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Contempt Case No.

I

I
I

6. Orusu Srinivasa Rao, S/q: Guravaiah, 
Sri Tirupathamma Anavari 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.

&

; MEMORANDUM OF CONTEMPT OF CASE

(UNDER SECTION 10 TO 12 OF CONTEMPT OF CASE OF COURTS ACT)

- IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH 
I

: AT:: AMARAVATHI

j OF 2025
IN 

t
W.P.No.14044 OF 2007

:■ I.'
BETWEEN: I

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

f

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

I '

3. Meda Ramakirishna, S/o: Narasimha Rao, 
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam, 
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and 
Residents of PenuganchijDrolu, Krishna District.

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



AND

...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

7. Tunga Sasi Kapoor, S/o:J 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.

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

9. Tejavath Dhanamurthy, S/o: Amriya,
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam, 
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and 
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

... Petitioners

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



J Order made by this Hon’ble Court in W.P.NoJ4044 OF 2007,

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

circumstances of the case.

Date: 18.08.2025

Counsel for PetitionersAmaravathi
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of Contempt of Courts Act and also under Article 215 of Constitution
j'

of India, for willful disobedience, in the interest of Justice and pass 
n

such other order or orders:!may deem fit and proper In the 
i(
I;
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BETWEEN:

3. Meda Ramakirishna, S/q'. Narasimha Rao, 
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam, 
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and 
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

2. Pentala Madhava Rao, S/o: Kori Veeraiah, 
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.

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

4. Karla Venkata Krishna Prasad,
. S/o: Copal Rao,

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

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

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH 
AT AMARAVATHl 

C.C.No., OF 2024 
IN 

W.P.No.14044 OF 2007



... Petitioners
AND

...Respondents
AFFIDAVIT

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

Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam,

e>.

7. Tunga Sasi Kapoor, S/o:J Saidulu,
Sri Tirupathamma. Amavari Devashanam, 
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and 
Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

9. Tejavath Dhanamurthy, S/o: Amriya, 
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.

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.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

Penuganchiprolu, Krishna
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authcrization.

appointed them as NMR’s, duly following the Rules and regulations. It

vacancies arises.

I

and Executive Officer placed a request before the l-*» Respondent by his
I

letter dated: 18.7.1996, stating that there is a dire need for additional 
J 
I

' I
I

as Section 6(a) of the Act 30]Of 1987 temple in the year 1996 as It Is
I

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

1. It is submitted that the Petitioners have all joined as NMRs In the 2"'" 
I

Respondent Devasthanam in’, the year 1992-1993, and working 
! I.

I, 
continuously as NMRs, performing different duties entrusted by the

I 
Devasthanam from time to time. It is submitted that the Devasthanam

is submitted that ever since they were appointed as NMRs, they have
I

been making representations) to the P and 2"- Respondents to
r 

regularize their services in the temple cadre whenever the regular
I 
r 

•I.
2. It is subrnitted that the 2"=^ Respondent Devasthanam was reclassified

©
t

District and Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District., having
:■ • ■ • t

temporarily come down to Amaravathi, do hereby solemnly affirm
■' . I

end state on oath as under: j.
i,

I submit that I am the py Petitioner herein as such I an well
’’’

acquainted with the facts of the case. Hence I am in a position to
■ i

swear to this affidavit on behalf of other petitioners as well under



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

staffing pattern as N.iM.R’s working on Friday and Sunday festivals

drawing s consolidated pay of Rs. 160/- per month.

3. It is submitted that in 1997, all of a sudden, the 1« Respondent issued

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.No.8226/1997

and others preferred O.A.No.1964/1997 before the Hon'ble APAT,

challenging the orders of terminations issued by the P 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.No.8226/1997

by its Judgment dated: 04.04.1997, and the operative portion of it

reads as follows:-

"1 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

'er

P;

proceedings dated: 21.3.1997 and consequential proceedings of the 2"-

to make a representation to the Commissioner, Endowments



I

Department, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad, within a week from today. 
: ‘ I

On such representation, the Commissioner is directed to consider their 
I

cases for aopointment in any ^future vacancies that arise. With the 
. . t

above directions, the Writ Petition is disposed of."

4. It is submitted that the Hon'ble APAT also disposed of. the 

O.A.No.1964/1997, by its order dated: 16.7.1997, on the same terms 

of the Judgment passed by this Hon'ble court in W.P.No.8226/T997. It
• f

is submitted that, following the Judgment of this Hon'ble court, the

Petitioners have placed their representations on 12.8.1997, before the 
I

I’’ Respondent requesting to j regularize Petitioners services in any 
. 'I

suitable post existing at that time or any future vacancy, taking Into 
(■

consideration "their past service record and the directions of this

Hon'ble court in W.P.No.8226/1997 and O.A.No.1964/1997 of APAT, 
: . I

which became final. I
I'

5. It is submitted that. In pursuance of the Judgment of this Hon'ble
i ■

Court, the Petitioners were allowed by the Respondents to continue in 

the temple as N.M.R’s and no action was taken on Petitioners 
i

representation dated:12.8.1997, though number of vacancies exists in 
,1 I

the temple cadre. It is submitted that the 1^ Respondent on the request 

of the 2"=* Respondent, Issued Proceedings D.Dis.No.Bl/21620/2000,
I

dated:20.7.2000, according [ permission to the 2^^ Respondent for 
I

I I
I 
I



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

19.6.2001, permitting the 2"^^ Respondent to engage the Petitioners

Rs.1600/- to each person for utilizing their services

Devasthanam. It is submitted that, accordingly the 2"^^ Respondent

issued consequential proceedings dated: 21.12.2001, 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 Petitioners names also.

6. It is submitted that the A.P.Hindu Religious Institutions and Charitable

endowments Employees Association, placed two representations

dated: 08.06.1999 and 28.02.2000, demanding to extend the PRC

scale to all the employees and to regularize the services of employees

are working since 5 years. The 1* Respondent, after careful

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

V.

in the

services on contract basis in the temple on monthly payment of

brief time. Issued proceedings D.Dis.No.Bl/18137/2001, dated:

consideration, issued Proceedings Rc.No.J2/12961/1991, dated:



respondents are slowly filling up the posts showing nepotism and

other reasons.

D.Di5.No.Al/45812/2003, Likewise,

ft.
I
I

■

qualifications. It is submitted that, the Petitioners cases were not

considered even at that occasion, for extraneous reasons. [
I

7. It is submitted that the 2*^ Respondent devasthanam was upgraded to 

r:
the cadre of Regional Joint commissioner, and as a consequence, the 

■i'

■ 1* Respondent revised the cadre strength of the temple by hisj 

proceedings R.Dis.No.Al/18458/2005, dated;29.04.2005. It is 

submitted that there is a massive increase in the cadre strength of the:
I

temple from 35 employees to, JOO employees though cadre strength 
i‘ • J

was increase, the Petitioners cases were not considered for extraneous 
•’ 1

consideration and the posts are kept vacant for extraneous purposes. It
I . . F

is submitted that still 50% of the posts are kept vacant and the

* 1 ,

8. It is submitted that the Respondent have regularized the services of 
f i

one Sri. Y. Venugopala Rao, S/o: Nageswara Rao, who is also working
J

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

dated:09.10.2003. Likewise, the I*
I I

i

Respondent accorded permission to the 2"‘' Respondent , by his order
I ■ i

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. It is
I 

submitted that though we were appointed as NMRs during 1992-1593
i' i



II
and the Petitioners representations were pending since 1997, the

Petitioners services were not regularized in spite of the vacancies that

discriminated by the Respondents for extraneous considerations and

they are extending the benefits to the persons who are juniors to the

Hon'ble Court.

9. it is submitted that, the trustees of the Temple Trust Board passed

resolution on 24.6.2006, requesting the P 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:06.07.2006.

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

working for more than five years and particularly keeping in view the

orders of this Hon'ble court.

submitted10.lt is that. the Respondent in1« his letter

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

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

Petitioners, for the only reason that the Petitioners approached this

pass necessary orders regularizing the services of persons who are

exists. It is submitted that the Petitioners were thoroughly

I,. ■'1^ ■



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 regularization of the Petitioners. It is submit that
I

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 vacant posts or else to continue them in the

submitted detailed report, requesting the 1*» Respondent to permit him

11. It is submitted 'that, surprisingly the P Respondent issued Proceedings

Rc.No.A3/31521/2006, dated:28.01.2007. directed the 2nd

Respondent to submit further report on the following points:

(a) Whether there is any specific orders from the commissioner to

engage these persons on contract basis and continue them

Indefinitely? If so to furnish copies.

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

(c) Engaging these persons on all days is justifiable.

/i?

I

said posts duly enhancing their consolidated pay from Rs.1600/- PM to
I

3000/- PM each. As directed the 1** Respondent, the 2™* Respondent

to regularize the services of the persons who have completed five
I

years of service on consolidated pay.

12.lt is submitted that the 2^^ Respondent promptly issued proceedings

RC.No.81/850/06, dated:14.4.2007, submitting further report on the



requested the 1*» Respondent to permit him to regularize the services

Is too meager amount to maintain the Petitioners families.

to take necessary action for notifying remaining posts.

H.Therefore, the Petitioners approached this Hon’ble Court by filing

W.P.No.14044 OF 2007, and upon hearing the matter at length, this

Hon’ble Court has been pleased to disposed of the Writ Petition vide

merits by treating the

Writ Petitions as a representations and pass necessary orders after

order dt:08.08.2024, by following the directions of the Division

Bench in W.P.No.23424 of 2020 and Batch. The Respondents shall

queries posed by the 1« Respondent and stated that the commissioner

consider the case of the Petitioners on its own

by his order dated: 19.06.2001, permitted the temple to engage our 

services and illustrated the works that are allotted to us and finally 

stated that there is a dire need to the temple which is a 6(a) temple, to 

engage the Petitioners services as Petitioners have long back completed 

their 5 years limitation. It Is submitted that the 2"^ Respondent further

or at least to enhance the Petitioners salaries to Rs.3000/-, as Rs.l600/-

13.lt is submitted that, the 1^ Respondent Issued proceedings

Rc.No.A3/l 3249/2007, dated: 27.04.2007, permitting the 2"'^ 

Respondent to fill up the vacant posts in the cadre strength through 

District Selection Committee, on outsourcing basis and also requested
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Sworn and signed i 
On this the day of August,
2025. . '

(

I- 
. I

i •
)■

o

DEPONENT

1 

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

limit time fixed for deciding the representations of the Petitioners shall r
' • I

be fixed from the date of the receipt of a copy of this order. 
I '

15.lt Is submitted that the Petitioners made a representation to the

Respondents dt:06.02.2025, by enclosing a copy of the orders of this 
I

Hon’ble Court, so as to comply with the orders, however till date no
I 

action has been taken by the Respondents. This shows negligence and
■ \ J

willful disobedience on part of respondents. Hence the present

Contempt Case Is being filed. J Therefore the respondents are liable

be punished under the provisions of Contempt of Courts Act.

J
. ■ 1

For the reasons stated In the accompanying affidavit, filed .'n 
I . ;

support of contempt petition, it is prayed that this Hon’ble Court
f i

may be pleased to punish the respondents herein for violating the 
I I

Order made by this Hon’ble Court in W.P.No.l4044 OF 2007, 
I I
I I

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 Constitution

Iof India, for willful disobedience, in the interest of Justice and pass

such other order or orders may deem fit and proper in the
I

circumstances of the case. !
I 
I



VERIFICATION STATEMENT

being the F Petitioner acquainted with the facts do hereby verifies

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

Amaravathi on this the day of 18.08.2025.

ADVOCATE

Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam, Penuganchiprolu, Krishna

District and Residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District - 516213,

Deponent

BEFOR?^~

ADVOCATE:: AMARAVATHI

and states that the contents of the above paras of the Affidavit are

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

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE HARINATH.N ,

WRIT PETITION NO: 14044 OF 2007 ,

Between:

6. Orusu Srinivasa Rao, S/o. Gtiravaiah, aged about 38 years, Sri 
Tirupatbamma Amavari Devashanam, Penugarchiprolu, Krishna District 
and residents of Penuganchiproiu, Krishna District.

5. Mundlapati Lingaiah, S/o. Jana Kotaiah, aged about 40 years, Sri 
Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam, Penuganchiproiu, Krishna District 
and residents of Penuganchiprclu, Krishna Disrrict.

THURSDAY, THE EIGHTH DAY OF AUGUST ''J' 
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR .< '

2. Pentala Madhava Rao, S/o Kori Veeraiah, aged about 38 years, Sri 
Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam. Penuganchiproiu, Krishna District 
and residents of Penuganchiproiu, Krishna District.

1. Baddula Krishnamohan, S/o. Raghavaiah, aged about 40 years, Sri 
Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam. Penuganchiproiu, Krishna District 
and residents of Penuganchiproiu, Krishna District.

3. Meda Ramakirishna, S/o. Narasimha Rao, aged about 28 years, Sri 
Tirupathamma Amavari Devashanam, Penuganchiproiu, Krishna District 
and residents orPenuganchipro.u, Krishna District.

4. Karla Venkata Krishna prasad, S/o. Gopal Rao, aged about 40 years, 
Sri Tirupathamma Amavari D.=5vashanam, Penuganchiproiu, Krishna 
District and residents of Penuganchiproiuj Krishna District.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH :: AIViARAVATI 
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

i’*



A

?

...PETITIONER(S)

...RESPONDENTS

I

J

! 

I

AND»

1. The Commissioner, Office of the Commissioner, Endowments 
Department, Andhra Predesh, Hyderabad;

2. The Joint Commissioner & Executive officer, Sri Tirupathamma 
Ammavari Devasthanam, Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

' ■ I

Petition under Article 226 of the ConsHtution of India praying that in 
the circumstances stated in the affidavit filed th’erewfth, the High Court may 
be pleased to issue ah order or direction, more particularly, one in the 
nature of writ of Mandamus, declaring the proceedings Re,No.A3/1349/2007 
dt. 27.4.200.7 issued .by the 1st respondeht as illegal, improper, afbit-ary, 
unconstitutional and. discriminative, and further declare that the petitioners 
are entitled to be regularized for their, services rendered right from 1992- 
1993 as per the orders of this Hon'ble Court In WP.No.8226/1997 dt. 
4,4.1997 and order of the Hon'ble APAT in OA ho. 1964/1997 dt. 16.7.1997.

7. Tunga -.Sasi. Kapoor, S/o., J.;, Saidulu’i .aged about; .36 years; Sri 
Tlrupattiarnrria AmavarhDeva^hianam,-.Pbhud^chlpr6lu: Krishna district- 

and residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishhi'Distfict.

Nuthalapati Appa Rao, S/b. Narayana, aced about -27 years, Sri 
Tirupathamma Amavari Devashaham; PenuganchiprblU■ Krishna District 
/ ■ ’ * - * ’ " ■ * ' i. •

.and residents of Penuganchiprolu,,Krishria‘District.

9. Tejavath Dhanamurthy, S/o. Aniriya, aged about 40 years, ,Sh- 
tirupathamma Amavari'Devashanam, Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District " 

and residents of Penuganchiprolu, Krishna DisVict.
■ ■ f.’
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HiGH COURT ; 1

DATED:08/08/2024
4

r
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I

I
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1

I'

f

ORDER

WP.No.14044 of 2007

( .

I ■

I, ■

f-

DISPOSING THE WP WITHOUT COSTS



.RESPOkDENT(S)

>/

)•
i

The Court made the following Order:

In the writ petition under, consideration, this Court has 

followed the 'directions provided in the ^common order, dated 

27 02.2024 in W.P.No.23424 of 2020 and batch. The Division 

Bench of this Hon’ble Court had directed the respondents therein to 

t'eat the writ petitions as representations and issue snow cause 

notices and issue notices of hearing to ali concerned petitioners.

Counsel for the PetitionerfS): 
'i.G V SHIVAJI •

Counsel for the Respondent(S):
1. PPADMAVATHI 1
2. GP FOR ENDOWMENTS >

BETWEEN:
BADDULA KRISHNAMOHAN, AND 8 OTHERS ...PETITIONER(S)
AND OTHERS j -

. and;
THE COMMISSIONER OFFICE OF THE- ' 
COMMISSIONER AND ANOTHER AND -
OTHERS ' ' -

in^thE HIGH COURT OF.ANDHRA PRADESH

::g ■“’>
THURSDAY, THE EIGHTH DAY OF AUGUST 

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR
1

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE HARINATH.N

WRIT PETITION NO: 14044/2007
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2Ji).
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4.

I

.W

I >
I ■

I

; . • '>7^ -7 7;^
Recor^ing.Ahefsubmissions, the writ .petition is disposed of 

by following the directions of the Division Bench in W.P.No.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 

representations and pass necessary orders after issuing the notices 

to all the petitioners by the time fixed for the outer limit time fixed for 

deciding the representations of the petitioners shall be fixed from 
' . * 

the date of the receipt of a copy of this order

Accordingly, the writ petition \s disposed of. There shall be 

no order as to costs.

- • 7- ■ ■■■ ■: . •

They were also iijstru to cohsider the case of each petitipr5ers 

on its own merits and. to pass ?a speaking order and dispose of the 

claims of the petitioners within an outer limit of six months is fixed
. . . ■ I

by the Divisipn Bench of this Ccurt.

2. The learned Standing counsel for the respondents submits
i , ■

■ that the case of the petitioners are similar to these in the batch of 
• I •

writ petitions disposed.cf by the Divisibn .Bench of this Court. ■
• :7' < '. 

: * t’ -■ ■

3. The learne^*cp.Uhserfor the petitiorier submits that the similar

orders may be passed.; ..’-7 : • \

J''



mn.

To.

’ r

J

<1

6. Three CD Copies
Madhu

V
• ' 1 .
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: <. Pendirig^miscellarieous applicati6ri§.k if, any
’ ‘ »; ' * ■' ■

: closed.” ‘

1. The Commissioner, Office of the Commissioner, Endowments 

Department, Velagapudi, Amaravati."
2. The Joint Comrnissioner & Executive Offic^^^^ Sri Tirupathaipma 

Ammavari Devasthanam, Re'nuganchiprbiui-Krishna District.
, ■ ■ .. '

3. One CC to SRi G V SHIVAJI Advocate fOPyC]

4. . One CC to jM/S P PADMA\/ATHi. SC for ENDOWMENTS [dpu6]‘

5. Two CCs to GP for ENDOWMENTS,, Hid'H Court of Anchra Pradesh. 

[OUT]

•-: -

shalP’stands’"'-
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I.A. NO: 1 OF 2010(WPlWaP;KO: 31681 OF 2010)

I

The Court made the fallowing: ORDER

' ' ■ ■ -J

t

' I ■■

t

Petition under Section 151 ‘ GPC praying- that in the circumstances 
stated ih the affidavit fiied in support of the petition, the High Court may be 
pleased direct the respondents to fourthwith corlsider the cases of the 
petitioners for regularizing their services by accommodating them in the 
existing vacancies in the 2nd respondent Devastham, in the interest of 
justice, pending disposal of the above W.P. •

Counsel for the Respondent No.2 : WS P PADMAyATHI, SC for 
ENDOWMENTS ' , ,

I
Counsel for the Respondent No.1 : GP FOR ENDOWMENTS

" l-A. NO: 1 OF 2007{WPMP. NO: .17628 OF 2007)

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances 
stated in the affidavit filed in support’of the petition, the High Court may be

■ * ■ • . 1 ■ • /

pleased to hear the above writ petition on out of turn basis, in the interest of
justice. x' . 1

• . ■ . -I' - ■ ; -x

Counsel for the Petitionerfs): SRI G V SHIVAsll
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(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)

WP.NO. OF 2007
Between:

...Petitioners.
And

...Respondents.

2. The Joint Commissioner & Executive Officer, 
Sri Tirupathamma Amraavari Devasthanam, 
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District.

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

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

7. Tunga Sasi Kapoor, S/o J.Saidu’u,. 
aged about 36 years.

6. Orusu Srinivasa Rao, S.'o Guravaiah, 
aged about 38 years.

4. Karla Venkata Krishna Prasad, S/o Gopal Rao, 
aged about 40 years.

5. Mundlapati Lingaiah, S/o Jana kotaiah, 
aged about 40 years.

1. Baddula Krishna Mohan, S/o Raghavaiah, . 
aged about 40 years.

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

S; Meda Ramakrishna, ,S/o Narasimha Rao, 
aged about 28 years.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE :: ANDHRA PRADESH 
AT HYDERABAD

MEMOR/.NDUM OF WRIT PETITION 
(Under Article 226 of the constitution of India)

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

(All are working in Sri Tirupathamma Ammavari Devasthanam, 
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and residents of Penuganchiprolu, 
Krishna District.)



V.

• COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONERS

The address of the petitioner for the purpose of service of summons 

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

; 85, SBI Officers colony, Moosarambagh, Hyderabad, and address of the 

respondent is as stated in the abcve cause title.

For the recons stated above, it is therefore prayed that this Hoh’ble 

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

in the nature of writ of Mandamus, declaring the proceedings 

Rc.No.A3/l 3249/2007 dated 27.4.2007 issued by the 1“ respondent as 

illegal, improper, arbitrary, unconstitutional and discriminative, and 

.. further declare that the petitioners are . entitled to be regularized for their 

services rendered right from . 1992t1993 . as per the orders of this Hon’ble 

Court-in WP.No.8226/1997. dated- 4.4.1997 and order of the Hon’ble 

APAT in OA.No. 1964/1997 dated^ 16.7.1997, and pass such other order or 

orders as this Hon’ble court may deemfit and proper.

Hyderabad,

Date: 7' T O’l-



KRISHNA DISTRICT

WP.NO. GF'2007

WRITOFMANDAMUS

Filed by

M/S.N.BHARAT BABU (8985) 
BOMMANARAMAKRISHNA 

ADVOCATE 
COUNSEL FOR THE PETITIONER

HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH. .
. ATHYDERABAD
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W.P.NO. OF 2007
Retween:

Baddula Krishna Mohan «& others.
.. .Petitioners,

And

...Respondents

ind1592-2^993^.. respondent

4.4.1997

7.4.2000

2003

29.4.2005

24.6,2006

6.7.2006

20.-1.2006

28. W.2007

14.4.2007

27.4.2007

Under Article 226 of the Constitution of India

COUNSEL. FOR THE PETITIONER.

ANNEXURE-I
List of events

The Commissioner, Endowments Dept 
& artother.

Petitioners joined as NMRs in the 2' 
Devasthanam.
In WPJi0,822j^l997filed by some of the petitioners, this ,

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE::ANDHRA PRADESH 
AT HYDERABAD

Hyderabad.

Dxte:

In WPJi0,822j^l997filed by some of the petitioners, this if- ;
Hon’ble court disposed of the writ petition, directing the { 
petitioners to place representations since they are working 
from 1992 and directed the 1“ respondent to consider ( >1- 
their cases for appointment in any future vacancies. Jhjz 
Others filed OA and it was disposed of on the samt* 
terms.
Proceedings of the 1" respondent, permitting the 
Executive Officers to regjlarize the services of the 
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"** respondent requested the 1* respondent to accord 
permission to regularize the services of the petitioners. 
The 2"'* respondent again submitted a detailed report as 
directed by the 1“ respondent, stating that there is no need 
for regularizing the petitioners.
The I ’* respondent requested the 2"** respondent to submit 
further report.
The 2"*’ respondent again reported that petitioners may be 
considered for regularization.
Proceedings Rc.No.A3./l 3249/2007 issued by the 1^ 
respondent, directing the 2*^“ respondent to fill up posts by­
outsourcing and to notify for rhe remaining posts, without 
considering the cases of the petitioners.

ANNEXURE-TT



WP.NO. OF 2007

Between:

.. .Petitioners.

And

... Respondents.

■

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

1. The commissioner.
Office of the Commissioner, Endowments departrhent, 
Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad.

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

1. Baddula Krishna Mohan, S/o Raghavaiah, 
aged about 40 years.

7. Tunga Sasi Kapoor, S/o J. Saidulu 
aged about 36 years.

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

2. The Joint Conimissioner &; Executive Officer, 
Sri Tirupathamma Ammavari Devasthanam, 
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District. .

■ r

Page Ko;Corrections:

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE :: ANDHRA PRADESH 
AT HYDERABAD

V ACtestor Deponent

3. Meda Ramakrishna, ,S/o Narasimha Rao, 
aged about 28 years.

4. Karla Venkata Krishna Prasad, S/o Gopal Rao,
■ aged about 40 years. , . ' • . ,

5. Mundlapati Lingaiah,'S/o Jana kotaiah, 
aged about 40 years.

6. Orusu Srinivasa Rao, S/o Guravaiah, 
aged about 38 years.

(AU are working in Sri Tirupathamma Ammavari Devasthanam, 
Penuganchiprolu, Krishna District and residents of Penuganchiprolu, 
Krishna District.) »
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J
AFFIDAVIT

1.

2.

our

Page No:

I am the 1*^ petitioner herein 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.

I, Baddula Krishna Mohan, S/o Raghavaiah, 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:-

I submit that, we have all joined as NMRs in the 2"'* respondent 

devasthanam in the year 1992-1993, and working continously as NMRs, 

performing different duties entrusted by the Devasthanam from time to time. I 

submit that the Devasthanam appointed us as NMRs, duly following die Rules 

and regulations. I submit that ever since we were appointed as NMRs, we have 

been making representations zo the 1“ and 2"^ respondents to regularize 

services in the temple cadre whenever the regular vacancies arises. I submit 

that, all of us except 9**' petitioner, have passed intermediate examination and 

qualified to hold the post of Record Assitant in the cadre strength of the temple. 

3. I submit that the 2"** respondent devasthanam was reclassified as Section 

6(a) of the Act 30 of 1987 temple in the year 1996 as it is getting Rs.68,00,000/- 

as annual income. I. submit that the then Assistant Commissioner and Executive 

Officer placed a request 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 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 I 

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



-

!Stor
Page No: 
Corrections: Deponent f

pattern as N.M.Rs working on Friday .and Sunday festivals drawing a 

consolidated pay of Rs. 160/-per month/

4. • • I submit that in 1997, all of a sudden! the 1’‘ respondent issued 

proceedings dated 21.3.1997 and consequential proceedings of the 2"'* respondent 

dated 1.4.1997, cancelling our appointments on the ground that the appointments 

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

others preferred OA.No. 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 1.4.1997. I submit that'this Hon’ble Court disposed of 

the WP.No.8226/1997 by its Judgment dated 4.4.1997, 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.Rs and are 

paid consolidated pay, from, 1996. they are directed to make a 

representation to the Commissioner, Endowments Department, Andhra

- Pradesh, Hyderabad, witliin 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.”

5. \ I submit that the Hon’ble APAT also disposed of the OA.No. l 964/1997 

- by its.order dated 16.7.1997 on the same terms of the Judgment passed by this

Hon’ble court in WP.No.8226/1997. 1 submit that, following the Judgment of 

this Hon’ble court, .we have placed our representations on 12.8.1997, before the 

1®’’ respondent requesting to regularize our services in any suitable post existing al 

that time or any future vacancy, talcing into consideration our past service record 

' ■ and the directions of this.' Hon’ble court in WP.No.8226/1997 and

OA.No. 1964/1997 of APAT, which became final.
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6.

7.

8.

Page No:

occasion, for extraneous reasons.

I submit tha* the 2"'’ respondent devasthanam was upgraded to the cadre 

of Regional Joint commissioner, and as a consequence, the T’ respondent revised

respondent, after a brief lime, issued proceedings D.Dis.No.Bl/18137/2001 dated

19.6.2001, permitting the 2"* respondent to engage our services on contract basis

was taken on our representation dated 12.8.1997, though number of vacancies 

exists in the temple cadre. I submit that the 1“ respondent on the request of the 

2"*’ respondent, issued Proceedings D.Dis.No.B1/21620/2000 dated 20.7.2000, 

according permission to the 2"'* respondent for payment of wages to us for 5

VtoL’iCW

I submit that, in pursuance of the Judgment of this Eon’ble court, we are 

allowed by the respondents to continue in the temple as N.M.Rs and no action

- 4

in the temple on monthly payment of Rs. 1600/- to each person for utilizing our 

services in the Devasthanam. I submit that, accordingly 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 ths proceedings, the names of ".he N.M.Rs already working 

which includes our names also.

I submit that the A.P.Hindu Religious Institutions and Charitable 

endowments Employoecs Association, placed two representations dated 

8.6.1999 and 28.2.2000, demanding to extend the 1*RC scale to all the employees 

and to regularize the. services of employees are workihg since 5 years. I submit 

that the 1“ respondent, after careful cohsideration, issued Proceedings 

Rc.No.J2/12961/1991 dated 7.4.2000, 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 

qualifications. I submit that, our cases were not considered even at that

working days instead of 2 working days in a week, 1 submit that the 1“
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L 
the cadre strength of ths temple by his proceedings’R.Dis.No.Al/18458/2005 

dated 29.4.2005. I submit that there is a massive increase in the cadre strength

■ of the temple from 35 emplooyees to 100 employees. I submit that though 

cadre strength was increase, bur cases were not considered for extraneous

■ consideration and. the posts are’kept vacant for extraneous purposes. I submit 

that still 50% of the posts are kept vacant and the respondents are slowly filling 

up the posts showing nepotism and other reasons.

9. I submit that the 1" respondent have regularized the services of one 

Sri.Y. Venugopala Rao, s/o Nageswara Rac, who is also working in the temple on

■ corisolidated salary like us, by his proceedings D.Dis.N6.A1745812/2003 dated
• • ■ * . . . ' ' ' ' , "•

9.10,2003. Like’ wise, the 1“ respondent accorded permission to the 2"‘* 

respondent by his order dated 26.7.2003, 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 

submit that though we vvere appointed as NMRs during 1992-1993 and our 

representations are pending since 1997, our services were not regularized inspite 

of the vacancies that exists. I submit that we are thoroughly discriminated by the 

respondents for exfrjaneous considerations and they are extending the benefits to 

tike persons who are juniors to us, for the cnly reason that we approached this 

Hon’ble.Court.

10. ' I submit that, the trustees of the Temple 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. I

- submit that, the Joint commissioner. & Executive officer by his letter dated 

6.7.2006, referring' tothe trust board'resolution dated 24.6.2006, requested the 

Commissioner to regularize the services of the employees working on 

consolidated pay including the petitioners and further requested to pass necessary
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11.

decision on regularizatior. of the petitioners. I submit that the trustees resolved in

Rs. 1600/- PM to 3000/- PM each.

to regularize the services of ths persons who have completed five years of service

on consolidated pay.

12.

further report on the following points:

(a) Whether there is any specific orders from the commissioner to engage

these persons on contract basis and continue thsm indefinitely? if so to

fiimish copies.

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

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

respondent promptly issued proceedings 

RC.No.B 1/850/06 dated 14.4.2007, submitting further report on the queries 

posed by the '1” respondeat and stated that the commissioner by his order dated 

19.6.2001 peimitled the temple to engage our sendees and illustrated the works

respondent issued Proceedings

Rc.No.A3/31521/2006 dated 28.1.2007, directed the 2"** respondent to submit

their resolution no.5 dated 28.10.2006 io regularize the services of the persons 

who have completed more than 5 years of services in the vacant posts or else to 

continue them in the said posts duly enhancing their consolidated pay from

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.

1 submit that, the P* respondent in his letter L.Dis.No.Bl/31521/2006 

dated 12.9.2006, directed the 2"** respondent to submit detailed report on the 

matter. I submit 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

As directed the 1®‘ respondent, the 2"** 

respondent submitted detailed report, requesting the 1®‘ respondent to permit him

I submit that, surprisingly, the 1®‘

(c) Engaging these persons on all days is justifiable.

I submit that the 2"'’

.4z u .1/1
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(a) The proceedings of the respondent dated 27.4.2007, is contrary to law and 

probabilities of the case. .

(b) The 1“ respondent totally ignored the directions of this Hon’ble court and 

APAT, whereunder he was directed to accommodate the petitioners as and 

when vacancies arises, which has become final.

(c) The 1“ respondent having received reports from the Executive Officers of the 

temple to the effect that the petitioners should be accommodated in the 

existing vacancies and that xhere is a dire heed of appointment, erred in 

ignoring those recommendations for no reasons.

(d) The r‘ respondent failed, to consider not only the reports of Executive 

Officers, but also the resolutions passed by Trust Board in the matter of 

regularization ,of services of the petitioners.

(e) The respondent is under obligation to give effect to.the directions of this 

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

/Le.
Deponent ' T

. which is a 6(a) temple, to engage our services as we have long back completed 

our 5 years limitation. I submit that the 2"^ respondent further requested the 1®‘ 

respondent to permit him to regularize the services or atleast to enhance our *
■ ' ' ■* , J ,

salaries to Rs.3000/-, as Rs. 1600/- is too rrieager amount to maintain our families.

■ 13. I submit that, to our utter surprise, the 1“^ respondent issued proceedings 

Rc.No.A3/l3249/2007 dated 27.4.2007, permitting the 2"“* responden-. to fill up 

the vacant posts in the cadre strength through District Selection committee, on 

outsourcing basis and also requested to take necessary action for notifying 

remaining posts. The , said proceedings are impugned in this writ petition for the 

.•■following among other • . . ■ ' '
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)

(f) The respondents failed to see that the petitioners have beer, working since 15

years and they cannot be thrown out at this Juncture and they are net eligible

for any employment due to over age.

(g) The respondents failed to see that this Hcn’ble court and Apex Court in

several similar ruled that dispensing with the services of employees after

utilizing their service for considerable period, is illegal, unconstitutional and

arbitrary.

(h) In any event of the matter ths impugned proceedings are Hable to be set-

aside.

We have no other alternative efficacious remedy than to approach this14.

Hon’ble Court by invoking its extraordinary jurisdiction under article 226 of the

constitution of India.

We have not filed any other petition or application before any other forum15.

or authority seeking the same relief or reliefs’ sought for in this writ petition.

Under the circumstances, it is therefore prayed that this Hon’ble court16.

may be pleased to direct the respondents to forthwith consider the cases of the

17.

of 'vrit of Mandamus, declaring the proceedings Rc.No.A3/13249/2007 dated

respondent as illegal, improper, arbitrary.

unconstitutional and discriminative, and further declare that the petitioners are

Panp No:

petitioners for regularizing their services by accommodating them in the exist.ng 

vacancies in the 2"'* respondent devasthanam, in the interest of justice, pending

disposal of the above writ petition and pass such other order or orders as this 

Hon’ble court may deemfit and proper.

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

may be pleased to issue an order or direction, more particularly, one in the nature

A Ko Loa/

27.‘i.2007 issued by the l®‘



day of Ju^c,.2007.

Counsel for the Petitioners.
Deponent

■■' ' .I, Baddula Krishna Mohan, S/o Raghavaiah, aged about 40 years, 

. working in Sri Tirupathamma Ammavari. Devasthanam, Peauganchiprolu, 

Krishna District, r/o Penuganchiprolu KrishPa District, do hereby declare that the

• facts stated in the above paragraphs No.l to 17 are true to Jhe best of my 

> knowledge, information and belief.'

Hence verified on this ^5^'

entitled to be regularized for their services rendered right from 1992-1993 as per 

the orders of this Hon’ble Court in WP;No‘.8226/1997 dated 4.4.1997 and order 

of the Hon’ble APAT in OA.No. 1964/1997 dated 16.7:1997, and pass such other 

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

/ ,
/

Deponent

Sworn and signed before me
On this day of Juriq, 2007.

Last page; corrections: ‘
Advocate, Hyderabad.

VERIFICATION
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^oado€S Siio’Odb <Sd^c3’odb ^sii dh^S^tOd rroS, 

ffuSjT’d.DaoiJiJ’Ci,

*3?^ €SA5 D$oaX)CA3 
-------- -

3 H’ |t,,22A-O~,
P-VU*dlK«Mi<>As»

‘'I

DtiodbiSoo :- QdbSb^JiSo^ esAj^irO Sii^^iSoo, i.^rtou'^€jo, o!3o5).6.w5,2a^ ;6odo rtd 30 

SjoiSd^dADurp SbSi3olx>dt);&^ Sjeo^oGJO Srtp^uS tSoliPt) doOoO.

XxpOd;- (Td^) spd 6ddb^ex> W.F NO 14044 of 2007 

esodp^,

OdbSbdiSo^ aiid“^^!oo, i>i^orioOg®t«, odo&.<2>.?55,a^ ^odo ri<d 30 

SjoiSd^cdoow ;i)ood ^odood Sipoodb s’d^^Oo^Srea’ds’O ^^db^udj e5®ud Sio’oodbdoo 

;&od3 2>Sd Sap’rpidoot) ^odo dododcu §”0606^ LG3 n® SbX)i3§o (Minimum time pay of 

scale) §od Zud^d^ dp.20,000/-tS^^^ 3i5^;6doo irdb dSodofio aadbrtodo^^t*^,

Spdoo zsoddAxp ^)d d)6jooe3’Sd iSod;© a»cii3o |odbod s’d^^Od^Sres’ds’d 

i3’dbe3S>jAot3;S S3;tDeA3 iJfijodod as’dtdoo tJ&oc?’ gdo 3dow3

Xid^Sycdofe) »dbrt3do;o’^ooo.

(Tdd ^odbog;o» ^5doOd Soiuo 3;S^Sodo§’;oo;6fi» S^io^Sn® W.P.NO -14044 of 

2007 <Tdd g^^d) 5po ^ddb^cAj iodco^j ddc3®odb ^93 dh3sii(<>6 io®e;o ^do JOdodoo 

^Sug’^dduSo^dn® dddb^ejo '5?S^odbo;o®^d;-. tTd^j ^□’0 ^ddb^ejo •aodo^

aadSbddog’^odo^^iSao .

s®;5);6 dodbrit) dSosiiJiSd a^db do® cdbodo dodb 60^ do® dSbod^ 3d^ esddejo 

sbOrtE3e5®§ ^SdS’X) do® dSbod^ Xid^Swado 3rio®^u6 d$o® do® dSbod^ ^ddjdoowdcodo 

efidoS’O dodoo^odo 3do®^w6 tSodbdySaddn® ^3 ^©odd^dd .



//TRANSLATION//

Dt:06.02.2025.

2. K.V.K"ishna Prasad

5. O.Srinivasa Rao

Yours Sincerely,

1. B.Krishna Mohan

6. T.Sasi Kapoor

7. N.Appa Rao

8. T.Dhana Murthy

3. M.Rama Krishna

4. P.Madhava Rao

Subject: Sri Thirupathamma Ammavar Temple, Penuganchiprolu, N.T.R.District., 

Staff who have been working for the last 30 years about to regularize.

Indicator:- Hon’ble High Court's Orders In W.P No 14044 of 2C07.

Sir,

To the Commissioner of
Endowments Department,
Gollapudi. Vijayawada, Andhra Pradesh.

We have been working for the last 30 years as per the subject to the orders 
of the Executive Officer, Sri Thirupathamma Ammavar . Temple, 
Penugerchiprolu, N.T.R.District., and working in the 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 all the tasks entrusted by the 
Executive Officer are being carried out with regu'ar exercise.

We respectful submission is that the Hon’ble High Court has Issued orders In 
W.P.No.14044 of 2007, to direct the Commissioner of Endowments Department 
to take an appropriate decision. The Hon’ble High Court order copy has been 
attached below.

Therefore, it is prayed to the Commissioner of 
Endovvments Department to consider our education qualifications and to take 
appropriate decision to consider for regularization of our services.
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M/s G.V.SHIVAJI (4586), 
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