& ;a-_gl o (Spemat Orlgma!.urlsdlctlon)

!
THURSDAY, THE EIGHTH DAY OF AUGUST
“TWO THOUSANL: AND TWENTY FOUR -
|
- PRESENT =
THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE HARINATH.N

 WRIT PETITION No-‘f-1404’4/'zoo7

BETWEEN: |
BACDULA KRISHNAMOHAN, AND 8 OTHERS .PETITIONER(S)
AND OTHERS | i
o | AN,bf_:‘_ .
THE COMMISSIONER OFFICE OF THE: ...RESPONDENT(S)
COMMISSIONER AND ANOTHER Ar\D SR :
OTHERS ‘
Counsel for the Petition‘er(S):‘
1.G V SHIVAJI ;_
Counsel for the Respondent(S)
1.P PADMAVATHI S
2.GP FOR ENDOWMENTS -

The Court .'mad.evt'he' following Order:

In the writ .peﬁtion undg_'rﬁ ‘consideration, this Court has
followed .the directions pr.ovide,'d m 't.hé fc'on;1m'on order, dated
27922024 in W_.'é.iryo.2342‘4 ot ‘.20'20, and batch. Tke Divisior;
Bench of this Horible Court Had’diréﬁl:.t'ed,t_h"e 'féépondents_ therein to
{-eat the writ pe’titioné as repre_sehiatiohé aﬁd issue s1ow caus2

notices and issue notices of hearing to ali concerned petitioners.



They were also lﬁstructed to consxder the case of each petltloners
'on its own ments and te pass a speaklrg order and dispose of the
clalms of the p‘_etltloners within an outer limit of six months is fi_xed
by the ‘Di\'/is.idn.B‘.f;e_nch; of :;hié Ccur:t

' !

2. The leamed -S;§ndr:ng' counsel for th'._e'-;;respo’ndents submits
o

that the case of the peti_tione_rs are sim_iler-to these in the batch of
writ petitiéhs‘dis‘b_dﬁed;o?f by thé Dinis:f'ii)_nj_Bench of this Court.-

- ._.-": . _; S, oo . L E :." .
3. . The learned-counsel for the petitioner sutmits that the similar

orders may be passed.; - -

4; Recordmg the submrssrons the ert petmon is dreposed of
by follow:ng the dlrectlons of the Dmsrcm Bench in W.P.N0.23424 of
2020 and batch... The respondents shall consider the case cf the
petitioners. on its own merits by treating the” writ' petitions as a
repre_sentatione.:a"n‘d, pass n_ecessa.ry_.~order__s aff_e'r issuing the nctices
to all the petitioners .'b'y-fthe time fi xed fdr t'h-e'o-u%er limit time fixed for
decrdmg the represeniatlcns of the. petrtloners shall be fixed from

the date of the recerpt of a copy of thrs order

Accordi:ngly,'the -_writ. petitien'is;_dispos:ed of. There shall be

10 order as to costs.



!

To,

6.

Pendmg mlscellaneous apphcat,oné lf, any.,.shall “stand:™> .

closed = L n .
EE o ~SDI-K KAS_IRAO ACHARI
; ITR UE COPY/! o . ASSISTANTF REGISTRAR

b
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. The Commissioner, Office of the: Comf'?'iisjsioner, Endowmerits

Department Velagapudl Amaravatu

The Jomt Commlssloner & Executlve Ofﬁcer Sn Tlraoathamma
Ammavan E)evasthana'r' Penuganchnprolu KI’IShna Dnetnct

. One CC to SRIG V qHI\/AJl Advocate [OPUC]

..One' CC to MIS P PADMAVATHE SC for ENDOWM":NTS [OPUC]'.

Two CCs to UP for ENDOWM*—NTS rhgh Court of Anchra Pradesh. |
[OUT]

Three CD Copies

Madhu
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Petition dnd‘er Section 151- CPC prayihg 'that' in the circumstances
stated in the affi dav:t flled in :upport of the pet;tron the High Court may be
pleased direst the respondents to faurthwath corisider the cases of the
petitioners for regulanzmg their services by accommodating them in the
exlstmg vacancies in the 2nd respcndent Devastham, in the interest of
juwce pending dasposal of the above W.P..

LA. NO: 1 OF 2010{WPMP I\O 31681 Or- 2010)

Petition under Sectlon 151 CPC praymg'that 'in the circumstanzes
stated in the afﬂdawt f" Ied in support ‘of the petltm“n the High Court may be
pleased to hear the above writ netman on out of tLrn basis, in the interest of

justice. 7 7 - 0 0
: oL . o 4

- - . ',', (V- : 1-. "-': ; ~v,‘-'.
Counsel for the Pet‘itio.ner(s): SRi G-V SHIVAJI -

Counsel for the Respenﬂent No 2 WS P PADMAVATHI S" for

ENDOWMENTS ] ,
. | _
Counsel for the Respondent No.1 : GP FOR ENDOWMENTS

The Court made thé following: ORDER

¢
t
I
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MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION

(Under Article 226 of the constitution of Irdia)

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUD:CATURE :: ANDHRA PRADESH
AT HYDERABAD

(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)

WP.NO. - OF2007
Eetween: .

y..-

. Baddula Krishna Mohan, S/o Raghavalah

aged about 40 years.
2. Pentala Madhava Rao, S/o Kori,;Veeraiah,
aged about 38 years.
>. Meda Ramakrishna, ,S/owNarasimha‘Ra’o,
aged about 28 years.
4. Karla Venkata Krishna-?rasa&, S/o Gopal Rao, ,
aged about 40 years. QA, Vﬁbm{kj
5. Mundlapati Lingaiah, S’o Jana kotaiah, .—- o . .
aged about 40 years. '
6. Orusu Srinivasa Rao, S’0 Guravaizh,
aged about 38 years.
7. Tunga Sasi Kapoor, S/o J.Saidulu,

aged about 36 years.

8. Nuthalapati Appa Rao, S/o Narzyzna,
aged about 27 years. :

9. Tejavath Dhanamurthy, s/o Amriya,
aged about 40 years.

(All are working in Sri T: *upathamma Ammavan Devasthanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krisana District and resxdents of Penugernchiprolu,
Krishna Dlstrlct )

...Petitioners.

And

1. The commissioner,
Office of the Commissionez, Endowments department
Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad.

2. The Joint Commissioner & Executive Officer,
Sri Tirupathamma Ammavari Devasthanam,
Penuganchiprolu, Krizhna District.
C ...kespondents.



etc is that of its Counsel M/s N. Bharat Babu (8985) and B Ramakrlshna,

85 SBI Ofﬁcers colony Moosarambagh Hyderabad and address of the

further declare that the petmoners are entltled to be regularized for their

) The address of the petitioner for the purpOSe of serVice of sumimons

respordent is as stated m the abc»e cause trtle

For the reasons stated abo Ve, 1t is therefore prayed that this Hon’ble

court may be. pleased to 1ssue an order or drrectnon more partrcularly, one

in the nature of writ of - Mandamus, declarmg the proceedings

Re.No.A3/13249/2007 dated 27.4.2007 issued'by the 1% respondent as

'illegal, improper, arbitrar'y, unconstitutional and discriminative, and -

R serv1ces rendered rrght from 1992—1993 as’ per the orders of this’ Hon’ble

_ Hyderabad

.Court m ‘WP No 8226/1997 dated 4 4 1997 and order of the - Hon’ble

APAT in OA No 1964/ 1997 dated 16 7. 1997 and pass such other order or

orders as thrs Hon’ble court may c_eemﬁt and propet

) COUNSEL,FOR THE PETITIONERS
Date: -7 oF - '



~ KRISHNA DISTRICT

PR

' HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH . .
. . - . ATHYDERABAD ' "

“WPNO. . OF2007

WRIT OF MANDAMUS

Filed by

' M/S.N.BHARAT BABU (8985)
BOMMANARAMAKRISHNA
' ADVOCATE ‘
COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONER
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE::ANDHRA PRADESH
AT HYDERABAD ;@
X

Belween:

Baddula Krishna Mohan & others.

And

W.P.NO. OF 2007

...Petitioners.

The Commissioner, Endowments Dept

& another.

1592:1993

4.4.1397

7.4.2000

2005
29.4.2005
24.€.2006
6.7.2006

20.21.2006

28.91.2007
14.4.2007

27.4.2007

Hyvderabad.

Dite: .- -0F

...Respondents

ANNEXURE -1
List of events

Petitioners joined as NMRs in the 2™ respondent
Devasthanam.

In WP.No,.8226/1997filed by some of the petitioners, this
Hon’ble court disposed of tke writ petition, directing the
petitioners to place representations since they are working
from 1992 and directed the i respondsnt to consider
their cases for appointment in any future vacancies.
Others filed OA and it was diszosed of on the same

-terms.

Proceedings of the 1* respondent, permitting the
Executive Officers . to regularize the services of ths
employees who have completed 5 years of service.
Some of the juniors are considered for regularization and
scale of pay was extended to them.
Cadre strength of the. 2" respondent. was revised and
increased.
Trust Board resolved to regularize the services of the
persons who were working on consolidated pay.
The 2" responden: requested the :* respondent to accorc
permission to regularize the servicss of the petitioners.
The 2™ respondent again submitted a detailed report as
directed by the 1% respondent, stating tha: there is no need
for regularizing the petitionsrs.
The 1% respondent requested the z™ respondent to submiit
further report. '
The 2" respondert again reportec that petitioners may be
considered for regularization.
Proceedings Rc.No0.A3/13249/2007 issued by the I1*
respondent, directing the 27 respondent to fill up posts by
outsourcing and to notify for the remaining posts, without
considering the cases of the petitioners.

ANNEXURE-11

- Under Article 226 of the Constitution of India

COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONER.

’J’,"“'—'ﬁ\
et 01[‘, ;
AP Wy p;
( [ ,.I".
‘T.._;—_»_d::——w
f/ 5% o2 A



IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICA] l‘URE ANDHRA PRADESH‘ L

AV *  ATHYDERABAD

WPNO. | . OF 2007

1_l§etween:

1. Baddula Krishna Mohan, S/o Raghavalah

aged about 40 years.

.2. Pentala Madhava Rao, S/o Kori Veemah
aged about 38 years.

3. Meda Ramaknshna, S/o Naras1mha Rao
aged about 28 years. .

- 4. Karla Venkata Knshna Prasad S/o Gopal Rao, '
© aged about 40 years. , '
5. Mundlapan ngaxah S/o J ana kotalah

aged about 40 years '
6. Orusu Snmvasa Rao, S/o Guravalah

aged about 38 years.

=2

Tunga Sasi Kapoor, S/o J. Saldulu o
aged about 36 years. ‘ '

& Nuthalapau Appa Rao, S/o Narayana,
. aged about 27 years.

9 Tejavath Dhanamurthy, s/o Amnya,
_ aged about 40 years. :

(All are working in Sri Ti irupathamma Ammavari Devasthanam,

Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and resxdents of Penuganchlprolu,
ershna District. ) oy : ‘

. .Petitio'ners.

1. The commxsswner

" Office of the Commxssxoner, Endowments départment, -
Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad

2. The Joint Commissioner & Executxve Officer,
Sri Tirupathamma Ammavari Devasthanam,
Penuganchlprolu Krlshna Dlstnct

...Respondents.

. !
/'"—5 * y"" D/L»\M HGL@LM
7

Page No: \Q/
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AFFIDAVIT

I, Baddula Krishna Mohan, S/o Raghavziah, aged about 40 years,
working in Sri Tirupathamma Ammavari Devasthanam, Penuganchiprolu,
Krishna District, r/o Penuganchiprolu Krishna District, now having temporarily
come down to Hyderabad, do hereby solemnly affirm and sincerely state on oath
as follows:-

1. . I am the 1* petitioner harein and I am well acquainted with the facts of
the case. I am authorized to file this affidavit on behalf of the other petitioners
also. |

2. I submit that, we have all joined as NMRs iﬁ the 279 respondent
devasthanam in the year 1992-1993, and working continously as NMRs,
perfon;ning different duties entrusted by the Devasthanam from time to time. I
submit that the Devasthanam appointec us as NMRs, duly foliowing the Rules
and regulations. I submit that ever since we were appointed as NMRs, we have
been making representations o the 1% and 2" respondents to regularize our
services in the temple cadre whenever the regular vacancies atises. I submit
that, all of us except 9" petitioner, have passed intermediate examiration and
qualified to hold the post of Record Assitant in the cadre strength of the temple.

3. I subfnit that the 2" responden.t devasthanam was reclassified as Section
6(a) of the Act 30 of 1987 temple in the yeark 1996 as it is getting Rs.68,00,000/-
as anhual income. I submit that the then Assistant Commissioner and Executive
Officer placed a réqueét before the 1% respondent by his letter dated 18.7.1996,
stating that there is a dire need for additional staff as there is a huge gathering
rush loating into the temple and he requestad to sanction additional staff as he
felt that it is very difficult to manage the affairs of the temple with less staff, I

submit that in the said letter dated 18.7.1995, we were all shown in the staffing

/’; <Jem l[’»« & HcLeﬂ

rese o Y~



‘_‘pattern as N M. Rs workmg on Frlday .and Sunday festivals drawmg a
’ consohdated pay of Rs. 160/- per month.’ ‘ | .

4. I submtt that in 1997 all “of- a sudden, the 1" respondent issued
proceedmgs dated 21.3. 1997 and consequentral proceedmgs of the 2™ respondent

| dated 1.4.1997, cancellmg' our apporntments on the ground that the appointments

made were illegal. At that juncture, some of us preferred WP.No.8226/1997 and

.others preferred 0A.No.1964/1997 before the Hon’ble' APAT, challenging the

orders of terminations issued‘by the 1St respondent and consequential orders of

" the 2"‘i respondent dated 1.4. 1997 I submrt that this Hon’ble Court dlsposed of

o

-the WP. No 8226/ 1997 by 1ts Judgment dated 4 4. 1997 and tae oaeratr ve portion

, of it reads as follows:- |

L “I v;do not see ‘any reason to _interfere vvith the ‘ord'e'r of termination.
However as -the petitioners are uorkmg smce 1992 as I‘t’.M.Rs and-are
paxd consohdated pay. from. 1996. - they" are directed | to make a
representatton to the Commrssmner Endowments Department, Andhra
Pradesh Hyderabad within a,week from today.” On such representation,
the Commissioner is directed to consider their cases for appointment in
any future vacancies that arise. With the above directions, the writ

petition is disposed of.”

o S . 1 submtt that the Hon’ble APAI‘ also dtsposed of the OA.No.1964/1997

'_by 1ts order dated 16 7 1997 on the same terms of thc J udgm..nt passec by this
' Hon’ble court in WP No. 8l226/ 1997. 1 submtt that, followmg the Judgment of
this Hon’ble court we have placed our representatrons on 12. 8 1997, before the
1 respondent requestmg to reguiarize our services in any surtal:le post ex:stmg at
- that t1me or any future vacancy, taking into consrderatron our past service record
oo an_d the -dtrectlons : of - this ° Hon’ble court in WP.NO‘.8226/199’7 and
OA.N0.1§64/ 1997 of APAT,lwhich became final.

Page No: - ‘ ;&/ /3 <§""" L/(A\H He(»ew
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6. I submit that, in pursuance of the Judgment of this Hon’ble court, we are

allowed by the respondents to continue in the temple as N.M.Rs and no action
was taken on our reprssentation dated 12.8.1997, though number of vacancies
exists in the temple cadre. 1 shbmit that the 1% respondent on the request of the
2nd respondent, issued Prcceedings'D.Dis.No.B1/21620/2C500 dated 20.7.2000,
according permission to the 2" respondent for payment of wages to us for 5
working days instead of 2 working days in a week. 1 submit that the 1%
respondent, after a brief time, issued proceedings D.Dis.No.B1/18137/2001 dated
19.6.2001, permitting the 2" respendent to engage our services on contract basis
in th; temple on monthly paymeni of Rs.1600/- to each person for utilizing our
services in the Devasthaﬁam. 1 submit that, zccordingly the 2" respondent
issued consequential proceedings dated 21.12.2001 engaging our services
formally on contract basis on payment of Rs.1600/- per month to each person and
he also mentioned in the proceedings; the names of the N.M.Rs alrea;ly workirig
which includes our names al-éo.

7. [ submit that the A.P.Hindu Religious Institutions and Charitable
endowments Employoees Association, placed two representations dated
8.6.1999 and 28.2.2C)C, demanding to extend fhe PRC scaie to al! the 'empld);ees
and to regularize the. services of employees are wotkihg since S.years. -1 submit
that the 1* respondert, after cérefui ‘cohsideration, issued Proceedings
Rc.N2.J2/12961/1961 da;ed 7.4.2000, épproving tHe demands of the association
by permitting the Executive Officers to regulari.ze the services of the employees
who have completed five (5)' f'ears of services and possess other requisite
qualifications. 1 submit that, our cases were not considered even at that
occa,sjion, for extransous reasons.

8. I submit tha: the 2™ respondent devasthanam wes upgraded to the cadre

of Regional Joint commissioner, and as a consequence, the 1* respondent revised

Page No: . ‘i\ //S.!"(\" ‘I(,Mh Feleow



the -.,adre strength ot th° temple by his proceedmgs R.Dis. No A1/18458/2005
dated 29.4. 2005 I submit that there is'a masswe increase in the cao.re! strength
_;:of_‘_ the temple from 35 etnplooyees to 100 ‘employees. 1 submit that though
cadre ':'stren':gth was inerease, our cases -were not considered for extraneous
. '“eonst:d_'eration and.the post.s.‘ are kept vacant for extraneous purp_oses. I submit
that stll 50% of the posts are kept vacant and the respondents are slowly filling-
up th= posts showing nepotism and other reasc-ns.
9. -‘ 1 subtnit that the 1® respondef_t have regularized the services of one
-.Sn Y.Venugopala Rao, s/o Nageswara Rac, who is also working in the temple on
. consohdated salary hke us,- by hxs proceedmgs D. Drs No. Al/45812/2303 dated
_9 10 4003 ere wrse, the 1SI respondent aceorded permtssron to the 2"
respondent by hrs order dated 26.7. 2003, to extend the scale of pay of Rs.2990-
5810 to Sri.N.Venu, who was also workmg on contract basis at that time. I
' _submrt that thothh we were appomted as NMRs durmg 1992 1993 and our
representatlons are pendmg since 1997 our services were not regulanzed inspite
| of the vacancies that exists. I submit that Wwe are thoroughly disctiminated by the
_ respondents for extr'aneous-_ considerations_ ard they are extending the benefits to
the ‘persons who are juniors to us, for the .enly reason that we approached this
Hon ble Court | |
10. ' I submrt that the trustees of the l‘emt:le Trust Board passed resolution on
2:1.'6.‘200_6; requestt_ng the 1 res_pondent to regularize the services of the persons
worhing .'o‘n_ conso_lidated basis in ‘Aaccor:d'a‘hee vyith the rules and regulations. I
subtmt that " the joint corn;nissioner-& Executive!‘ofﬁcer by 'his letter dated
6. 7 400«), 1eferung tu the trust board Lesoiutlor datcd "4 6.2006, 1chCSth the.
Commissioner to regulanze the servics =s of the employees working on

- _consolicated pay including the petitioners and fu-ther requested to pass necessary

Corrections: Deponent
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orders regularizing the services of persons who are working for more than five
years and pa-rticularly keering in view the orders of this Hon’ble court.

11. 1 submit that, the 1% respondent in‘ his letter L.Dis.No.B1/31521/2006
dated 12.9.2006, directed the 2" respondenf to sutmit detailed report on the
matter. | submit that, in order to submit detailed report, tke 2" respondent again
placed the matter before the trust boafa meeting held on 28.10.2006 for their
decisi<.m on regularizatior. of the petitioners. I submit that the trustees resolved in
their resolution no.5 dated 23.10.2006 1o regularize the services of the persons
who have completed moze than S years of services in the vacant posts or else to
continue them in the said posts duly enhancing their consolidated pay from
Rs.1600/- PM to 3000/- PM each. ‘As directed the 1* respondent, the 2"
respondent submitted detailed report, requesting the 1* respondent to permit him
to reguiarize the sewicg:s of th2 persons who have completed five years cf service
on consolidated pay.

12. 1 submit that, surprisingly, ths 1% respondent issued Proceedings
Rc.No.A3/31521/2006 dated 28.1.2007, directed the 2" respondent to submit
further report on the following points:

(a} Whether there is any specific ordefrs from the commissioner to engage
these persons cn ccntract basis and continue them indefinitely? if so to
furnish copies.

{t) What is the'work these persons are doing?

(c) Engaging these persons on all days is justif able.

I submit that the 2" respondent promptly- issued proceedings

RC.No.B1/850/0€ _dazed 14.4.2007; submitting further re_pt;rt on tne queries

osed by the 1% respondeat and stated that the commissioner by his order dated
P

19.6.2001 permitted the tzraple to engage our services and illustrated the works

that are allotted 1o us and finally stated that there is a dire need to the temple,

P M. W - kv“llh.qlf

/



A whrch is a 6(a) temple to engage our serv1ces as we have long back completed L
our 5 years hmxtatlon 1 submlt that the 2“‘i respondent further requested the 1%

‘ respondent to- permrt htm to. regularnze the servnces or atleast to enhance our -

_ salanes to Rs 3000/- as Rs 1600/— is too meager amount to maintain our families.

'"13‘. . -I submit that, to our utter surprise, the .1“l respondent issued proceedings
Re.No.A3/13249/2007 dated 27.4.2007; permitting the 2".d respondenf. to fill up
the vacant posts in the cadre strenéth through Districtéelection cdmmittee, on :
outsourcing basis and also requested to take necessary actioa for notifying

remaining posts The said proceedmgs are tmpugned in. thlS wrrt petition for the

:-‘ffollowmg a.mong other ; _ " L

" .-

GROUNDS T

Y

(a) The proceedmgs of the 1St respondent dated 27.4. 2007 is contrary to law and
probabllmes of the case,- S

®) The 1 respondent totally ignored the directions of this Hon’ble court and

g ‘Af‘PAT, whereunder he ‘-h\.’vas d‘ir'ected‘ to accommodate the petitioners as anc
when vacancres anses, which has become final.

(©) The 1* respondent havmg recerved reports from the Executive Officers of the

_ temple to the effect that the petmoners should be accommodated in the

ex1stmg vacancres and that there is a dlre need of appomtrr.ent erred in -

T Tgnortng those recommendatlons for no reasons.
@) I‘he ls' respondent falled to con51der not only the reports of Exzcutive

Ofﬁcers, but also the resolutu)ns passed by Trust Board in the matter of

regulanzatlon of servrces of the petmoners

: (e) The 1St respondent is under obhgatnon to give effect to_the drrecttons of th1s

Hon ble Court in WP. No 8226/ 1997 dated 4.4.1997, wh1ch has become final.

Deponent
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(f) The rsspondents failed to se‘eé that the petitioners have beer. working since i5
years and they cannot be thrown out at this Juncture and they are nct eligitle
for any employment due to err agé.

(g) The respondents failed to see that this Hen’ble ccurt and Apex Court in
several similar ruled that dispensing with the services of employees ater
utilizing their service for considerable pericd, is illegal, uncenstitutional anc
arbitrary.

(h) In any event of the matier thz impugnea proceedings are ‘iiable ta be set-

aside.

14. We have no other alternative efficacious remedy tkan to approach th:s
Hon’ble Court by invoking its extraordinary jurisdiction urder article 226 of the
constitution of India.

15.  We have not filed ar:y other ﬁetit‘ion or application befors any other forum

or autaority seeking the same relief or reliefs’ sought for in this wrii petition.

16. Under the circumstances, it is therefore prayed that this Hon’ble court
may be pleased to direct tn2 respondents to forthwith consider the cases of the
petitioners for regularizing their services by accommodating them ip the exist:ng
vaca-cies in the 2™ respondent devasthanam, in the interest of justice, pending
disposal of the above writ petition and pass such other order or crders as this
Hon’ble court may deemfit and proper: |

17.  For the reaéons stated above, it is therefore prayed tha: this Hon’ble court
may'be pleased to isste an order or direction,» more particular"ly, one ia the naiure
of writ of Mandamus, declaring the proceedings Rc.No.A3/13249/2007 dated
2?.4.2007 issued by the 1" respondent as illegal. improper, arbitrary,

unconstitutional and discriminative, and further declare that the petitioners are

}
)
Pana Nn: \Q'I/- /5';4'(:’\ 'l({/“ﬂ Ha LM
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entltled to be regulanzed for then‘ servxces rendered nght from 1992-1993 as per
the or:lers of this Hon’ble Court in WP No 8226/ 1997 dated 4.4.1997 and order
of the Hon’ble APAT in OA.No. 1964/ 1 99” dated 16. 7 1997, and pass such other

order or orders-as thxs Hon’ble court may deemﬁt and proper.

Sworn and signed before me L
Onthis 54y~ day of Juslg, 2007. o J Q(-< hﬁ/t-o\ Halueuu

Deponent

Last pege: corrections: Q whe
L -dvocate, Hycerabad
p v (\(\ﬁ-?l%sﬂ“y

VERIFICATION . "

R 'B-addula' K'ri's}.ma Mohan ‘S/'o i&gha&aiaﬁ . .aged ‘about 40 years,
, workmg m er Txrupathamna Ammeva_x Devasthanam Pe'xuganchlprolu,
_‘Knshna Dlstnct r/o Penuganch1p1olu Kmhna sttnct do hereby declare that the

facts stated in the above pa.ragraphs No.1 to 17 are true 1o the best of my

N .knowledge mformatlon and ‘bel lef

ks

B ,Hence verified on this "_"9&" day of Juflg, 2007.

S gt il
> 3""‘ o alowy
. —

- . Deponent
" Counsel for the Petitioners. -
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y/4) RANSLATION//

To the Commissioner of " ' Dt:06.02.2025.
Endowrents Department, _ '
Gollapudi. Vijayawada, Andhra Pradesh.

Subject: Sri Thirupathamma Ammavar Temple, Fenuganchiprolu, N.T.R.District.,
>taff who have beer: working for the last 20 years about to regularize.

Indicator:- Hon’ble High Court's C-ders in W.P No 14044 of 2C07.

Sir,

We have been working for the last 30 years as per the subjec: to the orders
of the cxecutive Officer, $ri Thirupathamma Ammavar = Temgle,
Penugerchiprolu, N.T.R.District., and working i1 th2 various divisions of the
temple counters as LGS, the temple is being paid by Rs.20,000/- as Minimum
Timer Pay of Scale. ' -

We are all belongs to poor family. even today alk the tasks entrusted by the
Executive Officer are being carried out with regu’ar exercise.

We raspectful submission is thet the Hon'ble High Court has issued orders in
W.P.No.14044 of 2007, <o direct the Commissioner of Endowments Department
to take an appropriate decision. The iHon'ble High Court ordar copy has bzen

attachec below.

Tt erefore, it is prayed to th2 Comnissioner of
Endowments Department to consider our education qualifications and to take
appropriate decision to consider for regularization of our services.

Yours Sincerely,
1. B.Krishna Mohan
2. K.V.K-ishna Prasad
3. M.Rama Krishna
4. P.Madhava Rao
5. O.Srinivasa Rao -
6. T.Sasi Kapoor
7. N.Appa Rao
8. T.Dhana Murthy
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NTR District | '\
IN THE HIGH COURT OF

ANDHRA PRADESH
AT:: AMARAVATHI

Contempt Case No. OF 2025
IN

W.P.No.14004 OF 2007

EndopuS

MEMO OF CONTEMPT CASE

Filed By:

M/s G.V.SHIVAJI (4586),
Smt.B.V.N.S.SAVITHA KUMARI
(16732). .
D.Viswakanth Babu (25141)

Advocates

Counsel for Petitioners
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