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of 2025W.P. No.

Between:

...Petitioner

And

Muppalla Balakrishna,
S/o. Radhakrishna, aged about 38 years, 
R/o. Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District, A.P.

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh, 
Rep. by its PrL Secretary, 
Revenue (Endowments) Department, 
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

3. The District Collector, 
Palnadu District, Narasaraopet.

4. The Revenue Divisional Officer, 
Sattenapalli Revenue Division, 
Sattenapalli, Palnadu District.

5. TheTahsildar,
Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District.

6. The Commissioner,
Endowments Department,
Opp. S Grand Restaurant, One Center, Gollapudi, 
Vijayawada, N.T.R. District, A.P.

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

MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION 
(Filed Under Art.226 of the Constitution of India)

2. The State of Andhra, Pradesh, 
Rep. by its PrI. Secretary, 
Revenue Departmerit, 
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.



...Respondents

I

I
i

(■

I
I

1

I .
I

7. The Deputy Commissioner, 
Endowments Department, 
Guntur Range, j
opposite Gunta Ground, Kothapeta, Guntur, 
Guntur District, A.P. |

8. The District Endowments Officer, 
Endowments Department, 
Narasaraopet, Palnadu District.

i
9. The Manager, |

Kodandarama Swamy and Anjaneya Swamy Temple, 
Kota Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal,
Palnadu District. '

■ i
10. The Director General of Police, 

A.P. Police Headquarters, 
Mangalagiri, Guntur District, A.P.

1T The Superintendent of Police, 
District Police Office J
Narasaraopet, Palnadu District, A.P.

12. The Deputy Superintendent of Police, 
Sattenapalli Sub-rDiyision,
Sattenapalli, Palnadu District, A.P.

13. The Circle Inspector of Police, 
Sattenapalli Rural Circle, 
Sattenapalli, Palnadu District, A.P.

I

14. The Sub-Inspector of Police, 
Rajupalem Police Station, 
Rajupalem, Palnadu District, A.P.

15. Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust,
Rep. by its Chairman Dodda Raghurama Reddy, 
Kota Nemalipuri Vi lage, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District.

I . '

16. Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust,
Rep. by its Secretary Annapureddy Bali Reddy, 
Kota Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District. |



For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, the petitioner

herein prays that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to issue any writ, order or

Direction more particularly one in the nature of writ of Mandamus declaring the

Constitution and consequently set aside the same and pass such other order

or orders may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

Counsel for the petitioner

The address for service of all notices and summons of process to the 

above named petitioner is that of his Counsel M/s NARRA SRINIVASA RAO 

(13935), Godavarthi Kiran Babu, Mallampati Narendra Babu, Advocates, 

Flat No.307, B-Block, Rushi Valley Apartments, Opp: ITC, Srinivasarao thota, 

Guntur, Guntur District, Andhra Pradesh.

Amaravathi, 
Dated: 24.04.2025.

impugned Eviction Proceedings vide Proceedings No.1/3/2024-Sec 83(3) 

eviction dated 15.04.2025 issued by the Respondents No.15 and 16 under 

Sec.83(3) of A.P. Endowment Amendment Act, 2023 unilaterally ordering the 

Petitioner to vacate his private property in an extent of Ac. 10.74 cents situated 

in Survey No.249/2B of Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District 

as illegal, arbitrary, Ab initio, untenable under law, against the principles of 

natural justice and in violation of The Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu 

Religious Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987 and infringes the Petitioner’s 

fundamental rights guaranteed under Articles 14,19,21 and 300-A of the Indian
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i
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Filed by:

Counsel for the Petitioner

M/s Narra Srinivasa Rao (13935) 
Godavarthi Kiran Babu, 
Mallampati Narendra Babu
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IM THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATHt

Of 2025W.P. No.

Description of the EventsDate

21. 02.03.2010

32.

IS' 43. 28.07.2003

IS' 54.

In the year 2003, the Official Respondent No.5 i.e., 

Tahsildar submitted a report vide Rc.No.41/2003 A 
dated '28.07.2003 to the District Collector, Guntur 

stating that the subject land in Survey No.249/2 

originally belongs to ancestors of vendor Narayanam 

Seshu Babu is a private patta land and it does not 

belong to Endowments Department.

Since 2010, the Petitioner has been doing cultivation 

in his property. The Petitioner’s vendor also paid 

revenue cists and other relevant taxes to the revenue 

officials.

Para 
No. in 

Affidavi 
t

Page 
No. in 

Affidavit

S.

No.

CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS 
Annexure -1

The the total extent of land in Survey No.249/2 is 

Ac. 19.74 cents which originally belongs to 

Narayanam Pardhasaradhi, who is the ancestor of 
Narayanam Seshu Babu (Petitioner’s vendor).

The Petitioner purchased an extent of Ac.5.00 cents 

in Survey No.249/2B of Nemalipuri Village, 

Rajupalem Mandai, Palnadu District from one 

Narayanam Seshu Babu through a registered Sale 

Deed No. 1103/2010 dated 02.03.2010 by paying 

valid sale consideration.
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Recently, the Unofficial Respondent No. 16 along 
with some others styling themselves as trust 

members of Sri Kodanda Ramaswamy temple, Kota 
Nemalipuri Village filed W.P. No.86/2025.

i _____________
Aggrieved by the same, the Petitioner filed W.A. 
No.206/2025 and the Hon’ble High Court Division 
Bench modified the writ petition order and passed an 
order dated 10.03.2025.

The language used by the Hon’ble High Court 

Divisiori Bench while disposing W.A. No.206/2025 

clearly and categorically states that statutory 

prescription provided under Sec.83(2) of amended 

Endowments Act shall be followed.
i

The Petitioner in the year 2010 approached the 

Hon’ble High Court by filing W.P. No.17477/2010 

regarding the subject property. In the said writ, the 
revenue 'officials filed their counter affidavit stating 

that the subject property is a patta land.

In the ye^r 2016, the Petitioner applied for no objection 
certificate regarding his subject property. The Official 
Respondent No.5 herein i.e., Tahsildar enquired about 
the same and submitted a report vide Rc.No.404/2015- 
A dated 02.02.2016.

I .
The vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu who sold the 
land to ^Petitioner filed a suit in O.S. No. 12/2011 

before the Hon’ble II Addl. District Court, Guntur 
seeking' relief of partition, declaration and other 

I 

reliefs.
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1615. 24.03.2025

1716.

While the W.A. No.206/2025 was pending, the 

Respondent No.8 issued a notice under Sec.83(2) of 

A.P. Endowment Amendment Act dated 07.03.2025 

to the Petitioner stating that the property belongs to 

the Endowment Department.

Subsequently, the Unofficial Respondents No. 15 and 

16 Trust was constituted in the year 2022. But the 

Unofficial Respondent No. 16 Trust and its members 

filed writ petition W.P. No.86/2025 in the year 2025, 

wherein the Hon’ble High Court passed an order 
dated 25.03.2025 without hearing the contention of 

Petitioner herein.

----------- !---------------------------------------------------------------- -- -----
The Petitioner’s vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu 

thereafter executed a registered document in the 

Petitioner’s favour and the unilateral cancellation of 

the same is not at all valid in the eye of law.

While parallel proceedings are pending, initiation of 

Sec.83(2) Notice dated 24.03.2025 by the Unofficial 

Resporident Trust stating that they are having right 

over the property and the Petitioner issued reply to 

the said notice initiated under Sec.83{2) of A.P. 

Endowment Amendment Act, 2023.

The Petitioner’s vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu and 

his forefathers having clear title by way of patta 

granted in their favour as per due enquiry 

contemplated under Inam Abolition Act.

The Petitioner then challenged the notice issued by 

the Unofficial Respondents No.15, 16 under



issued

1817. 15.04.2025

1918. 15.04.2025

10’24 2019.

2120. 15.04.2025 2.1

I

I

I

I 
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_______ L
Sec.83(2) of A.P. Endowment Amendment Act, 2023 
by filing \^.P. No.8847/2025. At the time of admission 

hearing, the Unofficial Respondents No. 15, 16 

informed to the Hon’ble Court that eviction 

proceed ngs was passed in pursuance of notice 

under Sec.83(2) of A.P. Endowment 

Amendment Act, 2023.
I

The Petitioner then withdrawn the W.P. 

No.8847/2025 with a liberty to challenge the eviction
I ■■

proceedings issued by the Unofficial Respondents 
i

No. 15, I 16. On 15.04.2025, the Unofficial 
Respon'dents No. 15,16 issued Eviction Proceedings 
vide Proceedings No.1/3/2024-Sec 83(3) eviction 

under Sec.83(3) of amended Endowments Act to the 
Petition'er.

I ■ '_____________' ________________ _

As perj Sec.83(3) of amended Endowments Act, 
issuance of Eviction Proceedings vide Proceedings 
No.1/3p024-Sec 83(3) eviction dated 15.04.2025 

issued by Unofficial Respondents No. 15,16 is not at 

all rnaintainable. The action of Unofficial 

Respondents No.15, 16 in passing impugned 
Evictiq'n Proceedings dated 15.04.2025 is illegal.

Initially, the Respondent No.9 who is the 
management committee of temple filed O.A. 

No. 12/2011 seeking for declaration before the 

Hon’ble A.P. Endowment Tribunal and the same is 

still pending for adjudication.

There are several parallel proceedings pending 

before various forums for pending adjudication of the
_________ I__________________________________________________________________________

I
I

. I
I
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21 21

2221. 2.1

2321-22,22.

242223. 15.04.2025

2522-24.

same.' As such, without disposal of the said 

proceedings, initiation of proceeding by issuing 

impugned eviction proceedings dated 15.04.2025 by 

the Unofficial Respondents No. 15, 16 Trust is illegal 

and void under law.

The contention of the Petitioner is that the schedule 

property is purely a private property and does not 

belong either to Endowment Department or to the 

Trust and there are clear records to that effect.

It seems that Respondents are making hectic efforts 

to dispossess the Petitioner by one way or the other 

from his property and now there is a standing crop 

over the property. The property is still in the 

Petitioner’s possession.

The Unofficial Respondent Trust first issued eviction 
notice under Sec.83(2) of amended Endowments Act 

directly to the Petitioner without having any power.
I

The Petitioner issued reply to the said notice and filed 

W.P. No.8847/2025 to set aside the notices issued 

by the Unofficial Respondent No. 15, 16 and 

Endowment Department also.
I

Several adjudications are still pending since long 

time regarding the subject property, but whereas the 
Unofficial Respondent No.15, 16 have taken a plea 

by issuing impugned Eviction Proceedings vide
I

Proceedings No.1/3/2024-Sec 83(3) eviction dated 

15.04.2025.



23 2625.

2726. 2L3

2827. 13

Counsel for the Petitioner

I

IAmaravathi,

Dt: 24.04.2025.

I
I
I

I
I
I

I

I

_____ I______________________
The previous pleadings are also filed along with this 

writ petition stating that there are different views on 

the property. On the one way, revenue people 

admitted that it is a private property and the 

Endowmfent Department claiming that the property 

belongs to them.
I ________

There is every likelihood of threat of dispossession to 

the Petitioner by the acts of the Respondents. If the 

Respondents succeed in their attempts, the
I ■

Petitioner’s rights guaranteed under Articles 14, 19, 

21 and 300-A of the Constitution of India would be
j •

grossly violated.

In the circumstances stated above, the petitioner has 
no efficacious remedy, except to seek the redressal 
before this Hon’ble Court seeking the indulgence of this 
Hon’ble Court to exercise the extraordinary original 
jurisdiction vested in this Hon’ble Court by virtue of 
Article 2^26 of the Constitution of India.

_______________ __________________________________________
I
I Annexure -11

Under Article 226 of the Constitution of India 
The Andhra Praj'desh State Revenue (Endowments) Department 

Andhra Pradesh State
I



1IM TUP high court of ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVAT!

OF 2025W.P. No.

Between:

...Petitioner

And

t

Muppalla Balakrishna,
S/o. Radhakrishna, aged about 38 years, 
R/o. Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District, A.P. ,

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh, 
Rep. by its PrI. Secretary, 
Revenue (Endowments) Department, 
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

2. The State of Andhra Pradesh, 
Rep. by its PrI. Secretary, 
Revenue Departmerit, 
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

3. The District Collector, 
Palnadu District, Narasaraopet.

4. The Revenue Divisional Officer, 
. Sattenapalli Revenue Division, 

Sattenapalli, Palnadu District.

5. The Tahsildar,
Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District.

6. The Commissioner,
Endowments Department,
Opp. S Grand Restaurant, One Center, Gollapudi, 
Vijayawada, N.T.R. District, A.P.

7. The Deputy Commissioner, 
Endowments Department, 
Guntur Range, opposite Gunta Ground, 
Kothapeta, Guntur, Guntur District, A.P.
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...Respondents

I

I
I
i
I

I
I
I

I

I
8. The District Endowments Officer, 

Endowments Departrhent, 
Narasaraopet, Palnadu District.

I
9. The Manager, I

Kodandarama Swamy and Anjaneya Swamy Temple, 
Kota Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District. I

10. The Director General'of Police, 
A.P. Police Headquaflers, 
Mangalagiri, Guntur District, A.P.

11. The Superintendent of Police, 
District Police Office,!
Narasaraopet, Palnadu District, A.P.

12. The Deputy Superintendent of Police, 
Sattenapalli Sub-Division, 
Sattenapalli, Palnadu District, A.P.

13. The Circle Inspector! of Police, 
Sattenapalli Rural Circle, 
Sattenapalli, Palnadu District, A.P.

14. The Sub-Inspector of Police, 
Rajupalem Police Station, 
Rajupalem, Palnadu District, A.P.

i
15. Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust,

Rep. by its Chairman Dodda Raghurama Reddy, 
Kota Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District. I

I
16. Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust,

Rep. by its Secretary Annapureddy Bali Reddy, 
Kota Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District. '

. . i



solemnly and sincerely affirm and state as follows;

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

with the facts of the case.

3. It is submitted that the total extent of land in Survey No.249/2 is Ac. 19.74 
cents which originally belongs to Narayanam Pardhasaradhi, who is the 
ancestor of Narayanam Seshu Babu (Petitioner’s vendor). The Survey 
No.249/2 was sub-divided in two survey numbers 249/2A and 249/2B. 
Narayanam Pardhasaradhi partitioned the property and the Petitioner’s 
vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu got absolute right over the property in 
Survey No.249/2B and the same was also mutated in his name. As such, 
the property situated in extent of Ac.5.00 cents in Survey No.249/2B of 
Nemalipuri Village^ Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District is exclusively a 

private property, but row endowment property.

2. It is submitted that the Petitioner purchased an extent of Ac.5.00 cents in 
Survey No.249/2B of Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu 
District from one Narayanam Seshu Babu through a registered Sale Deed 
No.1103/2010 dated 02.03.2010 by paying valid sale consideration. Soon 
after purchase of property, the Petitioner’s vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu 
executed a possessory agreemeht of sale dated 28.10.2013 in the 
Petitioner’s favour for another extent of Ac.5.00 cents in the same survey 
number. The Petitioner has been in continuous possession and enjoyment 
of his property by raising paddy cultivation. The Petitioner applied for 
revenue mutation and the revenue officials mutated the Petitioner’s name 

in ail the revenue records for his rightful extent of property.

A c c rn A V I T
■ > » fci*’ * « w » «

1, Muppalla Balakrishna, S/o. Radhakrishna, aged about 38 years, R/o.

Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District, A.P., do hereby
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6. It is submitted that|the Petitioner in the year 2010 approached the Hon’ble 
High Court by filing W.P. No.17477/2010 regarding the subject property. In 

the said writ, the revenue officials filed their counter affidavit stating that the 
subject property is'a patta land and the revenue officials themselves issued 
pattadar passbook and title deeds to vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu, who 

in turn sold the land to Petitioner.

7. It is submitted that in the year 2016, the Petitioner applied for no objection 
certificate regardirig his subject property. The Official Respondent No.5 i.e., 

Tahsildar enquired about the same and submitted a report vide 

Rc.No.404/2015-A dated 02.02.2016 stating that the subject land in Survey 
No.249/2 originally belongs to vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu is a private 
patta land, who injturn sold the land to the Petitioner in the year 2010. The

4. It is humbly submitted that in the year 2003, the Official Respondent No.5 

i.e., Tahsildar submitted a report vide Rc.No.41/2003 A dated 28.07.2003 

to the District Collector, Guntur stating that the subject land in Survey 
No.249/2 originally belongs to ancestors of vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu 

is a private patta larid and it does not belong to Endowments Department. 
The District Collector, Guntur i.e.. Official Respondent No.3 issued 

proceedings vide Rc.No.2565/2003-G1 dated 11.08.2003 to the RDO, 

Guntur verifying th^t the subject land in Survey No.249-2 which was in 
favour of Thirimsa Rajyalakshmi (ancestor of vendor Narayanam Seshu 
Babu) does not belong to Endowments Department.

, i
5. It is humbly submitted that since 2010, the Petitioner has been doing 

cultivation in his property. The Petitioner’s vendor also paid revenue cists 
and other relevant taxes to the revenue officials. While the matter stood 
thus, Unofficial Respondent No. 15 and 16 trust and its members boring 
grudge against the Petitioner, made several efforts to dispossess the 
Petitioner from his land by one way or the other claiming that the land 
belongs to the trust.
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8. It is submitted that the vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu who sold the land to 
Petitioner filed a suit in O.S. No.12/2011 before the Hon’ble II Addl. District 
Court, Guntur seeking relief of partition, declaration and other reliefs. The 

said suit was dismissed for default on 27.03.2024. The vendor Narayanam 
Seshu Babu filed a restoration petition in O.S. No.12/2011 to restore the suit 
and the same is still pending.

10. It is further submitted that aggrieved by the same, the Petitioner filed W.A. 
No.206/2025 and the Hon’ble High Court Division Bench modified the writ 
petition order and passed an order dated 10.03.2025 as follows:

ii. Further, the respondent Nos.4 and 6 are directed to 
cooperate with the petitioners as and when required for 
eviction of the 7th respondent.

7. With the above direction, the Writ Petition is disposed of. There shall 
be no order as to costs.”

9. It is submitted that recently, the Unofficial Respondent No. 16 along with 
some others styling themselves as trust members of Sri Kodanda 
Ramaswamy temple, Kota Nemalipuri Village filed W.P. No.86/2025 and the 

same was disposed on 25.02.2025 as follows;
"6. On considering the submissions of both the learned counsels and 
upon perusing the entire material on record, this Court is inclined to 
dispose of the wit petition with the following directions:

i. If the petitioners are intends to evict the 7th respondent, 
they are directed to initiate steps for evicting the 7th 
respondent under Section 83 (2) of the Endowments Act and 
thereafter submit a report before the S*** respondent temple.

Tahsildar in ths report further stated that the said land in Sun.'ey No.249.<2- 
does not belong to Endowments Department as it is private land and 
Muppalla Balakrishna has been in possession and enjoyment of the same 

since 2010.
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manner:
i)

I
I 
1
I
I

"9. We, accordingly, modify the judgment and order impugned in the following

I
The writ petitioners/respondent Nos.l to 4 herein would be at 
liberty to take resort to the procedure for eviction, as prescribed 
under Section 83 of the amended provisions of the Endowments 
Act 30/1987, as amended by Act 36/2023. The appellant herein 
would be at liberty to respond to the show cause notice, if at all 
issued by the authorities mentioned in the amended provision 
of Section' 83 of the Endowments Act 30/1987, as amended by 

Act 36/2023, which would then consider on its own merits and 
a speaking order passed. In case the appellant still feels 
aggrieved of the order which may be passed, he would be 
entitled to avail the remedy before the Tribunal as is otherwise 
envisaged.

10. Accordingly, the Writ Appeal is disposed of. No costs."

11. It is further submitted that the language used by the Hon’ble High Court 
Division Bench white disposing W.A. N6.206/2025 clearly and categorically 
states that statutory prescription provided under Sec.8.3(2) of amended 
Endowments Act phall be followed. As such, the statutory notice as 
contemplated under Sec.83(2) of amended Endowments Act clearly states 
that the notice ouglit to be issued by the Executive Officer of the Charitable 
or Religious Institution or Endowment or the Assistant Commissioner or any 
authority higher in rank, but not by a private party or a trust. In the present 
case, the notice issued by the Unofficial Respondent No. 15,16 is neither a 

statutory authority nor the statutory officer as contemplated under Sec.83(2) 

of A.P. Endowment Amendment Act. The issuance of very notice itself is 
not maintainable under Sec.83(2) of A.P. Endowment Amendment Act.

I 
I

12. It is further submitted that white the W.A. No.206/2025 was pending, the , 
Respondent No.8| issued a notice under Sec.83(2) of A.P. Endowment 

Amendment Act dated 07.03.2025 to the Petitioner stating that the property 
belongs to the Endowment Department. But as per the revenue records, the 
Endowment Department has no title over the said property. There is no



dcCuiTiGPit to prc'.'S thst ths p'rcpsrty wss donstsd to ths Endowrinent 
Department. The Endowment Department projected that ancestor of the 

Unofficial Respondents No. 15 and 16 created a specific endowment of 

Ac.19.74 cents of agricultural land in Survey Nos. 249/2A of Nemalipuri 
village and in 1920, another unregistered settlement deed was executed, 

granting usufruct/koul in favour of the then Archakas.

13. It is further submitted that subsequently, the Unofficial Respondents No. 15 
and 16 Trust was constituted in the year 2022. But the Unofficial 
Respondent No. ,16 Trust and its members filed writ petition W.P. 
No.86/2025 in the year 2025, wherein the Hon’ble High Court passed an 
order dated 25.03.2025 without hearing the contention of Petitioner herein. 
Thereafter, the W.A. No.206/2025 filed by the Petitioner, wherein the 
Hon’ble High Court Division Bench passed an order dated 10.03.2025 by 

modifying the writ petition order dated 25.03.2025.

14. It is further submitted that the Petitioner’s vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu 
and his forefathers having clear title by way of patta granted in their favour 
as per due enquiry contemplated under Inam Abolition Act. Once parties 
rights are determined and patta was granted by way of an enquiry 
contemplated under Inam Abolition Act and it became final, there is no 
objections at all on the patta granted by the authorities concerned under 

Inam Abolition Act. Thereafter, the Petitioner’s vendor Narayanam Seshu 
Babu and his forefathers had been in continuous possession and enjoyment 
of the property as there is no objection regarding the patta possessed by 

the Petitioner’s vendor namely Narayanam Seshu Babu.

15. It is further submitted that the Petitioner’s vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu 
thereafter executed a registered document in the Petitioner’s favour and the 
unilateral cancellation of the same is not at all valid in the eye of law. The 
Hon’ble Supreme Court and A.P. High Court time and again clearly and 
categorically held that unilateral cancellation of sale deed is in violation of
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I
I

I
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16. It is further submitted that while parallel proceedings are pending, initiation 
of Sec.83(2) Notice dated 24.03.2025 by the Unofficial Respondent Trust 
stating that they arej having right over the property and the Petitioner issued 

reply to the said notice initiated under Sec.83(2) of A.P. Endowment 
Amendment Act, 2023. The law specifies that notice under Sec.83(2) of 
amended Endowments Act shall be issued by appropriate authority more 
particularly the Executive Officer of the Charitable Or Religious Institution or 
Endowment or the Assistant Commissioner or any authority higher in rank. 
The Unofficial Respondents No.15, 16 issued a notice under Sec.83(2)

I 
contravening the statutory provisions enshrined under the amended 

Endowments Act.
I 
I

17. It is further submitted that the Petitioner then challenged the notice issued 
by the Unofficial Respondents No.15, 16 under Sec.83(2) of A.P. 
Endowment Amendment Act, 2023 by filing W.P. No.8847/2025. At the time 
of admission hearing, the Unofficial Respondents No.15,16 informed to the 
Hon’ble Court that eviction proceedings was passed in pursuance of notice 

issued under Sec.83(2) of A.P. Endowment Amendment Act, 2023. The 
Petitioner already issued a reply to the notice issued by the Unofficial

I
Respondents No.1;5, 16 under Sec.83(2) of A.P. Endowment Amendment 

Act, 2023.

I 

I 
I

law and if at all, any grievance arise, it is the civil court to decide the matter 
by way of comprehensive adjudication of the matter after due process in full 

pledged trial. As such, the Petitioner is having clear title and his vendor 
having clear patta and as such, this visualizes that the property is a private 

land but not endowment land. The rights were already determined and the 
Petitioner’s vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu having clear title and the 

Petitioner got registration by way of registered document no. 1103/2010 and 

unilateral cancellation is not permissible under law as per the precedence 
rendered by the Hori’ble Supreme Court.



20. It is further submitted that initially, the Respondent No.9 who is the 
management coirimittee of temple filed O.A. No. 12/2011 seeking for 

declaration before the Hon’ble A.P. Endowment Tribunal and the same is
I

still pending for adjudication. The Endowment Department also filed eviction 
petition under old' The Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious 

Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987 and the same is also still pending. 
The present Petitioner also filed two suits in O.S. Nos.12/2011, 12/2012 
which are pending before the Hon’ble II Addl. District Judge, Guntur. The 
two suits were dismissed for default and the Petitioner subsequently filed

19. It is further submitted that as per Sec.83(3) of amended Endowments Act, 
issuance of Eviction Proceedings vide Proceedings No.1/3/2024-Sec 83(3)

I . • ' ■

eviction dated 15.04.2025 issued by Unofficial Respondents No. 15, 16 is 
not at all maintainable. The action of Unofficial Respondents No. 15, 16 in 
passing impugned Eviction Proceedings dated 15.04.2025 is illegal, 
arbitrary, irrational and the Unofficial Respondents No. 15, 16 have no such 
power as contemplated under the A.P. Endowments Act. As such, 
impugned Eviction Proceedings said to be issued by the Unofficial 
Respondents No.15, 16 is invalid, inoperative, illegal and in excess of 

powers conferred under amended A.P. Endowments Act.

1S It is further submitted that the Pstiticnsr thsn withdrawn the W.P. 
No.8847/2025 with a liberty to challenge the eviction proceedings issued by 

the Unofficial Respondents No.15, 16. On 15.04.2025, the Unofficial 

Respondents No.15, 16 issued Eviction Proceedings vide Proceedings 
No.1/3/2024-Sec 83(3) eviction under Sec.83(3) of amended Endowments 
Act to the Petitioner stating that the Petitioner is liable to be removed from 

the trust property in an extent of Ac. 10.72 cents in Survey No.249/2B of 
Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District and is required to 
pay an amount of Rs.46,72,500/-. If the Petitioner fails to comply, 
appropriate action will be envisaged under Sec.83(4) and (5) of amended 

Endowments Act.



I

restoration petitions (where the title declaration is sought for. The other 
members of the te^mple trust filed a petition for declaration in O.A. 

No.449/2012 before the Hon’ble A.P. Endowment Tribunal regarding the 
subject property andjthe same is also pending. As such, there are multiple 

litigations filed over the property.

\ Z_ I I

22. It is further submitted that the contention of the Petitioner is that the 
schedule property is purely a private property and does not belong either to 
Endowment Department or to the Trust and there are clear records to that 
effect. It is the bouriden duty on the part of Unofficial Respondents No. 15, 
16 to seek for deciaration either before civil court or before Tribunal to 
ascertain their right J When once a patta is granted to the Petitioner’s vendor 

and the same is still (in force and even the revenue authorities also confirmed 

the same fact. It clearly visualizes that the property in Sy. No.249/2A and 
249/2B is not at all jendowment property, but it is a private property. When 

once the patta is granted in favour of the Petitioner’s vendor, that is not 
challenged by anybody and it attains finality.

■ I ■

23. It is further submi^ed that the Unofficial Respondent Trust first issued 

eviction notice under Sec.83(2) of amended Endowments Act directly to the 

Petitioner without having any power. The Petitioner issued reply to the said

21. It is further submitted that there are several parallel proceedings pending 
before various forums for pending adjudication of the same. As such, 
without disposal of tlie said proceedings, initiation of proceeding by issuing 

impugned eviction proceedings dated 15.04.2025 by the Unofficial 
Respondents No.15, 16 Trust is illegal and void under law. Once, the 
proceedings were initiated under old Endowments Act and the proceedihgs 
are still pending for consideration, issuing impugned eviction proceedings 
by virtue of amended Endowments Act is nothing but res judicata. On 

receiving the impugned eviction proceedings, the Petitioner issued reply on 

17.04.2025 to the said impugned proceedings.



25. It is further submitted that it seems that Respondents are making hectic 
efforts to dispossess the Petitioner by one way or the other from his property 

and now there is a standing crop over the property. The property is still in 
the Petitioner’s possession. If the Petitioner is dispossessed from his 
property by way of this impugned eviction proceedings and subsequent 
actions, much loss and hardship would be caused to the Petitioner. The 

Petitioner is cultivating his property by doing hard work and the Petitioner’s 
entire family is dependent upon the earnings of the cultivation. As such, 
impugned eviction proceedings dated 15.04.2025 issued to the Petitioner is 

I .
not tenable under law.

notice and fifed W.P. No.8847/2025 to set aside the notices issued b'^ the 
Unofficial Respondent No. 15, 16 and Endowment Department also. When 
the said writ was pending, the Unofficial Respondent No. 15, 16 in excess of 
their powers and having no right, issued impugned Eviction Proceedings 
vide Proceedings l>lo.1/3/2024-Sec 83(3) eviction dated 15.04.2025 under 
Sec.83(3) of amended Endowments Act. The Petitioner again issued reply 
on 17.04.2025 tq the said impugned proceedings to the Unofficial 

Respondent No. 15, 16.

24. It is further submitted that several adjudications are still pending since long 
time regarding the subject property, but whereas the Unofficial Respondent 
No.15,16 have taken a plea by issuing impugned Eviction Proceedings vide 
Proceedings No.1/3/2024-Sec 83(3) eviction dated 15.04.2025 under 
Sec.83(3) of A.P. Endowment Amendment Act, 2023. But disputes are 
pending since long back and the rights of the particular individuals or to the 
institution has to be decided by the competent authority. As such, the 
impugned Eviction,Proceedings vide Proceedings No.1/3/2024-Sec 83(3) 
eviction dated 15.04.2025 issued by Unofficial Respondents No.15, 16 is 
untenable and not valid under law either under A.P. Endowment 

Amendment Act, 2023 or old A.P. Endowment Act, 1987.
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In view of the facts and circumstances stated above, it is therefore prayed 

that this Hon’ble Court' may be pleased to issue any writ, order or Direction more 

particularly one in the nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the impugned

I
I

I

I

i

I
■ I ■ .

26. It is further submitted that the previous pleadings are also filed along with 

this writ petition stating that there are different views on the property. On the 
one way, revenue people admitted that it is a private property and the 
Endowment Department claiming that the property belongs to them and the 
Unofficial Respondent Trust claiming that the property belongs to the temple 
trust without there being any title over the property. All these have to be 

comprehensively determined by the Endowment Tribunal or civil court. But 
recoursing to issuing impugned eviction proceedings under Sec.83(3) of 
A.P. Endowment Amendment Act, 2023 while matters are pending 
adjudication is illegal and untenable under law.

27. It is further submitted that there is every likelihood of threat of dispossession 

to the Petitioner by the acts of the Respondents. If the Respondents 
succeed in their attempts, the Petitioner’s rights guaranteed under Articles 
14,19, 21 and 300-A of the Constitution of India would be grossly violated. 
The arbitrary exercise of the power by the Respondents couldn’t be 
prevented by the petitioner and was forced to approach the Hon’ble High 
Court for redressal jof grievance faced by the petitioner.

28. In the circumstances stated above, the petitioner has no efficacious remedy, 
except to seek the redressal before this Hon’ble Court seeking the 

indulgence of this Hon’ble Court to exercise the extraordinary original 
jurisdiction vested! in this Hon’ble Court by virtue of Article 226 of the 

Constitution of India.

29. The petitioner has' not filed any writ petition, suit or other proceedings for 

the relief or reliefs 'sought herein.



Evicticn Prccssdings vide Proceedings No.l/3/2024-Sec 83(3) eviction dated

deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

the case.

15.04.2025 issued by the Respondents No.15 and 16 under Sec.83(3) of A.P.

Endowment Amendment Act, 2023 unilaterally ordering the Petitioner to vacate

his private property in an extent of Ac. 10.74 cents situated in Survey N0.249/2B 

of Nemalipuri Village. ,Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District as illegal, arbitrary,

Ab initio, untenable under law, against the principles of natural justice and in 

violation of The Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious Institutions and
I

Endowments Act, 1987 and infringes the Petitioner’s fundamental rights 

guaranteed under Articles 14, 19, 21 and 300-A of the Indian Constitution and 

consequently set aside the same and pass such other order or orders may

It is further prayed that the Hon’ble Court may be pleased to pass an 

interim order by suspending the impugned Eviction Proceedings vide 

Proceedings No.1/3/2024-Sec 83(3) eviction dated 15.04.2025 issued by the
I

Respondents No.15 and 16 under Sec.83(3) of A.P. Endowment Amendment 

Act, 2023 to the Petitioner, until disposal of the above writ petition and pass 

such other order or orders as may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of

I

It is further prayed that the Hon’ble Court may be pleased to pass an 

interim order by directing the Official Respondents not to take any coercive 

steps to dispossess the Petitioner from his private property in an extent of 

Ac.10.74 cents situated in Survey No.249/2B of Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem



I

case.

Deponent

VERIFICATION

I, Muppalla Balakrishna, S/o. Radhakrishna, aged about 38 years, R/o.

DeponentAdvocate I
I

Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District, A.P., the Petitioner 
I . ' .

herein, do hereby verify and state that the contents set out in the Affidavit are 

based on records and are believed to be true and correct. Hence verified at

Amaravathi on this the 24‘^ day of April, 2025.

t
I

I
I

I
I

I
I
I

I

22.

ADVOCATE :: AMARAVATI
■ I

Mandal, Palnadu District, until disposal of the above writ petition and pass such 

other order or orders as may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the

I •
I

Sworn and signed before me 
this the 24^** day of April,l 2025 
at Amaravathi. *



WA 206/2025. this Institution83(2) show cause

f?

sTSX^’®^24-Sec83(3)eviot>on dt 15.4^5

Rajupalen, mandal-illegalenc™a<J«„e„,%^ pXjngs.

Ref: 1. W.RNo. eei2Q25 dt. 25.2.2025
a';!?- dt, 29.5.2024

3. WAN0. 206/2025 dt. 10.3.2025.
4. Progs No. 1/3/2024 -Section 83(2) notice dt 24 3 PO?*?
5. Document Wo, 378/1909 dt. 27.2.1909. ’
v’ S ^7m20'{Q dt. 14 22011
R n ■’^814/2012 dt. 10 4 2012
8. Orders m WP14814/2012 dt, 24.4 2012
9. judgement in O.S. 12/2012 dt. 6.5.2012

Orders:

discharge of its obligation to protect me Trust nmn ^^’a'^aclu district In
high court of AP in the Ref WP before the Hon'ble
Department to evict Sri. Muppalla Balakrishna from Endowments
Sy.No.s 240I2B and 249/2A of NeSiun ® encroachment of lands in 
Endowments department submitted^instruftm^s^o^rh^^^fF®®^^*®"®® ^he

cited. , '^‘^PP'^Ha Balakrishna vide orders in the reference 1 ®‘

MuppaVXlakris^na°'S Wa%06/20$^^ The J" Pited. Sri.

judgement in the reference 3«» cited rnoriffi'onT? ^onble division bench in their 
holding that the Endowments DeoX^S h ^^® ’earned single judge
from the land belonging to ttie Charitabte^,?RT°"^®?^^®®'''^°"®^®"®ricroacher



I

\ I
endowment land and recover! the rentals at the rate of prescribed by the Government 

in respect of LP3 lands in Capital City Area and use the proceeds for the betterment 
of Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple received the notice on 26.3.2025 with ail the 
details referred to in the references 5 to 9 which were made part of the WA 206/2025 
but Sri.Muppalia Balakrishna ignored to give any response.

According to the title deed in the reference 5*^ cited, late (1) late Sri. Dodda 
Konda Reddy, (2) Udumulla Venki Reddy, (3) Desi Reddy Venkata Reddy (4) Desi 
Reddy Chinna Venki Reddy (5) Basu Venkata Reddy (6) Basu Unga f^dy (7) Dodda 
Akkamma created specific j endowment of Ac. 19.74 cents of agricultural land 
possessed by them in Sy.No.s 249/2B and 249/2A of Nerralipuri village vide document 
No. 378/1909 dt. 27.2.1909 .J Subsequently the said founder trustees agreed to confer 
the usufruct of the land to the Archakas namely Narayanam Gopalacharyulu and his 
son Seshacharyulu by an unregistered agreement dt. 4.4.1920 towards remuneration 
for archakathvam services, Dhupadeepa naivaidyam, kaiyanotshcavam etc., however 
no formal deed was executed thereafter but Archaka family performed archakathvam. 
Lastly Gopalacharyuiu's heir Sri. Narayanam Dhanvanthari Bharadwaj performed 
services till 2023 from that family. The title ;n the land remained with the deity of the 
temple and land was also notified under Sec 22(a) of the Indian Stamp Act.

In the year 2010 Sri.Muppalia Balakrishna obtained a sale deed for 5 Acres 
from a person who is not concerned with the affairs of toe temple and who is not 
authorized by toe commi^ioner as required under toe Act and highhandedly 
encroached another Ac 5^72 cents of toe land vide possessory agreement dt. 
28.10.2013. The sale deed was cancelled by the Sub Registrar upon complaint by 
the descendants of founder trustees. Two (2) writ petitions filed by Sri Muppalla 
Balakrishna namely W.P.No. 17477/2010 questioning the letter of toe Endowments 
department requesting the Sub registrar not to entertain any registration of endowment 
land was dismissed by orders dt. 14.2.2011 and (2) WP No. In WP No. 14814/2011 
filed by Sri.Muppalia Balakrishna challenging the deed of cancellation vide No. 
1955/2011 dt. 29.3.2011 of toe Sub Registrar was dismissed by toe Hon'ble high court 
by orders dt 24.4.2012. In WP No.1955/2011 toe Hon’ble high court passed a 
conditional order dt. 10.4.2012 was passed directing the petitioner to pay annual rent 
of Rs. 12,500/- per acre I and WP was finally dismissed as withdrawn. Further 
Sri.Muppalia Balakrishna filed O.S.No. 12 of 2012 before the District Court. Guntur 
for cancellation of the cancellation of sale deed. The Hon’ble District Judge, Guntur 
was pleased to dismiss the' same by judgement dt. 6.5.2024.

The decedents of founder trustees registered this Institution/ Trust ano Section 
43 register was also issued by toe Endowments Department vide RNo. 4165/2022 
and pursuant to the proceedings of the District Endowments Officer in his proceedings 
in Rc.No. A2/20185/2023 0t. 29.5.2024, the Executive officer of the temple handed 
over the management of the Trust to Sri Kodandarama Swamy temple trust in the 
rerence 2^ cited. The temple is exempted from the provisions of Section 15,29,57 
and 65 of Act 30 of 1987.,

That with the cancellation of sale deed in respect of 5 Acres of land In the above 
Endowment land, the occupation of toe entire Ac. 10.72 cents constitute encroachment 
of the endowment lands in Sy.No.s 249/2B and 249/2A of Nemalipuri. The sale or 
encroachment is void abinitio and a cognizable offence punishable U/s 83(5) of A.P. 
Charitable and Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act. The APCRDA is

I

I
I
I’
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Kota Nemalipuri-X.

Copy to ,

t.The District Endowments Officer, 
Palanadu district, Narasarao peta.

I
2. The Superintendent of Police, 

Palanadu district, Narasarao Peta.

To,
Muppala Bala Krishna S/o Radhakris^'na,
Nemalipuri village,
Rajupalem mandal, (Guntur) Palanadu district-

Kotsnemal^iBT!

Seoetef^"^
I

paying Rs 50,000/- vwth an annual Inaement of Rs. 5,000/- per acre of wet land to the 
IPS farmers who surrendered their lands to APCRDAfor the Capital city. Possession 
of Sri. Muppalla Balakirshna over the lands In Sy.No.s 249^B and 249/2A of 
Nemalipuri, being a specific endowment created for the purpose of dhupa, deepa 
naivedyadi services wthout any authority and consent of the trustees.

Hence from the above mentioned documents It established toat 
Sri.Muppalla Balakrishna, have no material in support of his claim for title and no 
explanation for possession over the property In Sy. No.s Sy.No.s 249Z2B and 249/2A 
of Nemalipuri. His possession Is void ab initio. It is proved that the property Is a specific 
endowment created by the donors for the purposes mentioned therein to the benefit 
of the deity. The claims of Sri. Muppalla Balakrishna are based on a sham sale deed 
which was lawfully cancelled by the Registration .Department His every effort to made 
to legitimize the said sale deed has failed. Therefore this Institution has deiced to 
prosecute Sri. Muppalla Balakrishna under Section 83(5) and also recover the 
damages in lieu of lease from 2010, at the rate Rs. 12,500/- per acre as mentioned in 
the orders in WP No. 14814/2011 dt 10.4.2012 from 2010 to December 2014 and Rs. 
50,000/- per acre with an annual increment of Rs, 5000/- per year from January 2015 
as fixed by the Government and also recover damages.

Hence Sri Muppalla Balakrishna is liable to remove from the from Trust 
properties in Sy. No. Sy.No.s 249/2B and 249/2A of Nemalipuri, in an extent of Ac 
10.72 Cents forthwith and is required to pay a sum of Rs, .. .46,72,500 ... at the rate 
of Rs. 12,500 per acre from 2010 in resped of 5 acres and 28.10.2013 in respect of 
Ac 5 72 Cents and at the rate of Rs. 50,000/- with annual increment of Rs. 5000/- per 
acre from 1.1.2015 till date within 3 months from the date of receipt of these 
proceedings failing whidi appropriate action will be initiated as envisaged under 
Section 83 (4) and (5) of the Act 30/1987 as amended under Act 36/2023.

SRI KODANDARAMA SWAM .
Chairman ; OEVALAYA TRUST

Secretary:
' CHAIRMAN

Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust.
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J
REGD. REPLY NOTICE WITH ACK. DUE ■Sa

1.

2.

3.

I

I

Guntur,
Date: 17.04.2025.

‘-i?
•’2

I
MUPPALLA BALA KRISHNA

B.Sc., LL.B.
Advocate, i
O/o. H.No.2-126, Nemalipuo Village, 
Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District-522413.

To
I

1. Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust, 
Rep. by its Chairman dJ Raghurama Reddy, 
Kota Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District.

p 1
■1

2. Sri Kodandarama Swanjiy Temple Trust,
Rep. by its Secretary Annapureddy Bali Reddy, 
Kota Nemalipuri Village' Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District. i

.1 ■ • ■

I have received your notice vide Proceedings No-l/3/2024-Sec 
83(2) eviction i notice dated 24.03.2025 through Registered 

Post issued U/s.83 (2) of Act, 30/1987, as per amended Act, 

36/2023, dated 07.03.2025.
The contents merjtioned in the said notice are not true and correct 

and it appears the same is got issued by the managing trustee of 

Sri Kodanda Rama Swamy vari Temple, Kotanemalipuri village, 

Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District, by suppressinq the pending 

litigation and the ^rue facts involved in the matter.

You issued the notice without having any authority and as per the 

amended Endowment Act also, you have no power at all. You issued 

notice to me undfer Sec.83(2) of amended Endowment Act. Prior to 

ths amended Act; PalJe Siva Reddy and Dodda Chinna Reddy filed 
O.A. No.449/201'2 for declaration of rights who are your trust 

members.
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4.

5.

6.

I
)

I

My vendor Narayariam Seshu Babu and his forefathers having clear 
title by way of patta granted in their favour as per due enquiry 
contemplated under Inam Abolition Act. Once parties rights are 
determined and patta was granted by way of an enquiry 
contemplated under Inam Abolition Act and it became final and 
there is no objections at all on the patta granted by the authorities 
concerned under inam Abolition Act. Thereafter, my vendor 
Narayanam Seshu Babu and his forefathers have been in continuous 
possession and enjoyment of the property as there is no objection 
regarding the patta possessed by my vendor Narayanam Seshu 
Babu.

■i’r ■..'■‘■■J'' •■.TT .

The Endowment Department also filed Eviction Petition O.A. 
N0.12/2011 before the Endowment Tribunal. I filed O.S. 
N0.12/2012 seeking relief of declaFatidh of title and cancellation of 
cancellation deed no;i^55Z20ll dated 29.03..20H and for 
permanent injunction. The said suit O.S. Ng.12/2012 was dismissed 
for default. I filed restoration petition in O.S. No. 12/2012 which is 
pending. My vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu filed O.S. No. 12/2011 

seeking relief of , declaration of title, partition and for permanent 
injunction. The said suit O.S. Ng.12/2011 was dismissed for default. 
Narayanam Seshu Babu also filed restoration petition in O.S. 
No. 12/2011 which is pending.

; A

The amended Endowments Act is prospective in nature and 
whereas, already civil suits'before District Court, Guntur and 
original applications filed before Endowment Tribunal. You have no 
power at all to issue notice under Sec.83(2) as per the amended 
Endowments Act. There cannot be dual proceedings on same 
subject matter as you. recourse to file O.A. No.449/2012. As such, 
principle of res judicata would apply and the dual proceedings 
cannot be maintainable as per law.

f'.
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7.

8.

9.

10.

I

"I

I

1

i

i

My vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu executed a registered document 
in my favour and the unilateral cancellation of the same is not at all 

valid in the eye of law. The Hon'ble Supreme Court and A.P. High . 

Court time and again clearly and categorically held that unilateral 

cancellation of sale deed is in violation of law an'd If at all, any 
grievance arise, It is the civil court to decide the matter by way of 

comprehensive adjudication of the matter after due process in full 

pledged trial. As such, l am having Clear title and my vendor having 

clear patta and as such, this visualizes that the property is a private 
land but not endowment land. The rights were already determined 
and my vendor Narayanam Seshu Babu having clear title and 

myself got registration by way of registered document 
no. 1103/2010 anb unilateral cancellation is not permissible under 

law as per the precedence rendered by the Hon'’ble Supreme Court.
The occupation of the subject land by me is valid and I am in 
occupation of the schedule property based on my title for. the 

schedule propert\j through Regd, Sale deed dated 02.03.2010 vide 
Doct. No.1103/2010. In fact, the cancellation deed affected through 
the document Noil955/2011 dated 29,03.2011 became the subject 

matter of O.S. No. 12/2012 before the Hon'ble 11 Addl. District 
Judge, Guntur, apd the suit restoration proceedings setting aside 

dismiss for default is now pending.

I am not an ehcfbacher in the schedule property and I am 

contesting O.A. No. 12/2011, before the Hon'ble A.P. Endowments 

Tribunal and during pendency of the said eviction proceedings, 

without being withdrawn, the issuance of Sec.83(2) notice by you is 

not permissible under law.

I am holding valid title for the subject property based on the sale 

deed and even | supported by the revenue proceedings dated 

02.02.2016 from jthe office of the Tahsildar, Rajupalem addressed 

to R.D.O., Guntur, in Rc.No.404/2015 discloses the subject property 
is a patta land anh does not belongs to the temple and it belongs to

I

■■■■

I
I ■■ ■■■ ,
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the pflyate persons namely ancestors of Wai^yanam Seshu Babu. 
the salti report was submitted when 1 filed an application to issue 
N,O.C^r to the Gommlssioner, Endowments, A.P., Gollapudi, for the 
subject’ property and in; response ip my application during enquiry, 
the’ ^Id ^s^,sutoltt^j}.j^^^tl^.^ Ra^upalem,

Even in Be yepr 20Pt' Be Ben addressed a
ietter -to the pistriet GpIfeetc^^Gumi^ dated 28.07.2003 in 

Rc.No. 41/2003 ^tfng that the sublet Idnd frt 24^2 even as per 
the R.S.R. of Plemaiipuri VHIage, feefongs io private persons namely 
Narayanarn Pardhasaradhi and Wrlmisa Rajya Lakshmi.
The revenue authorities also admitted the same fact stating that the 
land is a private land and patta was also sanetionecl in the name of 
Narayanam Seshu Babw dfter due enquiry. Unilateral sel^asse^tlon 
by the Endowments Department that the property belongs to them 
is unknown to taw, if at alb any grievance would be amenable to 
civil court iurisdMion or for the^ tdbunat to decide the parties rights. 
The Endowments Department initiated proceeding for eviction by 
filing Q.A, Wd42/2011 and tnyst merhberS: also filed O.A. 
No.44^2dl2 idr declaration Of light, Paraliel proceedings on the 
same issue by recoursing to amended Endowments: Act would not at 
ail maintalnabie under jaw,

13. The Endowments Department cannot claim any right or title over 
the property. Admittedly, the possession vested with me since 2010 
and till now,; I have been in possession and enjoyment of :he same 
by raising crops.

14. In this background In view Of the above mendoned revenue reports 
even the District Gollector, Guntur, confirmed the subject property 
Ae.10,44 cents in' Survey No.249/2 belongs to Tarimisa Rajya 
Lakshmi and not endowed property^
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15^ In the year 1984, the revenue authorities issued a joint patta in 
favour Of Marayanam Pardhasaradhi and Tarlmlsa Rajya Lakshmi for 
the subject property covered under Survey No.249/2 which is part 

. of AC. 19.-44 cents.
■ 16. 'EvehtlO(l) Adangal was modified incorporating the names of 

»

Wriers of subject proi^rty Ac. 19.44 cents in Survey fe249/2 of 
■ j >. •' 1 ' ' ‘ >

JiX jX ' '

proi^rty Ag.19.4^ cents in Survey'^249/2 of 
N^rnalapurl Village and In fact, sub division was affected as 249/2A 

aM 249/2B with extents Ac.«.72 cents in the name of Tarifhlsa 
Rajya Lakshmi and Ac.10.72 cents in the name of Narayanam 
Pardhasaradhi. I

17. I am submitting the above mentioned documentary evidence to 
show that 1 am a bona fide purchaser of the subject property and 
the subject temple is not holding any right or title over the same 
and as such, either the pending eviction petition in b.A. No. 12/2011 
and dedaration petition b.A. No.449/2G12 and the proposed 
eviction proceedings through the present show cause notice U/s.83 
(2) of Act, 39/1987 is not tertabie under law.

18. So far Ac,5.00 ten^ in Survey No.249/2B, I am holding title and 
another extend of AC.5.0Q cents, I am holding Possessory 
Agreement of |Sale dated 28.10.2013 executed by Narayaham 
Seshu Babu, such> my occupation in the said property is 
supported by legai documentation and In the said circumstances, I

, am not an encroacher in the schedute property and my possession 
over the same i|S July supported by legal documentation.

19- Even Sec.43 bpprxved property register was prepared without 
giving any notice to the person in occupation and it holds not legal 
validity to dravy any conclusion with regard to title of the subject 
temple. I

20- Without clearance of pending litigation mentioned above, the 
issuance of show cause notice U/Sec. 83(2) as per amendment Act, 

36/2023 is not tenable under iaw.
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As such:# fihe is^tiguage employed in sec.83(2) of amended 
Endowments A^ clearly visyatizes that only competent authority 
under Endowments Department has the power to issue notice and 
pass appropriate oi^iers.
"83, Encroachment: of iand> building, or any property belonging to a 
charitable or religious jnstitutlon or endowment and the eviction of 
encroacher:

{2} The Executive Officer of the Charitable or Religious 

Institution or Endowment or the Assistant Commissioner or any 

authority higher In rank thereof, shall, by notice, require the 
encroacher to remove the ehcroachmerit as hereinafter provided:

Iftoh of amended Endowments

’WlS^J^he jodgmont and order impugned 
b'theWcwiSiSjmanheK^'^^

i) Th^ writ p^d^ners/mspondent HoslI to 4 herein would be 
at tibefi^ to taM reaori to tiie procedure tor eyii^on, as 
prescribed Pnder SectipR 83^ of theaniended pioviatons of the 
Endowments M as amended by Act 36/2023. The 
appellant herein would be at liber^ to respond to the show 
cause notice, if at all issued by the authorities mentioned in 
the amended provisipn of Section 83 of the Endowments Act 
30/1987, amenctod 1^ Act 36/2023; which would then 
consider on its own merits and a speaking order passed. In 
base the appellant still toels aggrieved of the order which 
may be pasped^ he would be entitled to avail the remedy 
before the Tfibnitol as:i$ otherwise enyisaged;*’

!

4
F'i r.r
’ f.:.
' 11

2x. You issued riodfeo tindef Sec.S3(2) of amended Endowments Act 
dated 24.03.2025 and you have no power at all under Sec.83(2) of 
amended Endowmehts Act to issue notfee to me. The Hon'bfe

I Ortvlslon B^nch < A,l>, High Court in W.A. Mq,2{W2025 clearly and 
W legal
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(Hyppaila Bata Krishna)

I
i
I

I
i

I
Provided that the encroacher shall be entitled to submit 

replyZexplanatlon to such notiee within one week from the date of receipt 
of such notice, which shall be duly considered and appropriate orders 
thereon shall be passed,-

(a) either 'withdrawing the notice issued and dropping further 

proceedings: or
(h) affirming the notice and dwiy stipulating: the time within which 
such encFoachment shad be removed.-

I
As such, you have no power to issue notice for eviction under 
Sec.83(2) of arnended Endowments Act to me or basing on that, 
you have no power at ail to pass any order under Sec.83(2) of 
arnended Endowments Act* As such, the proceedings initiated by 
you is null and void.
In the background of the same> the issuance of the notice U/s. 
83(2) of amende Endowments Act by you is not tenable under law.
I am herewith conveying you to withdraw your notice dated 

24.03.2025 forthwith as you do not have any competency to issue 
notice to me. br else, appropriate legal steps would he initiated

I
against you in the competent court of law.

Guntur, |
Date: 17.O4.2G25

i
I

I
I
I
I 
I
I
I
I

. i
I
I
I
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Notice Under Section 83(2) of Act 30/87

property was clearly entered in Sec.43 Register of the Endowments Act-30/87.

To
Sri Muppalia Balakrishna 
S/o. Radha Krishna, 
R/o. Nemalipuri post, 
Rajupalem Mandalam, 
Palnadu District.

Office of the Managing Trustee,
Sri Kodandarama swamy vari Devastanam, 

Kotanemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District.

V3

(Issued as per Amended Act 36 of 2023 of the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and 
Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act 30/87)

It is hereby informed that Sri Kodandarama swamy vari devastanam, 
Kotanemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Guntur District is the absolute owner of 
the property in a total extent of Ac. 19-74 cents in Survey No.249 which was later 
subdivided into three bits as 1) S.No.249/1 an extent of Ac.0-30 cents, 2)S.No.249/2A 
an extent of Ac.8-72 cents, 3) S.No.249/2B an extent of Ac. 10-72 cents, in Peda 
Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Guntur District, which was entrusted to 
Archakas of the temple for rendering Archaka services in the temple. The said

At present you Muppalia Balakrishna S/o. Radha Krishna, is continuing in 
occupation of the schedule mentioned property of Ac. 10-72 cents in Survey 
NO.249/2B of Peda Nemalipuri Village, without having any valid right to continue in 
possession of the schedule property and without having any approved Lease/ License / 
any permission from the Competent Authority of Endowments department in your 
favor.

Hence, notice is hereby issued, asking you to explain within seven (7) days 
from the date of this notice, why you should not be treated as an encroacher U/s.83 of 
Act 30/87 and shall not be removed from occupation of the said property. If you have 
any explanation to offer in this regard, you should submit the same to this office 
within seven (7) days along with documentary evidence, if any in support of your 
contention. If you have no explanation to offer in this regard, you should vacate from 
the schedule mentioned property within seven (7) days and shall hand over the vacant 
possession of the same to the Executive Authority of the subject temple,
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OCopy submitted To the'Commissioner, Endowments department, A.P., Amaravathi 

@ Gollapudi, Vijayawada, for favour of kind information.

2) Copy submitted To the Regional Joint Commissioner, Endowments department, 

Multi-zone-II, Tirupathi, for favour of kind information.

3) Copy submitted To the District Endowments Officer, Endowments department, 

Palnadu, Narasaraopet.
I
I

ISCHEDULE OF THE PROPERTY
Palnadu District, Piduguralla Sub- Registrar, Rajupalem Mandal, Peda Nemalipuri 

Village, Agricultural wet|land in an extent of Ac. 10-72 cents in Survey No.249/2B of 

Peda Nemalipuri Village,! is being bounded by’
I . . .

: High Way Road leads to Nekarikallu 
Land belongs to subject temple. 
Devarampadu Road.
Gutta Brahmeswara Rao

I
Within these boundaries an extent of Ac.IO-72 cents of agricultural land only.

I 
I

(Managing Trustee)

I 
' i

In case of failure on your part to submit your explanation within the stipulated 
time or to vacate the scheduled premises in case you have no explanation to offer, 
appropriate further action will be taken against you as per the provisions of Sec.83(2) 
of Andhra Pradesh Charitable & Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act

I



MUPPALLA BALA KRISHNA
B.Sc., LLB;

ADVOCATE
H.No.2-126, Nftmalipiiri village, Rajupalem Mandal, Pahadu District. 522 413.

Dt.02.01.2025.
To
Dodda Ra^u Rami Reddy,
O/o The Nbnaging Trustee, ’ '
Sri.Kodanda Rama Swatny vari Dey^thanam,
Kotanemalipuri village,
Rajupalem Mandal,
Palnadu District,

On receipt of notice, I am hereby issue the following notice in reply to your 
notice issued by your at the capacity of Managing Trustee, Sri.Kodanda Rama Swamy 
vari Temple, Kotanemalipuri village, Rajupalem Mandal, represented by Dodda 

Raghu Rami Reddy.

It is informed to you that most of the contents in your notice are all false and 
they are invented for the purpose of issuing of your notice. Hence, I am issue specific 

reply to your notice.

At the outset it is informed to you that without any right and authority, in terms 
of Sec.83(2) at 30 of 1987 Act, we have issued the notice questioning my possession 
and occupation of the subject property as mentioned in the notice. As Sec.83(2) at 30 
1987, only the executive officer or Asst.Commissioner or any authority higher in the 
rank is entitled to issue notice U/s 83(2) of 30 of 1987. The notice got issued by you is 

invalid under law and doesn’t any cause of action in favor of the subject temple to 
seek for eviction of against me. And the absolute owner of to an extent of Ac. 10.74 
cents in Sy.No.249/2B. of Nemalipuri village and my title is supported by registered 
salt deed, and possession agreement. I got legal and valid possr:sion over the 
schedule property. In fact the executive officer of the subject temple a’ready filed 
Sec.83 eviction petition against me before the AP Endowments Tribunal, Amaravathi 
and the same is pending enquiry. In addition to that, the one of the your committee 
member filed a suit before AP Endowments Tribunal to declare the subject property
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I

belongs to the subject temple. When declaration of title and eviction petition seeking 
relief in favor of the temple is pending, the question of issuing show cause notice U/s

I
83(2) of Act of 1987 is totally without any authority and not permissible under law. In 
fact, civil suit filed by me vide OS No. 12 of 2012, and Narayanam Seshu Babu filed a 
suit vide OS No. 12 of 2011 on the file of 11 ADJ Court, Guntur and both suits are 
pending before the ci^l court, connected with the subject property for declaration of 

title and cancellation |of cancelled deed, partition and also for other reliefs. The said 
litigation within your,'knowledge being a party to the said civil court proceedings. In 
fact the suit restoration proceedings initiated by me.

I
Without clearance of pending litigation initiated by the temple executive 

authority you claiming to be managing trustee without any authority in your favor is 
not entitled to issue Sec.83(2) show cause notice U/s 30 of 1987 as per amendment 
Act. 36 of 2023. j

I
Even otherwise, a mere entry in Sec.43 register without giving notice to be 

person in occupation patta land before incorporating the said entry does not give any 
right in favor of the temple to claim ownership of Patta land over the subject property 
based on such legally invalid Sec.43 register. I am not an encroached in the said 
property as it is a patta land.

Under the above mentioned facts and circumstances, I demanding you to 
withdraw the notice Us the same is without any local stand and authority in your favor 
to invoke power U/s 83 (2) of 30 of Act 1987.

I
To not out place to mention that, you are not legally entitle to proceed further 

against me in pursuance of the show cause notice, which is basically without 
authority. I

I
You are hereby informed not to precipitate the matter and withdraw the legal 

notice issued by you on behalf of Sri.Kodanda Rama Swamy Temple Trust, 
Kotanemalipuri village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District. Failing which, I will 

initiate legal action in both civil and criminal against you and your trust board by the
i
I 
i
I

J 
I
I 
I 
I 
i



Muppalla Bala Krishna, 
Advocate.Place: Nemalipuri

Date: 02.01.2025.

competent court of law. You wiU be held liable for the costs and consequences 

thereof. " 1

. n. i'
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dt.24.03.2025

I

I 
I 
I 
I 
l' NOTICE

Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust, Kota Nemalipuri Village, 
Rajupalem mandal, Palnadu (Guntur) district

Chairman : Sri. D.Raghurama Reddy. Kota Nemalipuri. 
Member Secretary: A.Balireddy.Kota Nemalipuri.

I

Proceedings No. 1/3/2024 - Sec 83(2) eviction - notice

Sub: Sri Kodandaramaswamy Temple, Kota Nemalipuri- Endowment 
land-Sy.No 249/2A& 249/2B of Neman puri Rev village, 
Rajupalem mandal- Eviction- show cause-notice.

That (t)late Sri. Dodda Konda Reddy, (2) Udumuila Venki Reddy, (3) Desi 

Reddy Venkata Reddy (4) Desi Reddy Chinna Venki Reddy (5) Basu Venkata Reddy 

(6) Basu Linga Reddy| (7) Dodda Akkamma created specific endowment of 

Ac. 19.74 cents of agricultural land possessed by them in Sy.Nos. 249/2B and 

249/2A of Nemalipuri village vide document No. 27.2.1909. Subsequently the 

founder trustees agreed to confer the usufruct of the land to the Archakas namely 

Narayanam Gopalachap<ulu and his son Seshacharyulu by an unregistered 

agreement dt.4.4.1920 towards remuneration archakathvam services, Dhupadeepa 

naivaidyam, kalyanotshavam etc. However no formal deed was executed thereafter. 

The Archakas and his sons performed archakathvam. Lastly Gopalacharyulu Heir 

Sri. Narayanam Dhanvqnthari Bharadwaj performed services till 18-08-2023 from 

that family. The title in |the land remained with the deity of the temple and also 

notified under Sec 22(a) of the A.P. Stamps and Registration Act.

In the year 2010 you obtained a sale deed for 5 Acres from a person who is 
I

rot concerned with thOj affairs of the temple and who is not authorized by the 

commissioner as required under the Act and highhandedly encroached another 5 

acres of the land. The sale deed was cancelled by the Sub Registrar upon complaint 

by the descendants of founder trustees. Two (2) writ petitions filed by you namely 

W.P.No. 17477/2010 questioning the letter of the Endowments department requesting 

the Sub registrar not to ^ntertain any registration of endowment land was dismissed 

by orders dt. 14.2.20ljland (2) WP No. in WP No. 14814/2011 filed by you 

challenging the deed of cancellation vide No. 1955/2011 dt. 29.3.2011 of the Sub-

i 
i
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That the sale deed in respect of 5 Acres of land in the above Endowment land 
was thus cancelled and you have encroached into another 5 acres. The APCRDA is 
paying Rs. 50,000/- to the LPo farmers in the Capital city area with an increment of 
Rs. 5,000/- who surrendered th'-, lands for the Capital city. Youn have encroached 
the endowment land donated for the purpose of dhupa, deepa naivedyadi services 
without any authority and .concent of the trustees. Therefore you are hereby required 
to show cause as to why should not be evicted from the endowment land and use for 
the betterment of Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple, Kota Namalipuri and recover the 
rental at the rate of prescribed by the Government in respect of LPS lands in Capital 

City Area.

■Registrar were dismissed by the Hon’ble high court by orders dt. 24.4.2012. In WP 
No.1955/2011 the Hon’ble high court passed a conditional interim order dt. 
10.4.2012 to pay rental at the annual rent of Rs. 12,500/- per acre which was finally 
dismissed. Further the O.S.No. 12 of 2012 filed by you for cancellation of the 
cancellation of sale deed on the file of the Hon’ble District Judge, Guntur was also 
dismissed by judgment,dt. 6:5.2024.

’ The decedents of founder trustees registered the Trust vide and Section 43 
register was also issued by the Endowments Department vide P.No. 4165/2022 and 
pursuant to the proceedings of the District Endowments Officer in his proceedings in 
Rc.No. A2/20185/2023 dt. 29.5.2024 the Executive officer of the temple handed over 
the management of the Trust to Sri Kodandarama Swamy temple trust. The temple is 
exempted from the provisions of Section 15,29,57 and 65 of Act 30 of 1987. This 
trust filed W.R No. 86/2025 before the hon’ble high court seeking orders for your 
eviction from the endowment lands donated by the founder trustees to the temple. 
Aggrieved by the orders of the learned single judge W.A.No. 206/20205 was 
preferred by you. The Division Bench of the Ho’ble high court disposed of the writ 
appeal holding that the Trust is entitled to take action under Section 82 after putting 

you on notice.

By virtue of Section 83(2) the Executive officer of Charitable or Religious 
instuitions or Endowment department shall by notice require the encroacher to 
remove the encroachment

I-
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7^°’ IMuppaila Bala Krishna S/o Radhakrishna, 
Nemalipuri Village, I
Rajupatem Mandal, (Guntur) Palnadu District-522413.

Sri Muppaila Baiakrishna I
S/o. Radha Krishna, J 
R/o. A1-block,Police Lanes, 
Backside of District Court]
Kannavari Thota, Guntur City - 522001

i .
1 .The District Endowments ^icer, 

Palnadu district, Narasa'r^ pet for favour of information

I 
I

i

Therefore you are called upon as to why you should not be evicted from the 
endowment land in Sy.Nos. 249/2B and 249/2A of Nemalipuri belonging to 
Sri Kodandaramaswamy Temple of Kota Nemalipuri and recover damages from you 
within two weeks from the date of receipt of this notice failing which appropriate 

. action will be initiated as [envisaged under the Act 30/1987 as amended under Act 
36/2023. (



Notice Under Section83f2) of Act 30/87

o

1

To
Sri Muppalla Balakrishna 
S/o. Radha Krishna, 
R/o. Al-block, Police Lanes, 
Backside of District Court, 
Kannavari thota, Guntur City.

n Office of the District Endowments Officer, 
Endowments department^ 

Palnadu District, 
At Narasaraopet.

(Issued as per Amended Act 36 of 2023 of the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and 
Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act 30/87)

It is hereby informed that Sri Kodandarama swamy vari devastanam, 
Kotanemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District is the absolute owner of 
the property in a total extent of Ac. 19-74 cents in Survey No.249 which was later 
subdivided into three bits as 1) S.No.249/1 an extent of Ac.0-30 cents, 2)S.No.249/2A 
an extent of Ac.8-72 cents, 3) S.No.249/2B an extent of Ac. 10-72 cents, in Peda 
Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District, which was entrusted to 
Archakas of the temple for rendering Archaka services in the temple. The said 
property was clearly entered in Sec.43 Register of the Endowments Act 30/87.

At present you Muppalla Balakrishna S/o. Radha Krishna, is continuing in 
occupation of the schedule mentioned property of Ac. 10-72 cents in Survey 
NO.249/2B of Peda Nemalipuri Village, without having any valid right to continue in 
possession of the schedule property and without having any approved Lease/ License / 
any permission from the Competent Authority of Endowments department in your 
favor.

Hence, notice is hereby issued, asking you to explain within seven (7) days 
from the date of this notice, why you should not be treated as an encroacher U/s.83 of 
Act 30/87 and suall not be removed from occupation of the said property. If you have 
any explanation to offer in this regard, you should submit the same to this office 
within seven (7) days along with documentary evidence, if any in support of your 
contention. If you have no explanation to offer in this regard, you should vacate from 
the schedule mentioned property within seven (7) days and shall hand over the vacant 
possession of the same to the concerned Executive Authority / Managing Trustee of 
the subject temple.
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lent of Ac.10-72 cents of agricultural land only.

of Sri Kodandarama swamy vari devastanam.

East
West

North
South

I
i 
i 
i
I
I
I

I 

I

I
I 

I
I
I

In case of failure on your part to submit your explanation within the stipulated 
time or to vacate the scheduled premises in case you have no explanation to offer, 
appropriate further action will be taken against you as per the provisions of Sec.83(2) 
of Andhra Pradesh Charitable & Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act 
30/87. i

SCHEDULE OF THE PROPERTY
Palnadu District, Piduguralla Sub- Registrar, Rajupalem Mandal, Peda Nemalipuri 

Village, Agricultural wet land in an extent of Ac.10-72 cents in Survey No.249/2B of 

Peda Nemalipuri Village,^ is being bounded by :-

: High Way Road leads to Nekarikallu
: Land belongs to subject temple.

Devarampadu Road.
• Gutta Brahmeswara Rao

I
Within these boundmes an extent of Ac.10-72 cents of agricultural land only.

I 
i 
i

•I

DISTRICT ENDOWMENTS OFFICER
i ENDOWMENTS DEPARTMENT

NARASARAOPET, PALNADU DISTRICnA,Pjl ...
1) Copy submitted To|the Commissioner, Endowments department, A.P., Airiardvathi 
@ Gollapudi, VijayaAyada for favour of kind information.

2) Copy submitted To the Regional Joint Commissioner, Endowments department, 
Multi-zone-II, Tirupathi, for favour of kind information.

3) Copy submitted To the Deputy Commissioner, Endowments department, Guntur, 

for favour of kind information.

^iV^opy To the Managing Trustee 
Kotanemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District for information.

I
i
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REGD. REPLY NOTICE WITH ACK. DUE

1.

2.

3.

4.

Guntur,
Date: 20.03.2025.

To

Office of the District Endowments Officer,

Endowments Department,

Planadu District at Narasaraopet.

I have received your notice on 13.03.2025 through Registered Post 

issued U/s.83 (2) of Act, 30/1987, as per amended Act, 36/2023, dated 
07.03.2025

The contents mentioned in the said notice are not true and it appears the 

same notice is got issued by the managing trustee of Sri Kodanda Rama 

Swamy vari Temple, Kotanemalipuri village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu 

District, by suppressing the pending litigation and the true facts involved 
in the matter.

At the outset, it is to be informed that as per the written instructions filed . 

by the Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department, in W.P. 

No.86/2025 on the file of the Hon'ble High Court of A.P., as mentioned in 

W.P. order dated 25.02.2025 (Para No.5) vide Lr.Rc.No.A2/23/2025 dated 

03.01.2025, the Commissioner, Endowments Department, A.P., Gollapudi 

passed orders in p.Dis.No.D2/COE-14021(42)/6/2024 dated 28.05.2024 
granted exemption U/s.l5, 29, 57, and 65 of Endowments Act for a period 

of five (5) years for the subject temple in favour of Sri Kodanda Rama 

Swamy vari Temple, Kotanemalipuri village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu. 
District.

In the background of the same, the issuance of the notice U/s.83 (2) 
through your office is not tenable under law.

r.>
MUPPALLA BALA KRISHNA^

B.Sc., LL.B.,
Advocate,
O/o. H.No.2-126, Nemalipuri Village, 
Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District - 522413.

Pagel of 5
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6.,
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7.

8.

9.

10.

i

-

I

I 
i
I

effect and as su0, the show cause notice issued through your office is not 

permissible under law.
I have been in continuous possession of the schedule property based on 

my title for tipe schedule property through Regd. Sale deed dated 
02.03.2010 vide Doct. No.1103/2010. In fact, the cancellation deed 

affected through the document No.1955/2011 dated 29.03.2011 became 

the subject matter of O.S. No. 12/2012 before the Hon'ble II Addl. District 

Judge, Guntur, J and the suit restoration proceedings setting aside dismiss 

for default is now pending.
I am not an enLroacher in the schedule property and I am contesting O..".. 

No. 12/2011, before the Hon'ble A.P. Endowments Tribunal and during 

pendency of tlie said eviction proceedings, without being withdrawn, the 

issuance of Sec.83(2) notice is not permissible under law.
It is not outplace to mention that Sri Kodanda Rama Swamy vari Temple, 

Kotanemalipuri village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District, filed O.A. 

No.449/2012 on the file of the Hon'ble A.P. Endowments Tribunal seeking 
to declare the^subject property belongs to the subject temple.

. I

I 
- - 1

I

I Page 2 of 5

It is further inforrrted that Sri Kodanda Rama Swamy vari Temple Trust, 

Kotanemalipuri viilage, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District, already issued 

a notice U/s.83(2) of Act, 30/1987 and the same was replied by me on 
02.01.2025 by way of reply notice and the same may be read as part and 

/ parcel of the present reply notice for your notice.

It appears the pending litigation U/s.83 of Endowments Act, 30/1987 by 

way of O.A. NO. 12/2011 initiated by the Assistant Commissioner, 
Endowments, Guntur, and the Executive Officer of the subject temple, 

'^^ainst me is pending enquiry and the said eviction petition is not
Withdrawn and while pendency of said proceedings, the Issuance of the 

§/notice U/s.83 (2)1 of Endowments Act, 30/1987 to avail the remedy under 

J / amended Act is not tenable under law and unless the pending eviction 

/ petition is withdrawn with the permission of the Hon'ble Tribunal, no other 

recourse for eviction can be taken against me tn terms of Endowments 
Act, 30/1987. I

It is not outplace to mention that the amended Endowments Act, 36/2023 

incorporating. Sec. 83 .(2) of Act, 30/1987 is not holding retrospective
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11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

. As on today, the above mentioned title declaration O.A. No;449/2012 and 

the eviction proceedings in O.A. No. 12/2011 are pending before the 

Hon'ble A.P. Endowments Tribunal and as such, adopting further eviction . 

procedure through Sec.83 (2> which Is not having retrospective effect is 

not permissible under law and as such, the show cause notice issued 

through your office legally not valid and liable to be withdrawn by you.

. I am holding valid title for the subject property based on the sale deed 

and even supported by the revenue proceedings dated 02.02.2016 from 

the office of the Tahsildar, Rajupalerh addressed to R.D.O., Guntur, in 

Rc.No.404/2015 discloses the subject property is a patta land and does 

not belongs to the temple and it belongs to the private persons namely 

ancestors of Narayanam Seshu Babu. The said report was submitted when 

I filed an application to issue N.O.C., to the Commissioner, Endowments, 

A.P., Gollapudi, for the subject property and in response to my application 

during enquiry, the said report was submitted by the Tahsildar, 

Rajupalem, addressed to R.D.O., Guntur.
Even in the year 2003, the then M.R.O., Rajupalem addressed a letter to 

the District Collector, Guntur, dated 28.07.2003 in Rc.No.41/2003 stating 

that the subject land in Sy. No.249/2 even as per the R.S.R. of Nemalipuri 

Village, belongs to private persons namely Narayanam Pardhasaradhi and 

Tarimisa Rajya Lakshmi.

In this background, in view of the above mentioned revenue reports even 

the District Collector, Guntur, confirmed the subject property Ac. 19.44 

cents in Survey No.249/2 belongs to Tarimisa Rajya Lakshmi and is not an 

endowed property;

In the year 1984, the revenue authorities issued a joint patta in favour of 

Narayanam Pardhasaradhi and Tarimisa Rajya Lakshmi for the subject 

property covered under Survey No.249/2 which is part, of Ac. 19.44 cents. 

Even 10(1) Adangal was modified incorporating the names of Narayanam 

Pardhasaradhi and' Tarimisa Rajya Lakshmi to be the owners of subject 

property Ac. 19.44 cents in Survey No.249/2 of Nemalapuri Village and in 

fact, sub division was affected as 249/2A and 249/2B with extents Ac.8.72 

cents in the name of Tarimisa Rajya Lakshmi and Ac. 10.72 cents in the 

name of Narayananh Pardhasaradhi.
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20.
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I
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I ■
17. I am submitting the above mentioned documentary evidence to show that 

I am a bonafide purchaser of the subject property and the subject temple 

is not holding any right or title over the same and as such, either the
I

pending eviction petition In O.A. No.12/2011 and declaration petition O.A. 

No.449/2012 and'the proposed eviction proceedings through the present 

show cause notice U/s.83 (2) of Act, 30/1987 Is not tenable under law.

18. Even Sec.43 approved property register was prepared without giving any 

notice to the person in occupation and it holds not legal validity to draw

-... anyoondusion-with-T€garxl-to-titl€-of-the-subject-ternple.- .......- ----------

Without clearance of pending litigation mentioned above, the issuance of 

show cause notice U/Sec. 83(2) as per amendment Act, 36/2023 is not 

tenable under law.

So far Ac.5.00 cents in Survey No.249/2B, I am holding title and another 

extent of Ac.5.OOj cents, I am holding Possessory Agreement of Sale dated 

28.10.2013 executed by Narayanam Seshu Babu. As such, my occupation 

in the said property is supported by legal documentation and in the said 

circumstances, I jam not an encroacher in the schedule property and my 

possession over the same is duly supported by legal documentation and 

hence, the show cause notice U/s.83 (2) of Act. 30/1987 is not 

permissible under law and I request you to withdraw the same.

Guntur, [

Date: 19.03.2025 (Muppalla Baia Krishna)
I ■ . '
I

Enclosures: |

1. Copy of Joint Patta D.No.808/84-D, dt. 18.08.1984.

2. Copy of Village Settlement Register

3. Copy of Eviction Petition in O.A. No.12/2011, dt.28.12.20±U filed at

A.P. Endowment Tribunal.

4. Copy of Counter Afridavit in O.A. No.449/2012 filed at A.P. Endowment

Tribunal. i

5. Copy of Counter Affidavit in W.P. No.17477/2010 filed before Hon'ble 

A.P. High Court. I

6. Copy of Proceedings vide Rc.No.404/2015-A, dt.02.02.2016
i
i



Page 5 of 5

J

7. Copy of Proceedings vide Rc.No.41/2003 A, dt.28.07.2003,
8. Copy of proceedings vide Rc.No.2565/2003-Gl, dt. 11.08.2003

9 Copy of Affidavit in O.S. No. 12/2012
10. Copy of Affidavit in O.S. No. 12/2011
11. Copy of the Order in C.R.P. No.5228/2012, dt.06.12.2012
12. Copy of Proceedings granting police aid to me, dt.22.01.2013

13. Copy of Adangal and 1-B and its translations
IM - ui-A 3^6 (2-0^^

W r
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—iN-THewGircpinrro andhra pradesh .•.• aiviaravat(/^^^ 

MONDAY, THE TENTH DAY OF MARCH
TWp THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

I PRESENT
HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE DHIRAJ SINGH THAKUR, CHIEF JUSTIC^

I AND
i . " ‘4 {' > • *

"HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE RAVI CHEEMALAPATI

WRIT APPEAL NO: 206 OF 2025^
Writ Appeal under clause 15 of the Letters Patent to against the order 

dated 25.02.2025 in WlP. No.86 of 2025 on the file of the High Courts 
Between: '

I
Muppalla Bala Krishna, S/o. Radhakhshna, R/o. Nemallpurl Village, 
Rajupalem Mandal, |Guntur, Palahadu District.

I -Writ Appellant/Respondent No.7
I and

1. Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust, Kota Nemallpuri village. 
Rajupalem Mandal, Palanadu Guntur District, Represented by Its 
Secretary Sri Annapureddy Bali Reddy, S/o. Papaiah Reddy @ Papi 
Reddy. i

2. Annapuredy Balij Reddy, S/o. Papaih Reddy @ Papireddy, Aged 72 

years, Kota Nemallpurl Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palanadu Guntur 
District. '

■ . I 

3. Banavathu Krishna Naik, S/6; Hariuma Naik, Aged 63 years, Kota 
Nemallpurl Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palanadu Guntur District.

4. Kommasani Venkata Ramana Reddy, S/o. Shenna Reddy, Aged 69 

years, Kota Nemalipurl Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palanadu Guntur 
District.

...Respondents/Writ Petitioners
5. The State of Andhra Pradesh, rep. by Its PrI. Secretary. Revenue 

Department, Secretariat, Velagapudl. Amaravati.

I
I 
i
I
I
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Counsel for the Appellant: SRI SRINIVASA RAO NARRA --
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.4 to 4: SRI KASA JAGANMOHAN

REDDY
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.5 to 7: GP FOR REVENUE
Counsel for the Respondent No.8: GP FOR ENDOWMENTS
Counsel for the Respondent No.9: SRI MIAPURAM SRINIVAS RAO, SC

FOR ENDOWMENTS
Counsel for the Respondent No.10: GP FOR HOME
The Court made the following: JUDGMENT

lA NO: 1 OF 2025^

Petition under Section 151 GPC praying that in the circumstances 
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be 
pleased d to Suspend the order dated 25.02.2025 passed In W.P. 
No.86/2025, until disposal of the main Writ Appeal. 

S. The District Collector, Palanadu District, Narasarao pet, Palanadu 
Guntur District.

7. The Tahsildar, Rajupalem Mandal, Palanadu Guntur District.
8. The District Endowments Officer, Endowments Department, Narasarao 

Pet, Palanadu Guntur District.
9. The Manager, Kodandaramaswamy and Anjaneyaswamy Temple. Kota 

Nemalipurl, Rajupalem Mandal, Guntur Palanadu District.
10. The Inspector of Police, Sattenapalll, Guntur Palanadu District.

...Respondents/ Respondents
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...Appellant

...Respondents
**********

2.

I
I

I
I t 
I
1

APHC010120372025

DATE : 10tli March 2025

Per DHIRAJ SINGH THAKUR, CJ (Oran:

The present Writ Appeal has been preferred against the judgment and 

order dated 25.02.2025 in W.P.No.86 of 2025
I

Briefly stated, the material facts are as under:-

W.P.No.86 of 2025 came to be filed by Sri Kodandarama Swamy 

Temple Trust and others alleging inaction on the part of respondent Nos.2 to 6 

in not taking steps for Evicting respondent No.7. It is alleged that respondent 

No.7 had encroached Upon the temple property situate in Sy.Nos.249/2B and 

249/2A in Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District whereby

I
I 
i
I

Sri Srinivasa Rao Narra

Sri Kasa Jagan Mohan Reddy, learned 
Government Pleader for Home, 
learned Government Pleader for 
Endowments, Sri Miapuram Srinivas 
Rao, learned Government Pleader for 
Revenue.

i I
I

I 

I

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH Bench Sr.No:-4 

I AT AMARAVATI 
i 
jWRIT APPEAL NO: 206 of 2025

Muppalla Bala Krishnal

' Vs. ■
. , ■ ■ i

Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust and others
.. ■ . I .

Advocate for Appellant!

Advocates for Respondents

- I
CORAM : THE (chief JUSTICE DHIRAJ SINGH THAKUR 

SRI JUSTICE RAVI CHEEMALAPATI
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Ac.10-00 cents of land.

5,

may be, an

Endowments Tribunal.

■

the said respondent it is stated, had encroached upon approximately

3. The petition was filed in ignorance of the amended provisions of Section 

83 of the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious Institutions and 

Endowrhents Act 1987 (for short, “the Endowments Act 30/1987). which 

authorized the eviction of an encroacher from the land belonging to the 

Charitable or Religious Institutions or Endowments at the behest of Executive 

Officer of the Charitable or Religious Institutions or Endowments or the 

Assistant Commissioner or any authority higher in rank thereof.

4. According to the amended provisions of Section 83 of the Endowments 

Act 30/1987, a notice can be sent by any of the officers mentioned herein 

above requiring the encroacher to remove encroachment. The alleged 

encroacher is, however, permitted to submit his reply and explanation to such 

a notice within the time stipulated therein. Failure on the part of the 

encroacher to remove the encroachment within the stipulated time, upon 

orders in that regard, authorize the removal of the encroachment and the 

encroacher from the premises for which even police assistance is envisaged.

The amendment of Section 8? of the Endowments Act 30/1987, as 

amended by Act 36/2023, came into effect on 26.06.2023. Against an order 

passed by the Executive Officer or the Assistant Commissioner, as the case 

appeal is envisaged in terms of Section 83(6) before the



3

I 

I

\ 9
6. This provision isl different from the procedure, which had earlier been

I
prescribed in terms of Section 87 of the Endowments Act 30/1987, which

envisaged the temple authorities, through its Executive Officer, to approach
■i- ,

the Endowments Tribunal for Initiating action for retrieval of the land after

getting a declaration that the land was an Endowment Land or belonging to 
I " .

the temple. It is In the aforementioned backdrop that although the petition was
I

filed seeking a direction from the Court to the official respondent Nos.2 to 6 to
I

take action against private respondent No.7, yet. It appears that on coming to

know about the amendment incorporated under Section 83 of the

Endowments Act 30/1987, the Court passed the following directions:-

"/. If the petitioners intend to evict the T"" respondent, they are 
directed to initiate steps for evicting the 7"* respondent under 
Section 83(2) of the Endowments Act and thereafter submit a 
report before the 5’^ respondent temple.

I
//, Further, the respondent Nos.4 and 6 are directed to cooperate 

with the petitioners as and when required for eviction of the 7"* 
respondent.”

I
7. On a perusal of the judgment and order impugned and in particular, the 

directions so issued, it is clear that instead of giving liberty to the petitioners,

who are respondenti Nos.1 to 4 herein, to initiate action in terms of the
I

amended provisions of Section 83 of the Endowments Act 30/1987, a direction

was issued to take r|esort to the said section and the procedure prescribed

therein and further' to submit a report before the Manager of Sri 
I

Kodandaramaswamy and Anjaneyaswamy Temple, who was respondent No.5

I
I

 i
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No.7.

the notice to the appellant.

We, accordingly, modify the judgment and order impugned in the9.

following manner:

I

In the writ petition. A direction was also issued for the official respondent

Nos.4 and 6 to cooperate with the Temple Trust for eviction of respondent

8. On a perusal of the said order, it would thus appear that the directions 

leave no scope for consideration of any explanation, which could be tendered 

by the appellant herein, against the proposed eviction, which would be 

initiated against the appellant herein. The directions to tgke steps for evicting 

the appellant and further direction to respondent Nos.4 and 6 to cooperate 

with the petitioners, who are respondent Nos.1 to 4 in the present Writ Appeal, 

would leave little scope for the appellant herein to escape the rigors of eviction 

if at all he had a case to submit before the authority which would have issued

i) The writ petitioners/respondent Nos.1 to 4 herein would be at liberty to 

take resort to the procedure for eviction, as prescribed under Section 83 of the 

amended provisions of the Endowments Act 30/1987, as amended by Act 

36/2023. The appellant herein would be at liberty to respond to the show 

cause notice, if at all issued by the authorities mentioned in the amended 

provision of Section 83, of the Endowments Act 30/1987, as amended by Act 

36/2023, which would then consider on its own merits and a speaking order 

passed. In case the appellant still feels aggrieved of the order which may be
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I

10.

//TRUE COPY//

4

, Kota
■»

 ■■ 

I 
passed, he woutd bd entitled to avail the remedy before the Tribunal as is

otherwise envisaged.,
i

Accordingly, th^ Writ Appeal is disposed of. No costs, 
i ■

1. 
■I. ,

Pending miscellaneous applications, if any, shall stand closed.
' Sd/-M.RAMESH BABU

DEPUTY REGISTRARI //TRUE COPY// L y
I

I SECTION OFFICER
To, . .1  -

1. The PrI. Secretary, Revenue Department, State of Andhra Pradesh,

Secretariat, Velagapudi, AmaraVati.
2. The District Collector, Palanadu District, Narasarao pet, Palanadu 

Guntur District.
■ ■

3. The Tahsildar, Rajupalem mandal, Palanadu Guntur District.
4. The District Endowments Officer, Endowments Department, Narasarao 

Pet, Palanadu Guritbf District.
5. The Manager, Kodandaramaswamy and Anjaneyaswamy Temple, 

Nemalipuri, Rajupalem mandal, Guntur Palanadu District
6. The Inspector of Police, Sattenapalli. Guntur Palanadu district.

One CC to Sri Srinivasa Rao Narra, Advocate [OPUC]
8. One CC to Sri Kasa Jaganmohan Reddy, Advocate [OPUC] 
9. One CC to Sri l\^iapuram Srinivas Rao, SC for EndowmentsfOPUCJ-
10. Two CC’s to g'p for Revenue. High Court of A.P. at AmaravatifOUT]

11. Two CC’s to QP for Endowments, High Court of A.P. at 
AmaravatifOUT]

12. Two CC’s to GP for Home, High Court of A.P. at AmaravatifOUT]
13. Three CD Copies,
ssb '

I 
I 
i
I 
i
I 
I
I
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Reddy, S/o Chenna Reddy Aged 69

...PETITIONERS

(Guntur) district. i

3. The Tahsildar, Rajupalem maridal Palanadu (Guntur) district.

4. The District Endowments Officer. Endowments Department Narasarao 
Pet. Palanadu (Guntur) district.

5. The Manager, Kodandaramaswamy and Anjaneyaswamy temple. Kota 
Nemalipuri, Rajupalem mandal. (Guntur) Palanadu district.

. I
I
I

TUESDAY. THE TWENTY FIFTH DAY OF FEBRUARY-^ 

j TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE ( 
j PRESENT '

THE HONOURABLE DR JUSTICE K MANMADHA RAO
I WRIT PETITION NO: 86 OF 202.5

Between: i

1. Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust. Kota Nemalipuri village. 

Rajupalem .mandal, Palanaduur (Guntur) district Represented by Its 

Secretary. Sri. Annapureddy'Ball Reddy S/o Papalah Reddy @ Papi 
Reddy. |

2. Annapuredyj Bali Reddy, S/o Papaih Reddy @ Papireddy. Aged 12 

years, Kota Nernalipuri village. Rajupalem mandal Palanaduur (Guntur) 
district. j .

3. Banavathu Krishna Nalk, S/o Hanuma Naik Aged 63 years. Kota 

Nemalipuri village, Rajupalem mandal, Palanaduur (Guntur) district.
4. KommasanI Venkata Ramana

years. Kota Nemalipuri village. Rajupalem mandal Palanaduur (Guntur) 
district.

■ • I

I
I AND

1. The State of jAndhra Pradesh, rep by its PrI. Secretary, Revenue 
Department, (Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

2. The District Collector, Palanadu district. Narasarao pet Palanadu

I

i
I

(S) tfS
IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH :: AMARAVATI

; (Special Original Jurisdiction)

R



Gt.
fiu ■

lA NO: 1 OF 2025

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 
pleased to direct the respondents to issue Pattadar Pass book in the name 
of Sri Kodandaramaswamy Temple by Initiating prosecution against the 7th 

respondent for unlaWully encroaching into the 10 acres of agricultural land 
in Sy.Nos.249/2B and 249/2Aof Nemalipuri village, Rajupalem mandal.
Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI KASA JAGANMOHAN REDDY 

Counsel for the Respondent NosH to 3: GP FOR REVENUE 
Counsel for the Respondent No.4:GP FOR ENDOWMENTS 
Counsel for the Respondent No.5;SRI M. SRINIVAS RAO, SC FOR

ENDOWMENTS
Counsel for the Respondent No.6: GP FOR HOME

Counsel for the Respondent No.7:SRI SRINIVASA RAO NARRA 
The Court made the following: ORDER

6. The inspector of Police. Sattenapalli, (Guntur) Palanadu district. 

. BaJ® Krishna, S/o Radhakrishna, Nemalipuri village.

' mandal. (Guntur) Palanadu district.

“ndef Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in 
"^^^•fci^fTistances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may 

be pleased to pass orders one in the nature of writ of mandamus declaring 

the inaction of respondents on the .representations of the petitioners In the 

name and on behalf of Sri Kodandarama Swamy temple. Kotanemalipuri to 
prosecute the 7*** respondent and ail the concerned and evict from Ac. 10 

Acres of agricultural land situate in Sy.Nos.249/2B and 249/2A of Nemalipuri 
village as arbitrary, illegal, discriminatory, violative of Article 14.19 and 300 
A of the Constitution of India and consequently direct the respondents io 
register crime against the 7*’’ respondent, recover damages towards the loss 
of usufruct and hand over the same to the 1®* petitioner.
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...PETITIONER(S)

...RESPONDENT(S)

■iaTvj

I
I
i
I
i
I

I TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE
i PRESENT

I
I
i .
I

i
I
I

I IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH

I AT AMARAVATI
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY .THE TWENTY FIFTH DAY OF FEBRUARY

APHC010001712025

THE HONOURABLE DR JUSTICE K MANMADHA RAO

' WRIT PETITION NO: 86/2025 , 
i ■

Between: i

Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust, and Others
I ' •
I AND

The State Of Andhra Pradesh and Others 
i . • •

Counsel for the Petitioner(S):
1. KASA JAgXnMOHAN REDDY

i
Counsel for the Respondent(S):

1. GP FOR HOME

2. SRINIVASA'RAO NARRA

3. GP FOR REVENUE
I

4. GP FOR ENDOWMENTS

The Court madelthe following Order:
I

The Writ F>etitiDn is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, 

seeking the following relief;
I
I “ to declaring the inaction of respondents on the 

representations of the petitioners in the name and on 
behalf of Sri Kodandarama Swamy temple Kotanemalipuri 
to prosecute the 7'** respondent and all the concerned and

I
I .
I
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2. Brief facts of the
petitioner-Trust

constituted and registered

lands.

manager of

respondent

Sri Narayanam Seshu Rabu

J

They were 

Accordingly, they 

to meet these expenses. The Deity of the 

temple is the absolute owner of the above said 

Adangal of Nernalipuri village 

Sri.Kodanda

his son lo cover the 

and costs rituals and celebrations, 

lease out the 

cultivated/leased out the lands

O1 ,n,i.. and consegutly 
direct the respondertts to register crime agair,st the 

and hand over the same to the petitioner....-

case are that the , ^jst was

with Reg.No.197/2022, dated 9.12.2022 to 

.enovate and maintain Sri Kodanda Ramaswamy ,ample, Kota Nernalipuri. 

The ancestors of the petitioners created a specific endowment of Ac.i9.74 

cents .of agricolteal land -possessed-hy- them-in-^Dnrey Mo5.»9/2B and 

249/2A of Nernalipuri village {for short “subject property”). In 1920, an another 

unregistered settlement deed was executed, granting usufructdroul in favour of 

Archakas Sri Narayanam Gopalacharyuiu and 

expenditure for his honorarium

permitted to cultivate or

property and the ROR and 

reflect the name of incumbent

Ramaswamy Temple. The Archaka was only entitled to 

honorarium for the services, yyhile things stood thus, the z'" 

obtained a sale deed from one Sri Narayanam Seshu Babu vide document 

NO.1103/2010, dated 02.03.2010 in respect of 5 acres in Sy.No.249/2B. Upon 

noticing the sale deed executed by lhe above said Seshu babu, the petitioners
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3.

a

3.

I 
i
I

•j. 
i;
I

I
i

I ’■

complained the same to Sub Registrar Piduguralla requesting to cancel the 

invalid sale deed and 4*” respondent to take over the possession of the 

subject property. I After receipt of complaint, the Commissioner & Inspector. 

General of Stamps and Registration, was pleased to Issue
i , « .

Lr.No.Can/9006/2010. dated 24.06.2010 to cancel the registration. Aggrieved 

by the same, the!?’” respondent filed W.P.No. 17477/2010 and the same was
i ■

dismissed vide I order dated 21.07.2010. Consequently, the Deputy 

Commissioner, Endowments Department was pleased to execute 

cancellation deed bearing No.1955/2011, dated 29.03.2011 stating that the 

vendor had no right and the Deity of the temple is true owner and the 

document No. 1103/2010, dated 02.03.2010 was cancelled by the 4”'
i >- ■

respondent. Again, the 7“’ respondent filed W.P.No.14814/2011 and the same

was dismissed as withdrawn vide order dated 24.04.2012. Thereafter, the 7'” 
respondent filed jo.S.No. 12/2012 before the learned District Judge, Guntur 

and the same was also dismissed vide judgment dated 06.05.2024. However, 

the. 7*” respondent encroached the subject property without any valid sale
I • ■ ■

deed. Aggrieved by the same, the present writ petition has been filed.

I . •
Heard Mr.Kasa Jagan Mohan Reddy, learned counsel for the 

I
petitioners; Mr.P.SrInivas, learned Assistant Government Pleader for 
Endowments, forj respondent Nos.1 to 3 and Mr.Narra Srinivasa Rao, learned 

counsel for the 7‘p respondent.
i . 
I 
I 
I ‘ —i. -SUT

I
I 
i 
i
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4.

■

On hearing, learned counsel for the petitioners while reiterating 

the contents urged in the writ petition, submits that, the 7'^ respondent has 

unlawfully encroached upon valuable land irrigated by the Sagar Canal, using 

a fake sale deed In the name of a person whose whereabouts are unknown. 

The petitioners have also lodged a complaint with respondents 4 to 6 

requesting the eviction of the 7^ respondent from the temple lands and 

appropriate action to be taken. The 4* respondent is the competent authority 

to evict any person from the endowment lands. Despite the passage of a 

considerable amount of time, the respondents have not taken any action. The 

descendants of the hereditary trustees constituted the 1®* petitionc.'-Trust and 

had it registered to manage the affairs of the temple properties endowed to 

the Sri Kodaridaramaswamy temple and to conduct the rituals. Thus, the 

petitioner-trust has right and obligation to protect the temple lands which were 

endowed by the petitioners’ forefathers and use the usufruct for the purposes 

of the trust. He further submits that the lands are notified under Section 

22(a)(2) of Registration. The respondent authorities have obligation to protect 

the interest of prbperties of the temple. Despite clear evidence and records, 

the. respondents are not taking any action against the 7'^ respondent. The 3"* 

respondent is not issuing Pattadar Pass Book in the name of the temple 

though the name of the temple is reflecting in 1-B register. He further submits 

that the 7“'’ respondent has no right over the subject property and all the 

proceedings initiated by the 7'*’ respondent were rejected by this Court as well
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in

I
I
I
I
I

I

as the learned ' Katrict Judge,' Guntur. The 7“* respondent is unlawfully 

enjoying 10 acres of land belonging to the temple encroached by him and with
I ~

the direct or indirect support of the respondent authorities. Therefore, learned 

counsel requests this Court to pass appropriate orders.
i . ’ • ■

'• 5. Per I Contra, learned Assistant Government Pleader furnished a

copy of written) instructions vide Lr.in.Rc.No.A2/23/25, dated 03.01.2025 
•I • ■ . •

issued by the District Endowment Officer and submits that the .2™* petitioner 

along with others made a representation to the Commissioner, Endowments 

Department, A.k, Gollapudi, requesting the withdrawal of the Executive 

Officer appointejJ by the Commissioner and the transfer of the management of
• I ' • ’ ■ A ■ •

the temple to them, as per the terms of G.O.Ms.No.298, Revenue (Endts-ll)
i r. . ■

Department, dated 06.07.2023, since the income of the temple is below five

lakhs per annum. Accordingly, on getting reports, the Commissioner, 
I

Endowments | Department, A.P., Gollapudi passed orders
I . .

D.Dis.No.D2/COE-14021 (42)76/2024, dated 28.05.2024 with certain
I

conditions, and duly granted exemption from the operation of Sections 15, 29, 
I . '

57 and 65 of the Endowments Act 30/1987 for a period of 5 years from the
I

date of handirig over the administration and management of the subject
I '■

tempie. He further submits that the petitioners made a representation dated 

12.11.2024 to this respondent bringing to the notice of the 4“* respondent 

regarding the encroachment made by the 7*^ respondent in an extent of
I
i  • - • .
I
i
I
i
i



6

6. On considering the submissions of both the learned counsels and 

upon perusing the entire material on record, this Court is inclined to dispose of 

the writ petition with the following directions;

i. If the petitioners are intends to evict the 7*'’ respondent, they are 

directed to initiate steps for evicting the 7'" respondent under 

Section 83 (2) of the Endowments Act and thereafter submit a 

report before the 5*” respondent temple.

Ac.5.00 cents in addition to the previous occupation of Ac.5.00 cents and 

requested for initiation of steps for removal of encroachment. In reply to the 

said representation, the 4“* respondent issued instructions vide 

Rc.No.A2/2085/2023. dated 22.11.2024 to the petitioners to produce ail files 

and records relating to the subject matter so as to take further action in the 

matter. He further submits that, as the persons responsible for the 

management of the said temple, it is the duty of the petitioners to initiate steps 

for the eviction of the encroachers by issuing a show cause notice under 

Section 83(2) of the Endowm.ents Act 30/1987, as amended by Act 36/2023, 

to the 7“* respondent, a.nd to take further steps based on any explanation or 

reply submitted by the 7*'’ respondent. Therefore, learned Assistant 

Government Pleader submits that this Court may pass appropriate orders.



■ •• X ■

ii.

8.

/

1.
.wp-J.;.

I

I....
' <g)
I 7

Furttier. the respondent Nos.4 and 6 are directed to cooperate 

with Jthe petitioners as and when required for eviction of the 7*^ 

respondent.

t ■
With I the above direction, the Writ Petition is disposed of. There 

shall be no'order as to costs
I
I . . • ' ■

//TRUE COPY//
. -i- • •

To,

- - ■'’=»ciiuc i^epanmeni. iiiaie Of Andhra Pradesh, 
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

2. The District Collector. Palanadu district. Narasarao pet Palanadu 
(Guntur) district.

• ■

3. The Tahsildar. Rajupalem manda; Palanadu (Guntur) district.
4. The District Endowments Officer. Endowments Department Narasarao

As a sequel, miscellaneous applications pending, if any. shall 
stand closed. I

■ ' Sd/- K. TATA RAO
I DEPUTY REGISTRAR
i //TRUE COPY//
i ‘
I SECTION OFFICER• .

The PrI. Secretary. Revenue Department. State of Andhra Prade

Pet. Palanadu (Guntur) district ,
5. The Managei;. Kodandaramasvijamy and Anjaneyaswamy temple. Kota 

Nemallpuri. Ftajupalem mandal, (Guntur) Palanadu district.

6. The Inspector of Police. Sattenapalli. (Guntur) Palanadu district.
QZ to Siji Kasa Jaganmdhan Reddy, Advocate fOPUCJ

^^^One CC to Sri Srinivasa Rao Narra, AdvocatefOPUCJ

9. One CC to Sri M. Srinivas Rao. SC for EndowmentsfOPUC]

10. Two CCs to (GP for Revenue. High Court of Andhra Pradesh. (OUT]

11. Two CCs to GP for Endowments, High Court of Andhra Pradesh
[OUT] I

12. Two CCs to GP for Home, High Court of Andhra Pradesh. [OUT]
13. Three CD Copies.
ssb I

I
I
I
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HIGH COURT

DATED:25/02/2025

DISPOSING OF THE W.P. WITHOUT COSTS

ORDER

WP.No.Se'of 2025 IX 0 5 MAR 2025 m
&. Purrent Seeiiqn .
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, Petitioners'.

Respondent.’

!

■I-!

V

Confd...........2

I
I

i
1

I
■ I

I
I

I
I

of the Respondent: 1) The Respondent is Muppalla Bala Krishna, S/o. 

RadhnlfrishTia,, Hifldu, .*ged about 28 years, A I B lock. Police Lines, Back side of District 

Court, KannavariThotef<5Qntur City.

I
I

I

I
i
I
I ■

IT Description

^3SfsiTr^
Sr I Kodandiraina & Anlanayi S.T. 

kotanemalipur. village

it SEC.83 OFTHP-A.P. CH. R.T.
ACT. 30/87.

>«aslal<nl CoRlmiaaion.. 
iatt9Wm»nt* OspaAmaM 

a u u T u a;

I

The Z-* pet tioner is Sri Kodanda Rama and AnjMcya Swamy Temple, Kota 

NcmalipuriVill^c, Rajupalem .Mdl..Guntiir Disc, rep. by it’s Executive Officer, R. 

Suiyanarayana;S/o.Bapaiah,Hindu,agedabout 47ycars.
I :

The Address for Service is same as above and that of their Counsel, Gunturu Seshu 

Mohan, Advocate, Standing Counsel for Endowments, D.No. 5-11-1/1. 2/10. Brodie 

Pet, Guntur-522 002. = .
I

^.1

^Between:- ( ' ‘
01. The Asst Caaanujssioner. EndToiwinents Dept.,

Guntuc., Guntur EHst.
02. Sri KodandaRampandAnjaneya Swanty

Temjile. KotaNemalipuri Village.
Rajupalem Mdl.,Guntur Dist, rep.

/ by it’s Executive OfficerR.Suiyaiarayana
--- - v/s. 

I
MuppaUaBalaKxishto

■ • I ‘

rON PETrhoNFlLED I.

. 1, n,..,nrwtirHi of the Petitioner: The 1st petitioner is The Assistant Conunisioner,
Endowments DuaJariment, Guntur. Guntur Dist.
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I

Contd_____ 3

I

:
i

!

03. Itis fuitfaersubmittedaat whentherearoseapdordisputezegudingthepo^MSOiy
rights of the said land, the then Archaka Sri Narayaoain Paidha^tffita&u.-e.. the ^mnd ‘ 

&ther of alleged vendor of the petitioner Sri Narayanam SeAU Babu,'filed-B wrif petition 
against 1) Assistant Commissioner, ^dowments bepaTtmedt;'Gdtfi^'''27iSGffl3^ ot 

this respondent temple before the Hon’blc Court in W.P. reT®'ofHt980 seeking for a 

direction against the orders of the Assistant Commissioner. Endowments Department, 
Guntur for taking possession of the said lands.

fj ComnuMion*
2, , -taUpwinanuOopeninaiM

<E U M T U O

04. In the said case the then Archaka clearly mentioned in his affidavitthat toe-subject 

Igrid is belongs to the petitioner temple, which was entrusted by the toen jrustees..to their 
ancestors for performance of the archakatvam by enjoyingthe makthas on the said land 

;^d -furth^ mentioned that the temple purchased the said-extent of 19-00 cents of 

l^and besides owning Ac. 6-971/3 cents in D.No. 189. KubadapuramWage ahdAc..9-40 

cents in D24o. 721. Nandi Rajupalem Village. Hence, the same clarify that toe said land 

is belongs, to djeteml^ .

exBcirrivE officer’ • -
■ Sil Kodandarm, & anja^eJji S T - • 

l«OTANeMAI.IPUH' VsCLAfir ’

la

mn
TheAddnases for Sendee are the same as ab.ove. ’’

m. ■Ol.Itisi«pect&llysubijiittedthattbe2’' petidoner temple is toe absolute ower 

of the land in a total extent ofAc. 19-74 cents in SHo. 249 wMcb was later sub-detrided 

into3 bitsas-ljS.No. 249/1 aq extent of Ac. 0.30 cents; 2) SJ4o.249Z2A. an extent of 
Ac. 8-72 cents and 3) S^o. 249/2B metent of Ac, 1 Q-n txaSs of PedaMemaMifori (V). 

^jupalem Mandal, Guntur Dist,
i ij . !.■

02. It is submitted that toe approved property nsRsterU/s. 43 of ̂ dowments AcL30/ 

i7, approved in R Dis. NoA3/9680/2009, dt 09-11-200? by 1“ petitioner Le. the 

Assistant Commimioner, Endowments Dqiartment, Guntur and tile Re-survey Settiement 

Register clarify the ownership of the temple over the said land.
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i

i

i

!

I

i 
j

i
3

n

I
i

I 
I 
i

!
i

EXECUTIVE OFFICEP
S>i Ktdaftdtrarna S Anjandra S T. 
■JOTANEMALiPUS ViLLAGE

Contd............ 4
L-

r
i

I 
I

J

I 

i 
I

■ I

-05.
Tte=.iJI»«t»<»tKad. .mJctooflsl-gof

illegaUy swallofaigthe income derived on the land. ■

06 ItissubimttM thrtiince thetespondeni isinun-authorisedoceMpBtion.he became 
an encroacher as pei the provisions of the EndoVnnents Act. 30/1987 and liable to be 

cvictcdfromtheschcdOlcmcntionedpropctty. The 2nd petitioner issued a notice dated
, ' 24-04-2010 thrpuiRe4d.Post to the respondent calling upon him to vacate and 

i.."Hn««-posaeaaidn. Qftlie schedule mentioned property, othervrise legal action would 
beinitiated.. The R^Sondent^^cd the notice and got issued a reply with 

avemientsstatingtLhe^urchascdthelandfromthepresentArchalm

Babu. under Regdl Sale deed dated: 02-03-2010 vide Doct.. No: 1103; Sub Registrar 
Office. Pidpgui^'a and that his vendor is the True owner. and that he need not vacate, 

handovex the land. ' 
I . ' - ■ • ■

07 But invie^ of Sec. 75 and 80 of Endowments Act.30/87 any alienation of

Endowmenu land-withoutthe sanction of competent authority is hull and void. As such 
respondent didnot get any rights and his possession is un-authorized. The said.previous 

ArehakalateNamyananaPardha Sara.&i is the grand father of thepreset Archatot i.e., 
NarayanamSedlu Babu, who is the alleged vendor of the respondent. Hence, if any sale 

is made regardiii the subject land, it is not binding on the temple since, it is an ehdowment 

property. J

" I ' *-■

08.- It is submitted that the said previous writ petition was disposed after due hearing 
by the Hon’bleHigh Court of A.P.. Hyderabad as per it’s orders dated: 20-06-1986 while 

i mentioning that ’the c^^sed an interim order on 20-04-1981 directing that the

V? "A.ii.t»nl 
»i><i«n"»nt. O«P«rt»"»»* 

i a u H T O a.

i 
I ■ 
j ■ 
i ■;

I 
i 
i 
I 
I 
i 
I
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i

! Contd^.... ..... S ■

BBill

!
i

'‘••■■lant Caminissione. 
«adown>«nto OapanniM* 

•i.U M T U «

u

SW./':

10. Inspite of repeated demands the respondent faiiled to vacate and harfrfhy/M- the 

possession. Hence the petition, praying to pass eviction orders' for removal of
• '■ ■ ••■■...

encroachment-by the respondent and for passing necessary orders., l

TV. .Csass of Action for the petition arose when the respc^dtoV-^^pir-audtorized 
occupation' of the petition schedule land and continued his un-auflioriia^occji^t^owmd 

thereby bec^e an encroacher as per Sec. 83 ofEndowmentsAct.30/87. and liable to be

- evicted from the petitmn schedule site and when inspite of repeated demands and when

i . ;
09. In view of fte said orders the amhakas are aUowedto eontimtein

thereafter, the EndowmeatsAct.30/87 came into forcc..wiiich ntillifiifitt^Uie previous

guideliiMss ofHon'ble Supreme Court of India, thepossessii3H;offegUn^: are ■  

■ ywth the Archakas of 6 f c ) temples. As such the Archakas of

coritinued their possession over a total extent of Ac. 28-36 cents. Tho petitibn.5.nh^d.,i.. 

property is part and parcel of the said total extent of Ac.28-36 Cents.

tXECuTiVE iJrlriCSR
Sii KeSaRdarana k Anlanaya S.b 

KOTAMEMA'UPURi'Vn-kAGE

11^11 ' y
petMonersshonldcontmueinpossessioriontheproperty. KiSnotdediedintfaecountcr 

affidavitthatthere-isacomprorniseinI920underwhich.fl,npbitipne,s.tyere^v^ 

ands towards their remuneration forservices tobe rendered.^ them a, |
notdernedthatthesaidcompromiseisnotset-asideltyaityeompetentmidu^^o^ 

• proceedmgs are taken to set-aside the same. So long, as tfre compromisejrtands, the 

impugned order directing the petitioners to haridover possession of lheproperty to the 

manageriswhoUyiUcgal. ft is open to the respondents-authorities to. take a appropriate 

stgrsunderlawtochaUengethecompromiscandgetitsct-aside. Henc^theimpugned 
order is set-aside and writ petition is allowed.”
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i

1.

I

2.

■ej

PetitionersAdyoi

Contd...............6

i

1

!

i
i

I 
I 
I 
i

i

I
■ I

i
I
I
I

■"I . -

■ I . 
i
I ■

I.

? b - 
(^1 -

for Petitioner

i
i ;

. I 
i 
i

■ I

!

c) Pass sad^Other .order as are just and necessary in the circumstances of the

commlwwt- 
<ndowin»nt» Oaoertrti""* 

. a U H T UP

odscirnvE OFTitER 
Sii Kod»nd«»m« & Ab|«o»»» ST. 

KOTANEMALIPURl VILLAGE

V

Rs. 
concerned Eadowme^ in online AccountNo.032110100023S03.

• ■ . ■ ’ i

VL. ■Rie petitioner thmfore prays that the Hon’ble Court may be pleased to:

- a) Pass Eviction orders against the Respondent directing him'to vacate 

and handover the Petition schedule mentioned property to the petitionertemple 

b) gsant costs iof the petition;!

I
__________

h ts 
I //s//

me and petitioner issued r^gd. notice.dt.2-W)4-2010 and when the re^ondent received 

the same and got issued a«i^ notices dated: 30-04-2010 and 05-05-2010 with felse 

.».^>«t^>mrf-ud,entherespondent failedto.yacate andhandoverpossessitmbfmepetition 

atPedaNemalipuii Village, RajupalemMandal, Guntur Dist., where tiie 

land i? at KotyiemaUpuri where the petitioner temple is situated aU within

the jutisdietion of the Sorfble Court
■ . i •

This bemg'-a petitiian U/s. 83 of the Endowments Act. 30/87, Court Fee of 

-/--iSpaU hdrewitir byway Challan in Andhra Bank. KachigudaBrapdi,
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J

Petitioners.

behalf of the Petitioner U/O:VnR. 14 r.

!

i
i

i

I

i

£fjz ofgfoeioweate filed on

2.20-06-1986 • C.C.o^,davit and Orders of Hon’bleffighCourtinWf-W

3. 24-04-2010 : Regd. Notice issuerf.by the petitioner to the reqjondent

• Postal Acknowledgement Nos in 2. since sent to

5. 30-04-2010 ; Reply Regd. Notice got issued by the Respondent fiom:Saaien^aUi.

6. 05-O502010; Ifcply Regd, Notice got issued by the Rcspond^t fiwn-Guntur
•. c-c -V m-E.0.

1. Mamant ComMiaae. 
amtewnimiia DapartaMn- 

«it;irua

2, BXBWl^VEOreBSRj;
Srtl(oda!iilvaiM&Mantra S-t 
XOTANfiMALlPUR VLbAG:

Advocateror Petitioners

• ‘<^>1

correct after 5(ping. ' .^tananon and found to be true and



■ i, ,S

Petifioncrs.

Respondent

iS-

1.

I 2.

Petitioners.

!

2.

1

I
I

. i

I

Place: Guntur.

DL 28 -1M010.

I 
i 
i

I
i
I
I
I

executive OFTICEB
Si I Kedandaraiae & Anlaneya S I. 

/kOtanewalipuri village

Petitioners.

qadawmeno D.«»rtm»e« 
a U M T O B.

I
• I

'i
I
I

I
I

. I
I

Maeiatant. Cominiwion-. 
qndowmenu Oopartmee* 

a UNTUB-

^^noviiledge.

. ; i?^^ane»a I.

KQTANEWALIPURI village

sirr

Advocate-for PotWoaera

I do hereby declare that the facte stated above are I. Je to the best of 
ballaf and Information. J /

. • I
I

pyfeOBFTHB-AJi. endowments TRIBUNAL:: HYDERABAD::
OJS. f20lfi.

BETWEEN: . . |

Ol..TbeAssL ComaisdoiwsiEndowmenfsO^L,
On^..GuiiturDlst. .

(J2.SriKo<tondaR«naend^ja«iq«Sv^ 
Tea^KotaXeinal^uri  Wage. 
Ri0iq>alemM(U.,Ounlir Dist..
byitfsEsMCutiveOtecerR.SuiyanBrayana ..............

I V/S.
MuppaUaBalaKtishiia. ( 

■SCHRPULE FILEDONBEPALFQFTHEPE: 

• . I- •
ni>"««r nijd; PiddifgmaMa Sub Registrar, Rajupalem Mandal, Pe^Nemahpun 

Vitle^ Agrienltnral wetjltod inan extentof Ac.5-00 Cents in S.No: 249/2B out of Ac. 
10^72 Cetits .bounded by

East rHighV&yRoadlcadstoNekarikallu 
Stnifii rGtittaBrahmcsvwira]^
West : Land belongs to Petitioner

un^er^iyation ofTainsrisa RajyalakshmLCAr^al^^ 
North tDevaiaiiiniduRoad.

. -• I
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i
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i

JH

B

1A.P. aa. R.1 
AC?a\.r^O/87.

GUNTURU SE:^ 
y^cfKOcata I*’
and standing counool fp 

□.Na 5-11-1/1,.7° 
GUNTUR, e

BEFORE THE A.P. ENDOWMENTS 
tribunal :: WDERabAO

anp^qj

-Wr. GtJNTURtlSM 
FortPeSiioners '



O. A. 449 / 2012

... ... Petitioners

Respondents

}

s

I

Contd., 3...

I
■ i

-4

I
I 
I 
i
I

■fi ,,;i

I . .
i' . ■

IN THE COURT OF THE A.P. ENDOWMENTS TRIBUNAL : ;

• HYDERABAD
■ .. I

.1

Between: i

Palle Siva Reddy and anothe^
'! ah4

01. The Deputy Commissioner, 
Endowments Department, Guntur 

and two others
I .
COUNTER FILED ON BEHALF OF 4TH RESPONDENT 
i . ■ ■ . • ■ . '

01. The material allegations mentioned in the petition are false and unteanable

under, law as such die petition is Hable to be dismissed with costs.
, • • ■ I
'. I • ' . ■

02. The allegations that the petitioners are the devotees of the subject temple 

he., Sri Kodanda Rama and Anjaneya Swamy Temple, Kotanemalipuii, 

Rajupalem Mandal> Guntur District and that the 3rd respondent temple is the 

absolute owner of land admeasuring an extent of Ac. 19-74 Cts. in S.No; 249 

which is Subdivided into three bits, i) S.No: 249/1 and extent of Ac. 0-30 Cts, ii) 

S.No: 249/2A an extent of Ac. 8-72 Cts ill) S.No: 249/28 an extent of Ac. 10- 

72 Cts. of Pedanamalipuri Village, Rajupalem Handai, Guntur District and that 

the property registered U/s 43 of Endowments Act, 30/87 as recorded in 

proceedings R.Dis. No: A3/9680/2009 dt. 09-11-2009 by the 2nd.respondent 

and the i^R clearly shows the ownership of the temple over the said land and 

that the I land belongs to the temple which is entrusted to the Archakas for
I i ■ • .

performance of the Archakatvam which include Paditharam Expenses and 

remunaration and that the Archakas are entitled only for the usufruct of the 

said lancJ'and they are not entitled to get any Pattas / rights to alienate the
I ..

temple land and the said land is donated by the ancestors pf the appellant / 

petitioner herein and others in the year 1909 vide document No: 378 /1909 dt. 

27-02-1909 to the subject temple as Inam for the purpose of rendering poojas, 

offering Naivedyam, in the subject temple and the subject lands are also recorded 

as Endowment land in the register maintained by the Endowments Department, 
I 
I

A,
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03. It is submitted that this respondent purohased the petition schedule 

property from oneia,Narayanatn Seshu Babu who is the grand ton of Narayanam 
PardbasaradhI under Regd. Sale Deed No: 1103/2010 dt. 02.03.2010 S.R.O., 
Piduguralla.

01. It is submitted that the Endowments Department already initiated evicbon 

proceedings O.A. 12/2011; showing this respondent as 1st respondent and

under the provisions of the Act, and ^Bt In the year 1984 Atchakas ,™,«ged. 

00 Pass Books on thekpersonal names and agreeved by this the
Btecubve Officer niade a representatloh dt 22^19-2007 rernrestlng the leyenu^ 
officials to cancel the Pattadar Pass Books and no acBon has been tak^ 

«ncellatlonofthesaldPattadarPassB6oksandsul«e<aa  ̂
Dopartmenl came to know the said lands were sold away In favour of Muppalla 
ala Knshna under document No: 1103/2010 dt 02-03-2010 and proceedinas 

were ,n,bated authorising the Deputy Commissioner to present the cancellation 
•Of-lhe deeds before the reglstertng officer and tor-annulling the fradualerit 

regrstratron by the Archakas In respeict of the land Ac. 5-00 cts In S.No: 249 / 
28 situated at KotanemaBpud Village, Rajupalem Mandal, Guntur District and 

that the department authorlUes conosponded with the registering department 

under their letters dt 12-04-2010 reffiresOng the officials not to entertain any 
registration In respectiof sub|ect land, and that the Pattadar Pass Books dt 24- 
12-2010 were cancelled which were Issued In tovour of the Archakas and a 
direction was given to thelbhaslldar, Rajupalem Mandal, for re-lssuing Pattadar 
Pass Books and Title Deeds in tovour of the Subject Temple and also requested 

to incorporate the changes In the concerned records and that supressing filing 

injunction sue In o.s. S80/2010 and countere filed therein the 4th respondent 
filed the writ pedtlon 7223/2011 challenging tr.e acUon of the registering 

authorities in not entertaining the rectlOcabon deed submitted by the 4th 

respondent and that in the above retorred ciicumastances the peoooners are 
enbtJed to dedare the schedule lands to be endowed praperOes to the 3id 

respondent and the schedule filed with the petttlon ore true and correct are one 
and all false.
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a)

b)

c)

09. It is submitted that alleged affidavit filed by the Archaka in W.P.No: 

1816/1980, while specihcally disputing the contents therein this respondent 

humbly submits that the relavant paras in the alleged affidavit under Para No; 2 

Of the 5aic| affidavit refers to ’The lancf in an extent of Ac. 6-00 cts. ancf 97. i/7 
Cts. /n ZzXo. J89 3nd an extent 9 40 Cts. in D.No: 721 ot Kubadpiiiam

! Conta., ■'I...
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vendor of this respondent as 2nd respondent This respondent contesting the 
I ■ • s

said case by filing counter.

• i • »
05. It is humbly submitted that when the pebtioneverments and the counter 

filed by the 3rd respondent i.e.. Executive Officer of the subject temple is taken 

into consideration, the petitioners and ^e department authorities pre sailing 

together and aimed to occupy the schedule property without any basis for their 
claim. I

■ ’ I .. .

06. It is submitted that when the basic document referred by the petitioners 

In the present petition and so also the petitioners In O.A. No; 12/2011 (Eviction

Proceedings'initiated by the Department) and the 3rd respondent and other 
'I .•«

department authorities relying upon one and same documents claiming a false 

title in favour of the subject temple for the schedule property.

07. It is submitted that the material documents referred claiming title by the 

department authorities and so also the petitioners in the present petition are as 

follows : I
i ■
i 

Approved Sec. 43 Register .
I

The alleged affidavit filed by the Archaka In W.P.No: 1816/1980

The ^alleged Registered Document No: 378/1909 dt. 27-02-1909 alleged
to be executed by the ancestors of petitioners in O.A. 449/2012

I
08. It is submitted that the alleged Sec. 43 register is only a fabricated 

registered ^prepared by the department authorities to suit their claim without 

following the procedure laid down under the act for preparation r' the same.

Ihfe respondent specifically disputing the entries made in the said register. The 

contents there under the said register are absolutely false.
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amt^t 'uxtn . ........3OKsaualkgea
? ■". '^^^'‘c^nvaaenta, entarM, anagr^emant^

^^‘atObs^ a«,Aa &97.1/2 cents,, ^.No: 169

are Sken ,nto cons,de«k»., there Is no men»„n .n which vUlage a™, D.Nu„.oer 

to rltXl.'^^'^
Mllaoe rt ■ '’ “^ l«»T6d in the affidavit Is situated In Nemalipuri
209^

, 49/2B. Whereas the propeitv purchased by the 4th respondent is 
ooder 244«B an ex«„t of Ac 5-00 Qs siluared in NerealipuK Jge 

»es purebaaeu »h,ch

at^re r property purehased by »,e
-tb .esponcient under S.No: inam Ac. SOO cts. As such diis lespondent 

=P=ofica.ly disputing the identity of the „pehy. ype pefitionere and so also 

t\eu LZ'’”’‘'Th " "'^=' ‘“’ey
Ze X • ■

. PPhhonerSisnotrenobieeidieron^orunderiaw. The dalm of We 

„Zrr ’’•>*>= “'th tts sub division
h dV ®^"'= roentloned under the

ro , b “■ P-P'-httP te-Ple
rghu being devotees waiting illegal effort w grab the preperty covered under 

e sa e eed in favour of the 4th lespondent under Regd. Sale Deed No- 110’/ 
20tOdt.OZ„3.,„10S.R.O,Pid^ureiia.yheDeparenen.auth„

e Claim of We petitoners In an Illegal manner knowing fully well the property 

covered under D.No: 249 and under its suMvislons is only pereonai Inam 

property which Is subseguently converted into poytwari Pattas In temrs of loan, 
Abo ..on Act and pattas were issued in favour of the ancestors of the vendor of 

e respondent herein and they became final t;nquesdoned.
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It is suljmltted that in W.P. No: .1816/1980, the proceedings of Asst.11 It is submitted that in w.P. iNo:. ibib/iyou, tne proceeoings or assc.
■ ■ i ■ ■ •

commissioner, I Endowments, Guntur under R.C.No: dt. 6-11-

1979 against the ancestors of the vendor of this respondent were set-a-side 

while allowing the writ petition while observing In the said order that the 

compromise referred In counter affidavit of the year 1920 until it is set-a-side 

by the competaht authority the order of directing the petitioner wherein to 

handover the possession of the properly is wholly illegal. When the same is 
I

taken into consideration even till today except the present petition for declaration, 
I .

there is no legal proceedings Initiated the department authorities or any body 

to set a side the compromise referred. While identifying the schedule property 

covered under the same-referred in the present petition. On that ground itself 

the petition is‘ prematured and infructuous and not maintainable under law.

12. It is subrnitted that In terms of the bar provided under the Inams Act
I ■ • •

ousting the juiisidlcHon of the civil courts and other authorities to entertain any 

claim with regard to Inam pattas which became final, makes the present petition 
I ' ■■■'

not maintainable and this Hon'ble Tribunal ought to have returned / rejected 
■ I

the petition at the door step itself without numbering the same. This respondsnt 

specifically contending that the present petition Is not maintainable on the point 
I

of jurisdiction and prays-the Hon'ble Court to decide the same as priliminary 

point. I

13. It Is sbumitted that even when the Registered Document No: 378/1909
I ■ ■ .

dt. 27-02-1909 alleged to be executed by the ancestors of petitioners in O.A. 

449/2012 is taken into consideration the land In S.No: 249 and its present sub 

divisions does not found place in the said document and-as such the claim of 

the petitioners even on the alleged document is not tenable and not maintainable.
1- . .

14. It is submitted that the subject matter property is a service Inam which 

was given to the ancestors of vendor of this respondent i.e., Narayanam Seshu 

Babu for the services which were being rendered by the ancestors of Narayanam 

Seshu Babu’ the vendor of this respondent to the diety. The ancestors of 

vendor of this respondent were enjoying the petition schedule property along 

with other property during their life time and thus seeking their livelihood even

prior to the year 1920. While thim iS stood thus the Andhra Inam abolition act

I Conid., 5...
I

i
I
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="t'«>nve™nlntoRytwaH cams into lb™ In the year 1956. At that Juncture, 
the man. TahsHdar had enqiulred Into the sendees being rendered by the’ 

eneestors at the vender of this respondent and accordingly granted pattas to 
the respectnrearchakas who were rejdedngsenzlcestothedletyandv^towere 

inpossesslonoftheproperty. •nwvandorofthe respondent and his predecessore 

in title vrere duly paying tax to the concerned authortues. It Is semed principle 
of laiv that when once the competent aiithoiity under mam AboBHon Act Issued 

yhran Rates If they became final without any appeals, they can notbere- 
■^edJB, apv aulhow or co« Of law etoept under the machlnety prev^ 

underthesahlActt-TheRatesInlavourotancestorsofvendorofd  ̂
became final without any appeals. Infect, vraaje^^^g,^ 
Nenfelipun yillage Of dlnchlngly shovra that the
Thhsildar had epnyeted toe Inam property Into rytwart and accordingly releva’nt

dw year 1960 Itselfrytwari pate was granfed In the name of the ancestors of 
the vendor of this respondent Eversince the peOBon schedule property has 

been considered to be a pate land and the same Is recognised by all the 

Government agenda inclusive of the Endowments Department .Infect the 

manual R.S.R. too discloses that Narayanam Rardhasaradhl was holding pate 
over the petition schedule property and other properties.

15. While so, the ancestors cf.vendor of this respondent Narayanam 
Rardhasaradhl along with Tbrlmlsa Rajyalakshml who Is the sister of 
Rardhasaradhl Jointly nxrrtgaged the property menBoned In the peBBon schedule 

and other properties with Andhra Bank, Rajupalem. The mortgage was duly 
registered before PIdugurall Sub Registry as Doc. No: 1362/1997. There after 
the said mortgage was redeemed and a release Document was executed to that 
effect In Doc. No: lo/zpgg before the -Sub Registrar, Riduguralla. Meanwhile 

the residents near to Rajupalem mandal said to have been made appllcaBon to 
the District Collector for grant of allotment of agricultural lands to the SC, ST & 
DC people. The District Collector referred the Issue to the Revenue Divisional 
Officer, Guntur who In turn corxlucted erxiulry and categorically stated that 
S.No: 249/2 which is an extent of Ac. 19.44 Qs. is In favour of Tarlmasa 
Rajyalakshmi and Narayanam Rardhasaradhl but not belongs to the subject

Contef., 7...
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ternple/Endowments Department Further the proceedings of Mandal Revenue 
i ■ ■ ■=.■•

Officer categorically states that Narayanam Pardhasaradhi was the absolute 

owner to the petition schedule property and on the said ground the Mandal 
I

Revenue Offi<»’r submitted his report teat the property In S.No: TA^Il. is hot 

tee property of Endowments and it belonged to Tarimisa Rajyalakshmi and 

Narayanam Pardhasaradhi. The vendor of this respondent on attaining majority 

could able to secure both title pass book and pattadar pass book with regard to 

the petition schedule property from the revenue authorities. Infect, the vendor 

of this respondent was In the habit of obtaining agricultural loan from Andhra 

Bank, Rajupalem from time to time by mortgaging the respective title pass 

book and pattadar pass book. Infect the vendor of this respondent Narayanam 

Seshu Babu was also paying cist to the revenue authorities from time to time 

and the title deed and pattadar pass books even were not cancelled by the 

concerned Revenue Authorities but the petitioners and so also the department 

authorities coming forward with a false plea that the title deed and patta da.r 

pass books iri favour of Vendor of this respondent were cancelled. The said 

allegation is absolutely false. Thus, it Is crystal clear that the property mentioned 

in tee petition schedule belonged to Narayanam Seshu Babu which was obtained 

through his ancestors. Infect these facts are also known to the petitioners very 
well.y I

1

16. It Is submitted that without following the procedure layed under the Sec: 

83 of the Endowment Act, the department authorities Initiated eviction 

proceedings under O.A. No: 12/2011 on the file of this Hon'ble Tribunal.
I

17. It i.s submitted that an association is said to have been formed under the 

name and style of "Sri Kouandarama Swamy Devalaya Abhivrudhi Sangam" at 

Kotanemalipuri, Rajupalem r ’LOdal, wherein it is learnt that number of people 

were said to have been made as members for which one Basu Linga Reddy is
I -

the president. The said association is formed under the guise of rendering 

service to the society and in the said guise attempting to acquire in property in 

S.No: 249/2A, 2B. The petitioners who are the henchmen to the said society 

making illegal efforts to grab the schedule property. Inspite of knowing the
I 
I 
I 
i 
i 
I 

i 
I
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Illegal altampls of me sak. sodetz Indodlng the petitioner, the department 

authonhes Instead of curtailing the same coming fOcwaid with fijlse contention 

that the schedule pnvertz belongs to the temple Without any basis ter Its 

^m. On the oBw hand. It IS only at the Instance of the said society, the 
itepartment authorities and the petitioners must have filed this petmon agama 
te respondent wtth ultertor motive to grab the schedule property.

18. J submit^ that to fiotect his lebal rights over the schedute

.cmrered under the.Regd. Sale Deed In his favour tor a valid consideialon dt 
02.03.2010, BUS respondent hied a dvil suit In O.S.tlo: 880/20,0 on the flie of 

Hon ble V Addl. senior Civil Judge, Gunter and obtained interim injunction 

against the sald soclety members on 22.97.20,0 In I.A.NO: 683/2010 In O.S.No: 
880/2010. -nre said suit Is pending. When the department authorities have 
been making Illegal.eftorts to get the registered sale deed obtained by this 

respondent loom hisyendorwith regard to peUBon schedule property canceled
besi^^t^i^^^med to approach the Honble High court of A.P. ,n 

• ■ No.(l^oi0 wherein the department authorities are parties along with 

others. IbeHon'ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh vide Its order dt 21 7 2010 
ordered.intedm suspension of proceedings of the department authority heroin 
dt. 23.4.2010 until further orders, and subsequently the said writ petition was 

dismissed with liberty to the present respondent to avail appropriate remedies 

in the event Of any adverse acOon Is token by the Sub Registrar, Piduguralla, in 

pursuance of the Impunged proceedings. The said writ peOHon was dismissed 
on the opinion that the two proceedings are In the nature of Internal 
corresporklence between the Sth respondent Asst Commissioner, Endowments 
Guntur and 7th respondent I.e, the Executive Officer of the temple on one side 

and the 2nd respondent Sub Registrar, PIduguralla on the other side and If the 
sub Registrar, PIduguralla token any decision on those proceedings mat would 

give, raise to a cause of action to the writ petitioner to avail his romec: .s.

19. It is submitted that. In the said writ petition the 7th respondent Executive 
Officer of the temple, 6th respondent Asst. Commissioner, Endowments 

Department, Guntur and 2nd respondent Sub Registrar, PIduguralla along with 
3rd respondent Tahslldar, Rajupalem, Guntur have riled their respective counters
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.1 
wherein the 3rd respondent Tahsildar, Rajupalem has categorically stated that 

the subject matter property belonged to Narayanam Seshu Babu as per the 

records and also stated that Narayanam SeshU: Babu was in possesion and 

enjoyment of the same. Further it was mentioned that the property mentioned 

in the petition schedule which is subject matter property of the writ petition is a ;

Patta Land. The 2nd respondent Sub Registrar, Piduguralia also filed his counter 
that as per the records available with the sub registry, the subject matter property

■ -»' <

is not included In the endowments property list.
i . • ■

2OA. It is submitted that even the revenue records namely Adangals and also 

Village Settlement Register under Fasail No: 1371 clearly disclosed that the 

schedule property is Inam land and converted into Roytwari Land.

i
20. It is submitted that thereafter the department authority got cancelled the 

sale deed and got registered cancellation document No: 1955/2011 dt. 

29-03-2011 and subsequently this respondent initiated necessary writ 

proceedings and finally In view of the suit before the civil court Is already 

initiated under 0.S.N0: 12/2012 on the file of VI Additional District Judge, 

Guntur, for declaration of his title and other reliefs, withdrawn the W.P. No: 

14814/2011 on the file of Hon'ble A.P. High Court, seeking permission for 

withdrawl without prejudise to his rights to persue other remidies and accordingly 

the permisson was accorded and the W.P. was dismissed including miscellaneous 

petitions on 24.0^.2012. Subsequently, this respondent filed necessary 

arnendment petition seeking for cancellation of the cancellation deed no: 1955/ 

2011 dt. 29.03.2011 in O.S.No: 12/2012 on the file of VI Additional District.
i

Judge, Guntur and said amendment petition with additional relief sought for 
wag.,aliowed and the suit is pending.

i
21. It is submitted that this respondent could able to secure Account No: 4 

of Nemalipuri vi"- je, IB register and Adangal pertains to the petition schedule 

property which clearly goes to show that Narayanam Seshu Babu and his grand 

father Parthasaradhi are the absolute owners to the petition schedule property 

and other properties and they are in possession of the same. The said documents 

were obtained by the respondent under the provisions of Right to Information
I 

i 
i 
I 
i 
i 
i 
I
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' "It- i< submitted that the vendor of this respondent filed a suit in O.SfNo: 

12/2011 on the fite-of Hon'ble II AddI, District Judge, Guntur for partition of 

the joint family property among the father and son by declaring that the property 
is a patta land and for permanent Injunction restraining the department authorities 

along with the above mentioned society and other. The said suit is pending.

23. It is submitted that the petition schedule property which is purchased by 

this respondent from Narayanam Seshu Babu is a lnam patta land and this 

respondent by virtue of the same became the absolute owner of the petition 

schedule proeprty and has been enjoying the same to the knowledge of one 

and ail. Sec. H of A.P.(AA) Abolition and conversion Into Rytwari Act 1956, 

there is specific bar of jurisdiction of civil court and as per Sec. 15 of the said 

Act, the Inams Act having over riding effect against other laws. The petitioners 

supressing true facts knowing schedule land Inam Land only at the instance 

vested Interests filed the present petition. The Apex Courts clearly held that 

patta land holders has got absolute rights even to alienate the same. Viewed 

from any angle the petition is not maintainable either on facts or under Jaw, as 

such the same is liable to be dismissed.

24. It is submitted that in O.S.No: 880/2010 which was filed by this 

respondent seeking for permanent injunction before the Hon'ble V Addibonal 

Senior Civil Judge, Guntur, is pending. In the said suit this respondent filed 

I.A. G83/2010 in O.S. 880/2010 seeking for temporary injunction against the 

respondent therein and the petitioners in the present petition Palle Siva Reddy 

and Annapareddy Anjaneya Reddy are Respondent No: 9 and R4 respectively. 

The Hon’ble court on enquiry granted temporary injunction in favour of 4th

s ;
Act. This respondent further states that this respondent also made an application 

for furnishing the list of properties endowed and under the control of the 

Endowments Department, connected wiiffi S. No: .249/1 and 2-properties and 

other documents through RTI Act. The department authoties having received 

the said application failed to furnish the relevant documents to this respondent
•i. 1',........ • ■ ? • i
and ultimately provided Sec. 43 register copy. The schedule property is illegally 

included in the property register in the year 2009.
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respondent herein wrto is the plaintiff in the said suit In the said order dt. 14- 

03-2012 at Para No: 25 the Hoh'ble Court observed that" if the property belongs 

to Endowments Department, die Deputy Commissioner, has to approach
■ i.

ojurt and get the sale deed cancelled. But he can not cancel the sale deed by 

himself. He is not vested with such power by die Endowments Act, to caned 

the sale deed. So, die cancellation deed dt. 29-03-2011 is not valid and binding 
. on die fxddoner".' •

i • • ■
25. It is submitted that the respondents in the above said LA., preferred 

appeal CMA No: 16/2012 in ni Additiona! District Judge Court, Guntur and the 

orders went in favour oT the appellants / respondents. Subsequently the 4th 

respondent herein preferred CRP 5228/2012 against the orders In CMA 16/12 

before the Hon'ble A.P. High Court. The Hon'ble A.P. High Court on enquiry 

confirmed the lower court orders granting temporary injunction in favour of 

the 4th respondent herein. As such the cancellation deed affected by the
I ■

department authorities is invalid under the law.

i
26. It is submitted that the Endowments Department authorities simply 

. brushing of the said proceedings and said orders on the ground that they are

not parties to the suit which Is not tenable under law. The Hon’ble V Additional 

District Jut^ge, Guntur even passed police protection orders in favour of the 4th
I

F^pondent herein^ in I.A. No: 683/2010 in O.S.No: 880/2010 restraining the 

Illegal Interference with the schedule property by the respondents In the said 

suit I
i

27. It is submitted that in course of protection of his civil rights connected 

with the schedule property, this respondent Initiated criminal proceedings against 

the Department Authorities and also against the petitioners in the present petition 

and some others lfor creating forged and collusive documents and affecting- 

cancellation of sale deed unilaterally and the concerned police registered crime 

No: 124/2012 of Rajupalem P.S., and the same is pending.
i 
I 
i
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Advocate for 4th Respondent

I do hereby declare that the facts stated above are true to the best 

of my knowiedge, belief and information.

1w3V\a^
4th Respondent

31. Such other allegations that are not specifically referred and admitted to 

be true are hereby denied by this respondent and the petitioners are put to 

strict proof of the same.

79. It Is submitted that the present petition is not maintainable for want of 

jurisdiction and also not maintainable either on facts or under law and the
1 '5-! L'' ’■ ,

same is liable to be dismissed with costs.

30. It is submitted that this respondent specifically denies the contents and 

the genuirreness-of the documents relied by the petitioners and the department 

authorities in the present case and they are put to strict proof of the same.

: : 12 : :

28. It is submitted that considering the above legal cases, and boring grudge 

against this respondent, the department authorities and the petitioners being 

enimicai towards this respondent filed the present petition with all false averments.

32. It is therefore prayed that the Hon'ble court may be pleased to dismiss 

the petition with exemplary costs.

4th Respondent
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SdZ- C.V.MALLIKARJUNA VAR 
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

I
I 
i
I

S LrP£RINTBI>fDENT 
Copyist Department 

High Court of Judicature at Hyderabad 
lor the State of Telangana end the 

State el Ar.-.ih'3 ■’radetb

...Respondent(s) 
(Respondents in-do-} 

SRI S. S.N. MOORTHY 
GP FOR ENDOWMENTS 
SRI V.T.M. PRASAD 
GP FOR REVENUE

93-7-2013. for the lease hold rights of land in sJ no 189/1A 
in an extent of Ac 3-17 cents, and in Sy.No:249/2A. in an extent of Ac8-7P cents, pending disposal of WP No. 18335 of 2013 on lhe file of foe H^h^S

The Court, while directing Issue of notice to foe Respondents herein to 
show cause as to'why this petition shduld not be complied with made the 

SS in t^^irr
ORDER J

the i?vate7aiS' «

Hence, there ^hail be interim stay as prayed for. 
_______ I___ _

I 
I
I 

//TRUE COPY//
i

i I

<=« »< A.P..
^e Inspector. Endowments Department. Sattenapalli. Guntur District

Two CCs to the G.P. for Endowments. High Court of A.P. Hyd (0073 
One spare copy. '

i 
i
I 
i
I 
I

, Hti.
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.-A
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH 

I AT HYDERABAD
THURSDAY . THE TWENTY SEVENTH DAY OF JUNE

I TWO THOUSAND AND THIRTEEN ’ 

I :PRESENT:
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE NOUSHAD AU 

i. WPMP.NO:22384 of 2013
IN

' WP.NO:18335 of 2013
Between: |

N.L.N.Murthy. S7o.N.Parfoa Sarathy.
Narayanam.Dh^ftwatari Bharadiraj. S/o.N.L.N.Murthy.

I ■ L_ ...Pefifioners
. (Petiboners In WP 18335 of 2013
I AND on lhe file of High Court)

Government Of^dhra Pradesh. Rep. By its Deputy Cominissioner of 
Endowments, Naaz Center. Guntur, Guntur District 
The fospertor, &dowments Department. Sattenapalli. Guntur DisbicL 
The Executive Officer. Sri Kodanda Rama and Anjany^swamy T^S 
itotanemalipun yillage, Rajupalem Mandal. Guntur OtetricL ’
The Tahasildar. Rajupalem Mandal, Guntur District.

I
Counsel for the Petitioners
Counsel for foe R^ponderits No. 1 & 2 
Counsel for the Respondent No. 3 
Counsel for the Respondent Nc.4

I
Petition under | Section 151 of C.P.C

w



Between :

Petitioner.

And

Respondents

and state as follows :

1. I am the Respondent No. 3 in tlie Writ petition and I am filing this 

counter affidavit on behalf of the Respondent nos. 4 and 5 also. I have read

21 
per available records, the land i.e., Acs. 5.00 in S.No.^

?;[fh

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT FILED ON BElt^F OF THE 
RESPONDENT Nos.3. to 5 •

I, M.Padma Kumari , W/o.Sri. Mathaiah, aged about 55 yrs., Occ: 

Tahsildar, Rajupafem; Mandat, Guntur District, do hereby solemnly affirnied.

having a-y knowledge about registration made by the 2"“* respondent for the

RAJIJPAl FM MANOai? 
o U I H •

Mupalta Bala Krishna-.
S/o. Radhakrishna aged about 23 yrs.,.
R/o.Nemalipuri Village,Rajupalem Mandal,.
Guntur District.

1 .The Commissioner and; Inspector
General of Registration St^ps Dept.,?^,?;;.-. 
Andhra Pradesh , Hyderafead.^d seven others ■

J.N THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATl^E ORANDHRA PRADESH A r 
. ■ 'hyder^

. / ;W.P.No.l7477^0f-,

owned by the ancestors of Narayanam Seshu Babu S/o. Lakshmi

the affidavit of the petitioner and in reply there of I submit as under:

2. In reply to para - 2 of the petitioner’s affidavit, it is submitted that as 

is a patta land

Naiasirnhamurthy. It is further submitted that the 3'** Respondent is not

MANDAL PA^^^^gfVELOPMENT OFFICER 
RAJUPALEM.



i./

• ‘f

present

5.

so far as the

I

I

of

therefore

2 

property i^g., 

'n favour of the

paita' 

Lakshmi 

Vandal and the 

by Narayanam Scshu

P-^en. sui, schedule,, prop^nv • 
H*^perty jp

Bate S/o.Nam^e,„

ViBade Of 

’’®»ng cultivated 

Records.

of the affidavit it‘
n, ®’^’’^*’«ed that as
P-’tooks end hds deeds h

aeeds have also been 

^P Nacs^nec

“>«Paled prcpsny

““-'Weffidevip 1,,^ ■-

Raaponden, Noe. 3. , ,„u .j.

'° dismissed

I CCA-

I f^AJUP

I

J OO in S.No.249>2 b 

P-a-«P«i«„„sse„„.^„,

I 
i 
I 
i 
I

- I
Hl^^' i

I
present L.e „ .

scneduled 
NemaiipJri ViHagp - 

‘^’P'anenijhio. ilO3z2o,o. 

^^’■^Plytopara-

classifi,
land belongii 

Narasimha i

3.
the affidavit, it i, 

'cation of the

-^Sing to Narayanam

— Murthy of Nem,

-i'iachedniedpmps^,, 

®»*-“Par«heem.,esPecmdedin 

"■ ‘"-'P'JJ'a.Pa^gmphsd

^sds.
■"“PO in &vi,ur of M

r dany the y. ■ Ppppp"'suit
snbmitted that n "''PP'^Pnls made i, •

I petition is
«spondents.3, 4 & .5- 
f. I concerned,

the circumstances -t • 
-P-PPPPd .'dismiss Ho„.hie c„u„

—ate 4med. RPs.omie„, .p',

PPOi'Pd. day Of 1^.2010 Gann.,™.,.
a'RajuiapalemlKanl,

records, tlfo
i



VERIFICATION STATEMENT

verified on this the day of Dec’2010 at Rajulapalem Mandal Guntur

District.

Govt. Pleader for Revenue (G) (A&R)

..................... .

I, M.'Padma Kumari , W/o.Sri Mathaiab, aged about 55 yrs., Occ; Tabsildar, 

Rajupalem Mandal, Guntur District , do hereby state the contents of 

paragraphs (1 to 6 ) are true to the best of my knowledge and belief, Hence,

RAJUPALEM MANDAl? 
Guntur Oist.



•A.

Sir,

I 
I

I

I
I

To > I
Tlie Revenue Divisional Officer, 
Guntur.

From:
SmtCh-Vijaya Jyothi Kum^^

Tahsildar, 
Rajupalem Mandal.

Ref:- i) Collector, Gunti:^Rc.No.l04tZ2&15-E4, Dt.12.03.2015.
' 2) AsstConunission^, Endowments DetMotment, Guntur 

(Lrin Rc.No.A3/9480/2012, .Dt25.09.2014.
3) Other Concemed^-apeis.

'
1 invite Kind attrition to Jthe references cited ab'ove and submit that, I have 

enquired into the matter personally and ^jber records available
I ■■ ■

It is submitted that land situate in Sy.No.249/2 measuring an extent of 
Ac.19.44 cents of Nem^ipuii vill^e is Iti^m Land as per RSR. <

It is subnutted that, accordi^ to the Andhra Inam abolition and-conversion into 
Rytwari act came into force in the year 1956. the Inam Tahsildar had enquired into the lands 
situated in Sy.No.249/2 granted Form Vill i.e.Ryothywary pattas to the respective ancestors 
of Narayaam Seshu Babu who were in po^sessioii of the property vide RcNo.507/1 and
tins same was noticed in the copy’of villa^ settlement register.

I '• jT- . •
According to Village Settlement Register of Nemalipuri Village of Rajupalem 

Mandal clearly shows that the Tahsildar had converted the Inam property into Ryotwari and 
accordingly relevant entries were made iri the relevant registers.. Thus it is crystal clear that 
during the year 1960| itself Ryotwari p^tta was granted in the name of the ancestors of 
Narayanain Seshu Babu. In fact, the manual R.S.R. too discloses that Narayariam 
Pardhasaradhi was holding patta-over the property and other properties.

I , ’

It is further submitted that ip the year 1984, the Tahsildar, Rajupalem Mandal 
issued joint patta in (favor of Narayanafn Pardha Saradhi and his sister Tarimesa Rajya 
Lakshmi in D.NO.898/84-E DL18.08.1984;

! ■ ’■?. • ■

Later in the year 1988 the FM^ pertaining to the land an extent of Ac. 19.74 cents, 
situated in Sy.No.249/2A of Nemalipurr^ade subdivision as. Sy.No.249/2A to an extent of 
Ac.8.72 cents which is belongs to Tarimesa Rajya Lakshmi and an extent of Ac. 10.72 cents, in 
Sy.No.249/2B belongs to Narayanam Pardha Saradhi, the same was inserted by the Mandal 
Surveyor as per 8A/5/1397F. Dt.04.01.19^8.

iIn the year 1991 the ancestors of Narayanain Seshu Babu along with Tarimisa 
Rajyalakshmi who is the sister of Pardhasaradhi jointly mortgaged the property Andhra BanI 
Rajupalem. The mortgage was duly registered before Piduguralla Sub Registry as Doc. No: 
1362/1997.There after the said mortgage Was redeemed and a release Document was executed 
to lliul effect ill Doc. No; 19/2003 before Hic Sub Registrar, Piduguralla.

Earlier in the year 2003 wlien the SC, ST & BC people have been made 
application to the District Collector for grant of allotment &f agricultural lands. As per the 
instnictions of the District Collector, the R.DO, Guntur enquired into the matter and submitted 

■ hi.s report vide Rc.No.2.56.5/2003-G1, fit. 11 .n.S.7.003 of the Collector. Guntur, and the 
T.ahsildar, RajupalennI submitted his report vide Rc.No.41/2003.A. Dt.2S.07.2003 stating that 
an extent of Ac. 19144 Cents in S.No: 249/2 is in favour of Tarimasa Rajyalakshmi and 
Narayanam Pardhasaradhi but not belongs-.tc the Endowments Department.I

I
I
i
i

I
I

I

I • t •- 
j Rc.No.404/2bl5-A. Dt.Q2.Q2.2Q16L
I •” ■

Sub:- La^-Endowment I^ds-Guntur District,- 
Rajupalem Mandal-Nemalipuri village-Sy3M0.249^B 
and extent of Ac.S.od cents-Requ^ of i^e of No 
Objection Certificate|Report Submitted-Reg.



T

Encloses as above.

Guntur.

igals, 1-B register, No.4, FMB etc., disclosed, that 
to ancestors of Narayanam Seshu Babu and his

nie revenue records, namely Ada 
the schedule property is Patta Land beldn| 
ancestors tie the absolute owners of properi

I'The land an extent of Ac.5.00 j^fents situated in Sy.No.249/2B of Nemalipuri is a 
patta land owned by the ancestors of >faiayanam Seshu Babu S/o Lakshmi Narasiraha 
Murthy, and at present Narayanam Seshu Babu is. in his peaceful possession and cultivating 
the same, Pattadar Pass Books and title deed also issued in favor of Narayanam Seshu Babu.

a Krishna S/o Radha Krishna purchased the land 
Fo.l 103/10 of SRO., Piduguralla, now it is in his

Yours faithfully,

/TAHTSisaftoAli 
RAjiR^pafeen Mas^iinbAL.. 
’-'^’-’SMTUR DISTRICT. ’

Copy submitted to the Collector, Guntur for favor of information.
Copy to the Asst.Commissioner of Endo^ents, near Naaz Centre,

In the year 2010, Muppalla
from N^yanam Seshu .Babu vide D0c.g40.11uj/1u 01 iSKU., Mduguralla, now it is in his 

y peace&l possession and ciiltivatihg the sawe. •
/

O VT persons trespassing into the. land of Muppnlln Bala Krishna situated in
ei^t of Ac.s.00 cents, and hence said Bala Krishna approached the 

Hon «e Geurt-of AR, and-filed^a .QRp. No^S^^g^^-restraining the trespassers,
acconhn^y the Hon’ble court issued p^anent injunction in favor Bala Krishna, and also 
issue Police Aid in^cted the Supdt.i^ Police, Guntur Rural to hand over the land to 
Muppalla Bala Krishna. V

'■ ■ ■■ ■

. Later Mupp^a Bala Krishna fil|d a suit vide OS No.12/2012 seeking declaration of 
title as It IS a patta land and. The AssLC&mmissioner and EO., filed a OA No. 12/11 before 
Endowment Tribunal as Muppalla Bala Kfishna is an encroacher is pending. i ■

' .'4 ' ■
 „ “ further ^bmitted that (1) I^gisetty Satyanarayana s/o not known. Executive

Officer, Devarampadu group of tempIes-(2) G.Subba Reddy S/o Venkata Reddy. Deputy 
Co^issioncr. Endowments DcpartmcnCGuntur and (3) Punyola Subba Reddy S/o Venkata

51 yrs. Manager of Devarampadu group of temples, Devarampadu village of 
I created forged and collusive documents pertaining to the land situated in
1 winch affecting cancellatioh of sale .deed unilaterally, in this connection a case
I Gr.No. 124/12 of Rajupalem Police Station is regi.stered.

■ ■i*

. a .^^**^*’predecessors enquired into the matter, they all declared that the land 
situated in Sy.No.249/2B of Nemalipuri village is patta land and an extent of Ac. 19.44 cents is 
under the peaceful eigbyment of pattadars Title Holder

I 4, I c^cumstances. the land situated in Sy.No.249/2B is a
I patta land wWi is ancestors of Narayanam Seshu Babu. but not belongs to the Endowment.s 
1 Department.This is submitted for Kind Pe^iial.
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i

Sri R Ratnam, 
Mandal Revenue OJQBcer. 
Rajupaleni.

I 
i
I
I

. . The CoHector, 
GtiiiCar 

(Through The Revenue Diviaioiail.QfiBecT; ^tur>

also

a I 
t-

■' f

fe
/io.

couA-SSS-xr, 
-PuinTun

Msnds* Revonuo OfEccr, 
RAfupaiozQ

y,

^“5*' J Mantlal - bovanunpadu Villago - Axmlxcation JSled bv Sri
Meda Sambaiah, S/o. Venkaiah and SS odtere of Devanmpadn village - Requegtuw

' Agricullural putpoie in S.No. 24^2 aafni^ 19^44^^
reS’eS miKoT awami vini Dcvwtenani ^S>ovarampadu

I ■; ■• ‘ ■ ■ • ■

1) Repreaonfation oi Sri Meda Sainbaiah, a/o. Venkaiah and 55 othora of 
Devarampadu village dt. Nil.

2) L.Dto. 1180/2003/01. dL 22-4.2003 of lhe Collector, Gimnir.
i . -oOo-

Sji Med.

«herefore request 
liirther request that the potitione, suiay be informed accordingfy^ oe complied with and I

I submit herewith the c.xtract of Jl.S.R. and Adangal to your kind perusal. 

I 
r 
i 
' . -. - 
i

Copy submitted to the Rev. Divl. Officer. Guntur for favour of Information 
I ■ 

I 

I 

I 
I 
I . 

I 

■ • --.I . 

I
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0 Snction 
COLLECTOnATt 

CUrKui-l

In view, of the above, I request you to submit your report .on the 
abpve.inunediately.

Yours faithfully, 
Sd/r XX XX xk

For Collector; Guntur.

Copy to the Mandai Revenue Officer. Rajupaiem for information .

-. ... .7^1 ® ■ 
^py of Rc.No.2565/2003-Gl, dt.11-08-2003 of the Collector db PiitMagistrate 
Guntr addressed to the Revenue Divisioivd Officer, Guntur..

' . .000
■ ’ ■ ; •

Sub:-LASW - Rajupaiem (M) Devarampadu (v) - S JS1O.250-5A 
extent Acs.2-92 cents, S.No.252-2, extent Ac.9-5a cents and 
S.No.249-2 extent Ac. 19,44 .cents for assignment of 
agriculture lahd belongs to Kodandarama Swmny vari . 
Deyastfianam, Devarampadu village - Reg. =

R^:-l^o.Maddi^taN£Eihalaks^amma and 142 bfoers, Thota 
Saidaiahs/oJ^ishriaMurfoy andlS SCs, $TsandB.Cs. and 
Meela Sambaiah s/o.Veakaiali and 55 others of \ 
Devarampadu village, Rajupaiem Mandal.i

2) This officew L.Dis.l 180/2003-Gl, dtZ12-04-03.
3) Letter .No.41/2003-A,dt.28-07-03 of foe Mandala Revenue 

Officer, Rajupaiem.

SS^A >1 3 DEC 7010

I invite attention to foe refs, cited, wherein foe i Mandai Revenue 
Officer, Rajupaiem in foe ref. 3"* cited, reported that he has exmined foe viUage 
records of Nemalipufi village, it as noticed that changes were effected on 2-10-84 • 
as per Tahsildar, Krosur D.Dis.898/84(,E), dt. 18-8-84 in S.No.24'9-2i extent 
Ac.19-44 cents in favour of Thirimisa Rajualaksimi btinof belongs to 
Endowments Department. The copy of the reference 3'** citedTTe^osed. 

---------------

..
" I, ■ .-f-.'

fc' .<
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i //NEAT COPY//
' ■ ’■ ■■’■

IN THE CO'URT OF THE.VI ADDL. DISTRICT. JUDGE ; .GUNTUR. . ,

j O.S.NO. 12/2012 .

Between:

Muppalla Balakrishna : .. Plaintiff v<

1. Narayanan Seshu Babu

. 2.. Narayaria Lakshmi Narasimha Murty
.■ ■'. /7"; ■'. ■ I ■; • • ..;..

■ ;3. Narayan^ DhanVanthari Bhardwaj
:; .^... •■. ..r -• . . \ ■■■ '■

" .. 4,..Thafrmi.s4.Rajyalakshmi

5.. Sri Kodahdafamasy^amy DeYalaya Abliivfidhi Sangam, 
Kota Nema.lipUfiI Rajapalem Mahdal. Guntur District»j 
Rep by itiPresident;. Basii Liriga Reddy.-•■■ . • ;?V;
Ppstal..a.ddF&ss::Maheswari biari' Office.near Sujatha \ 
Hospital S^Uniapalli Gtihtur Dist.

■ ■ ■ .■■'■. ■■■■■ ■'

.. 6, Sri Kodandararoaswamy Devalaya Abhivridhi Sangam, 
; 'kdta NepiaHpuri. Rajapalem Mandal. Guhtur Pistrict -

Rep by its -Vice President. Dodda Chenna iReddy

1. Sri Kodandararnaswamy Devalaya Abhivridhi.Sangam, . 
Kota Nemallpuri. Rajapalem.Mandal. Guntur District 
Rep by its Secretary Annapareddy AhJaneyareddy..

■ T . ' ' . . ' ' '• ■ ■■■•

8. Sri Kodandaramaswamy. Devalaya Abhivridhi Sangam, 
Kota Nernalipuri. Rajapalem Mandal. Guri.tpr District ■ 
Rep by its Jdintj Secretary Devireddi Pedireddy;

9. Sri Kodandaramaswamy Devalaya Abhivridhi Sangam, 
Kota Nerhalipuri. Rajapalem Mandal. Guntur District. 
Rep by its Treasurer Vallela Sivasankar Reddy..

lO.Sri Kodandaran^aswamy Devalaya Abhivridhi Sangam, 
Kota Nemalipuri. Rajapalem Mandal. Guntur District 
Rep by its Mernber Dodda Raghurama Reddy 
Postal addr.ess-Resident of HP Gas Agenqy(Dealer) 
Railway Station.Road. Near Angel talkies;Narasaraopet; . 
Guntur District.

11 Sri Kodandaram,aswamy,.Yalaya Abhivridhi Sangam, 
Kpta. Nemalipuri. Rajapplem Mand^^

. . Rep by its Member Ahhapareddy Balireddy..

12 .Sri Kodandaramaswamy Devalaya Abhivridhi Sangam, 
Kota Nemalipuri. Rajapalem Mandal. Guntur. District 

Rep by its. Member Palje Sivareddy.

13. Sri Kodandararriaswamy Devalaya*Abhivridhi Sangam, 
Kota Nemalipuri, Rajapalem.Mandal. Guntur. District 
Rep by its Meniber DeVireddy Srinivasareddy

• ■ cc.Mfto.rBMMyeY ■
I. ■-........

I 
i
I

I
. I

p
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28./;The5u.b Registrar. Piduguralla, Guntur District.

PLAINT FILED ON BEHALF OF THE Pi-AINTIFF UNDER SECTION 26 C/P.C.
■■■

t. DESCRIPTION OF THE PLAINTIFF r

; The Plaintiff is Muppalla Balakri?hna yp l^adbakHshha; aged abdut

; ■<; year^^^ipi^fdf^Nernalapuri V Rajupalern Manual; Ggrituf'District;'-7

the Plaintiff for purpose of.service is as stated above;
..7777777 ?.■; 7. '<77, . 7.r,j,,.7;7 7.:',

7757
• ?■•■ ■'7.75-7'

B^7-7''75 :'■■■'Qg&/.'77

14. Sri Kddandaramaswamy Devalaya Abhivridhi Sangam, 
, Kpta.Nemalipuri. Rajapal.em Mandal. Guntur District

7?''.

. K^P by itsMPriiber Duggam Reddy Satyanarayana Reddy..

15? Sri l<bdand.aramaswamy Devalaya Abhivridhi Sangam, 
Kpta Nem.alipuri. Rajapalem Mandal. Guntur District

. :Bep;;^X its AApmber Basu Ramanjaneya Reddy.

16. Kandi Konda, Reddy s/o Guruyareddy .
7^: 7 <;.7 ;7.. -;t^^tP.HemalapdrL .

; y \ z '^7. Katragedda Subbarao s/d An^thaiah, ■ 'V.;;"'-
r/6 Nemalapuri Vill.. Rajapalem Mandal.. Guhtur District 7

■''7777>fe;67M^i?i1;jfeireP^Ram^a '
I .77.7;777 : '7t:Zo:l^a.N^aiapuri yilL Rajapalem MandaL Guntur District '
■ ■•.■.57-.-:777 ■■■;7':--'-77777<777>.>■■■.;., 7:7 7 7-7-7-.5.- ' • ' ■.■.■•■■.... ' ..

“ ■ ■ •19.the'Comrhissioner, Endov^mentspept. .
! ‘ 7:77; 7.7 ■.c Rbad,-Boggula Gunta; Hyderabad y;;, 7

.'7'; .7 7 M.^Depu^7.„*s,oner. _„UOep.

. .Kothapeta, Guntur Town. Guntur District

“ . 21 •'■Th.fe.Assistant Commissioner, Endowjnents Dept.
7:77777;7777777;l^^^^et^.:QuntyrTpwn;G  ̂ ••/•y ;7..

" , 22.-The Executive Officer, Sri Kodandarama and
77.7V^janeyaswamyTempliV^ NemalapuriVilL- 

■;;!'.'ftajdp^i0hii;^A^d4i. Guntur District.
777-777''V -iK.' ■.'■ ■■ • 7'. . 5..7 ■ ■

7237The District Collector. Guntur . Guntur District 
X ■ . ■ •■ ■

.. 24.., The.'Reyenue. Divisional Officer, Guntur, Guntur District

. .25;'The::Tahsijdar, Gunturfown. Guntur District
' ..> ■■■ ' 7 ' ’ ■ ■

. 26; The Commissioner and Inspector General of Stamps a
. . / .Registfatio.n.House No.T-7-10,N.B.K.Estate,Golconda Cross Rds 

. 7 .Musheerabad. Hyderabad. A.P.

TJ.. The'District Registrar, Narasaraopeta. Guntur District
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2 
Pardhasarathy, r/o 
Woking as- Works 
Carhpus. Nagarapalc 

•; ■ !

Lakshrninarasimharriurty, .aged . 50 years,. 

Pajapalem Mandal. Guntur Dlstrk^
■■ ' , ....

. 4. The defendant ■N.o< 4 is Tharrmisa . Rajyalakshrni. w/o f R^^
aged 60 years r/o Kota.Nernalapufi viUatje/ kajupatem Mandal?GuhtOr

■•.■■■■ r-. - -

5. ; The defendant No, 5 is Sri KodandararnasWamy Deyaiaya Abhiyridhi .

. Sarigam, Kota Nemaiipuri.-.Rajap.alem AAahdal. Guntur,District, rep.-by its 
President. Basu Linga Reddy. Dibbci Ramireddy, aged 46 'years,Postal< 
addressiMaheswari Diaiy Office.near Sujatha 
Hospital. Satfen0palli GUntur Dist.

■ I ■ . . ■

6. The defendant No.6 is Sri Kodandaramaswamy Devalaya Abhivridhi. 
Sangam, Kota Nemalip.uri. Rajapatem Mandal. Guntur; District, rep by its. Vice 
President. Dodda Chenna Reddy, son of Ramakotireddy. Aged 50 years.

I
7. The defendant No. 7 is.Sri Kodandaramaswamy Deyalaya Abhivridhi 

. . Sangam, Kpta Nema.lipuri. Rajapalem. 6Aandal. .Guntur.:.pistricty.T
Secretary Arinapareddy.Anjaneyareddy.s/o Pedaramireddy . 3g0d 60 years,; ..

. ■ I ■ "" ■ ■ ' '

8. the defenda.rit No, 8 .is Sri Kcdaridaramaswanly. pevalay^, Abhivridhi. 
Sangam, Kota Nemalipuri. Rajapatern.Mandal. Guntur District, rep by its Joint 
Secretary Devireddi P.edireddy.s/6 Ppdakonda Reddy,aged 60years.

9. The defendant No. . 9 is Sri Kodandaramaswamy DEvalaya Abhivridhi 
Sangam, Kota Nemalipuri. Rajapalem Mandal. Guntur District/ rep by its 
Treasurer Vallela.SivasankarReddy.s/oSubbareddy.aged 45 years./

j cawsT
I
I 
i

2. DESCRIPTION OF THE. DEFENDANTS :

1. The first defendant js Narayana Seshu Babu S/o. Lakshminarasimha. 
Murty, aged 26 yeafs, r/d Jonrialagedda Viullage, Narasaraop^ta^;Mandat.. 

Guntur District.

. The defendant No. 2 is Narayana Lakshmi Narasimha .Murty s/o 
near-Arikarnma temple. Old Guntur. ; Guntur District. .

nspector. P.anchayat Raj, Parichaya.traj. Qfficd.iP'^O^^^ .

.^m, Guntur; ,

3; The. de.f.e'nda,n.t No, 3 is. . Narayanem Dhanmathari . Bljardwaj ?/o 

r/o Kota Nenialapurf yillage.



COPYIST

■ ■

(4). .

is ^ri^Kodandaramaswamy Devalaya Abhivridhi
.;Rajapalem. Mandal. Guritur District, rep by its

< ?rahmareddy, agdrf .65 years-Postal
add^siResident of HP Gas Ag^ncy(peal^r)Railway<Stati6n Road; Nea/Angdl ■'

, ‘ll-T^'^tendanl No. 11 Is
Sansam,-,l^a Nemaltpurt. Rajapaleoj;MandaL.Guritur..blstftct/^ ,

. A^mberAuiaparoddy Babreddy.a/o PapTCddy, aged 37 years.

, - ■*2 •.The'defendantilo.. 12 is Sn;^pdand^famaswamy,bevaiaya Abh^

; ; Guritur District, rep by its ,
Siyjareddy s/o Lakshmireddy' 60 years. ■

■ ■ ". .;j ■;■■ ■■ •' •■■ ■?■■■ ■ ' ■ ■ ■■.■..■■ . • ■■ .

. ■ ' ' ■ - * . •.

Sri i^odandaramaswamy Devalaya Abhivridhi 
Sangam^jKota rNemalipuri. Rajapalem^ Mandal. Guntur District, rep by its 
A5ember.bevireddy Srinivasareddy s/o Saidareddy,aged 37 years.

^7*; defendant. No, 14 is Sri Kodandaramas.vyamy Devalaya Abhivridhi 
;- Sangani|;' i^ta Nemalipuri. Rajapalem ;Mandal. Guntur• District , rep by its' 

' . Meipber-buggani- Reddy Satyanarayana Reddy.s/o Nagireddy,aged 63 years..

‘^^^^•^dant No; 15 is. Sri Kodandaramasv/amy DEvalaya Abhivridhi 

t)istrict, rep by its
■ </^'?^f^sd;Ra!^arijane^ Reddy.s/0 5ivareddy.aged years.

No. 16 is .Kandi Kpnda Reddy s/o Guruvareddyiaged 45 
Rajapalem MandaLGiintuH biSt.

.' .... •.■’■■ ■;>■• 

.. ■ 17;The defendant No 17 is Katr<^e^da Subbaiio^s/bj^n^thiah aged
7^=- ,ye^s r/o Klemalapuri Vill. Rajapalem M^cat. Guntur Diktriqt j -

\ ® Ciesireddy Ramanareddy s/o.Subbareddy,
;^ged 3byd?^s.r/o Kpta Nemalapuri vilL^Rajapalem Mandal. Gunturbistrict.

'••.■■ •• -t’

•' •• •
I. ■’?•. yhe'defehdant No 1.9 is the .Commissioner,-Endowments Dept...Tilak 

Road, Bpggula Guhta, Hyderabad.

CCMADEREASV^V
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I

I

: y 2Q ■ The^defendant ;Nq 20 is-Tbe ;!^puty e6mrnis«orter,7^d^rnenU^  ̂

Dept, Kothapeta. Guritur Town.'Guntur District '

21; . .the defendant No’21 is the Assistant Commiiisioner, .:jfendpwiti&n^^^ 

Dept.,Kpthapeta.-Guntur town; Guntur District 

\ ■ ■ .-'"i ?' 7- . ...
‘ '22; the defendant'No; 22 is The Executive Officer, Sri KPdandarama. and 

. Anjaneyaswamy Temple. Kota Nemalapuri VilLRajapaleiri Mand.aL Guntur 

District. . |
' I . ■ .

defendant No 23 is The District Collector. Gutitur. . Guntur 
I
I . ■ . . •

24.: The defendant No 24 is The Revenue . pivisi<^al;Officqri-Guntur, '
... -. Guntur District 1; .■

' /'■■•■■"■■.yy'-y’ ■ .■■■■■'' ;■ ■■ 7':7^  ̂ .

• • • I '. • ■

' 25. .ithe. def|endant No 25 :is The Tahsildar, .Rajufjalem MahdaL 
District I . .- ■■■ ? '■ ■

? 7-. i'.-.7^ ■' 77.7 '. y.7/.. 77 y7<:....77.. y ■
.. 26. The, ComFhjssioner and Inspectp.f General .pf Stamps RdgiStfatiop,;, .: 

. Andhra Prad^h;.Hydei^bad. ' . . .7-' ,7 7 7^: .
.7 1.7’ ■' . .7:?'

7 27. The D.istnctiRegistrar,- Rrakashnagar, NarasarappPta. Guntur District .. 
.• ■ ' .;■• .77.-’y.'y'-y- . ■■.•■7.- ■....y.vy,^,-;...;’; . .

••• ■ ■■.■ ■ .--Z'.zz.-..; z;.;;7.;7 ■■'•7'.
28. the Sub| Registrar. Piduguralla, Guntur District. \

yy^.-' I77 7'-;-■■■■ yy'-^- ' y y..;;:: ? 7;

3. BRIEF FACfe OF THE CASE. ■
• • ' • I ■ • \ • . . . .•

■ I .■ ■ ■ ■ "z-■■ 7y...- .

This Plaintiff humbly submits that the plaint schedule prpperty which is 

annexed hereto is jthe absolute property of this .plaintiff which was purchased 

by him under registered sale deed dated 2.3.2010 from the first defendant by 

paying due sale consideration of Rs 3,60,0007- which was duly received, by the 

first defendant. Soon after the purchase the plaintiff was put to possession in
I • '. . 7.. . ' ■

the plaint schedule property. The sale deed was duly executed by the. vendor
...6.. ’.

I C C MADE READY 0Y
7 .■ . .z.

.1' z' .■■■yzz:. .7 ... .'
I . >..
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Vvhich i^ registered ^as: document. No,. 1103/2010 before the 

.■;office^6f.Sub Registrar. Piduguralla..mutated; ■ ' 

in the name of the plaintiff in the relevant records.

Tl^lPialnt schedule property^ and the abetting properties are the-

;; .;y^a^^i^l;>f;6pert^ defendant by nafherNai^yanam Seshubabu, . .
V '<■"•' ' ' ■ '•• •■:■■• • ■ ■ ;

;; ;<r.0rigin9Uy> the p^int schedule property and the abetting properties belonged- ;

. tolone .Narayaria.m Rardhasarathy v/ho is the ancestors of the first defendant 

and who: is the great grand father of the first defendant. The said Narayanam 

.property as per the partition gift dated- .

I ;n?* defendant has got the .p^laint schedule property'to his^ 
;;-^^re^^^Jrli&G^he revenue department i,e; 23, 24, and 25‘'’ defendants issued 

■;-ip^^^^r;^^ssl^<?^.and'the title deed/in favour of Narayanam Rardhasarathy,.

issued pattadar passbooks.and title deeds

? in th0 n^me of .t^^^^^ defendant. In fact, the first defendant also paid the

rds^nue. authorities till the purchase of the plairit;schedule property 

3.;^;by;thi/RaiTiti;ff,\;v^
■ ■■ ' ''''i ■/;■"■■■

;??• ^^^iPalipurrviliagd of^Rajupalem .MahdaL

;,;Gutttr?i^i^ridt;-w^ ’’^s’ding at Kahnavari Thota, Guntur? ..The

:?0efendanfe are of Kota Nernalipuri village vyhich is. hamlet

?Yil^g^;^;;i^ubudapuram. The 2^“^ defendant is father of first defendant, 3"* \ ' 

.■ defendant is yp^ of first defendant and S'” defendant is paternaL

.t<5' 2"'?- dpfenda^^^ The first defendant is working as Archaka in 

Kodahdar'aiTia; temple at'Kota Nemalapuri village and the defendants 5 to 18.

■;who;af^lresiden1^ Nernalipuri village demanded the first defendant to 
■ ■■' ■■■■.' ■■' ■< 

;.'spH;,the; property;.a Hotted to him inclusive of the plaint schedule property in ' 

tdwdst jprice ;.than . the market value which was duly refused by 

the first defendant. It is only as this plaintiff offered the market value to the

CG-MAQ^^fiADV-.^V ■ [ ..7.. .
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first defendant with! regard to the plaint schedule property, ..

had accepted and accordingly, executed, the registered sal^ deed in . fa^^^
? ■■■ ■ ■ .■■'

■ . the plaintiff vyith .regard to the plaint schedule property^' \

theSddfehda(^^;^5 ;tO .18 arb;hp way concerned: wntlV.^e-i^^ 

property ;and^h^Yi0^iore::ghudge-agaihitl^iefii?td^

the. plaintiff; are making attempts by causing disturbances net :dniy|^^^^ 

Plain.tiff. but;also.tb the first .defendant with an evil mind.' ;NOvy. the .defendants 

5 tp 18 and their followers, .having colluded togetheKbei^n .to bi^km^C^ 

plaintiff and the;.first defendant with-ulterior^ motives as■the^ values ..of ,the 

property is skyrocketing. In fact even now the defendants 5.to 18 haye been 

threatening this plaintiff that either ths defendants 5 to 18 or their followers
I -. .. ■? . .■...... .

will grab their plaint, schedule property and thus trying to cause los<to the 
'.I

plaintiff. The said acts of the defendants 5 to 18 are illegal and unlawful. The 

defendants 5 to 18 have no right, title whatsoever in the plaint schedule 

property and their illegal acts are to be curbed. The -.S*” defendant is a 

politician and on the previous occasion contested as M L"A Tor .PedakUrapadu / 

assembly constituency. Their followers and henchmen are anti, social elernenfs 

and.highly  .-influential.haying muscle arid mpri.ey power. In fact, the deferidants. ; . ... 
.

. 5 to 18 have also'been proclairiiing that, they have got.righ.tsypyer'the plginj 

.schedule property efrid trying to'interfere yriUi .thej.jseatdfyl/ppsseasi^^abdv^^^^^ 

enjpyrnentofthe;’plaint schedule propertj^ \

; While.:.:s.o,:;t^ and 22 who have-been representing

. the .EndowmbntsrPepart^ have been making/ihedtid^^orf^. W;

plaint schedule property as if it belonged to the!Endowments Pept and::have: V; 

been makirig. iail their efforts to create title , ovei the plaint schedule propel 

and also making attempts to take possession of the plaint schedule-property by 
i 

fabricating and concocting number of fictitious documents;.
I C.-CMADE R£AQY

. i
I 
I 
I 
i 
i 

I
—I-
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' Qp^
Jhis.ptaiQ£iff further submits that the defendants 23,24,25 who'are the 

:fey^nde authofft^^ having categoricatt/?stated before the Hon'ble High. Court 

P^^5h, in W. p;No. 1447772010 that the. plaint schedule property. . 
..•• •'. '?j- •• ’A‘ ‘ \ • ' ■ . •

d<^.'ri0t b^lpng-to ■ Endpwnrients department and the plaint schedule property

®® the^request of the plaintiff in providing 
p^l^a^ Pas^oo^ ^nd title passbooks in favour of the Plaintiff. , In fact the 

A d^^ants<23,24,25 have also stated that the plaint schedule p^perty and the^

Of-Narayaharn Seshubabu vyhd isr 
"7:;' ;v ,ho>9t6fiir.thari'ti^ .fi^

' 77 ;;V .\.- ./7:7.<■ ....... ' ? i

7 ,. While . things stood : thus,, a the., instance of .defendants 5 to 18 the 

;^M^ndaht;Nqy .2/:uni^^ the- registered sale deed obtaining .by<..

■ tro.n - its« vsfdqr as; mentioned supra. . The said acts . vvere

Plaintiff.in.a Writ petition before the Hon’ble High Court of 
7'^?^^'':2:,^^^sh7in;w,P.Nb.14814Z2011 .and the Hon’ble.High Court ordered

.<>-Z-. ... ■ ■. '. . ^"'7' ? '■■.•

■7st^tu?:dup .with regard to the;petitioner/s .land..i.e. the. land of the plaintiff and: " 

. theV rhatt^ In fact the defendant No. 27 cannot cancel the

. registered >al^ this plaintiff with regard to the. plaint
\'7:/7''(.777-c.;■ . ■ ■ ■■ ■
...schedule property, unilaterally even without giving any notice to the plaintiff.

;■ > .. ■ ■ ■ '..W. ■■■•.■.■

; if dmdunts.to illegal capricious and unlawful.
7 ■ ■ ■> ■ / ■■■■■ ■■■ . .

7;77At the/interv^ of the defendants 5 to 18 the. local police have also 

n-jade attennpts tp forcibly evict the plaintiff from the plaint schedule property. 

;as^against- ;whiel| the. plaintiff approached- the Hon’ble High Court of Andhra^ 

l.-^nd soughb.for appropriate direction by fidng writ ...

dPclaring-:the actions of the police are illegal, arbitrary etc. The 

Hon'ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh directed the police not to interfere with 

the;;ppSsessidn df the plaintiff over the'plaint schedule property in survey No. . 

?2^9/2.:B ef"Nemelipura village^ Rajupalem Mandai.-Guntur District and the said? 

.' Writ' petition is. still pending.

71 ■ 
.■< 

i
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This plaintiff further submits that on the threats made by the:.defendants 

5 to 18, the: plaintifi; was also constrained to file a suit against the defendants .5 

to 18 and others for permanent injunction restraining them from in any way 

interfering with his peaceful possession and enjoyment of the plaint schedule 

property by the plaintiff, In fact an. Interlocutory application .i.A.Np,863/2010 
'■ . 'T' • •• { . i' - . . ■

was also fil.ed in the above suit praying for temporary injunction which was duly, 

allowed..- j

This;:plaintiff i. further submits, th^t the defendants.:!?, to 22 w^ .a^^^^ 

representing: the Endbwi^ents Departrpent have blso filed; an eviction.,petitfoh- : 

before the;H6n?ble Endown!ents:Tribunet in d,A;12/20ll; rThis plaihtiff-;is. .> 

agitating the same by filing, hiscouriter ^d the matter is coming for ehquj^i jt;..; 

is also a/facfc/that podda Chinnap^dy:■'j^d ^^nnSpureddy:AnjaneS^reddy a^^^ 

fited':a suit:;es^inst,1fhis dplaihtiff and his veWdof Narayai^.Seshubabd\n; 

935/2010 ofr the file of the IV Addl Senior :Civil: Judge. Guntur for permOTent 

injunction and .other reliefs and in the said suit no interim orders were passed 

and the suit .is pending.i
This plaintiff I further submits that after obtaining .the registered sale 

deed as mentioned Jsupra from the first defendant, the plaintiff learnt that

I
some mistakes were,made in the said registered sale deed and immediately on 

approaching, the first defendant attempted to get. the mistakes corfdcted, by 

obtaining a rectification deed. But as the matter is pending before, the bigh 

Court of Andhra Pradesh with regard to the cancellation of the original sale 

deed, it could not be. made, at this juncture the plaintiff is submitting, the 

schedule of the original, sale deed and the plaintiff may. be permitted;to^am^d . :. 

the. schedule;soon after obtaining the.Rectification to that effect.: In. MbtStfe/^ ' 

plaintiff alsp<g6t issued a.legal notice.undfer Sec 80. G P C to elLthe defefid^U .;

■ ; i-- ■ . \.-10...-. ■ ' '

■■ *■ • cfe jflACE/OfesV ■■
I ; ..

■ ! '-copyjst^'
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humbly submit that the unilateral action of 20^*’ 

respbn.cient/clefendaht executing- cancellation deed mentioned supra in favour 

?j.22'?!^i^pdhderit/defendant is illegal, capricious, and arbitrary. This plaintiff 

. sUlE>rtiV;Kthat;>the 20^*^ respondent/defendant. cainnpt execute such a 

'■ csdegllation deed in favour of 22"° respondent/defendant and in view of the 

• Existence of the cancellation.deed mentioned supra the plaintiff’s title deed 

. y •ibfearih^-doc. 1^6; 1103/2010 dt. 2.3.2010 is being effected. H^nce the relief of

d^fgndeint, cdhsequently for restoration of plaintiff’s registered sale deed

, , cancellation of cancellation deed-executed by 20'”

. ^^EREAoyay ; y
Y

Vog
yyy/y

on tiling upon them not td-institute frivolous litigation against the

v plSintii^Urid atsd -to issue pattadar. pa^ooks and title passbooks in favour of

. -i"’ '■ •« . 'f. ■•.”•.■•••■ t- •' ■ . ■

submits that admittedly the plaint schedule

• property'is a private patta land as admitted by the revenue autliorities and 
...v-y-y-- - ’S- ■- '. ■- ■—-

■ Th ajd^iKt^ty-the/Endowments Depart^^ that the plaintiff, is in
. y y--/y?--'Ty^y -. ■'- ■?. ■■ ■■ , - .■ y //

and filed eviction petition against the. plaintiff, and

to 18 are also suffering an order in I. A 683/2010 wherein an
■ -•'; ■■ -■■ -.. ---

/■’.ytemppra^ ..InjCinCtioh was. granted-by .the Hon’ble S'" Addl.Sr.Civil Judge< 

Thtis i^he : plaintiff is absoi^^ owiier by virtue'of registered sale dee^/ ; / 
y y--'- y' '■■■■■■ ■. •■../. -y'-y -

: y/>’aOidyp^?eSSion:eyeri. as admitted by die defendants. Since the defendants are
■yyy y-.-Vvyy’^y. -'* ■'■•'yy;.-■'•■- -■ T

questioning the .title of the plaintiff by. filing various cases against the plaintiff.

^Ult against ^e defend^n^S; for . ..

- • ’ ’ declaration that the plaintiff is .the absolute ownerytO. the plaint schedule j. '

- ' • property and for consequential /permanent injunction restraining the'/

defendants, its men from in any way interfering .with the peaceful possession, 

and enjoyment the plaint schedule property by. the plaintiff. No. relief .is 

.■.ci'aimed.-'against the first defendant and. he is only made as a formal party as it -
, - ■ - T-' - ■■ .

■;is necessary.. </,/ .'
1--:;-

/>7:.;/fhis plaintiff
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bearing Doc. No,1103/10 dt.2.3.2010 is very much require;d? 'Hefee th^^ .
f . . .• -C'-.?.';'.' ■.? .

plaintiff is- constrained to file this- suit for cancellation of canceUatioiii;; ^eed <. . ■ \ 

executed by 20*’’ defendant in. favour of 22."'’ defehdaht, consequentl/.;f6r^-
'. •■■■■■" 'i ■ • ■ ■ ;• ■

restoration of plaintiff’s registered sale deed bearing Doc. . .Nol 1103/10

dt.2.3.2010; (Adided as per the orders in.I.A.Nd.1141/2012 DT._: . ' CM M

; ■ " C- .M- V' ■ . .■
this plaintiff humbly submit that at the time.of 'obtainiiig fegistefed.iaie. :■ .

. ■ I ' ■ ■ C-'"' " ■^-■•MMCCCC-C
deed by the plaintiff fronri his vendor there were some mistakes, croppidd up

with regard.to boundaries in schedule. After coming to know the said, mistakes 
. • • • • •• ’

• I . • •••■ •• • •

the plaintiff madej attempts to obtain a regd. rectification deed, .from/his
.. ... ■ ■ ■ ■ . • C. /-C/ ■

vendor i.e. -l" respondent/defendant, fof which: 1’* respondent/defendarit.tppM
■ C- '

- accepted, and accordingly this plaintiff along with V* respondent./def^hdaht 
i ■■■ ■ ’

filed the rectification deed before the 28*” respohdent/defendant who had

given pending number to the said document as: Np.27201.1 and ultimjatelyM ■ .. 

refused to register the said rectification. deedOn 26i2.:22Q11: by mehtionin^th0:;; .

grounds fdi- refusail Immediately the plaintiff approached the rioh’blMrW^^^^

Court of A.P . by filing Writ petition in the nature of writ mandamus.'in W.p. 
. I ■ ■ ’ .

No.7223/2011 directing the 28.^ defdndaht herein7itp>receive. the ^ddCtifhdiiitiC 7 -, .
■ ■ ■■.- C---,

and. register the same. The Hon’ble High. Court of A.P disrriissed the said'rWrit 

petition as it has become infructibus on 8.2.2012. the said rectificatiph.Cde'ed 

is very much requi^d for the plaintiff to substantiate, his title With ^perfect.

boundaries. Hence the relief for mandatory injunction directing the.-2.8M .
I 7''■ 77; ■;7;' "7.

defendant to receive the rectification deed and to register the same. Hence 
■ ' 7 ■ ■ • ■ 7 .'

the plaintiff is also constrained to file this suit for consequential, mandatory
I ■ ■■;

injunction directing the 28‘” defendant to receive the rectification deed and.to

register the. same'. Hence this suit.(Added as-per the orders in LA.Nd:
I . ■ ■ • •• ■■■ "7 7<77 .

1141/2012 DT. I ).
■|

I 
I 
i

■. f

I
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4. >CAOSE-OF ACTION: , ;

; \;^;TOj& cause^of action for this suit arose when the Plaintiff has purchased

^^h^-feJ^ed^e^propertyTroin the first defendant and possession of the same, 

thd^defendantsy/eremakin^JUe^^a^te^

;a... -•■•--^tmethods^-p^^ariOMS dates wh0^

" ■ in fef^our. and flnallyrsb^t iw« wedl<s bick^wl^n, the d^endanfjjS^e;: ,

., .... .. ...
' ' '' ;■.■ 'V.' ■ . ■,:.. <5:-.:' ■

'^vXlUM46H: ••' ■ < \ ■
'.> ;

>"W;"^'-Sis'twiri^..^- suit 'fil^^ by thp: Plaintiff.Tor declaration of title of the / . 

.plaint schedule?property as per sale deed executed in favour of the plaintiff by 

..the'^ fir^. defendant dated 2-6-20l0:vide document No. 1103/2010 . for a

< cdnsideration 'df Rs, ' on which a a court fee of Rs . /- is paid on

...Syndicate .Bank,. District Court Branch. Guntur vide challan enclosed, under

; ; Sec^idn/;.of A P

/.Yy .- / Thi^ atso being .a suit for cancellation of cancellation dped executed by

■:/<./.■//;i-Jo^'^^hdaht'Th- favour of zi"** defendant, consequently for restoration of :

. plaintiffs registered sale deed bearing Doc.. No,1103/10 dt.2.3.20.10, the

" pl^fhtlff values- the same at Rs.. on .which a court fee of Rs. / -

; - ’i5pAid'herev;ithU/s.37 of APCF &SyACT. /
' rraUh) o Zm

. : ’This also being a suit for mandatory injunction ••.directing the/Xp’"/ :

''defendant to receive the Tectifidatibfi deed and to. register the sanie, the
•plaihtiff values the same at Rs? j '' a. court fe.e of Rs. 7083^

.7^^ U/s. 26(c) of APCF AND SV ACT.

zf. n-i^. ly
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6, , Value, for'purposes^ of eourt fee and jurisdiction is the same as -
I ■ ■ ..■ :■ ■ ' - . . . '

abpye.,
. •••' ■■ . J. ' ■ - ■ ■ ■■■' .:

Hericd, the Plaintiff prays the Hon’ble Court niay .be pleased
■ I.

a decree in favour of the. Plaintiff and against.the defendants:
■ '

a) declaring that the Plaintiff is the lawful and absolute .owner in ■■ 
possession of the plaint schedule property;

for cancellation of cancellation deed .dt, 29..3.2P.11 registered' ^ po^ 
Nq.1955Z2011 on the/file oL 28‘^ ;.defendant executed ,;by--;i^;; 

defendant in favour of 22"“ defendant, consequently for resferatioh .
of ; plaintiff’s registered ssle deed bearing No.l 103/2010.:/ 
2,3.2010^(Added as. per the orders in . :I.A.N(XtW17201Z .

DK 7_).
■ I ■ •; ■ ■■■'■■

c] for mandatory injunction directing the 28‘- defendant tOTeceiydi the . 
rectification deed and to register the same. (Added as per the orders
iri i.A.NO.1141/2012 DT.A"?'(T,- 1 T-). . .

. ■ / . .' ■■■../■... : ,■■■■ .' . .

.d) consequenUy to grant an order of. permanent injunction restraining /: 
the defendants, their rhehj agents or anyone claiming through-ihem^ ;- 
from inj any way interfering with the peaceful possessidh; arid 

enjoyment of the plaint schedule property by the Plaintiff;
■■ ■ I . .'■■

e) for costs of this suit; and
■ i ■ . ■ ■/.

f) to grant such other relief /reliefs as the Hon’ble;Court may deern. fit. 
arid proper in the circumstances of the case.

.1 .....
... . "I \ . ■ . ■ . - ,.

. ADVOCATE FOR PILAINTIFF • PLAINTIFF

I, do hereby declare that the facts stated above are true and correct.to 

the best of my knowledge, belief and information.

12.201 lj 
. • -i’
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: b/MRQ< Rajyp9lern i^ Narayanam 5$Shu Babti f- ;
• ■■ '■■■;■■

4. ?; Counte^ by respondents 3 td S in W.p.No. 17477/2010? •
- • ' ■' ■■ ■■ ■. • •;

.5? 7^ in V/,P,/^,P.NO; .17816/2011 in ,W P No. 14814/201 i of . /

?jHQi1/ble?High Court of AoP.^. .

5;Z2011

Praddsb.

/v-.

... ••
executod^:^ thO:

■f

Copy of d.A.No. 12/2010 on.-the file of A.P. Endowments Tribunal.

/Hyderabad, ; :- .? ■ ? 7 '-?

:8;-?i.<Gi3py?obKe order passed in I,A? 683/2010 in o;S.No.880/20lO ■■'

'^^yf Of iMenioi No.: .DEE/b/MGL/AEC/Com /D.875/11 dt 8 j .201 Tissued 
.;. .

■ vi bv .the Divisidnai Elec. Eneiheer. Oberation AAachprIa a. . . .

■; ■ ■<

: i ^,X-.;A«;QeATEF6B?™

• PER THE ORDERS‘‘tM I.A:NO.il4t/2dliDT

»Js::r
kP

BY 3”>

h.lil
’■  

b, the Divisional E,ec. Eng,

■ . . .. . ..

. ............. ..C'-'-:..::; ■■■■ .■■..■

■ -Il- .,:?.??,.:
ujroF'DOcuMEtns

.-, .W,acett11,e<1copv'ottheteg,stete.aoco.ente»

DafendwtNor.l In favour of the Plaintiff. Doc.No. 1103/201D ’
'''' , ' ■'■■••■• .■■ •■■ 'A g. •■■■ ■.^' '.. . . ..... .

1! 22.5.1985 Xefdx copzdf thp P^titipn gist df defendant No.i
..... . ..• . -;.■ - v; ..-.••• ...’ .• ;??

' . ;?':;3^'' S‘2T.1O.1998 Pattadar passbdokx and title dtedds.O.l229 No.l48l6l^?issue<i
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High way road

property, belonged to Tamirisa.Rajyalakshmi ■ ■ 

Deyarampadu road and High way road .

Property belonged to Gutta Brahmeswara Rao and others

Within the above boundaries an extent of. Ac.5*00 cents of wet land.
I ■ . ■■■■■.■ ?

ADVOCATE .FOR PLAINTIFF

^PYIST

Guntur
Dt: 12,2011 .

Plaintiff <
• ■■. .. ■ -■ ■. ■ ■ ■.■

■ -.. .. ■ ■

■■■

the bestof rhy'knowlsdgOr' belief and information, .j

■■-I. ■

I- ■■■' 

I 
i ■■

PLAINTIFF ' ■ *

plaintiff'■

I do hereby declare? that the facts^ stated .aboy^^ ard: trub; aqd .cqrr^tOto ; .

‘ . . • T ‘ j • ■ ' ':

IN THE tOUITOF tHE Vf ADDL. blSTRiCT JUDG6<GU]^ 
I:?-'■o.s.No. iz^iQil'

• .Between: ' ‘'
.?'■ *. <■ y J- ■' V.. ■ ■ .■ ■ .■■

: Muppalla'-Ba^ 
f-' \ .■ ■ .'■?

'..■ ANb. —

: Narayana^Seshu^bu ^nti.others ’ < .v-/.;' l^.DefendantS'^-;:

. PLAINT SCHEDULE FILED ON-behalf OF PLAINTIFF
' . ■ ' I ■ ' ' ■ ■ ' ■ •

Guntur District, Narasaraopet revenue district, Piduguralla sub District,.
I ■• ■■ ■' - ■•s ■

Nemalipuri village limits, Nemalipuri village. S.No. 249Z2B an. extent .of . Ad.' ?
I .•

5.00 cents of wet land bounded by:

East -

West ■

North ■

South -



O.S.NO. 12 OF 2012 f'.

NEAT COPY

I ■

FILED BY:

■aili

XER!
Ot C(

•t ■■

■ 1.

co .
t

I
QC

: LL

■ <

s». •

!

RBRATPB I

of of _
Date wh'efT Calb.d
Date of of.g■’ '-I
Court tee IC’amcs
Datewhe-n Siteds R@©dy;

/

PLAINT FILED ON BEHALFiOF THE
- PLAINTIFF 0/S. 26 C.PX.

IN THE COURT OF THE VI ADDL. DISTRICT 
JUDGE:: GUNTUR

^‘t^^MCTjCOgRTGCNTtlRw.-
Oatb.whendefjVG^d:

h'" l Ly.s. fAiiRT[A\, r
O ADVOCATE,

xerox fwaredbt

0/ 

■'3ffS>;..



t.A

a

...Plainaff

I

10.

...2...

X:-.

I

• h

I

I

I 
i 
i
I

L i S

I ...........

\a'
I

IN THE COURT OF THE^ISTRICT JUOGE: :

O.'s.NO. /2011.

■ i

3=.i< :

... - . -.  ---

...

GUNTUR ,

«X.V^
.gS^VVX

r • .. «■

Between;
Narayanam Seshu Babu (

And I

01. Narayanam Lakshmi Narasfmha Murt^jy;

. 02. Narayanam Ohanv^thari
•■.■:; . ■ ■ ' ■ I ' ' ■ . . ■ ■

Swamy & Anjaneya Tdfnple,' -.
Bep. by its Ex^utive officer,
Kota Nemafipurr. |

04. Assistant Commissioner, J
Endowments, Gqntur. j

05. Commissioner, Endowments, Hyderabad.

06. Sri Ki^darama Sw^my Devalaya ‘

Rajupaiem mandal,.Guntur District 
Rep. by its ’’resident, Baku Unga .Reddy.

07. Sri K^darama Sw^ffiy Devalaya

Rep. by its Vice Preflent Ddddacfenna Reddy.

°®'^'*^^^valaya

^bhivrudhi Sarrghafn. .Kota NemaHpuri 
Rajupaiem frtandai, Guntur District ' 
Rep. by Its Secretary Annapareddy Anjaneya Reddy.

09. Sn K6^darama Swamy Devalaya

Rep. by its Joint Secretary
Devireddy Peddi. Reddy, j

Swamy Devalaya 
RartnliX'"^’ Sangham, Kota Nemalipurt, 
R?r. K Glintur District,
Rep. by Its Treasurer, vailela Siva Sankara Reddy.

■ • "" Oevaiaya
2'’'^5Jhain, Kota Nemalipuji 

Rajupaiem mandal, Guntur District ' 
Rep. by Its Member Dodd,a Raghu Rami Reddy.

12. ^'■’^^'dma Swamy Devalaya

RaiJ.nA',''™'^^’ Sangham, Kota Nemalipuri 
I " niandal, Guntur District '
,-----SE§|>y<ts Member Annapareddi Bali Reddy.

I 
I 

.1

1
1

jj
"I ■

.''1
i=- -



1

1 Cl

.

...Defendants

ii

DMC.

r Address for service is same as above.
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■•• r-
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w
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I
■

tgjsag^/

(2)

idaravia Swamy Devalaya 
.-.Jvruidhi Sangham, Kota Nerbalipuri, 

^upajem rnandaf/ Guntur District, 
lep. by its Member Palie Siva Reddy.

The plaintiff is Narayanam Sgshu Babu,; Sori.- ofjLakshf^i; Narasjrnha 

. Murthy, Hindu, aged about 26 years, Purohit, a^igulti.vatto^^ .resident of 

Jonnalagadda village, Narsaraopet fnandal,, ,Gttnto.c^JD^^^
■ ' ■

•■A-•

tiajupaiem manooi, ^uuuui uaism !«..<./ • :».•.•
Repi by its Member Desireddy Srinivasa . aedtly;’.<. .• '

15. Sri k^darama Swamy Devalaya
AbHynKlhL^ogham,_!<ota]^m^ipuri, . •;_____

Rajiipalem mandal, Guntur District, ■ :^ < ■'
Rep. by its. Member Duggempudi S3tyanarayana,:^dy-.-

16. Sri k^darama Swamy Devalaya .
Abhivrudhi Sangham, Kota Ptemalipun, , 

Rajupalem mandab Guntur District, .
Rep., by its Member Basu Ramanjaneya Reddy. ,

PLAINT FILED ON BEHALF OF THE PLAl,M?rarF U/Sb 
I ' •Jr*’".-':. • .

1. PF.«;CRIPTION OF THE PLAINITFk- :

2. DESCRIPTION OF THE DEFENDANTS:

The 1®' defendant is Narayanam Laksh.rhUNarasiiTih.a Murthy, Son of 

Seshacharyulu (late), Hindu, aged about 55 years/ employee, resident of 

jMk Near AnkaiIlina temple, Drohmana street. Old‘ Guntur/. Guntur pr<JC.cntly 

inq at Works Inspector, Panchayat RaJ^pepaiTment, ZP. Office 

S^nd, Guntur, Guntur DMC.

i" -V*

4. 141 Sri K^darama Swamy Devalaya
. Abhivrudhi Sangham, Kota Nemalipuri,

• Rajupalem mandal, Guntur District,

/ Sf -TYxe 2'"‘ defendant is Narayanam Dhao.vanthari, Son of LakstSmi 

larasimha Murthy, Hindu, aged about 23 years, occupation not known, 

, ' 3...;
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D’-IC.

‘ y its

aboi.'f -15

dV’.-.IG.

■unta, Abids, Hyi.

Abhivrudhi 

R-ep; by its 

-------Reddy, Hindu, 

NemalipuH village.

The 5“> 

Boggulak,

ipet, Guntur, Gur<

4

•-• J

■c..

- 5wamy . Devalay 

al, -Jkiiitur district, 

of V. nketeswara R

T Kota 

apaili or- '.

’^'ssistant 

''■o^nd,,Kothai

The 4®** 

Department,

'"''age^ R riupaifeh,

-»-«,OWsu„wr.

I
I
I

i
i
i
I
I-

■ I

'<Dta Nemali^uri ,

residing at bearjAnlcani,..
j^nfcamma ten.p/,.^

The 6“

Kc„ Nen,a„„„„,

■^""tur District sat,
Ct. Sattenapalli DMC. 

i •■
is Sri k^ri.SjBfna s 

--alipurl, Ra^^paie^^^,, 

->na Reddy, Son

jas»’.;.. ......

-y .Mvudhi
• al, r., ,cur bupiut, k,.. 

ami R, -ddy, Hindu,.aged 

■Ppri Village,

;!

. :.;• ■•.. . .

^2.' ig^SgJ!M3-Baiaiiaj^

>■ ■

The gf*>

The >'»’ defendant

Langham, Kota f

9ed about 40 years, cultivatibn, 

tnaa^a,t>ls„c : .3,,

r ■
defendant is Si; j- 

^allpuri, Raj^., J

J 
I 

i-

I 

i
I 
i
I
i 
i
I

I 
i 
i

resident of 

Presently r-^ 

®“f>tur, Guntur OMC, .

- erXivTx™
Bank of India, Near Pan i ' ' ’ temples, Op- ~~=>

Pappula Miii-bazaaV - . Sfe-
• District, Piduguralla Dmc, ’ I .' . -Vandal, c

I

defendant ' ig

Opposite .to Gunta grouh

I 
I

I

defendant is |

5 -^^my Devalay Abhivrudhi 

al ( .untur District, Rep. by

'ro .ts.

J
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iiSt^asj ssa»^

? .

„. Msiapu^aa, Aniane,. Rad.,, Son or Ba^aa «aa-V. HMu.
. cu»atk.n, -.aidant o(;^- -^«»*«R' ’

l,BunWr District. Sattanapallf ^ ■^.

? .■-• .-.5'Atit".;-'■... ■ .

,ne ll«<da,-dant . sn Kte..nta|^P»al„ AOnnrnrdn,

,^ndn,,n.Kot..t..ia-i^H,^^
- -^^reta,v,°ardd..yat 

a,ed. about 60 yaara,. culdviBon, laa,.^^;.^

• Rajypalem manffe.1, Guntur District, .

,na 10-1 datondant IS Sd». —x3SES~
■ la-siioia Siva Sankara Reaoy».->?H^?r"-;.:'^•■..•• r._,

-a ?;,KoiifeSS&'dll.0«>>»aPrp.^ about 43 yaars, cumyatlon. res.deot o. t^,^ S ■

.. m.™lal, Guntur Dlstnct, S.ttanapa«l?MC: ;^,. .;^;,^

.......— - ■■ -‘i-’KSB'*
"—2-aE»

nodda Raghu Rami. Reddy,.

■ uaars. budnuss, r.sldeot ot

nranda,/Guntur Dlstria, Sattanapa.l Dtie -i ’

; ^a ll-araodant 1= =rl Kfea^n^a^PaualUy
■ nan, Kota Nan,.,.purl, A.Jupal.m m.o0.ii;G,intur;Olstrttr, Rap- by

CXuraddyu Oa. Radoy. Sm »■ POPlW^r-n—

Member, Annapure-ciuY . rnantlal,
a.p.yae, «ama„dur,,y,-pa. .K„up...u„.

^tu. District, SattpnapalliDMC.

tn . f Kant is Sri K^arama j^amy Devalay Abh^ivrudhi 
, ^The 13 defer \,^,paiem "

ham, Kota Nemal.ipuri, Rajupai. .

1 

it.
t. ..Rajupalem mandal,>
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Address forservlce is! same^sa^ve. ’ '•

I - • ■« ■ . . . ■

TH6 c'a«;p. - v t

"■■""■.TH •'"■*“•■’.... ■'»—

^=x:x::r‘iri..illur^^<^ I Pourohitham

r . -I 
r ■ ■ ■■ -I.

The ^4^ defendant is •Srt Kd^darii-ms c- •
Sangham Kota m .. ' ’ ' ^wamy Devalay Abhivrudhi
Mernber, O^n=da^7«X"’ “'•««. «.p. by «p

« ye,r,.
-n.Pr sbUenapi ” W »—■

--
.bppbbi^,. Sbtye^.Ai^2™“~ -p. by ».

P9bd .b»b ;«. Kbi,\2r^'

l^b befendbb,',-s Srt _

Sangham, Kota NeinaWouri . Z ’ ’ > Abh.vrudhi
M K ' fPandal,.Guntut District Reo h ■
Mentber, Basu RamarUaneya Reddy./sSK ,r ’

35 years, cultivation, resident ’ f If - .

G<.nfur District, Sattenapall! Dmc. mandal.
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f ?•• ■ •• '•• ■
^^•-■^efen^aptjS-ttlg father,<^he; plqiottff/^^^■de.feodajTt.ls^e ]

, .y.7 ■ "T r"-’*'-!^?'?’;’ ’*.**'■' >:‘.*; ■ r ,'■

younger brother pf .the plaintiff through ?^;wife■pfe^^"r.x>Kth&^ The- ■
^•-7- : ■> •■•'" ■ .I

def^dants 3.to.5 belQngpid tfr.En.dQwipea^jpe;g|^^.t,;i^ile defend^ts 6 "J 

to 16 are self styJing as committee. ri>e?nii&r^<fj!feSrO^ swamy ;]

'D^ai^ Abhh^hi Sangam^ Kota ta^ajifijirt^^^^^jnf'mdrMi^, Guntur |

District. - I
■' '"’ ■•'<■" ■ ■•'"••/I

c) The plaint schedule.-property which-is/porj^^^Vof itemTl and item-2 1
■ ■ ■ ■ .' ■■■ ■ T

■ . originally belonged to the plaintiff's. father^by name ‘|  

. NARAYANAM- PARDHA SAi^DHI. ~T^e-plaint-xKb^l^:;p/opei!tY..SDd other. J

---------------------------------------------------- • 1 
properties were Priginally being- enjoyed ..by .the^ncpstorscoff/Narayanam <1

Rardha Saradhi the paternal grand father of?back. -I 
•'..w .- .. V.-:--'.: 'j

The. plaint schedule property and' oth^ prQpertje^iMtereJpartit.ipried among S
* . . ■,'■? :■• 5'.. ■ -. '■ ;'.■•■ «

the plaintiff, 1“ defendant and paternai;^d .^h^^the;.plaintrff by name .|

Narayanam Pardha Saradhi bn 22:5. i^,§9d^^(^r^ion was reduced |

• into writing by way of execution, of partitit>i^}i^^^^i/^be merripbrs of the |

family. The copy of the partition list which vya^^iqjiite.d’among the family I
. - ■- .■.-■■• ■■■ .1

members is filed herewith for the perusal of this..HbiS.‘®!e K.a.drt 3

d) As' per the said partition lis.t^ tbte-^p’^i^^fe^ejbbers 1

farriily who have .g.ot respective shares. ha.vS^§;^^3?^veri.uWp^ |

. and title deed pass, books-from the;T.ev.enue.:.a£ite^W^^;5^ respective.
"■' . ■■ • ■-. ' I

. merribers have been enjoying their resp«^tj'te;|^^^^^t!?^oswn right to the 1

paternal |

■*^^^nd father of the plaintiff JMatnyanara ^dg^^^^^^-r^Cesenting this j

'■'^ the-plaintiff: at th^ rtg^^^^l^ionZpf . the above j

list, .on attaining the^ niaj^niy;., the plaintiff took j

jfo^sion of the property allotted; to?hirp: irif^g^ateO^Vbn::J!St . and has j

’^b® same in his own right. ' V’' j
■ - /] ' '- ■^^- - '

-»s'^ .,
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. fiiehtfr which is ciearly tJescrtbed as Pa’^'^rnal grand
’^^‘ewlvedtmmelegai heL.ir'^^"'*

■ aaPar,,acc,«,i

no avail. I ' . .• ■ shares Which is ofI • ;- . - —
. 0 '"^’'^®°'‘’^®<^«f®hdants- 3.4 "

Endowments Department have been rriak- \ ‘’^^'^/^P-'^senting the

»^«ate property as ,f „ A <a»a, ,p.
.He. i^rts to-a-e.V „,eTy;-?~^^

P™pertyert,..,^„,^,„^^,, i^^.^ ^^^'™\*"<-^ «' We p«„, schedu,, 

’"e i Of the p,.,„, schedule property 1. "/ ’ '=' 'He »««.,

e'ScitlousdocumenB^ | and concocting number

i I
.He defendams 6 to isiwho have Beer, ,-

eod partel or Sr, Koda'nda'ftXe^^r-^’.“nias I, they are p,„

We plalhtschedule Prai^erti^B^brtrSSi'^^^^^^^^^-’*--"^'^ 
e- Hrtipihs fn-to some JaZ' -

.--not eoopemunp „,,h the-UiyM
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OF ACTION:

1
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«

luse of action for the suit arose when itgsrn-.l and 2 xjf .the plaint 

schedule property was originally belonged to the p.lXiPtiff'^ paternal grand

...

i?
pt

B
B.-S

o

W-

K" B? r 
S

MJSU MAla^aiBAIR^

Buj^nAaw
®:3355W?^S??re?KrS^ ■■ ■ ■• -‘T ■ ■

defendants 3 td 16 have-been.making ^Vibiejr-efforts to.claim the 

\ property as if it belong^ .to endowments .an^i ds^XS? if it belongs to Sri . 

'Kodanda Raina Swa/ny ©evalaya Abhiyfudhi l^riga^;; TW? plaintiff submits 

u ;that nelther-the defendants-3.to 5 nor.eie 16 pr^'.havlng-titie
oyer the item-1 .and .2 ofthe fel?0nt s^e^(d'< PFd^i^b.nd pc^esSiqn over 

the same and the daimsJWWclv.are being made.-^'I^^j^^fegdahts 3 to 16 are 

.Ulegal, invalid and not nnaintainable ur(fler law.;.<;C^,^p^ther hand,, the item-=- 

1 and 2. of plaint schedyJs praperty-fe. absqlj^'i^S^ity belonged to the 

family of the plaintiff whW-wa&.af.ready..Rartitib^!ae.^Fh6hg the plaintiff, 1®^. 

defendant and paternal grand, father .and as^jiygi^tiffeziterh-l and 2 of the
• J*.plaint schedule property fs-to he. P9rtifciQnep;jasJ^i#:‘’HiipLXu Succession Act and 

accordingly the plaintif&Jsse®Haed^to,.-fe®^t^-!t^g-Rla^ and

for possession of the same* •
■ . ■■ ■ ■ ' ■ 

i) Hence the plaintiff is constrained to.fj|e:thi|;jSuit;for declaration that 

item-1 and 2 plaint schedule property belonged to

Tate Narayanam Pa rd ha Saradhi which is devplve^d^db: the plaintiff and the 

defendants 1 and 2 as per Hindu Succession 'A«i;'\Qn5tbe demise of the said
S. ■ ..■ . ::■ ■ ■ .. 'T-S ViS ! ■-." --- *.;!•.< .

Narayanam Pardha saradhi, for partition, of .thXstteRiSiond 2 of the plaint 

schedule property into.three equal shares and.to atlot'.bhe such share to the 

plaintiff by mets and bounds as per good: and. bad^qyaiity and for possession 
: ■ • -v,.' f.;. .

of the same, for consequential permanent injuhctiqp. restraining, defendants 3 

to 16 from in anyway Interfering with the peaceftJl. .possession and enjoyment 

••:®hi-l and 2 of the plaint schedule piiperty; for costs and other 
- ! . . . 

vence the suit-

\f
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■Saradhi which is devolved 

Hindu Succession Act on I 

the plaintiff values th^BBra

A

= •■ ■ ! , ■ 

..■■■ • '■-<■ i y-

i. •}

f, '

i " ’ '

I (9) 
I

father, when the same was being enjoyed by the ancestors of the plaintiff 

since long back, when the plaint schedule property and other properties were
I

partitioned among the plaintiff, l* .defendant and paternal grand father-of the 

plaintiff, when on 22.5.19Q5 the sa'iif -is^ition was reduced into writing by 

way of execution of partfHon nst,.wheii as per. the partition, the respective 

rnembers of the joint family acquired revenue pass^'books and title deed pass 

books, when in the month of May^OQ? the-paternal grand father of the 

plaintiff died intestate, when 'after •dgtriiSb of- .p^errial grand father of the

• plaintiff, the plaintiff oh several ocC^stons reqiiiest^d .the 1 and 2 defendants 

to cooperate in partftioning the . p!.aiftt scheduie property into three equal 

Shares, when the defendants .3 to 5 who have been representing the.

•J ^endowments department have b^r^ making hectic i ffo.ds to claim the item-1 

and 2 of the plaint schedule property and also making all their attempts to

- .take, possession of the itemJl and 2 of the plaint schedule property by 

fabricating and cOncocting number of fictitious documents, When dfefendants 

6 to 16 who have been self!styling .cns if they are part and parcel of Sri
I — •

Kodanda Rama Swamy DeValaya Ab.l^vrudhi Sangham also making all their 

illegal and invalid efforts to clptch. at ths.item-1 or..;a 2 of the plaint schedule 

property by bringing into sorn'e fabridated documents, where the property is 

Situated i.e. at Nemalipuri village, RajUpalem. mandai, Guntur District, where 

the cause of action took placejall within the jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Court.

••. 5.. PARTlfcULAttS QF VALII A'lriOW;

This being a suit for ideclaratioS rhot item- and 2 plaint schedule

.. . property Is the absolute property belonged .to late Narayanam Pardha ?!' ' 

Saradhi which is devolved on the plaintiff, and. the defendants 1 and 2 as per

the demise of the said -Narayanam Pardha saradhi, - 

as mentioned hereunder:



• a.

(10) ■

I

6.

7.

J
I

I

t!
Q 
;;
^■

t

V

1 
r.;

I ‘ * 

ir

Value for the purpose of the jurisdiction is same as

^n.I.Vxl. 3jr,6«.B«B

CAv>«c.Jb:

The plaintiff prays that the Hon'ble. Court may be pleased to pass a 

favour of the plaintiff and against the defendants:

above i.e.,

hi-w■

1
i

fe.'.'-

Ia

-(di..

i IS p^d herewith U/s.24(t>) of APCF &

Thus, a total court fee of Rs. - is paid. Court fee is paid at

Syndicate Bank, District court branch-; Guntur dt.

\roi declaration that item-l and 2 plaint schedule property is the 

® propc ...y belonged to. late Narayanam Pardha siaradhi
^l(ich is devolved on the plaintiff and. the defendants .i and 2 as per 

Wdu Succession Act on the demise of the said N^ayanam Pardha 
r^aredhi. jr-

1

• ’ • ■ h ■•■ ■ ■

This ai» being a su^’of the. item^j and ? of the plaint 

•schedule property, into three equal shares and to pilot one such share to the 

plaintiff by metes and bounds as per good and bad quality aad4&ss^^»s9ien

On which a court fee of Rs. ^j^ . paid.berejith'

Of APCF & SV ACT.

7^1-^ '\ 1-
9^'''

z ■ Valu^&^iie property is at Rs’. ^1^.3

,af the -sgme on it as Rs. -4.

On which a court fee of Rs-a^k. + Hs 
^-^ACT.

This also being a /suit for consequential: permanent injunction 

restraining the defendants 3 to 16 .from in anyway interfering with the 

peaceful possession and enjoyment of the item-.l and 2 of the plaint schedule 

property, the plaintiff values the same as NIL as the relief is a consequential 

one.
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. PLa-INTIFF

. PLAINTIFF

s**r

Guntur,

Date: T-.t,/!}?)

LIST OF DOCUMENTS:

1) Partition list^t. 22.5 
pfaintiff. C A"

2) Copy of ths pattadar pass book and title deed pass. book.

i
i
I

ADVOCATEW^i®riFF^
wSASgi' •

I do hereby declare that the :faGts stated above are true to the best of 
my knowledge, belief and information. .

''i'
i
I
i
I

-^1— -t _■ ....

I ■■■ .

I ■ ■

I

(
I
I

 I

JiJi-
jfi.

: 
H j.
.’i

Ji :

T?
’ t

. . ■ i .■

I 
i
I

n--
for partition of the item-1 and;? of the plaint-schedule property
into three equal shares, and to allot one such share to the piaiiitiffM^ 
by metes and bounlds as .jjer good and bad quality and for^^*^j^. 

poss^im of the sam'e. • ‘
I '. ■ . ■ ■

For Conssquerttial per:manenf3rijunctioh lestraining the defendants 
3 to 16 from in anyway interfering with the peacefu possession and 

CTgoyment of the itertj-l’Srid.:2- of the pTaint schedale property.

For costs: and J -

For such other reliefs 'as are deems fit and proper.
I

t:
•j •



c.

... Plaintiff

^•2^

?.

I? ' .

ADVOCATt

my knowledge.

Hua

! 

:»

Guntur,

Date: U, ,
plaintiff

I do hereby declare that|h<fecte stated 
 , belief and infbrnriari^

IN 1 HE COURT OF THE^ISTRICT JUDGE: .- GUNTUR 

O.S.NO. /2011
Between:

Narayanam Seshu Babu

And

Narayanam Lakshmi Narasimha Murthy & others ...Defencants 

£i^HX„^CwenHi.F FT. Pn^^HALF o.. o.

a=ai \l::' •
Guntur District, Narsarabpet reverrue disMct> Piduguralla Sub District

NO- 2A9/1C an extent of
Ac.0.30 cents of wet land is bounded by:

an. extent of Ac<5,12 cents of wet land.

PiAINriFF

East : Remaining land belongs to plaintiff fa'mily.
South: Pmperty belongs to Guttaprahrneswara Rap and others^ 

west : r^operty belongs to Tamirisa Rajyalakshmi. 
North : Renralning land belongs to the plaintiff family.

Within the above boundaries an extent op Ac. a;30 cents of wet land.

.. STEM-^a; },‘3 0,oot>

. Guntor D,s,rt«, Nar..,«p« ™v=„„e aw, !nd„gur,„,. sub DISM^^

Ac.5.72 cents of wet land is bounded by:

•East - Property belohgs to MuppallaB-ala Krishna
■ XT • Brahm^wara Rao and other..

• ^™P«rty belongs to Tamirisa Rajya Lakshmi.
North: Devarampadu road and High way road,

Within the above boundaries

? J.

ti

ve are true to the best of
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Sao& a«fe ,0 .
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• MADE OVER TO '2,1 ADDU DISTRtCI -. J]

JUDGE, GUNTUR FOR DISPOSAL ?--l
ACCORDING TO LAW

I h' jaJST.'iSCT JUDGE,

/\fd

I

■4?S

WSi:AA

-■rc "I
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B- . o lxT'^ F o yCPr/S-^^
jo Declaration and paritition

L.y.S.MURTHY } i __________

B ■ ■ '

E’ Value of the suit. for. the purpose of
B Jurisdiction is Rs.23,32,500/-. ,

i Total C.F., paid is Rs. 19,872/-

p I _

I

. ■■-ftil

- L'->
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APPELLANT/RESPONDENT

ly

TnW:

19 
20 
21 
22

Between:
' (! ; r.

Mupalta Bala Krishna. S/o Radhakrishna

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA 
AT HYDERABAD

THURSDAY . THE SIXTH DAY OF DECEMBER 
TWO THOUSAND AND TWELVE

:PRESENT:

prI^esh

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE G.KRISHNA MOHAN REDDY 
CIVIL REVlSlOH PETITION No:5’228 of 2012

Constitution of India against the order dated

ADDitlONAL SEliraR

AND
1 Basd LInga Reddy. S/o, Seetharami Reddy
2 Valla Eswar Reddy. S/o. Subba Reddy
3 Dodda Chenna Reddy. S/o. Venkateswar Reddy
4 Annapureddy Anjaneya Reddy. S/o. Ramakoti Redd'
5 Devireddy Peddi Reddy. S/o. Peda Konda Reddy
6 Vallela Siva Sankar Reddy, S/o. Skibba Reddy
I Dodda Papi Reddy. S/d. Bramha Reddy
8 Annapu Reddy Bali Reddy. S/o. Papi Reddy
9 Ralle Siva Reddy. S/o. Lakshina Reddy
10 Devisetty Srinivasa Reddy, S/o. Saida Reddy
II Duggem Pudi Satyanarayana Reddy, S/o. Nagi Reddy
12 Basu Ramanjaneya Reddy, S/o. Siva Reddy
13 Daggula Srinivasa Reddy, S/o. RarnI Reddy
14 Basu Subba Reddy, S/o. Seetha Rami Reddy •
15 Basu Venkateswara Reddy, S/o. Subba Reddy
10 Dodda papi Reddy, S/o. Venkateswara Reddy
17 SurasanI Pulla Reddy, S/o. Ramana Roddy
18 Gade Siva Sankar Reddy,S/o. Papi Roddy 

Kesara Bhupal Reddy, S/o. Venkata Reddy 
Kommasani Ramana Reddy, S/o. Pitch! Reddy 
Dontireddy Anjaneya Reddy, S/o. Veera Reddy 
Annapureddy Ramana Reddy, S/o. Subba Reddy

23 Narayanam Seshu Babu. S/o. Lakshmi Narasimha Murthy

.... APPELLANTS/RESPONDENTS

Counsel for the Petitioner ;SRI V. V. ANIL KUMAR
Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1 to 21 (Caveator): M/s. K HEMZ ’ aTHA ' 
Counsel for the Respondent No.23 :SRI SRINU BABU NAIDU



I

respondents

on

trial

schedule

plaintiff
The plaint

property of the 23”»

Babu. Originally, the land

in

Revenue for the share.
were in

ever since he has

1 to 22 have been
peaceful

property illegally.

I
i.

According to him,.

liying 1.0 interfere with his

I

I 
i'
I.

respondent, 

belonged to 

great grandfather of

and

any way interfering with the 

enjoyment of the plaint

the 23rd 

property vide the. partition deed dated 

allotted ACs.S.OO of land

against order dated 03,10.2012 

the file of the Court of III Additional 

The CMA was preferred by the 

14.3.2012

the same

in I.A.No.683 of 2010 in 

the file of the Court of V Additional Senior

consideration of 

been m pA.ssession and 

the re.spoijdents 

possessiori and enjoyinent of the

I
I 

I

himself purchased 

Rs.3.70,000/- and 

enjoymeni of the property.

al.so issued

Subsequently the petitioner

of 2010 (LA)

Civil Judge, Guntur.

The paitionee herein I, .,e„ ,He petitioner, in a.e i.A. .nd piaintifT in 

the sui, jnd the respondents herein are also the respondents in the i A 

and dereijdants in the suit. For convenience soRe, . refer the p„ties .s 

they are arrayed in the suit.

The was Med by the plain,iff under Order W«IX Rules 1 and 2 

and Sect,|>n 151 of Code of Civil Procedure, 1908 (CPC) praying the 

Court ,o,grant temporary injunction restraining the defendants 

their mcr) from trespassing into and in 

plaintiff.sl peaceful, possession and 

property. [ 
I

The claim of the plaintiff as arrayed is as follows, 

•schedule iproperty is the ancestral 

namely, Narayanam Seshu 

Narnynnam Sesha Chaiyulu, the 

respondent, who partitioned the p- 

22.5.198.5, wherein the 23Td respondent was 

O.No.2e9j28. Accordingly he tva, given patt.d.r pass booRs and title 

deeds (| PBs/TDs) by the Revenue authorities 

Consequently PPBs/TDs 

responden't. 

property fpr a

I . r ' ■

The Court made the following Order:

Thi.s civil revision petition is filed 

passed in C.M.A. No. 16 of 2012 on 

District Judge, Guntur, 

herein against order dated 

o.s.No.aso

the name of 23r<i



The respondents 3 to 6, 9 to 12,

o
to

They

the

the

exeriited by

proves that the •

were marked and for the 

contesting respondents Exs.RI to R3 were marked.

Ex.Rl which is the cancellation deed dated 29.3.2011 

the Deputy Commissioner of Endowments, Hyderabad, 

sale deed executed by Narayanam Seshu Babu in favour of the 

petitioner was cancelled. Ex.R2 which i.s the certificate issued by the

so. The

property originally belonged

as the Poojari. 

the 23'f«* respondent 
their grandfather got no right over the property. It is also claimed 

that the Temple lands were leased out to others who paid maktha to the 

Poojari for performing Dhoopa Decpa Naivedyam in the Temple. It is 

further claimed that presently the respondents 3, 4, their legal heirs 

and other settlers who are presently the Dharma Karthas of the Temple 

have been cultivating the lands on lease paying necessaiy lease to the 

Poojari for performing Poojas. It is alleged that the 23"“ respondent who 

claims to be the legal hdir of Narayanam Sesha Charyulu managed 

Revenue authorities and got the PPBs/TDs in his name without any 

manner of right. It is also claimed that the respondents 3 and 4 filed 

0.3. No.935 of 2000 on the file of the Court of IV Additional Senior Civil 

Judge. Guntur for the cancellation of the sale deed between 

petitioner and the 23"“ respondent and also for the tenancy rights.

For the petitioner ' Exs.Pl to P14

^I 3a) '
, 15, 17. 19 and 22 filed their 

counters whereas the other respondents did not choose, to do 

contesting respondents claim that the y 

Annapureddy Krishna Reddy. Doddala Poli Reddy. Ankamma 

W/o.Gurava Reddy, Basu Venkata Reddy and Basu Venga Retldy. 

settled the property to Sri Kod.inda Rama Swamy Temple under 

registered settlement deed; bearing No.378/190&. which evidences that 

the Dharma Karthas of the Temple have to cultivate the land on lense ' 

and pay the lease ainount to the Temple for performing •Poojus* there 

and they have also kept Narayanam Sesha Chaiyulu 

Thereby, accotding to the ebntesting respondents, 

or



o )3Z

provides

property. The trial

so.

over the

IS not tenable.

I

I
I

■ 'r 

r 
I

a registered 

party to the document provided 

But on the other hand the petitioner 

of 201 I before the

matter upholds the 

of A.P. Registration Rules 

(e) of the Indian .Registration. Act-, which 

Officer is

the Endowments 

Endowments Tribunal 
plaintiff whereas Ex.P3, the corresponding 

was issued by reason of which it is clear that

I 
I 

i
I

Village Revenue Olficer. Nemalipuri Village dated 09.3.2012 

that the petitioner was not in the possession of the 

Court on onsidering the material available on 

counsel for both the parties, allowed the I.A. 

injunction I in favour of the’ 

re.«.pondcnts 1 to 22 preferred th.

‘The respondents who are contesting the 

canecllaiiori deed by virtue of Rule 26(i)(k)fi) 

as well US' Section 22A 

contcmplHtis that the o,„cer .e empowentd to cancel 

documcnl at the instance of a third 

sufficient grounds exist to do 

depends Endowments

Tnbunal seehing for the eviction of the petidoner herein f„m 

property wiiere.s the corresponding notice dated 19.1.2011 issued was 

marked n» Ex.P3, which makes it very clear that the Endowments 

Department- itseif recognised possession of the p,ai„ti„ 

property, but the Court below held that the peUtioner was interfering 

»th the peaceful possession and enjoyment of the proper^, and granted 

the relief in, favour of the plaintiff and the defendants from interfering 

«h the property. Hence the CRP is not tenable. But in the CMA the 

-er appellate Court failed to appreciate the matter properly and on 

the other hind set aside the order passed in ,he I.A. before the Court 

below e.-roncously.

In para <27 of the orde,- in the I..A. „„ eontend.d by the learned 

‘ ounsel for |thc plaintiff, it is clearly observed that 

Ocpartmenl lfiled O.A.No.12 of 2011 before the 

•seeking the -eviction of the 

notice datedj 19.1.201 1 

I Ilf-

record and hearing the 

granting temporary 

petitioner, aggrieved by which the 

e CMA which was allowed.



73

the I.A. by the trial Court.

Miscellaneous

//TRUE COPY//

To.

The documents filed with regards 

not conclusive proof of the

The civil revision joetition is accordingly allowed, 

petitions pending if any shall stand clo.sed.

Sd/- Smt. M. Santhi Vnrdliaiii
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

- ■ ./ ■ t—-.-I_________

SECTION OFFICER

to the possession of the property are 

possession whereas they are only means to 

prove the possession of the property. When there is better evidence 

with regards to the possession of the 

their significance.

nJ I? District Judge. Guntur. Guntur District
2)Th9 V Additional Senior Civil Judge. Guntur. Guntur District, 
-ar One CC Io Sri. V.V. Anil Kumar. Advocate (OPUCJ
4) One CC Io M/s. K. Hemalatha. Advocate. (OPUC)
5) Two CD Copies
AKR

property these documents lose 

Of course this finding does not preclude the 

defendants from adducing necessary evidence and prove 

the time of the trial of the suit. There is no
their claim at 

dispute about the filing of
the said O.A. which thereby is to be accepted. When the eviction

■ ■ - ,i , . j. : .

petition was filed against the plaintiff which clearly makes it very clear 

that he has been in possession and enjoyment of the property, the 

question of interfering with the possession of the Endowments pro^iy ” 

or any other does not arise al; all. At the time of disposal of the l.A. filed 

for granting the relief of temporary' injunction pending disposal of the 

suit. It is only to be seen as to whether the plaintiff has been in
* ■ . M.. .. . ■■ V a a.^—a—..i •

possession and enjoyment of the properly.

Therefore, the appellate Court failed to appreciate whereas the trial 

Court appreciated the matter properly. Hence the order passed by the 

lower^pellate Court is to be set aside confirming the order passed in
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HIGH COURT

GKMR. J

DATED:O6/12/2O12

ALLOWING THE C.R.P.

I.
I

I'.
I
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i

I
i

I

I
I

I
I
I

I
I 
i
I
I

I
I

I 
i
I
i

ORDER
CRP.No.5228 OF 2012
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ToFrom
■ \

01-2013nt-
Sir,

I.A.No.583/2010 in O S.NO.880/2010.Ref Orders passed in

&■

»• ’•

.3-g Sri A-Solomon, 8.Coni.,LL.M., 
F"!s-.W Addl.Senior Civil Judge, 
ji ■ ^-^ONTUR.

fe-'

The Superintendent of Police (ftuTdij 
GUNTUR.

?

V ADDCS^Ioft^ciyiX^UD^ 

GONTUR:’-'

You are heretoy directed to provide necessary Police aid to Muppalla 

Bala K.ishna,S/o-.Radh3 Krishna, R/o. Nemallpuri Village. Rajupalem Mandal. 

Guntur District‘i.e.the plaintiff/ petitioner In b.S.No.88O/2010 on the He o 

this Court in execution of the Order passed in i.a.no.683/2010 .n 

O.S.NO.880/2010 to restrain the respondent Nos.l to 22 from interfering 

possession and enjoyment of petitioner over the petition schedule

Sub - COURTS - Civil - V AddbSenior Civil Judge's Court Guntur 
Grant of PSiice Aid in Execution of the Order - Orders - 

Issuedi
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Government of Andhra. Pradesh, Revenue Department, .

Land Records Computerization

Adangal / Pahani Copy

Application number

AD LOl1614603905

Date: 06/02/2016

Village: NemalipuriDistrict: Guntur

Mandal: Rsgupalem Extent: Acres/Cents Fasli No. 1425

1 3 6/7 8/» 10 11 12 13

1

2

3 1962

■ .

I /TRANSLATION /1

10.720 
O

Total 
Extent

0.0000 
10-720 
OO

< Patta 
24.38 
00

Nature 
of the 
Land/ 
Tax

10.72 
00

Ebctent 
of 
Bound 
-aries

1003
425

2000 
00

Lakshmi 
Narasimha 
Murthy

Narayanam 
Dhanwantri 
Bharadwaj

Radhakrish ' 
na

NamefFathe 
r/Husband 
Name)

Lakshmi 
Narasim 
ha 
Murthy

Se 
rial 
No.

Wet 
Canal

Muppalla 
Balakrishna

Muppall' 
a 
Balakris 
hna

Name of 
the 
Veteran

5.1000 
Ancestor

Details 
of 
Land / 
Water 
Source

Accou 
nt 
Num 
her

To be 
calculated

To be 
calculate 
d

5.0000 
Purchase 
d

0.6200 
Unknown

249- 
2B

Radhakri 
shna 
Nnroynn 
am 
Dhaitwa 
ntri 
Bharadw 
aj

Surv 
ey 
No. 
and 
Sub- 
Divis 
ioNo. 
2

■ Total 
extent of 
possessio 
n/enjoy 
ment of 
possessio 
n 
14/15

Extent 
of 
Cultiva 
tion/No 
n - 
Cultiva 
tion 
4/5
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I /TRANSLATION/ /

Government of Andhra Pradesh, Revenue Department,

Land Records Computerization

Form 1-B (ROR)

Application number

RO RO11609348022

Date: 06/02/2016

District: Guntur Village: Nemalipuri

Mandal: Rajupalem Extent: Acres/Cents

Extent Tax Acquired Value

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 9/10 11/12 13

1 Wet Purchnaed

Muppalta 
Balakris 
liiia

Name of 
Pattadau-

Father 
Name

Acco'un 
t No.

249- 
2B

Survey 
No.

5.000 
0

24.38 
00

Owner/L 
essee 
Name

100342
5

S.
No.

Radhak 
rishiia

Details 
of 
Land
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o
//Neat copy//

D.NO.808/84-D. Dated: 18.08.84.

Ref:

Orders:

Proceedings of Tahsidar, Rajupalem Taluq. 
Presented: Sri.P.Sreenivasulu, B.A.

Copy to: ,
1) Village Assistant, Nemalipuri village.
2) Revenue Inspector, Bellamkond.a

Sub:- Patta' Manjuru - Rajupalem Taluq - Nemalipuri village D.No.249-1,2 - 
Ac. 19.75 cents-Narayanam Pardha Saradhi, Tarimisa Rajya Lakshmi to 
transfer the land in their favor - Orders - Regarding.
1) Report of Revenue Inspector Bellamkonda, Dt.21.8.84.
2) Other rule document.

@ @ @

The land situated in Sy.No.249-1, 2 to an extent of Ac. 19.75 cents was got from 
their ancestors Narayanam' Pardha Saradhi and Tarimesa Rajya Lakshi and it is peaceful 
possession and enjoyment of them, and they are paying the land tax, hence according to 
B.S.O.No.171 , issued orders that it was transferred to the above persons as Pattadars and the 
Village Revenue Officer is instructed to change according to measurements.

Sd/- xxxxxxxxxx.
, Tahsildar,

Krosuru.
Date: 09.06.84.
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SALE CUM POSSISSION DELIVERY AGREEMENT.

Explanation: The land bequeathed from my ancestors and Ryotwari Patta got my by 

paternal grandfather Narayanam Pardha Sarathi with full rights and enjoyment of 
the immovable property, after his demise, the said property bequeathed as joint 
family as successors.

Subsequently I and my father Narayanam Lakshmi Narasimha Murthy and 
my brother Dhanvanthari Bharadwaju filed a suit in District Court Guntur against 

Endowment department and Basu Linga Reddy and others vide OS.No. 12/2011.

Later my father Narayanam Lakshmi Narasimha Murthy and my brother 

Dhanvanthari Bharadwaja were stated that they have no right over the landed 
property and expertee in the suit.

According to above, I got right over the property and since them it is in my 
peaceful possession and enjoyment till today. Hence I openly expressed to sell the 

below mentioned schedule wet land towards my family expenses, on that you come 

forward and asked to take the property, hence I agreed and to sell the same at 

present rates and sold the same today with oill contract for Rs.30,00,000/- ( Rupees 
thirty lakhs only).

Today the entire sale consideration of Rs.30,00,000/- ( Rupees thirty lakhs 
only) was given to me, the same was received by me.

Sale and possession delivery agreement for wet land for Rs.30,00,000/-

On 28* October, 2013

Claimant: Muppalla Bala Krishna son of Muppalla Radha Krishna, a resident of 
Nemalipuri village of Rajupalem Mandal, Guntur Disrict.

I- , f-

Execuent: This sale & processional agreement executed by Narayanam Seshu 

Babu son of Narayanam Lakshmi Narasimha Murthy, a resident of Door No. 1-31, 
Jonnalagadda village, Narasaraopet Mandal, Guntur District.
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As per above, since I have received Rs.30,00,000/- ( Rupees thirty lakhs 

only) towards total sale consideration. Hence I delivered the entire rights over the 

property, and given |to you and handing over the schedule property to you.

I will execute a right sale deed in your favor or your interested persons after 

disposal of OS No. 12/2011 filed by me, my father Narayanam Lakshmi Narasimha 
Murthy and my | brother Narayanam Bharadwaj against Endowment and 

Kotanemalipuri villagers Basu Linga Reddy and others in district Court, Guntur.

Therefore, from now onwards, all taxes and fees due to the government and 
the property, which you are the owner of, shall be paid by you in your own name, 

"f"without any interference from me, and shall be given away as you wish, to you, 
your relatives, and your descendants, as a gift, a gift of charity.

As you are I enjoying the property, either you, or your people, I and my 
peoples did not interrupt.

I believing you that I di|^not mortgage, sell, give to charity or otherwise 

regarding the schedule property, and executing this sale and possession agreement.

If any objections raised regarding the schedule property from any others, all 
shall be cleaied with my own expenditure as I am responsible and make your 
enjoyment in your peaceful enjoyfhent.

This was written as my own accords for the wet lands sale and possession
I Jagreement. I ,
, ••••
I Schedule

The boundaries of sold property which is situated in SyNo.249/2B, 249/IC 
of Nemalipuri village, RajupaleS^andal, Guntur District.
East: your land. J ; .

South: land of Guththa Panakaala Rao and Cmththa Rrahemswara Rao and others.
I

West: The land of ,Tarimksa Raj ya Lakshmi.

North: Addanki to Narketpall Highway. I am handing over the property wet land 
situated between in the above boundaries.

I
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two THOUSAHO tWlNty FOUR 

iMSENt

« WN’BUE W iWAKMABfA RAQ
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Between:

BBS»S-.B.S5S?S
Nowroji Road. Opp Grand Bay Hotel, Visakhapatnam 530004. 
Visakhapatnarn Uistn^

I -’>-

ANB

1 The State of ArtdM RaMh, Rep^:W its Pnnojpal Seeretary, Revenue 
(Endowments) Oepadment. Seei^riat. Vefagapudi, Amaravathi, 
Guntur District;

2. T^C^njj^issioner, Endowments Departmeht, Gollapudi, Vijayawada,

3. The DistnetfindownT^ntGOer,
4. Sri Paradesamraa Ammavari Temple. Lanketapalem Viltege Parawada 

Mandai, Visakhapatnam District, Represented by its Executive Officer.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition uhder ArtO l^ of BerOonstiMion: of india praying that in 
the circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may 
be pleased to issue an appropriate Wfitdrd^ or direction more particularly, 
one in the nature of Writ of Mandamus, declaring the action of the 
respondents in keeping the petitioners property admeasuring Ac. 1.01 cents 
in Sy. No. 189/2 situated at Lankelapalem Village, Parawada Mandai, 
Visakhapatnam District in the prohibitory list as per Section 22(A)(1)(c) of 
Registration Act, 1908 as bad, illegal, arbitrary, without jurisdiction, 
contrary to the principles of natural justice, violative of Fundamental Rights

* ’J

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH s «RjSiWB 

FRIOAV, THE WEITH DAV OP’NGAZEMBEFW!^
two THiaUSAN0 AND TWENTY FOUR W
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guaranteed under Artfele 14, 21 and 3W-A of the Constitutien of India and 
consequently; direct J the respondents to forthwith release the subject 
propel#:^Pfn the prohibitory list as per Sectiori 22(A)(1)(c) of Registration

I

tANQr<OF2024 [

Retitiqn under CPG praying that in the circumstances
stated in 1h^ ted ill: Support of the writ petitidh, the High Court 
may he pleased to; diiect d^e respondents to not to interfere with the 
petitioners propeiW ndmeasunng Ac. 1.01 cents in Sy. No. 189/2 situated 
at Lankelapalem Village, Parawada Mandai> Visakhapatnam District, 

Counsel br the Petitioner: Ml a y, SASlDM AR

Counsel for the RespondentNos.1 to 3 : GP FOR ENDOWMENTS

Counsel for the RespOhdent Nq.4 : SRI B. JAGAHEESH KUMAR, 
! SC FOR ENDOWMENTS

The <^urt mads the ffolM ORDER
• ' I

I

I
I 
I
I
I 
I



I sit.

.... Petitioner.

< Gist:

> Head Note;

? Cases referred:

Ves-

Yes

Yes

HW

IN THE HIGH <3^ AT^im^WFr

PATE QFeRpER • ••.•:

‘ THE HWBLE PR. 4jWBB iCl^NimPHA RAP

1. Whether Reportets of Beal newaiW 
may be allowed: to See tB

2. Whether the copies of judgraertf:ma^;bs 
Marked to Law RepodhersAfopmartS;

3. Whether Tt.eir Ladyship/Lordshlpwish 
to see the fair copy of ibe Jtid|dheht^-

% 29 J 1.2024

# M/s. Royal Line Ice Creams Limited Liability ParBersL

Visakhapatnamriep;, :foy Is Siwlhl PiWof

Vs.

$ The State oTAhdte.RnateM feW
Revenue (EndWrnentiO Wa^^ WtSlsfcdA
Amaravati and Pthefe:

... Respondents.

! Counsel for the Petitidner : BM
•;:

! Counsel for the Respondehts: Leafrfied^Asst^am GoWnrheht Pleader for

Endowments.
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...PETITIONER

...RESPONDENT(S)
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APHC0105306S2024
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I

IN tte HIGH COtIRT OF ANDHf^ PI^DESH 
I ATAMAiWAff

(Special Original Jurisdiction)

FRIEW .Th!e twenty NiNETH DAY OF NOVEMBER 

TWO TMOySAND AND TWENTY FOUR
I ' ■ iFBEnatr

w mike k HAWom i^o 
i - ■

Between: I

M/s Royal Eine Ice LiaWti^T^artners

I AND

The Slate Of Andhra f^cadesh and Others

Counsel for the jFWtioneri
I.D VSASIDMR ' 

. I
Counsel for the Res^endeht(^):

1. GP FOR ENDO^ENW

The Cottft made the fdildwiha:
I

ORDERS I

This Writ Petition ie fi)O; tinder Aftlele 226 of the Constitution of India, 
I ■

seeking the followingIretief'
" I

“.....to i$Sii& a Vi^it. lMor dr di^^ iTjoro psdicalaily one in the nature of 

Writ of Mahdahibs dedia^^^^^^ aetioh of the respondents in keeping the 
petitioners ph^^y admeasuhng Ac. 1.01 cents in Sy.No. 189/2 situated at 

Lankelapaierh: ^Isge, Pafawada Mandal, Visakhapatnam District in the 

prohibitory list, as per Section 22(A)(1)(c) of Registration Act 1908 as bad. 
illegal, arbitrary,' without jurisdiction, contrary to the principles of natural 
justice, violative of Fundamental Rights guaranteed under Article 14, 21 and

I 

I I

I
I



...
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was

o
A

30(M Gf W CpnstMi&rf fo:
forthwith 
22(Ai(ti(c}^Regi^K3rt^,

2. Heard Mr, D.V.Sasidhar, liO» edwnsi^ fer the petitioner and 

learned Assistant QovernmM BiddB^en^^r the j^spondents 1 to
3. ■ ■■■ -n: -

3 Learned counsel for m pifehier Wdfd the pffldher

company is the absolute owner and possessor of the^Jphd 1.01

cents in Sy.Nod 89/2 of LadMpaWr) WlagOi Rarawda Mandal, 

Visakhapatnarn District, having pyfeha^d the same uhdB a Regi^ered Sale 

Deed dated 06.07.2010 from; its lespeefe 0Wh< :Si«>eh ^he te been in 

possession and enjoyment of the same ahd ebtainet appreved plan from the 

VUDA vide proceedings dated l:8;09;iplU the Tahsildar, Par^ada has 

given certificate vide prdeeedings dated

land is Zeroythi land. The petrtioher hdi enfeFed;W a tease agreemeht with 

the Visakha Milk Producbrs Gprhpahy datO 27.1 leasing op^ 

Cream manufacturing plant and mfsiidhaiy fera pedod of^90 mp^

half years. Surprisingly the then- Assietaht- ^mmissioner, Endowments 

Department. Visakhapatnarn has issued ah eviction notice dated 27.10.2021 

through the 4'" respondent/ Executive tWeet Thereaffer the petitioher 

called to the office of the 3^ respondent and threatened with dire 

consequences, unless he agree with the title of the temple and give an 

undertaking agreeing the title and requesting for lease for a period of 11 years 

the petitioner company will be closed. Since the petitioner had no option, he
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o
was

r
I ,

•T' ■ ■ I •

Ih®
constrained td sigh ©n th© ©ndhtect Lirtd©FtaKihg prepared by the then 

Assistant Cornrrtissionek Endowments Department. Visakhapatnam by name 

Ms. Santhi, requestihg t© fteht lease of his owh- land and issued order dated 

04.01.2022, While the matter stood thus, the petitioner submitted a 

representation dated^ 20.08to the 2^ respondent requesting to get back 

his property after enquire into the matter pursuing all the documents and to 

delete the property frOrh the prohibited property list maintained under Section 

22-AC1)(c) Of Registraton Act, theiWre/the present writ petition came

to be filed, questioning ftie actiph Pf th© respondents inthis writ petition.
I

4. puFing hearing: learned AsaiM^ht tSovernment Pleader for the 

respondents 1 to 3 placed on record the written instruGtions dated 28.11.2024 

submitted by the 3^ respondent that after enquiry and verification of revenue 

Records it is entered in Section 43 Register that the temple owns an extent of 

Ac. 10.13 cents rn• slfcW and M <2® ^centS-in Sy.No. 190/1 situated at 

Lankelapalem Vtilagp, Rarawada Maht^lr Anakapalli District. As per the 

settlement Register of Lankelapalem ^11^©* SriiRaradesamma Ammavaru is 

the absolute owner (of landed: property to an extent of Ac. 10.13 cents in
I

Sy.No. 189 and Ac. I 8.20 cents in S; .No. 190/1. H^he said land was already 

notified under Sec ion. 22(A) ur Registration Act. prohibiting any 

transactions whatsoever, the said land squarely belongs to the temple. It is 

further contended that the petitioner has informed that the land belongs to the 

Endowments Deparjtment and asked to pay Rs. 20.000/- per month towards 

damages for his use and occupation and also requested to lease out the land

I
I •
I 
I 
I
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4

5. Perused the record.

6, As per Section 87 of The Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu

Religious Institutions and Endowments Act, W87 ^ih ehdrt The: Bnddwments

Act”), which reproduced hereunder:

(^whether an institutiqn of en<ipwmer!‘ is a feli^iousJn^tttjfidp qf endowment;

(^whether any property is a specific endowment;

to pay damages and tease pefriiiesidh redudst Other remaihihg extent in 

Sy. No. 189 was tinder eneroaehmei«s .3hd filed<Q,As befdie A.P.lhdi>^

Tribunal with O.A. Nos. 121 of 2022, 13 of 2022, 1:23 ef2022-M>T^ Of 2023 

pending. Hence, requested to dismiss the

[^whether any pfoperty is an endowment, if so whether it a charitable 
endowment or a religious endowment;

37. [ Power of Endowments Tribunal -to decide cerfaip dfispates and: 
matters. [Substituted by Act No. 33x^2007; dated.m^2^7^:

CilThe Endowments Tiibunal having juri$ctii^idfi shaft povveif, after
giving notice in the .pmscribed mahnef to ■fhe-psi^h ^cohsdiW, ddi^duife 
into and decide any dispute as. to the question.

[e[whether any person is entitled by custom or otheniyise to any honor, 
'emoluments or perquisites in any charitable or religious institution or

cents to an extent as a part he is an encroachep earlier also before his willing

in favour of him, he has submitted a letterMexpress bs wiliihg to pay the said 

amount. The petitiorier is a lease holdbr hi igyLNo/W in ah exleht of Ac. 1.00

Igjwhether an institution or endowment is a chahtabte inshlutidn or 
endowment;
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refigiOMS if se% as

n

1

I
I
I
i

end£>BiZfne/jfazWW!7a^ «)© estabUsb&d su^jf^itatioaa^ endowment 

is in regdrd to anyotherm^^

{Qwhetlier any institdtlQn dr eodeisf^s^ wheliy or jp^ly of d sedular or 

reiigidds eharaeferiand wheWdr dtty pro^ (S My of ^drtly for 

secular or fdl^idus asos; or ‘
* .

; : [Qiwhere any projpeJtj!' of merfey hsid support of an
instftufidn of endovpieat which is d secular chatadef and partly of a 
feligious charader&r the perforpidnce ar^ service or Cljdri^ ffdnnected 
with such instituhon or eodpwmehi or ihe pe/fomaace pf a chafify which is 
partly of a secularcharacter and partly of a reiigioao Character or where any 
property or rrtoney giyen is a^/dpnaiad part^ to: secular uses and partly to 

a what poeriomc^auch^iopedydrhioney^^ allocated

to secular or religious uses:

[t^whether a persdn Us a fOiihdef or a memher frorri ihe f^l^ ^ ihe founder 

of an Institution opEhdowrneht.

(21The Endowmdnts Tribunal rT^y.:perrdihgB deeiaidh unc^f su^ection (1), 
pass such oFderJ as it deerns fit fpf t^ administration of the property or 

custody of the money belonging tothe institufion or endov/ment.

(^The Endowihehts Tribunal hray- ythUa /e&dfdipg its: decision under 
subsection (1) ^d pending ihipiehjei^^ of such deci^on. pass such 
interirh order as 'it may deem f^fprsd^^hgthe fn^restMe institution 

or endowment ^nd for preveh!^ darnage to or foss or misappropriation or 
criihinal bfeaCh k treisf in i^peetof theipiPpedies c^ belonging to or

in the pdasesision bfthe ihsfitutioh or endowment
I

(4}The presumption in respect of matters covered by Glauses (a), (b), (c), (d) 
and (e} in sub-^ion (1) is fhat the ihs&fuddn orthe endd^^ is a public 
one and that tlig burden of proof in all such cases sh^„ ite on the person 
claiming the institution or the endowment td be] ^ata or the property or 
money to be other than that of a religious errdpwmeht or specific endowment, 

as the case may be,

(^Notwithstanding anything contained in the above sub sections the Deputy 
Commissioner having jurisdiction shall continue to enquire into and decide the

I 
I
I
I



hereunder:

(1) Notwithstanding anything in article 32, every High Court 
shall have power, throughout the territories in relation to which it

o
Ato 

I

disputes referred to in sub-seGtipn (l) until the eohstitotipp df the^hdow^^
Tribunal.]

1. Section 88 Of the Andhra Pradesh Chant$ble and Hindu Religious 

Institutions and Endowments Act. 1987 the Right of adpeal against the 

decision of the Endowmerrts Tribunal under Section 87: by Act

No. 33 of2007, (t^(t:11.i2.2Q07.]

“Any petsoh aggrieved by the deciston of the ^hrto^Tiehts thbuhal 
under ^eistidn 87 and Sectipfl 1 f9 may, vumtin rdhety days from the date of 
ree&pt &ft^de!^npiefer an appeal to the High Court."

8. AS per Section 87 and 88 of the ‘Endowments Act*, it is very Clear 

that the Endowments,Tribunal having jurisdiction shail have: the: power, after 

giving notice in the prescribed manner to the person cohcerhed, to enquire 

into and decide any dispute as4o the question, teh e^reise couid not be 

done in the instant case; The learned Govefoment Pleader for the 

respondents vehemently argued that the petitioner is an encroaGher earlier in 

respect of the land in Sy.No. 189 to an extent of Ac. 1 cents and: he himself 

willing to pay damages and lease permission reguesty other remaihing extent 

in Sy.No.189 was under encroachments and filed O.As before the tribunal, 

which are pending^ Therefore, it is contended that the writ petition is not 

maintainable under ArtiCle 226 of the Constitution.

9. The scope of Article 226 of the Constitution of India is: reproduced
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i:

I 
I

I
I

I

i

I
■■ ■ ■ I 

I

i 
i

eK^mfs&s\johs<Sicii^^^^^ tci issue to any ftei^bft qr autbbrAy, including in 

aopropFiate isases, any QdVefnttiePi, within those territories 
directions, orders or writs, ihottidihg, writ^in the hature of habeas 
corpKis, mandamus, pMibiti^^^^^ gtio wai^hto ahd dea^^ or any of 
them, for^the ehroroement of any ef fba rights r^hfOiM by W III 

arid for aqy other purpose.
* I the power conferred by ft?: diteptions,

orders drf.y^rits to any Government, aattvisnl^ dr person m alOo be
ex&Pisad by any High Court exerdisthgjadsdidt^h tn relation to the 
territones. within which the cai^ of action^ whpily dr in part, arises 
for the esrercise of sueh pdweh irptwith^dihp ffidf i^^^^^^ 
Covefnrnent or authority or the re&hb^dipddh^ is not within
those terntories.

(3) | l/WzeZie any party agdihst whoin an iiiferihi order, whether
by way df injunction or stay orin any c^rmannor, is made on, or in 
anypro^edings-reiating td: a petition under (th without-

(a) furnishing to such party popies df sudh petition and all 
dpeameptsin support of the plea ^rsUdhihtenm order; and

(bj giving such pady an oppoihmity of being heei^^ makes an 
application to the High Court for the vadatfon 'df such Order and 
furnishes a copy of such sppiiCation -^ hte party favour
such orrler has been made or the counsel of such paly, the High 
Court shall dispose of the application within, a period of two weeks 
hdm thp date on which it is received or horn the .date .on which the 
copy of ^such application is so furriiShed. whi^ever is later, or where 

the High Court is ciosed Oh theilai^ dety of th^ pdiiddi betdre the 
expiry of the next day aherwardS on which the Hig^ is open; 
and if ttre application is hot so disposed of, the inferim order shr", nn 
the expiry of that pehod, or. as the case may be, the expiry of the 
said next day, stand vacated

(4) the power conferred on a High Courts by this article shall 
not be in derogation of the power conferred on the Supreme Court by 
clause (2) of article 32.”

i
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(3) /f the encroacher fails to remove the encroachment within such stipulated 
period, the authority who issued the notice shall remove the encroachment

(a) Either withdrawing the notice issued and dropping further proceedings; or
(b) A ffirming the notice and duly stipulating the time within which such 

encroachment shall be removed.

Provided that the eherpacher shall be entitled to submit reply/ explanation tg 
such notice within one week frofn the date of receipt of such notice, which 
shall be duly considered and appropriate orders thereon shall be passedi-

10. In the instant case, the petitioner has not preferred any Appeal 

before the learned Tribunal in respect of SHbiect land, sb far and forther the 

petitioner ie W queatidhing the action of the Wdmfents in placing the 

subject land in prohibited property list maintained under Section 22(A)(1)(c) of 

the Registration Acti Which is not maintainable by invoking under Article 

226 Of the Gonstitution of India as contended by learned Government Pleader 

for the respondents^

11. Section 6^ of the Endowments Act deals with eviction of 

encroachmerit, which Jbproduced hefeunder;

i “S3, of /and, building, or any property belonging to
a cbaritabfe pr f^lgfdtis institution or endowment and the eyicitbn of 

enorpaeher:- Notvyithsfandirtg any^^^ the contrary oontaihed ia this 
Act or any other law for the time peibg in force, the ericrbachment of land, 
building, or any property of a eharitable or religious institution; or endowment 
is prohibited. ,

(2) The Exeoutive- Officer of the CharHable or Religious fnstituiipn or 
Endowment gf the A^i^aht Commissioner or any authority higher in rank 
thereof, shall, b^ nc^ce, reguire the encroacher to remove the encroachment 
as hereina fter provided:
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Provided that no appeal shall be preferred after expiry of ninety days from the 
dale of receipt of the order under sub-section (4) of Section 83:

n z

I
.___ ,,,

t

w/f/i ass/s/ance, if necessary and reedvef the cost of ieraoval ffom the 
encroaehdr. '

I^r the purpose of sdCdfing pplice assistancei the authority concerned 
shati approach: the \}unsdicfipnal Superintendent pf ^lice/ 0prrfhJissioner of 
^iee M Shalt tiiereupori pfovida such police ass^anee as is deemed 

ne(»ssarY[fPr:theraniiov  ̂ ; L i

Any set of encroachment indudihg the ahempl :h3 eMaph shali be a 
cogaiiable offence, nen-ibailable and triable as a warfaht case. in accordance: 
with the i^isioris of Code of Crimind Procedure, ppfyshabie with 
impF&onment for a term which shall not be /ess than Wee yeans bufwftiich 
may extend to eidht years and with fine whiidi may exi^d ^ Rupees one 
lakh, '

I .
I

12; And ateq 8^ of the Endowments Aet prdviW WW of eviction on 

failwre of feFnoval o^ the eneFoachmertts as directed by the Endowments 

Tribunal. [Substituted Iby Act No. 33 of 2007, dated i1.lX»7.J

I
Hfi^fe^fhin the peiidd-specifted inrthe Order undersub-section of 
Section: the encroacher has not rerhOYed the ehcroachmerit and has hot
vacated the land' building or space, the Assistant Commissioner havihg 
jurisdietidh oyer the sub-division may rempye the encroachment and obtairr 
possession of the land, building or space, encroached upon, taking such 
police assisfance\ as may be necessary. Any Police Officer whose help is 

required for this purpose shall be required to fenderthe necessary help to the 
Assistant Commissioner.

(^Nothing tn sub-section (1) shall prevent any person aggrieved by any order 
of the Endowments Tribunal under sub-section (4) of Section 83 from 
preferring an appeal before the High Court to establish that the Charitable and 
religious institution or Endowment has no title to the land, building or space:
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juncture.

15. Therefore, it is suffice it, to issue a direction to the petitioner to 

approach learned Endowments. Tribunal for redressal of his grievance in 

accordance with law, within four (04) weeks from the date of receipt of a copy

14. In view of the procedure as cOhtempIated uhdiSr ‘EndowmeiiU Act- 

cited supra, questiOh bf directing the respondents to direct the respohdehts to 

release the subject property from the prohibited property list maintained under 

Section 22(A)(1)(c) of the Registration Act, 1908 does not arise at this

^^rs0rtviaidYf& let 
Qtwhd i& Bcen^ or

13. As could; tag: :seeft from matenal available Oh record and also 

consideriiig: tBf:s«O>^M»hs th^ it appears W there is a 

serious dispute involved between the petitioner and 4^'’ respondent with 

regard to title pyef the jMititioner has noichoseh to approach

Endowments tfcnahto jedmssa^^ his grievance, where sintiiar matters are 

being pending theroib Sfece the 4^ cesportdent is claiming the suij^ect lahd as 

their land, the issue faffe Wlthih the jurisdiction of the Endowments Triburial as 

per the ‘Endowments Act’. An appear lies against the Award passed by the 

■Endowments Tribunal’ uhder Article 226 of the Constitution of India. 

Therefore, the reffef sought by the petitioner in the instant case is not comes 

under purview of under Article 226 of the Constitution; of India, therefore, this 

writ petition is not maintainable.



I€/
li

//TRUE eOPY//
! s

I

i
i
i
I

I
of this octt^. On sueh submission, the learhecl Endowments Tribunal is 

directed to pfCxtect the interest of the petitioner till disposal of Interlocutory 

Application filed by th^ b!^itioners in Q:A. The respondents are directed not to 

take any ddeiPtSVe ste| js against the petitioner in respect of the subject land till 

then-;.. I

life With the afeove direction, this Writ Petition is disposed of. There 

shattbe dd orderas ti^.costs,
■ ■ I ' ■ . .

IT. The twiacellaneous applications pending, if any, -shall also stand 

closed. i
SD/- K TATA RAO 

I //TRUE

i SECjfi^OFFlCER

One Fair Gdpy to Ihp HON’BLE DR JUSTtCE K. MANMADMA RAO 
(Forj His Lordship’s kind perusal)

i
1. The pfidcipai ^ddfetary. Revenue (Endowments) DepartiTient. State of 

Andhra Pradesh, Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravathi, Guntur District.
2: ^he^mmissioner, Endowments Departmenti Goilapudi, Vijayawada,

3. The Di^ct Endowment Officer, VIsakapatnam
The;^eculivetOffteer, Sri Paradesamrna Ammavari: Temple, 
/LankeiapalerajVillage Parawada Mandal, Visakhapatham District.

5< One OW tQ Sri D. V, Sa-sidhar, Advocate fOPUC]

6. Two GGs to GP for Endowments, High Court of Andhra Pradesh. [OUT]
7. One CC to Sri|B. Jagadheesh Kumar; SC for Endowments (OPUC)

8. 9 L.R. Copies:

9. The Under Secretary Union of India, Ministry of Law, Justice & 
Company Affairs, New Delhi.

10. The Seeretary, A.P. High Court Advocates Association. High Court of 
A.P. at Amaravati, Guntur District.

. I
11 .Three C D. Copies.

I
Cnr j
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Counsel for the Petitioner(S):

1.P NAGENDRAREDDY

Counsel for the Responclent(S):

1.GP FOR ENDOWMENTS
I

I
I

I
I
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2- i
The Court made thelfollowing Order:

The Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, 

seeking the following relief:

WRIT PETITION NO: 28475/2024

Between: I

Poreddy Krishna Red^y and Others

I AND

Sri Lakshmi Chennakeshava Swamy Vari Devasthanam ...RESPONDENT(S) 
and Others

APHC010549192024 j

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH 
I AT AMARAVATI

(Special Original Jurisdiction)

THURSDAY .THE FIFTH DAY OF DECEMBER 
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

I PRESENT ,
THE HONOURABLE DR JUSTICE K MANMADHA RAO

to issue a writ, order or direction more 
particuiahy one in the nature of writ of Mands nus to 
declare the action of respondent No.1 in issuing the 
Impugned Orders in Rc.No.Lands-10/2024, Rc.No.Lands- 
18/2024, Rc.No.Lands-19/2024 and Rc.No.Lands-20/2024 all 
are dt.25;11-2024 under Sec.83(3) of the Endowments Act, 
30/87 without conducting enquiry and even inspite of 
establishing the long standing possession passing the 
Impugned Order basing on summary enquiry declaring the
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2.

Ac.7.44 cents in Sy.No.,112 of Markapuram town and directed to submit the 

explanation why the petitioners should not be evicted from the land.

is I.Velugondamma. After the death of petitioners’ father, the petitioners carhe 

on record in the GRP and al! are cultivating the land. While things stood thus, 

the 1®‘ respondent temple issued notice, dated 18.10.2024 under Sec.83(2) of 

the Act 30/87 alleging that the petitioners are encroachers of the land extent of

petitioners as encroachers and directing to remove the 
encroachment within 15 days from the date of receipt of the 
order as arbitrary iiiegai and violation of Articles 14, 19, 21 
and 300-A of the Constitution of tndia and consequently set 
aside the impugned Orders in Rc.No.Lands-10/2024, 
Rc.No.Lands-18/2024, Rc.No.Lands-19/2024 and
Rc.No.Lands-20/2024 all are dt.25-11-2024 issued by the t®' 
respondent in the interest of Justice ’

■ f

Brief facts of the case are that petitioners’ father Late Kanaka Reddy is 

the cuftrvatihg tenarTrsince the year 1964 in respect ofTOlancTexfent'T^.l^ 

cents situated in Sy.No..112 of Markapur town, Prakasam District. The said 

land belong to I.Velugondamma. When the said Velugondamma sold the said 

land to Bujjabbayi without giving first priority to petitioners’ father on the 

ground of cultivating tenant, he filed ATC No.2/1984. The said ATC has been 

decreed in his favour ',by District Munsif, Markapur on 05.09.1989. The said
I

order has been confirmed in ATA No.16/2000, dated 26.06.2015 by the 

District Judge, Ongole. Questioning the same CRP.No.172/2016 has been
I

filed and the same is pending before this Court, .^or the past 60 years, the 

petiitoners have been cultivating the said land and the owner of the said land
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I
I
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I

Accordingly, the petitiloners submitted preliminary explanation on 25.10.2024 

and final explanation pn 22.11.2024 disputing that the allegation and claimed 

that the subject land, does not belong to the 1®* respondent temple and it 

belongs to the original owner Velugondamma for which the proceedings under 

Andhra Tenancy Act Jis pending in CRP No. 172/2016 and the father of the 

petitioner succeeded before the trial court and Appellate Court. After receiving 
the notices, the 1®*' respondent without conducting enquiry issued the 

impugned orders 'vide Rc.No.Lands-20/2024, Rc.No.Lands-18/2024, 

Rc.No.Lands-19/2024 and Rc.No.Lands-20/2024, dated 25.11.2024 stating
I •• •'that the petitioners are encroachers and they should vacate and handover the 

possession of the land to the 1 ®* respondent-temple within a period of 15 days; 
failing which, further proceedings will be initiated. Aggrieved by the same, the 

present writ petition h'as been filed.

3. Heard Mr.P.Nagendra Reddy, learned counsel for the petitioners and 

Mr.Mekapotula Srinivasa Rao, learned Standing Counsel for the 1®‘ 

respondent as well as Mr.P.Srinivas, learned Assistant Government Pleader 

for Endowments for respondent Nos.2 to 4.
. I

On hearing, learned counsel for the petitioners while reiterating the 
I

contents urged in thp writ petition, submits that, in similar circumstances, a 

learned Single Judge of this Court in W.P.No.29773 of 2018, dated 

05.05.2023; W.P.Noj26301 of 2023, dated 02.07.2024 and W.P.No.27720 of 

I 

I
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pass similar order in this writ petition also.

On the other hand, learned Assistant Government Pleader for5.

6.

7.

2024, dated 29.11.2024, while disposing of the writ petitions, granted liberty to 

the petitioner as well as respondent-temple to approach the Endowments 

Tribunal for redressal of their grievance with regard to title over subject lands 

and further directed the respondents not to interfere with the possession and 

enjoyrhent of the petitioners over the subject land till the decision is taken by 

the Endowments Tribunal. He also relied upon a decision of a learned Division

Endowments and learned Standing Counsel do not refute the submission 

made by learned counsel for the petitioners.

Bench of this Court passed in W.A.No.815 of 2022, "dated 04.05.2023, 

wherein it was also while disposing of the writ appeal, directed the appellant 

therein to prefer an appeal under Section 45 read with Section 87 of the Act 

No.30 of 1987. In view of the same, learned counsel requests this Court to

As seen from the material on record, there is a serious dispute in 

between the petitioners and the 1®‘ respondent temple with regard to the title 

over the subject land.

Considering the submissions c. both the learned counsels and on a 

perusal of the decisions of learned Single Judge as well as learned Division 

Bench of this Court as stated supra, this Court is of the opinion that, either of 

the parties have to approach the Endowments Tribunal for redressal of their



n 5

i.

ii.

iii.

9.

Dr. K. MANMADHA RAO, J
BMS

I

I 
grievance. Therefore, ithis Court deems fit to dispose of the writ petition, with 

the following directions:

Granting liberty to either of the parties i.e., the writ petitioners as 

well as ithe respondent temple authorities to approach the 

Endowments Tribunal by way of filing Interlocutary Applications
I •

as well as Original Applications for. redressal of their grievance, 

within two (02) months from the date of receipt of a copy of this
. I ■ 

order. i

On filing such applications, the Endowments Tribunal shall decide 

the same on merits within four (04) weeks thereafter.
I

Further, jthe respondent temple authorities are directed not to 

interfere! with the possession and enjoyment of the petitioners’
I

subject land till disposal of the said Interlocutary Applications.

8. With the above directions, the Writ Petition is disposed of, at the stage 

of admission, with the consent of both the learned counsels. No costs.
I

As a sequel, (miscellaneous applications pending, if any, shall stand
I

closed. I
I 
I 
I 
I

I
I 
I 

I
I
i
I
I
I 
i

i
I 
i
I
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PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE OR JUSTICE K MANMADHA RAO

WRIT PETITION NO: 28866/20246. 28869/2024
WP No.28866/2024:
Between:

Iruvanti Murali Krishna Murthy

AND
The State Of Andhra Pradesh and Others . . .P

I. V V N NARASIMHAM

Counsel for the Respondents):
1. GP FOR ENDOWMENTS

The Court made the following:

4

.3

Indian Kanoon - htlp://indiankanoon.org/doc/138312336/ 3

members rendering Archakatvam service in and around Markapuram Town 

including in Sri Lakshmi Chennakesava Swamy Vari Devasthanam situated in

FRIDAY ,THE TWENTIETH DAY Or DECEMBER 
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

Counsel for the Petitioner:I

2. Brief facts of the case are thatthe petitioner's forefathers, their family

This writ petition is filed under Article 226 of the Constitution of India for
I

the following relief:
I

"....to issue a Writ Order or direction more particularly one in the nature of WRIT C 
declaring the order passed in Rc No Landsl2/2024 dated 25.11.2024 passed u/s 83(2) of 
and Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act as amended by Act 36/2023 where u 
respondent has passed orders to vacate the land to an extent of Ac 1.25 cents out of 
agricultural lands in survey no. 1133 of Markapuram Town and Mandal being bad, illeqa. 
jurisdiction violation of principles of natural justice, arbitrary, contrary *9 the p 
Act and offends Article 14 and 300-A of Constitution of India and consequentially to 
and to pass "



14G>, 1403, etc., also shows the name of the petitioner as Pattadar. It is
stated that during the year 2016 the National Highway Authorities have

acquired land vide award 5/2016 dated 08.03.2016 belonging to the petitioner,

covering subject land to an extent of AC 0.68 cents for the purpose of

formation of highway and paid compensation vide cheque dated 28.05.2016.

It

4
I
I

have been in possession and enjoyment of the same.

Charitable and Hindu Religious and Endowments Act as amended by Act 
36/2023 calling (upon him to explain as to why he should not be evicted.

While so, the 3rd respondent has issued notice dated 18.10.2024 to the 
person who earlijer looking after the lands of the petitioner's namely 

5

I

I

appears that the 3rd respondent has passed final order since the said person

do not have any interest and did not respond to the said notice vide Rc.No.
I

Indian Kanoon - http7/indiankanoon.org/doc/138312336/
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Markapuram Village and Mandal, Prakasam District. The petitioner's 
Iforefathers acquired an extent of Ac 6.09 cents in survey No.1133 of 
I

Markapuram Village and Mandal, Prakasam District and they have been 

enjoying the same.The old revenue records such as lA account, dealing with
■ I

rights registers! shows the petitioner's name as Pattadar, IB adangal and
■■ ■ ■■ .* ■ I '■ ■ ■ ' ‘

RSR, Village Account No.3,,Adangal, etc.,-also shows his father's name and 

great grandfather (mother side) as Pattadar and the subject land is patta land. 

The revenue authorities gave Pattadar pass books in the year 2010 is in
I favour of the petitioner for the land presently holding Ac 4.09 cents in survey

No.1133 of Markapuram Village and Mandal, similarly adangals for the year

I
A.Narayana S/o. (chennakesavulu resident of Markapuram u/s 83(2) of A.P.

All the revenue records, for the last several decades showing either petitioner 
father's name, thereafter his name as Pattadar of the subject land and they



amended by Act 36/2823. In the said order, it is stated that the subject land
covering the said notice admeasuring Ac 1.25 cents in survey no.1133 of
Markapuram Village is a service Inam meant for Chinna Purohityam service in
3rd respondent temple and it is provided in the record of the temple.
Surprisingly the Executive Officer of 3rd respondent failed to verify the records
or physical possession to identify the person actually holding the subject
property and passed orders as against the third parties who are unconcerned,
inspite of their being lot of revenue records showing petitioner's name, his
father's name and other family members name earlier for the last several
decades without prejudice. The contention of the petitionerthat it is their
absolute property and civil court alone is the competent forum and that, having

such, the order under challenge is without jurisdiction section of law and

4. On hearing, learned Senior Counsel while reiterating the contents
made in the petition, submits that, for last several decades, the petitioner has

petitioner is the Pattadar for the subject land, and he has been in occupation
and enjoyment. In any event, the petitioner cannot issue notice to the person

Indian Kanoon - http://indiankanoon.0rg/doc/l 38312336/ 5

referred to in the, notice that the subject land is service Inam, the 3rd 
■s

Irespondent cannot invoke section 83, or at least to invoke section 77. As

Iruvanti Mural! Krishna Murthy vs The Slate Of Andhra Pradesh on 20 December. 2024

Lands-12/2824, dated 25.11.2024 passed u/s 83(2) of Endowments Act as

been enjoying the subject lands. All the revenue records also indicate that the

Sri V.V.N.Narasimham, learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and 
learned Government Pleader for Endowments appearing for the respondents.

competence. Hence, the present writ petition.
6

3. Heard Sri V. Venugopala Rao, learned Senior Counsel representing

unconcern and pass orders for eviction invoking section 83 which has no



o

5.

hence the petitioner has got no right over the subject land. He further submits
to

6

that 3rd respondent initially issued a show cause notice dated 18-10-2024,
I

Indian Kanoon - http://indiankan00n.0rg/d0c/l 38312336/I

I
Per contra, learned Government Pleader for Endowments has

i

III

I

principles of natural justice and depriving right to property as provided under 
Article 300-A of Constitution of India, and hence, it is liable to be set aside.

Prakasam District (which
is received thoqgh a Phone message from the office of the Standing Counsel 
for Endowments); and submits that, in view of the .act that, the subject land is 
an Inam land, the alienation of any Inam land is prohibited U/s.75 of the 
Endowments Act 30/87 without the prior sanction of the Government and

furnished a copy of instructions received from the Executive Officer, Sri 
Lakshmi Chennakesava Swamy Temple, Markapur,

Iruvanti Murali Krishna Murthy vs The Slate Of Andhra Pradesh on 20 December, 2024 
application for the present case issue, the 3rd. respondent, if any, got any 
grievance, should approach the competent civil Court, but cannot invoke 
section 83 of the Act. He further submits that, as section 83 has no Iapplication, had the 3rd respondent issued notice to the petitioner, he would 
have explained how the course initiated u/s 83 is not applicable, which is in

• X - •» -t 
' t ■ • 1 .

gross violation of principles of natural justice. Learned Senior Counsel further 
submits that the impugned order came to be passed for eviction and handing 
over the lands by third parties to the 3rd respondent temple. The petitioner 
does not fall within the definition of encroacher. He further submits that, as 
the petitioner is the owner of subject land, the 3rd respondent has no 
competence to issue notice u/s 83, particularly in case of patta lands. The 
documents behind the petitioner's back, if any, cannot take away their right to 
enjoyment on subject lands shall not get altered such entries. Therefore, the 
impugned order dated 25.11.2024 is without jurisdiction, in gross violation of

■ I .



t.

Chennakesavulu and subsequently passed Eviction Orders as stipulated
U/Sec.83(2) of the Endowments Act 30/87, as Amended- through Amended
Act 36/2023 published in A.P. Gazette Part IV-B Extraordinary No.36 dated
27-10- 2023 intimating him that the subject property is temple land meant for
Chinna Purohithamiservices of temple and requested him to explain within 7

offer in that regard, he should submit the same within 7 days along with
documentary evidence, if any, in his support. Further it was clarified in the

premises of the schedule mentioned property within 7 days and shall
handover the vacant possession of the same to the Executive Officer of the 3rd
respondent temple.'As per instructions, he further submits that, the said Akula

and handover possession to the temple within 15 days from the date of receipt
of the orders. He submits that the said Akula Narayana received the said

A.P., Endowments Tribunal, by way of an Appeal U/s.83(6) against the
Eviction Orders, if'he had got any grievance, and further, he can file a

Indian Kanoon- htlp://indiankanoon.org/doc/138312336/ 7

Narayana refused the said notice and did not issue any reply and hence the
I3rd respondent Executive Officer passed the Impugned Eviction orders dated I

25-11-2024, requesting the said Akula Narayana to remove his encroachment

declaration O.A., U/s.87(l) of the Endowments Act 30/87 before the said 
I

Tribunal, if he is claiming that it is not the temple property. But without availing

I
orders on 27.11.2024, against which, the present writ petition has been filed

by the petitioner, who is third party. In fact, the petitioner has to approach the

IruvanIrMurali Krishna Murthy vs The State Of Andhra Pradesh on 20 December, 2024 

the person in occupation of the said land i.e., Akula Narayana S/o.

days from the date of receipt of the notice as to why he should not be treated 
I

as encroacher U/Sec.83(2) of the Endowments Act 30/87 and shall not 
I

remove from occupation of the said property and if he has any explanation to

order that if he has no explanation to offer in that regard, he should vacate the 
, 8

J

1



I

Markapuram Town, Prakasam District, is basically an Inam land meant for5

out by the Approved Property Registers under Sections 38, 43 and 43(10) of

8.

such land shall fee deemed to be an encroacher.

8
I

Indian Kanoon - http://indiankan00n.0rg/d0c/l 38312336/
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such pattas granted and no person other than the servicedar is entitled to 
continue in such land and any other person in any capacity in possession of

■ II I
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getting ttone-aiinwr ForDhtthanr Services Tfrth'e“terapTe',‘ which“is“crearl'y Borne 
9

It is further mentioned that the Government Amended InamsI
Abolition (Conve'rsion into Ryotwari) Act 1958 through Amended Act 16/2013,
by inserting specific provisions to the effect that the temple is only entitled for IRyotwari patta for any service Inam lands and whatever the pattas got by theIservicedars or their alienees are null and void and no effect shall be given to

the alternative statutory remedy, he has straight away approached the Hon'ble 
I

Court, wherein the disputed questions of fact could not be decided under writ
proceedings. Therefore, learned Government Pleader prays to dismiss the 

f
writ petitions.

i- . ’ •’ ■
6. Perused the material on record.

the Act. Further the Re-Survey Settlement Register pertains to said survey I
number clearly shows that the said land is meant for Chinna Purohitham
Services in the temple. The entries in the Record of Holdings being
maintained by the Sub Registrar, Registration and Stamps Department, Govt, 
of A.P. also clearly shows that it is a temple service land.

7. On a perusal of the Impugned order, it is observed that, as per 
temple records, the subject land of Ac 6.09 cents in Survey No.1133 of



any

Inam land meant jfor the services in the temple without the prior sanction of the
Government. Section 75 reads as under:

le

Act 30/87(As Amended through the Amended Act 36/2023, dated 27-10-2023)
the expression encroachment means every activity by a person or group of
persons without any lawful entitlement and with a view to illegally take
possession of lands, buildings or property of an Endowment Institution:

(ii) The terin encroacher shall be construed accordingly.

11. As such, occupation of Sri Akula Venkateswarlu, S/o. Balaiah is
encroachment since it is an Endowment land meant for Chinna Purohitham
services in the temple of Sri Lakshmi Chennakesava Swanyvari Devasthnam,
Markapuram Town and Mandal, Prakasam District.

12.

9

It is pertinent to mention here that Section 77 of the Andhra
Indian Kanoon - http;//indiankanoon.org/doc/138312336/

(iii) This shall be in addition to provisinn.s herein above contained empowering th 
removal of encroachment in the matter provided in this section.

10. Further as per the explanation (i) of Sec.83(5) of the Endowments

Section 75 : Lease, sale of Inams to be void in certain cases - 1) Any Lease 
and any Gift, Sale, Exchange or Mortgage of an Inam land granted for the support of 
maintenance of Charitable or Religious Institution or Endowment or for the 
performance of the Religious or Public Charity or service, shall be null and void 
unless any such transaction not being a gift is effected with the prior sanction of Government.

Iruvanii Mural! Krishna Murthy vs The Slate Of Andhra Pradesh on 20 December, 2024

9. Sec. 75 of the Endowments Act 30/87, prohibits the alienation of

(a) Occupy the|said lands, buildings or property without the approval of the Competer 
Authority sanctioning lease / mortgage / License or continued occupation of land, 
buildings or property after expiry or cancellation of the Lease/ mortgage or Lice 
permission in respect thereof.

(b) Enter into or create illegal tenancies or lease and Licenses, Agreement of any il 
document of title in respect of such property.

(c) Construct un-authorizedstructures thereon, for sale or hire or for his/her own us 
and includes an attempt to encroach in the manner indicated above.
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(ii)that the charitable or religious institution or endowment has ceased to e
charity or service has become impossible of performance;

Indian Kanoon - http://indiankanoon.org/doc/138312336/ 10

i

(b)The order, granting the ryotwari patta under clause (a) shall, on applica; .■ 
the Revenue Divisional Officer within the time prescribed be executed by him in accord 
with such rules as may be made in this behalf.

(i)that the holder of the inam has effected a transaction which is null and vo 
Section 75;

(2)(a Before passing an order under sub-section (1), the Revenue Divisional 0 
shall give notice to the trustee, to the Commissioner, to the holder of the inam land, 
person in possession of the inam land where he is not the holder thereof and to the al 
any, of the inam land and also publish a copy of the notice in such manner as may be 
prescribed, which publication shall be deemed to be sufficient notice to every other p 
likely to be affected by such order; and consider the objections, if any, after holdin 
inquiry as may be prescribed.

interest in the institution or endowment authorised by the Commissioner 
the whole or any portion of any such inam land referred to in Section 7 
following grounds namely

I
(4)(a)Where any inam land or portion thereof is resumed under this Section, 

Revenue Divisional Officer shall, by order, grant a ryotwari patta in respect of the i 
portion thereof to the charitable or religious institution concerned; and where the re 
made on the ground specified in item (ii) of Sub-section (1) to any such charitable o." 
institution as ^the Commissioner may recommend.

(iii)that the holder of such inam land has failed to perform or make the necess 
arrangements for performing, in accordance with the custom or usage of the institution 
endowment, the charity or service for the performance of which the inam land was grant

(3)A copy of every order passed under sub-section (1), shall be communicated t 
each of the persons mentioned in sub-section {2)and shall be published in the manner 
prescribed.

(b)Where only a portion of the inam land is affected, notice shall be given u 
clause (a) to the holder of such portion as well as to the holder or holders of the ot 
or portions to the person in possession of every such portion, where he is not the hoi 
thereof, and to the alienee, if any, of every such portion and the objections of all s 
shall be considered by the Revenue Divisional Officer.

Injvanti Mtirali Krishna Murthy vs The State Of Andhra Pradesh on 20 December, 2024i
Pradesh Charitable Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act 30/87,
reads asunder:

I77. Resumption of Inam Lands.
I

(l)The Revenue Divisional Officer may, either suo motu or on the applicatior 
trustee of a charitable or religious institution or endowment or of the Commissioner 
person having 
order, resume 
or any of the



1

13. Section 87 of The Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious
Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987 (in short ‘the Endowments Act"), which
reproduced hereunder:

12

(b)whether an institution or endowment is a religious, institution or endowment;

(d)whether any property is a specific endowment:

Indian Kanoon - hllp://indiankanoon.org/doc/138312336/ 11

(f)whether any institution or endowment is wholly or partly of a secular or 
rel.'s’.ous character and whether any property is given wholly or partly for 
secular or religious uses; or

(e)whether any person is entitled by custom or otherwise to any honor, 
‘emoluments or perquisites in any charitable or religious institution or 
endowment and what the established usage of such institution or endowment 
is in regard to any other matter;

87. [ Power of Endowments Tribunal to decide certain disputes and 
matters. [Substituted by Act No. 33 of 2007, dated 11.12.2007.]

djs)
Iruvanti Mural! Krishna Murthy vs The Stale Of Andhra Pradesh on 20 December, 2024

(5}Pending the resumption of an inam land or portion thereof under this secti 
ground specified in item (iii) of sub- section (1), the Revenue Divisional Officer may­
person in possession of the inam land or portion thereof, to pay to the trustee, the e 
incurred or likely to be incurred for the performance of the charity or service to the 
or endowment. In default of such payment, the Revenue Divisional Officer may pass an c 
or make such arr;angement as he considers necessary for the performance of the charity 
service; and the expenses incurred therefor shall be recovered from the person in poss 
of the inam land or portion thereo'f, as if they were arrears of land revenue..

(g)where any property or money has been given for the support of an 
institution or endowment which is partly of a secular character and partly of a 
religious character or the performance of any service or charity connected 
with such institution or endowment or the performance of a charity which is 
partly of a secular character and partly of a religious character or where any 
property or money giyen is appropriated partly to secular uses and partly to 
religious uses, as to what portion of such property or money shall be allocated

(c)whether any property is an endowment, if so whether it is a charitable 
endowment or a religious endowment;

(a)whether an institution or endowment is a charitable institution or 
endowment;

(l)The Endowments tribunal having jurisdiction shall have the power, after 
giving notice in the prescribed manner to the person concerned, to enquire 
into and decide any, dispute as to the question.



I
I ■

o

giving notice ijn the prescribed manner to the person concerned, to enquire
Indian Kanoon- http;//indiankanoon.org/doc/138312336/ 12

Idisputes referred to in sub-section (1) until the constitution of the Endowments 
Tribunal, i]

(5)Notwithstanding anything contained in the above sub sections the Deputy 
Commissioner having jurisdiction shall continue to enquire into and decide the

I ■ 13

No. 33 of 2007,j dated 11.12.2007. J
"Any person aggrieved by the decision of the Endowments Tribunal 

under Section 87 and Section 119 may, within ninety days from the date of 
receipt oif the decision prefer an appeal to the High Court."

I

I

............. . .........I”
Iruvanti Mural! Krishna Murthy vs The State Of Andhra Pradesh on 20 December, 2024 

to secular or religious uses;
i

(h)whether a person is a founder or c member from the family of the founder 
of an Institutidn or Endowment.I
(2)The Endowments Tribunal may, pending its decision under subsection (1), pass such order I as it deems fit for the administration of the property or 
custody of the money belonging to the institution or endowment.

that the Endowments Tribunal having jurisdiction shall have the power, after

(3) The Endowments Tribunal may while recording its decision under 
subsection (1) and pending implementation of such decision, pass such
interim order a$ it may deem fit for safeguarding the interest of the institution 
or endowment and for preventing damage to or loss or misappropriation or 
criminal breach^of trust in respect of the properties or moneys belonging to or 
in the possession of the institution or endowment.
(4) The presumption in respect of matters covered by Clauses (a), (b), (c), (d) 
and (e) in sub-section (1) is that the institution or the endowment is a public 
one and that the burden of proof in all such cases shall lie on the person 
claiming the institution or the endowment to be private or the property or 
money to be other than that of a religious endowment or specific endowment,as the case may'be.

I
14. Section 88 of The Andhra Pradesh Charitable and Hindu Religious

Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987 theRight of appeal against the 
decision of the' Endowments Tribunal under Section 87. [Substituted by Act

15. As per Section 87 and 88 of the 'Endowments Act', it is very clear
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into and decide any dispute as to the question. Such exercise could not be
done in the instant case. The learned Government Pleader for the
respondents vehemently argued that the petitioner is an encroacher earlier in
respect of the land in Sy.No.189 to an extent of Ac. 1.00 cents and he himself
willing to pay damages and lease permission request, other remaining extent
in Sy.No.189 was under encroachments and filed O.As before the Tribunal.
which are pending.' Therefore, it is contended that the writ petition is not
maintainable under Article 226 of the Constitution.

■i

16. The main scope of Article 226 of the Constitution of India is
reproduced hereunder;

14
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I

1

I

I (1) Notwithstanding anything in article 32, every High Court shall 
have power, throughout the territories in relation to which it exercises 
jurisdiction, to issue to any person or authority, including in appropriate 
cases,! any Government, within those territories directions, orders or writs 
including writs in the nature of habeas corpus, mandamus, prohibition, quo 
warranto and certiorari, or any of them, for the enforcement of any of the 
rights, conferred by Part III and for any other purpose.

(2) The power conferred by clause (1) to issue directions, orders O; writs to any Government, authority or person may also be exercised by any 
High Court exercising jurisdiction in relation to the territories within wh 
cause of action, wholly or in part, arises for the exercise of such power, 
notwithstanding that the seat of such Government or authority or the 
residence of such person is not within those territories.

I (3) Where any party against whom an interim order, whether by way 
Of injunction or stay or in any other manner, is made on, or in any 
proceedings relating to, a petition under clause (1), without-

(a) furnishing to such party copies of such petition and all docume 
ill •support of the plea for such interim order; and

(b) giving such party an opportunity of being heard, makes an 
applir-tion to the High Court for the vacation of such order andfurnishes a 
copy of such application to the party in whose favour such order has been 
made or the counsel of such party, the High Court shall dispose of the 
applica,tion within a period of two weeks from the date on which it is 
received or from the date on which the copy of such application is so 
furnished, whichever is later, or where the High Court is closed on the las 
day of that period, before the expiry of the next day afterwards on which t 
High Court is open; and if the application is not so disposed of, the inter 
order shall, on the expiry of that period, or. as the case may be, the expi 
the said next day, stand vacated.



17. In the instant case, the petitioner has not preferred any Appeal

India as contended by learned Government Pleader for the respondents.

encroachment, which reproduced hereunder:
15

or

Indian Kanoon - http://indiankanoon.org/doc/138312336/ 14

I

r

f

18. Section 83 of the Endowments Act deals with eviction of

"^3. Encroachment of land, building, or any property belonging to a 
charitable or religious institution or endowment and the eviction of 
encroacher:- (1) Notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained in this Act or 
other law for the time being in force, the encroachment of land, building, or any 
property of a charitable or religious institution or endowment is prohibited.
(2) The Executive Officer of the Charitable or Religious Institution or Endowment 
the Assistant Commissioner or any authority higher in rank thereof, shall, by noti 
require the encroacher to remove the encroachment as hereinafter provided:

iProvided that the encroacher shall be entitled to submit reply/ explanation to sue 
notice within one week from the date of receipt of such notice, which shall be du I 
considered and appropriate orders thereon shall be passed:
(a) Eithek withdrawing the notice issued and dropping further proceedings;
(b) Affirming the notice and duly stipulating the time within which such encroachir 

shall'be removed.
I

(3) If the encroacher fails to remove the encroachment within such stipulated peri the autho'rity who issued the notice shall remove the encroachment with police 
assistance, if necessary and recover the cost of removal from the encroacher.
(4) For the purpose of securing police assistance, the authority concerned shall 
approach |the jurisdictional Superintendent of Police/ Commissioner of Police who

before the learned Tribunal in respect of subject land, so far and further the 
petitioner is now questioning the action of the 3rd respondent where under 
stated that to vacate the subject land since it is an Endowment land meant for 
Chinna Purohithara services in the temple of Sri Lakshmi Chennakesava 
Swanyvari Devasthnam, Markapuram Town and Mandal, Prakasam District,

iwhich is not maintainable by invoking under Article 226 of the Constitution of

/ tfej @ -.. •
Iruvanti Murali Krishna Murthy vs The State Of Andhra Pradesh on 20 December, 2024

I (4) The power conferred on a High Court by this article shall not b 
derogation of the power conferred on the Supreme Court by clause (2) of 
article 32."
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19. And also 84 of the Endowments Act provides mode of eviction on
failure of removal of the encroachments as directed by the Endowments
Tribunal. [Substituted by Act No. 33 of 2007, dated 11.12.2007.]

20. As seen from the material available on record and also considering

dispute involved in between the petitioner and 3rd respondent with regard to

pending therein. Since the 3rd respondent is claiming that the subject land as
Indian Kanoon - htlp://indiankanoon.org/doc/138312336/ 15

the subject land. The petitioner has not chosen to approach Endowments I
Tribunal for redressal of his grievance, where similar matters are being

Ithe submissions of both the learned counsels, it appears that there is a

Iruvanti Mural! Krishna Murthy vs The State Of Andhra Pradesh on 20 December, 2024

shall thereupon provide such police assistance as is deemed necessary for the 
removal of encroachment.

(2)Nothing in sub-section (1) shall prevent any person aggrieved by any order of t 
Endowments Tribunal under sub-section (4) of Section 83 from preferring an appeal 
before the High Court to establish that the Charitable and religious Institution o 
Endowment has no title to the land, building or space:

Provided further that no such appeal shall be preferred by a person who is let in 
possession of land, building or space, or who is a lessee, licensee or mortgagee c 
Institution or Endowment.]I

(DWhere within the period specified in the order under sub-section (4) of Section 
the encroacher has not removed the encroachment and has not vacated the land, 
building or space, the Assistant Commissioner having jurisdiction over.the sub­
division may remove the encroachment and obtain possession of the land, building o 
space, encroached upon, taking such police assistance as may be necessary. Any 
Police Officer whose help is required for this purpose shall be required to render 
necessary help to the Assistant Commissioner.

Provided that no appeal shall be preferred after expiry of ninety days from the da 
receipt of the order under sub-section (4) of Section 83: 

I 16

(5) Any act of encroachment including the attempt to encroach shall be a cognizabl 
offence, non-bailable and triable as a warrant case, in accordance with the provis 
of Code of Criminal Procedure, 1973, punishable with imprisonment for a term which 
shall not be less than three years but which may extend to eight years and with fi 
which may e:^tend to Rupees one lakh.
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their iand, the issue falls within the jurisdiction of the Endowments Tribunal as

comes under purview of under Article 226 of the Constitution of India,
therefore, this writ petition is not maintainable.

21. Therefore, it is suffice it, to issue a direction to the petitioner to
approach learned Endowments Tribunal for redressal of his grievance in
accordance with law, within four (04) weeks from the date of receipt of a copy

:■■■ of this order. On such submission, the learned Endowments Tribunal is

respect of the
subject land.

17

22. With the above directions, both the Writ Petitions are disposed of.
There shall be no order as to costs.

23. As a sequel, interlocutory, applications, if any pending, shall stand
closed.

DR. K. MANMADHA RAO, J.
Date :

Gvl
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per the 'Endowments Act'. An appeal lies against the Award passed by the 
'Endowments Tribunal' under Article 226 of the Constitution of India.

Therefore, the relief sought for by the petitioner in the instant case is not

directed to project the interest of the petitioner till disposal of Interlocutory 
Application filed by the petitioners in O.A. Till then, the respondents a
directed not to take any coercive steps against the petitioner in

I
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nature of mandamus, declaring the action of the 2"“ respondent in Interfering 
with the petitioners' peaceful possession and enjoyment of House plots, 

bearing Nos. 129. an extent of 267 sq.yds. and Plot Nos. 166 and 167. an 

extent of 534 sq.yds (total. 801 sq.yds) of land (belonging to the 1®‘ 

petitioner) and Plot No. 128. an extent of 267 sq.yds. (belonging to the 2"'^ 

petitioner), plots situated in Sy.Nos.142/4A and 4B, 149/1 and 156/2 of 
Adavivaram Village. Visakhapatnam Rural Mandal, Visakhapatnam District.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH :: AMARAVATI 

(Special Original Jurisdiction) 
TUESDAY, THE SECOND DAY OF JULY A 

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR >

PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE DR JUSTICE K MANIWADHA RAO 

WRIT PETITION NO: 26301 OF 2023

o

...RESPONDENTS
Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in 

the circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may 

be pleased to issue a Writ. Order or direction more particularly one in the

AND
1. The State of Andhra Pradesh. Rep. by its Priricipal Secretary. 

Endowments Department. Secretariat Buildings. Velagapudi. Amarayati. 
Guntur District.

2. Sri Varaha Lakshmi Narasimha Swamy Vari Devasthanam.

Simhachalam. Visakhapatnam District. A.P.. Rep. by its Executive 
Officer. I

Between: .

1. Dr.Alla Prameela Devi, W/o.Saidulu, Aged about 68 years, R/o.DNo. 

13-12-7,14th Ward, Gundapuvari Veedhi, Chirala, Bapatla District.

2. Maddirala Lakshmi, W/o.SambasIva Rao. Aged about 73 years, R/o. 1®‘ 

Floor. R.K.Towers, Prakash Nagar, Tenali, Guntur District.

...PETITIONERS
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I

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI V SURYA KIRAN KUMAR
Counsel for the Respondent No.1: GP FOR ENDOWMENTS
Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI JAGADISH KUMAR BATCHU, SC 

. FOR ENDOWMENTS
The Court made the following: ORDER

I ■ ’

as illegal, arbitrary, violative of Articles 14, 21 and 300-A of the. Constitution
. . I

I so.,' of India apd consequently direct the 2^ respondent to refrain from doing

. lAilO: 1 OF 2023

Petition under jsectlon 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances 

stated in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be 
pleased to direct the 2^ respondent, not to interfere in any manner, 
whatsoever, with the petitioners' peaceful possession and enjoyment of their 
House plots, bearing'Nos. 129, an extent of 267 sq.yds., and Plot Nos. 166 

and 167, an extent of 534 sq.yds (total. 801 sq.yds) of land (belonging to the 
1st petitioner) and Plot No. 128, an extent of 267 sq.yds. (belonging to the 
2nd petitioner), plots situated in Sy.Nos.142/4A and 4B, 149/1 and 156/2 of 
Adavivaram Village, Visakhapatnam Rural Mandai; Visakhapatnam District, 

pending disposal of writ petition.
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Between:

Alla Prameela Devi and Others ...PETITIONER(S)

...RESPONDENT(S)

i

ORDER:-

15.09.2023 and orally informed that

1

i

APHCOi0507342023

, PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE DR JUSTICE K MANMADHA RAO 

WRIT PETITION NO: 26301 OF 2023

TUESDAY .THE SECOND DAY OF JULY 
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH 
AT AMARAVATI 

(Special Original Jurisdiction)

AND

The State of Andhra Pradesh and Others
I

Counsel for the Petitioner(S):

1.V SURYA KIRAN KUMAR

Counsel for the Respondent(S):
1. GP FOR ENDOWI^ENTS

2. JAGADISH KUAMAR BATCHU

The Court made the following:

I

2nd

3. During hearing learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that the 

respondent visited the subject land on

I

The grievance of the petitioners is that the 2"'* respondent/ temple is 

interfering with the possession and enjoyment of their house plots.
I , ■ • - •

2. Heard Mr. V. Surya Kiran Kumar, learned counsel for the petitioners 

and learned Government Pleader, Endowments for the respondents.
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money was also collected by the Devastham towards the regularization

♦

such circumstances, the remedy lies before Endowments Tribunal.

6. As a sequel, interlocutory applications, if any pending, shall stand

closed.

//TRUE COPY//
SECTION OFFICER

5. In view of the same, the Writ Petition Is disposed of, while granting 

liberty to the 2'”’ respondent/ temple to approach the Endowments Tribunal for

charges. It is further submitted that the matter is squarely covered by order of

this Court in W.P.No.29773 of 2018, dated 05.05.2023 and hence requested J •
to pass similar order in this writ petition.

redressal of its grievance with regard to title over the subject plots. Till then, 

the respondents are directed not to interfering with the possession and 

enjoyment of the petitioners over the subject plots.

the premises, without issuing any notice. The petitioners informed them that 

tile same is Zeroylti land and not Inam land of the 2"^ respondent and that, 

■ despite this fact, the petitioners had applied for regularization thereof and that

Sd/- M. SRINIVAS 
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR

the subject land belongs to the temple and directed the petitioners to vacate

4. However, there is a serious dispute involved in between the 

petitioners and 2"'’ respondent with regard to title over the subject plots. In

To,
1. The Principal Secretary, Endowments Department, State of Andhra 

Pradesh, Secretariat Buildings, Velagapudi, Amaravati, Guntur District.

2. The Executive Officer, Sri Varaha Lakshmi Narasimha Swamy Vari 

Devasthanam, Simhachalam, Visakhapatnam District, A.P.



3. One CC to Sri V. isurya Kiran Kumar, Advocate [OPUC]

4. One CC to Sri Jagadish Kumar Batchu, SC for Endowments[OPUC]
5. Two CCs to GP for Endowments, High. Court of Andhra Pradesh. [OUT]
6. Three CD Copies.

ssb I
i ■ ■ ’

I
I . . ■

I 
I 
I
I • ■ ■

■ • I •

I
I ■■ ■ ■

I 
i
I

I .
i 
I ■ . .

i 
I

I
I
i 
I 
I

. I
I 

■l

■ - ' I
■ I

i

I

I 
I
I 
I .
I ■ ■ • ■

I

I 

I

I 
I

I 
I



o .183

HIGH COURT

DATED:02/07/2024

ORDER

WP.No46301 of 2023

DISPOSING OF The W.P. WITHOUT COSTS
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Ser: Guntur Fasali: 1371

0S§6 o’eju’S’ ;i)o&3d3 : 675

S.No. s;2)o2d i^xj’db^ejo

Land Land /Sd^
Tax Tax

Soeodb,

d02£^

1. 2^2/1 0-30 0-5 0-66 0-5

21- 42-59 21-14
14 22-3

2K 43-23
2B 19-

10

23-

Total 11-02 48
I
23-53

18-72
I
110-72

119-44

I
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-»E3

Nemalipuri village settlement registrar 

s;i)o2d

Number: 2ud6S® ^rto
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District: Guntur Number: 1 part Fasali: 1371

Patta Number: 675

S.No. Survey No. Wet Remarks

Sub Division TaxExtent Land Extant Land

Tax Tax

249/11. -30 0-5 0-66 0-5

19-44 21-14 42-59 21-14

22-3

2A 43-238-72 19-10

2B 10-72 23-48

Total 11-02 23-53

I

Total Land

Nemallpuri village settlement registrar 

Dry
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©OBaboSoo SaJSsl

6o$ocfi0o adbsg)0 ©»^5)«^sSoo©«&> 2&d^3^o^&i& 3Sogoo^i)&»& g*o6 sja^ ©osadsix)

Sejfio. I
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2. 35aa»OO&J0 : I
53S0&O 3SS3OtfO^'S^oeSS iSarao-dJoto.

ab^S33o^&>& 35 S5BO&0& iPS^SoJSJ.

a 5§,too : I
iSo3o 3s»a^^S03e» SOB^toJ li^Ototo. sofisSSS^ctXrw ^^g&o«S5

^d3^oo^ a33S^S^oS5 ©aopjQ sdJ^to. 5o$o fogoOiD 3§S«S5 joSao^to. 
*o$0&0J6& ^oiDooois ^63seia»e3S^oSs a^os &336»tfS goaodfato
aafiortJ o95.<5^eo'gsAaS»o&ito. 5o$0^i8& sS^ ^od®©). oa^So^^oS 
auBe^e^). ai 5o^o ^06 a^c?ofi33 ax^a spSa Wa>a«^ ©i^aae 

TOi^o aa-^a» «sa ag a^a.i oo/-eo «SK>s5bg»a aoaoaasasj sja^sjoocbssJ^aa^sasifc.
63g ^jcograiaaj& ^'&gp5 sae^c^. aoca^^ sae^a^ aoeSga^^o) Sa^gaaasa,.

DBio&oa.. S’S’ daoa^s^og a^assa a^Jcxtoca^o^ oa^ssa)

aaoaeSgOS asBfao e^dtoail)-^3 ea^raooa %?ctf>a3a3.

< 2^O00oS5g,toO : I

3gt30 sa a&ddbaioooao 3gjb6 as5na<65 ao^j satf^ajauoa^oSfe eaiai^ajas.

I '^'Qoisa

.^eet No J Cofrecaoii* in Xerox cooy of lhe flocuraenJ/:)

I

i -= © ’ 
I -------

' sad^aaaeo
.^S^Sea ....£..—Ci-i!- i5oSa>J»© a^S»o »»«>»>• » Sig«>=«’

j, { ^^...^gs^eootsotio.

8«»> w»«»><»>-
3.,g.sa.o«p<a.a6««S^Sa>S3aaea«S^^ 4«xs zWaSSg W” ®<« 
,a«iSton.S»««6SSW>*^ aiWSSsK^SS^jS*

»C^ i»=¥a<>6S Sb«5^.
e^ai3s.«<s>s»»aw«^a>»«»»«><s^ Soa^stoiSa

Dsauaa 3x»d6 zia^oao ot^-iScsiD ©9saea» Sobj.

5att<:aa ©osad 5!^^ a^eu: I
--------------------------------- J
1. ^3SO&X) : I

^oaoaT^do^a ©a^aaxaS-gaxxooBx sai^aa aaxa^^o& a3aod3to& 
Sqa^aaxona5.aaaoe»ri»5.©aa.5aaaaj3oaj^4sto&SS’Boto&aBg^§«2a5. t3^& 

6006 Bag So*o&>& gsaBSS esaoMoto ©gao&o SSft ’jSc&a^*’-

I
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cof ris:W in Xerox copy oi the flocunttM ’......Q quest No.oi

a gsisS
-).. ^oiei53oao«Ss6aaJ& SSaPito ?S|to5So 6o$o^ Stooto ^)oiSj6>.

2. ^>^ej€ax>^<&^^il>»&3^^ja33e» ^<3S»&>&^&>5.Se)rS3-

3. SS^Boto. dai.^tB»aooto> ata^fiSs) obsp^So,

4. So$oSoo daooSg.iS^afj5 eoA>«Soo -aoo-eso dajBo s J&joS

59e>fio£i)&>& a0&^Soe3o.

satgsiSg^gi^eX) ::
6o$o^ ^<^5) &6» S)ffloa3aaoiJb§8iao43&. o^floe)^

233^ ai^Sjaodbto.

gSCO;

tfoSiS8sj6«&^ 2/3 Soiab 6s5aB^-Saooe>& 2.13 S5oi& sSooO S&SsttJ 001358^ 
gSOcSortoiSJ. gSbjaaona& i&s8P^-So5ao sjaoootja ^ddbSTt^So. ©fcaej BoeSjdai^ ajaocona 

^cs5iz>&^ iSs5oa^-asS3> s5aj»£SsS<&aO gSOoSS aSD^SfiOO d&otsa JS&Sax&iS).

gStSj i^cSaiSg^eo:
6o$osS0O<S&> j8023090t3;8 §§& «^e5eSiSO«5a}e>iao sai^O^ ■CSjaTfiihaJOEaJcfc.

ejSoex):
__ S—
iSo$oJScoJ5& ^oa3o9oq3i8 ^)0$o&o dau^a<?be3&. iba3«&e)& !Sob§&6na

10 aSoea:
i&o$otfoos8& aoeoopoisa «8o$osScd daooSa. aCtooiS) ao$o ©-SOdo^bS) ©SiJftoraona 
a3a^& aacSaafSovsasaj. s a^^a da»S3.a5§da3asa&oa& ^<s^§,a»na naa eJs 

aes^atona na& & ttpaaabSa? sist^boiSxji&i.

11. ^oa<a>aOg esifija Mthea:

sap saao 3e> aaoB. s^oottj 3o •att& gactfjo&ao.

12 aatfesea:

ao$oa» daao^aodoa? aeoo^a©^ apbijCD, aabtaex). &ab^e». agoa ^ci»ae3^(a«a^£^ 
eS aaaS fsbeb aaitf & sco^fco saoSa aap3«aaa& Soo^aco 3/5 ao«53
aa^'iS esPobasB oaa ®ao^ba»,sbrti^® aoassa a?tfti asssa aes^obs 3/5 ao<& 

a^e3<^ aoxdoSaa^Bj © apa^eu apgaesasao.

13 «{§: ’ :

a saeraaoo -^isaaao ba ao$oax)a> b& ^csaaoa a^a cSob© ©s -idb^ 35 ©$ 2001 
aoab^bojj a^adS os&e£i«§ •daau 24 aooodoo 25 ^satsaa ap$oax»a& © 65s>a 
asha cdtua^oa^eo a^ao sofloa ©:^oa> ba ©bddba»e» «© aoaoa^abj 3ott>ato 

3/5 aobb asa^e)^ ©apooasS -i^csaasaj.
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J Memorandum of Association.

1. Name of the society: Sri.Kodandara Rama Swamy Devaalaya 
Development Society.

2. Address: Kotanemalipuru, Rajupalem Mandalam, Guntur
District. I

3. Items: I
1) Members should maintain discipline and be unity.
2) To establish a system that is conducive to the welfare of all 

for the construction of a new India and the prosperity of 
the country.

3) To encourage the cultural programmes and fine arts and to 
develop them.

• 4) To maintain Temples, Inns, and to maintain caste 
discrimmations.

5) To establish elders schools, Balwadi centers and to develop 
those. I

6) To establish and develop the stiching centers to woman, 
and small scale industries and to delop.

7) To organize sport competitions to mental retarded.
8) To establish library in the village to improve the knowledge.
9) To remove the dowry prohibition, and to encourage the 

inter casite marriages.
10) To work for family planning.
11) To give training to encourage cultivation, cattle 

nutrition, dairy forms, fish industries.
12) To develop the education by allotting the seats for local 

students in elimentaiym intermediate and higher 
education by establishing education institutes.

13) T plant trees to develop the trees.
14) To organize the house construct, roads, water resources, 

electricity, sanitation in the village.
15) To establish disability inns for disables and to work for 

their welfare.
16) To provide medicl aid in the village for protection of 

people aind cattle.
I CERTIFICATE.
I

1. This to certify that, the members of society should not 
participate in any agitation programmes.

i



Occupation AddressS.No. DesignationName

BusinessPresident1.

Cultivation2.

Cultivation3.

Cultivation4.

Cultivation5. -Do-

Business -Do-Member6. ,

Employee7. Member

CultivationMember8.

-Do-Member -Do-9.

Member -Do- -D-Nagi Reddy

2. The members of society did not assigned the society for 
business.

3. The members of society should never get to bribe.
List of Present Executive body:

Basu Linga 
Redddy

Lakshmi
Reddy______
Saida Reddy

Brahma 
Reddy, 
Papi Reddy

Joint- 
Secretary 
Treasurer

Vice- 
President. 
Secretary

Kotanemali 
Puri (v), 
Raju 
Palem 
Mandal. 
Do

Palle Siva
Reddy__________
Desireddy
Srinivasa Reddy 
Duggempudi 
Satyannarayana

Devireddy Peddi 
Reddy_________
Vallela Siva 
Sankara Reddy 
Dogga Raghu 
Rami Reddy, 
Annapureddy 
Bali Reddy

Venkateswara
Reddy______
Rama Koti
Reddy

Peda Konda
Redy______
Subba Reddy

Near 
temple, 
Kotanemali 
Puri (v), 
Raju 
Palem 
Mandal 
-Do-

Father’s 
name 
Sita Rami
Reddy

Dodda Chena
Reddy_________
Annapureddy
Anjaneya Reedy

Near 
temple, 
Kotanemali 
Puri (v), 
Raju 
Palem 
Mandal 
-Do-

10.
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I

Member11. Siva Reddy -Do-

Sd/- Basu Linga Reddy.

AddressDesignation OccupationS.No. Name

President Business1.

2. Cultivation

Cultivation3.

Cultivation4.

5. Cultivation

6. Member Business

7. Member Employee

Cultivation8. Member

Member9. -Do-J

10. Nagi Reddy Member -Do-

1
Siva Reddy Member -Do­ll. Kotanemali 

Puri.

1

)
I

I

I
i

I
I
I

Anakatta 
Bazaar, 
Kotanemali 
Puri (v), 
Raju 
Palem 
Mandal

1

I

I

5

Brahma 
Reddy, 
Papi Reddy

Vice- 
President. 
Secretary

Joint- 
Secretary 
Treasurer

Lakshmi
Reddy______
Saida Reddy

Father’s 
name________
Sita Rami
Reddy_______
Venkateswara 
Reddy_______
Rama Koti
Reddy_______
Peda Konda
Redy_________
Subba Reddy

Kotanemali 
Puri.______
Kotanemali 
Puri.______
Kotanemali 
Puri.______
Kotanemali 
Puri.______
Kotanemali 
Puri.______
Kotanemali 
Puri.______
Kotanemali 
Puri. 
Kotanemali 
Puri.______
Kotanemali 
Puri.______
Kotanemali 
Puri.

Reddy________ ,
Basu I
Ramanjaneya '
Reddy J

I

I

I

2. We, the undersigned, hereby agree to form a society and register 
it under Section ^^5 of the Act, 2001.

1

Basu Linga i
Redddy______ |_
Dodda Chenai
Reddy_______ j
Annapureddy
Anjaneya Reedy
Devireddy Peddi
Reddy______ '
Vallela Siva '
Sankara Reddy
Dogga Raghu
Rami Reddy, I
Annapureddy
Bali Reddy J__

i
I

Palle Siva 
Reddy 
Desireddy , 
Srinivasa Reddy 
Duggempudi| 
Satyannarayana 
Reddy______
Basu 
Ramanjaneya 
Reddy
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OccupationS.No. Address

Kotanemalipuri.1.
Cultivation

2. -Do-
Cultivation

Sd/- Basu Linga Reddy.

Rules:

Place: Kotanemalipuri 
Dt: 28.06.2010.

Subba
Reddy

Signatures of witnesses: 
Name Father’s 

name 
Veera 
Reddy

Dodda 
Satyanarayana
Reddy________
Annapureddy
Venkata
Ramana Reddy

1. Name of the society: Sri.Kodandara Rama Swamy Devaalaya 
Development Society.

2. Address: Kotanemalipuru, Rajupalem Mandalam, Guntur 
District.

3. Membership: Any person who is residing at Kotanemalipuri 
village have right to join as members and the membership fee 
Rs. 10/-

4. Non Eliaibilitu for member:
1) Resigned letter given in written.
2) Who are absenting for 3 meetings continuously.
3) Members who are expelled from the executive body.
4) Who did not pay the early membership, those are ineligible for 

membership.
5. Functions of the Mahajana Sabha:
1) Evert tear in the month of April the society meeting will be 

held.
2) Election of committee members.
3) Approval of the annual report of the association.
4) Appointment of an auditor.
5) Notice of a general meeting shall be issued to the members 

within 7 days and of a special meeting within 3 days.
6) Preparing a budget for the coming year

6) General Body:
1) According to Article 3, every member who joins has the right 

to vote.
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81 Powers and duties of Eixecutive Members:

I
1) President:^
President has right to held all meetings on behaif of Association, 
at the capacity of President, to take decisions. Modifications, 
keeping before the general body meeting. He has to withdraw 
money from bank along with treasures.

2) Vice President:
In the absence of President, he has right to held meetings.

3) Secretary:
Organizing a' meeting of the church leaders, recording 
everything tljat happened at the meeting in a book,

I

I 
i 
I 
I
I 
I

2) The General Body shall elect the Executive Committee 
through elections every five years.

3) The General Body Meeting shall be held in the month of April 
every year. I

4) Once in a month meeting shall be held.
5) The budget of the association shall be discussed and 

approved once a year at the general assembly meeting.
6) The General'Body has the power to change any rules 

approved by' 3/5 of the members of the General Body.
7) The Generali Body has the authority to coordinate and oversee 

all matters on behalf of the Society.

7) Executive Members:
The General Body shall elect the Executive Committee through 
elections every five years, in this committed 11 members are threre. 

, In the members, I president, 1 vide president, 1 secretary, 1 joint 
secretary. Treasurer and 6 executive members, rbrninh onvr in s 
month, the executive committed shall be held. The general body 
meeting shall be held if 4 executive members seek in written, if 4 
executive members submitted in written the meeting shall not be 
held. Meanwhile if any vacancy in executive committee, the same 
will be fulfilled through co-option. This association has the 
authority to expel members who act contrary to the aims of the 
association. When changes, amendments, etc. are required to be 
made in the rules and regulations of the association, the executive 
committee should first make such changes and then obtain the 
approval of the Mahajana Sabha to be held. The association has the 
power to cancel outstanding debts.
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implementing all of it, and leading the church staff in an orderly 
manner. He shall have the powers to present all the matters 
related to the association in the form of a report to the meetings, 
etc. He shall take the contributions received by the association, 
donations received from donors, grants received from the 
government and various organizations, and keep Rs. 100/- as 
an amount for emergency expenses, and the remaining money 
shall be kept in the bank. When took the money, he took the 
signatures of the secretary and joint secretary. The income and 
expenditure of the society should be recorded in detail and an 
annual budget should be prepared and submitted for approval 
at the annual general meeting.

4. Joint Secretary:
In the absence to Secretary, at the capacity of Secretary he has 
to conduct all meetings.
5) Treasurer:
1. He has to put the yearly budget before the association.
2. He has right to collect the membership fee.
3. He has right to make transactions in the account of 

President,.
4. He has right to expel the members who did not paid their 

membership.
6) Executive Members:

They have to participate in xecutive body meeting and availed to 
cast their vote, and to fulfill the duties endorsed to them.

71 Coram:
If 2/3 members of members attended to the Mahajana Sabha, it is 
called as Coram, if the Coram the meeting will be adjourned, if 22 
time it was adjourned, on 3rd occasion the meeting will be held 
without Coram.

8f Court matters:
The secretary has to look after court matter relating to the 
Association.

9f Properties:
The secretary has to look after all funds, movable and immovable 
properties of the Association.

10) Funds:
Funds relating to the Association, It should not be used for any 
purpose other than its intended purpose, and should not be used in 
this form, either directly or indirectly, for the personal benefit of 
any member.



Cultivation2.

-Do--Do-Secretary3.

1

Vice 
President

•1
1

I
I
I
I

I

1

f

Occupation 
Business

above rules, the same is attended by us and certifying the same. 
Designation 
President

S.No.
1.

Address"______
Kotanemalipuri 
village.________
-Do-

C2.IS 
t ____>

I

I 
i
I
i
I
I
I

11) Yearly income and expenditure:
From the month of January to December should be enter about 
income and expenditure.

12) Amendments:
According to rules of the Association, if any changes, amendments 
and additions etc. [took place, all should be approved by the 3/5 
members from all members, then it should be approved in 
Mahajana Sabha about the changes and it should be changed.

13) Cancellations:
In case of dissolution of this society for any reason whatsoever, the 
society shall be dissolved in accordance with Sections 24 and 25 of 
the Societies Registration Act, 2001, and the debts of the society as 
on that date shall *be discharged and the remaining assets shall be 
transferred to another society having the same composition as the 
society with the approval of 3/5th of the members.

14) independent Opinion:
Each and every opinion of member should kept before meeting, if it 
submitted in written to the secretary before 2 days, it should be 
kept along with Agenda and will be written in minits book and it 
should be signed jby the president.

15) Speaker:
•' If the president did not attend for the meeting, the person who was 

elected by members has to act as president, this meeting should be 
treated as general meeting.

16) Loss of properties:
If any members caused loss to the properties of the Association, he 
has to pay the loss sustained to the Association.

17) Audit:
Audit should be conducted every years ending , according to the

Signature 
Basu Linga 
Reddy?______
Dodd£i 
Chenila 
Reddy_____
Annapureddi 
Anjanleya 
Reddy

I
I 

i
I
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Occupation Address"S.No.

Cultivation1.

-Do- -Do-2.

S.No.

1.

2.

3.

4.

Signatures of Office Bearers/Members.

Devireddy 
Pedda Reddy

Office
Bearer/Member

Name & 
Permanent
Postal Address

Sd/- Basu Linga Reddy, 
President.

KotanemaUpuri 
village.

Passport size 
photograph 
Black & white.

Place: Kotanemalipudi, 
Dt.28.06.2010.

Subba
Reddy

Signatures of witnesses: 
Signature

Dareddy 
Satyanarayana 
Reddy______ ;
Annapureddy 
Venkata Rami 
Reddy:

Father’s 
name 
Veera 
Reddy

Office
Beeirer / Member
Office
Bearer/Member
Office
Bearer/ Member

Photo of Basu 
Linga Reddy. 
Photo of Dodda 
Chenna Reddy 
Photo of 
Annapureddy 
Anjaneya 
Reddy.________
Photo of 
Devireddy 
Pedda Reddy

Finger Print in 
Black ink (Left 
Thumb) & 
Signature 
LTI of Basu 
Linga Reddy 
LTI of Dodda 
Chenna Reddy 
Annapureddy 
Anjaneya 
Reddy

Signatures of witness:
1. Dodda SAtyanarayana Reddy. 1. Basu Linga Reddy.
2. Annapureddy Venkata Rami Reddy. 2. Dodda Chenna Reddy.

3. Annapureddy Anjaneya 
Reddy.

4. Devireddy Peddi Reddy.

PHOTOGRAPHS AND FINGER PRINTS AS PER SECTION 
A.P.SOCIETIES REGISTRATION ACT.2001.
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S.No.

1.

2.

3.

4.

I

j

i
1

Name 8& 
Permanent 
Postal Address

Photo of Palle 
Siva Reddy

I
I
I

i
I
I
i

PHOTOGRAF>HS AND FINGER PRINTS AS PER SECTION

I
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I
I

I
I

I
I
I
I
I

i
I
I
i
I

I
I
I

Office
Bearer / Member
Office
Bearer/Member

Office
Bearer / Member
Office
Bearer/Member

Photo of V. Siva 
Sankar Reddy.
Photo of
D.Raghu Rami
Reddy________
Photo of

A.P.SOCIETIES REGISTRATION ACT.2001.
I

Passport size 
photograph 
Black 86 white.

I^inger Print in 
Black ink (Left 
Thumb) 86 
Signature 
LTI of V.Siva 
Sankar Reddy 
LTI of D.Raghu 
Rami Reddy
J_____________
kxxxx

J________
Un of Palle 
Siva Reddy

Signatures of witness: Signatures of Office Bearers/Members.
1. Dodda SAtyanarayana Reddy. 1. V.Siva Sankar Reddy.
2. Annapureddy Venkata Rami Reddy. 2. D.Raghu Rami Reddy,

i 3-
' 4. Palle Siva Reddy.
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ANDHRA PRADESH
ll».10ltf< SRI KODANDARAIMSVHMNY TEMPL^ TRUST •

KOTA NEMAUPURAM Rep by its Chaimwn
DODDA RAOHU RAMAREODY, SIO ^RAHMAREDDY, 

.NARASARAOPET;

kEJ
Thisitoed of Trust of SRI KODANDARAMASWAMY TEMPLE TRUSTis declared on 

this |94)ocembep2022 by thefoHowing Meirs of the Founder Trustees.
i. SRI. DODDA RAGHU RAMAREDDY, SA) BRAHMAREDDY. AGED 80 YEARS,

I RESIDENT OF NARASARAOPET;
SRI. DODDA KRISHNA REDDY. 9tQ KOTI REDDY, AGED 72 YEARS, 
RESIDENTOF HYDERABAD;

3. i SRI. ANNAPUREDDY BAU REDDY, SIO PAPAIAH REDDY. AGED 68 YEARS,
s RESIDENT OF HYDEIIABAD;

4. I SRI. BASU VENKATA RAMIREDDY, SIO URGAREDOY, AGED 40 YEARS.
, RESIDENT OF SATTENAPALLI;

SRI. DODDA CHENNA REDDY, SIO VENKATESWARA REDDY. AGED 58 
i YEARS, RESIDENTOF KOTA NEMALI PURi;

MS
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CHINTALA MOUNIKA 

Ucenosd Stamp Vendor 
fl L.No.07-31-022/2022 

lteunup(d1L(V),, 
Cell 9177700484

HUNDMlW®

anm andhra pradesh 
.RS.100/-SRIKODANDARAIIIA8WMIIYTEMPLETRU8T- 

KOTANEMAUPURAMRepbyltBChaifman . 
DOODA RA6HU RAMAREDDY, StO BRAHMAREDDY, 

<NARASARAOPET^ .

2t( 5S7^|2.-2J0jp>- 

I 
s 
I SRI. BASU RAMANJANEYA REDDY, S/O SIVAREDDY, AGED 49 YEARS, 

RESIDENT OF KOTA NEMALI PURI;
7. I SRI. DE8IREDDY SRINIVW REDDY^^S/O SAIDHA REDDY, AGED 64 YEARS, 

g RESIDENT OF KOTANEMAU PURfl;

WHERE AS THE ABOVE PERSONS ARE HEIRS OF THE FOUNDER'S OF Sri 
Kodandaramaswamy TBmple at KOTANEMALIPURI around 120 years back. However, 
they have not registered so far any trust in conneelion with the said Temple. Tlioy are now 
deeimus of settling up a Charitable Trust in order to renovate and maintain the above 
saidTCMPLE subjectto the provisions hereby declared.

AU ttie above said parties will be collectively called as the TRUSTEES which expression 
ahall|nelude them, toe survivors of them. /

NOvItHIS trust DEEP WITHNESES AS FOLLOWS :

I

1^18
—•
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The name of the Trust shall be SRI KODANDARAMASWAMY TEMPLE TRUST.01.

■

03. This Trust is irrevocable trust.

This trust is a non-profitable organization.04.

05.

06. Date of commencement of Trust: With effect from this 09-Deoember-2022

4.1

4.2

4.3

1.

2.

3.

4.

To promote charitable, spiritual values, literature, science, art, education and 
culture.
To promote and protect Indian Traditional music, dance, bhajans, spiritual lectures, 
cultural programmes, national festivalsand other arts.
To construct, maintain, alter, improve or develop any building belonging to the trust 
or works necessary or convenient for purpose of the trust.

The benefits of the society shall be open to all irrespective of community caste or 
creed etc..

07. The Founder Trustee hereby declare to contribute a sum of Rs 10,116/- (Rupees
Ten thousand and One hundred and sixteen only) towards Corpus Fund of this Trust.

08. ThattheobjectivesoftheTrustshallbewhollyfordiaritabieandspiritual purposes 
and incomes shall be appli^ for the same and accumulated in India wholly for public & 
charitable purposes without prejudice to generality of provisions of this trust deed and 
the following shall be deemed to be the principal objectives of this trust:

02. That the registered office of the Trust shall be situated at Sy.NO.249-06, KOTA 
NEMALIPURAM VILLAGE .KUBADPURAM SIVARU, RAJUPALEM MAN DAL, 
PALNADU DISTRICT-522413. ANDHRA PRADESH, where the Temple is existing. 
Branch Z administrative offices can be opened in any part of the country for the smooth 
functioning of the Trust

5.
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4

4.4 To do any other social development programmes.

9.2

9.3

9.4

9.5 To raise loans with or without security or to invite donation and financial help.

9.6 To grant receipts for aid or donation received.

9.7

9.8

9.9

5.

To compromise, compound or refer to Arbitration all actions, proceedings and 
disputes relating to Trust property or properties.

To grant Special Power of Attorney to represent the Trustees in connection with 
any legal or other proceedings.
To aquire land or building on the lease or way of purchase.

To accept donations, contributions, grants, subscription in cash or in kind from 
any person, company, firm, association, organizations, government, non government 
or semi government agencies, family Trust, or corporate bodies for furtherance 
and achievement of the objectives of the Trust.

THE BOARD OF TRUSTREES SHALL HAVE THE FOLLOWING POWERS:
To manage the properties, assets and funds of die Trust, from time to time, such 
regulations (not being inconsistent with this deed) as they may think fit for and 
necessary for the purposes of such management and control or in connection with 
the execution of any of the subject herein contained or powers hereby vested in 
them and may resdnd or alter any such regulation.

To appoint officers and members of staff for the Trust and to prescribe their duties 
of service.

09.
9.1

To appoint a managing Trustee or Chief Executive Officer to carry out the Trust 
Activities when necessary.
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5.

3.
I

4.

9.11 To open any type of bank account (s) weather saving account, current account, 
fixed or otherwise, in' the name of the Trust or institution (s) or programme (s) rub 
by the Trust with any scheduled banks (s) or post office (s) and to operate by the 
authorized signatory or signatories as Board of Trustees shall think fit and proper 
to authorize any person or persons, unless and untii determined otherwise the such 
bank account(s) shall be opened and operated jointly with signatures of any two 
members of Board of Trustees. The financial year for the Trust shall be from 1"* 
April to 31 ■* March and the accounts of Trust or institution (s) or programme (s) rub 
by the Trust shall be audited yearly by the auditors b(s) or chartered accountant or 
a firm of chartered accountants to be appointed by the Board of Trustees and the 
fee for auditor(s), if paid, shall be a part of outgoing amounts from the Trust Funds.

9.10 To sell or give on rent/lease or on hire any immovable or moveable property of the 
Trust for some certain period (s) on such terms and conditions as the Trustees 
may think fit and proper from time to time.

9.14 To appoint from time to time on such terms and conditions as they may determine 
e Secretary, Manager, Executive Director, Director(8) and other officer(s) or 
membersfs) of staff for carrying out the activities of the Trust and to remove at any

I

9.12 To appoint lawyer, pleaders, advocates to file and defend suitor suits filed for and 
against the Trust and or in the name of the Trust and also file suits for financial and 
other disputes or dues' with different parties and signed executed such application, 
petition documenta for such proceedings and delegate powers to the officersCs), 
employee(s), stafl{s) and Trustee(s) for such proceedings(s>as required from time 
to time.

9.13 To appoint new member or members of Board of Trustees by a resolution and to 
discharge any of the Trustee, who become bankrupt or acts in any manner prtEyudicial 
to the interest or objects of the T rust or is convicted of an offence involving moral 
turpitude or becomes of unsound mind or is otherwise unfit to continue as Trustee, 
by resolution passed by simple majority of members present and voting in the 
meeting of Board of Trustees.
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6

9.17

1. V-J
2. 9^

In any meeting, the decision of majority trust members attended in that meeting 
shall prevail.

time any such Secrataiy, Manage', Executive Director, Director(s) and other cfficerfs) 
ormember8(s)ofstafr.

9.15 It has further been decided thatas and when the Trust is dissolved all the funds of 
the Trust shall be transferred to the other recognized Public Charitable Trust having 
similar objecbves.

10.3 IN THE EVENT OF DISSOLUTION OF THE TRUST, THE FUNDS REMAINING 
AFTER THE DISCHARGE OF ALL ITS LIABILITIES SHALL BE TRANSFERRED 
TO ANOTHER TRUST/SOCIETY/ASSOCIATION/INSTITUTION HAVING SIMILAR 
OBJECTSAND REGISTERED WITH THE COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX 
ACT U/S 12AAND U/S 80G OF THE INCOME TAX ACT, 1961.

10.1 The INVESTMENTS OF THE FUNDS OF THE TRUST SHALL BE IN 
ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF SEC 13(1)(d) READ WITH SEC 
11{5)OFTHE INCOME TAX ACT, 1961.

10.2 THE TRUST’S NAME SHALL BE IRREVOCABLE.

9.16 In case of any vacancy amongst the Trustees because of death, resignation or 
incapacity of any Trustee or any other cause, a new Trustee may be appointed by 
the continuing trustees to fill the Vacancy, if they think necessary.

10.4 AMENDMENT TO THE OBJECTS CLAUSE AND RULES AND REGULATIONS 
OF THE TRUST SHALl NOT BE CARRIED OUT WITHOUT PRIOR APPROVAL 
OF THE COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX.”

10.5 NO ACTIVITIES OF THE TRUST SHALL BE CARRIED OUT ANY WHERE 
OUTSIDE INDIA.

6.
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7

2.

3.

Prepared by

10.7 THE INCOME OR FUNDS OF THE TRUST SHALL BE UTILISED FOR 
FURTHERANCE OF THE OBJECTS OF THE SOCIETY AND NO PART OF IT 
SHALL BE DISTRIBUTED AMONG THE MEMBERS OF THE SOCIETY BY WAY 
OF PROFIT OR DIVIDEND OR OTHERWISE.

10.6 MEMBERS SHALL KEEP PROPER BOOKS OF ACCOUNTS OF THE INCOME 
AND EXPENDITURE OF THE TRUST WHICH SHALL BE CLOSED EVERY YEAR 
ON 31ST MARCH AND SHOULD BE AUDITED BY A CHARTERED 
ACCOUNTANT.

10.8 THE TRUST AND ANY MEMBER OR MEMBERS OF THE TRUST WOULD NOT 
ENGAGE OR INVOLVE IN ANY AGITATIONAL OR ANTI-NATIONAL  ACTIVITIES 
OR ANY POLITICALACTIVITIES. AND SHOULD NOTGIVE ANY SUPPORT TO 
THE AGITATIONAL OR ANTI-SOCIAL ELEMENTS OR ANY POLITICAL PARTIES.

(SINGAM YOGANMNEYA SARMA) 
DOCUMENTWRmER 

NARASARAOPET

11. All maters not provided for in this Trust deed but necessary for the administration 
of the Trust of for giving effect to the objectives of the Trust may by resolution(s) made by
the Board of Trustees carried by a special majority of two third of total number of the 
Trustees.
Witeess. Signature

s.
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NameS.No Signature Designation Address
DODDA RAGHU RAMAREDDY1. CHAIRMAN

DODDA KRISHNA REDDY
2. VICE CHAIRMAN

ANNAPUREDDY BALI REDDY
3. SECRETARY

BASU VENKATA RAMIF »Y4. TREASURER

DODDA CHENNA REDDY5. MEMBER

Signature; FathersName Occupation Address

D.NO.11-13-85/2, 
RAMIREDDYPET, 
NARASARAOPET-522601 
PALNADU DISTRICT, A.P_______
FLATN0.104,PRASANTHI 
RESIDENCY, e-2-674/B/3/3, 
ROAD NO.12, BESIDE SB! LANE, 
BANJARAHILLS,KHAIRATABAD, 
HYDERABAD-500034,TELANGANA 
D.NO.12.2-715/1/2, 
PADMANABHA NAGAR COLONY, 
MEHDIPATNAM, 
ASIF NAGAR, HYDERABAD- 
500028, TELANGANA_________
D.N0.10-7-26,PARK ROAD, 
SATTENAPALLI-522403, 
PALNADU DISTRICT, A.P 
O.NO.3-116, KOTANEMALIPURI, 
KUBADPURAM, PALNADU 
DISTRICT-522413, A.P

Witnessed
^Nameii.BLOCKIettere

Place:
Date;

RiiSeri^Trast'®'”'* Addresses are affixed below re desirous of forming into a



I

I
^2-31

Generated On:09/12/2022 02:04:55 PM

I
I
I
I

I

i
I

I 
I
I 

.1 
i
I 
I 
i 
I 
i 
I

I
I
I
I
I 

i
I
I
I

I
I 
i 
i 
I

I
I

I
I
I
I
i
I

*

1



»

NameS.No Signature Designation " Address
6. MEMBER

7.
MEMBER

FathersName Occupation Addrasa

DESIREDDY SRINIVASA 
REDDY

BASURAMANJANEYA 
REDDY

D.NOil-71, KOTANEMALI PURI, 
KUBADPURAM,PALNADU 
DISTRICT-522413, A.P

KOTANEMALI PURI, 
KUBADPURAM, PALNADU 
DISTRICT-522413,A.P

gWitnesses;
^^ame inBLOCKIetfers Signature:

Date:

ar. anbMd MM, « dM»u. of bnMg IMo a
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATHI

Of 2025I.A. No.

In

Of 2025W.P. No.

Between:

...Petitioner

And

Muppalla Balakrishna,
S/o. Radhakrishna, aged about 38 years, 
R/o. Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District, A.P.

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh, 
Rep. by its PrI. Secretary, 
Revenue (Endowrhents) Department, 
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

2. The State of Andhra Pradesh, 
Rep. by its PrI. Secretary, 
Revenue Department, , 
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

3. The District Collector, 
Palnadu District, Narasaraopet.

4. The Revenue Divisional Officer, 
Sattenapalli Revenue Division, 
Sattenapalli, Palnadu District.

5. The Tahsildar,
Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District.

MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION MfSC.PETITION 
(Filed Under Section 151 of C.P.C.)

6. The Commissioner, ,
Endowments Department,
Opp. S Grand Restaurant, One Center, Gollapudi, 
Vijayawada, N.T.R. District, A.P.



...Respondents

10. The Director General of Police, 
A.P. Police Headquarters, 
Mangalagiri, Guntur District, A.P.

11. The Superintendent of Police, 
District Police Office, 
Narasaraopet, Palnadu District, A.P.

12. The Deputy Superintendent of Police, 
Sattenapalli Sub-Division, 
Sattenapalli, Palnadu District, A.P.

i
13. The Circle Inspector of Police, 

Sattenapalli Rural Circle, 
Sattenapalli, Palr^adu District, A.P.

14. The Sub-Inspector of Police, 
Rajupalem Police Station, 
Rajupalem, Palnadu District, A.P.

I
15. Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust,

Rep. by its Chairman Dodda Raghurama Reddy, 
Kota Nemalipuri jVillage, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District.^

16. Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust,
Rep. by its Secretary Annapureddy Bali Reddy, 
Kota Nemalipuriivillage, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District.

I

7. The Deputy Comrriissioner, 
Endowments Department, 
Guntur Range, ' 
opposite Gunta Ground, Kothapeta, Guntur, 
Guntur District, A.P.

8. The District Endowments Officer, 
Endowments Department, 
Narasaraopet, Palnadu District.

I

9. The Manager, .
Kodandarama Swamy and Anjaneya Swamy Temple, 
Kota Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District.



For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit in support of the writ

Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District, until disposal of the above writ petition and

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

circumstances of the case.

Counsel for the Petitioner

■

petition, the petitioner herein prays that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to 

pass an interim order by directing the Official Respondents not to take any

Amaravathi,

Dated: 24.04.2025.

coercive steps to dispossess the Petitioner from his private property in an extent 

of Ac. 10.74 cents situated in Survey No.249/2B of Nemalipuri Village,
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Counsel for the Petitioner

I

I

M/s Narra Srinivasa Rao (13935) 
Godavarthi Kiran Babu 
Mallampati Narendra Babu
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■ IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AM ARA VAT HI

Of 2025

In

Of 2025W.P. No.

Between: • I

...Petitioner

And

I

I.A. No.

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh, 
Rep. by its PrI. Secretary, 
Revenue (Endowments) Department, 
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

Muppalla Balakrishna,
S/o. Radhakrishna, aged about 38 years, 
R/o. Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District, A.P.

2. The State of Andhra Pradesh, 
Rep. by its PrI. Secretary, 
Revenue Department,' 
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

5. The Tahsildar,
Rajupalem Mandal, Palnadu District.

6. The Commissioner,
Endowments Department,
Opp. S Grand Restaurant, One Center, Gollapudi, 
Vijayawada, N.T.R. District, A.P.

I

!
MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION MISC.PETITION 

(Filed Under Section 151 ofC.P.C.)

3. The District Collector, 
Palnadu District, Narasaraopet.

4. The Revenue Divisional Officer, 
Sattenapalli Revenue Division, 
Sattenapalli, Palnadu District.



...Respondents

10. The Director General of Police, 
A.P. Police Headquarters, 
Mangalagiri, Guntur District, A.P.

7. The Deputy Commissioner,
Endowments Department,
Guntur Range,
opposite Gunta Ground, Kothapeta, Guntur, 
Guntur District, A.P.

16. Sri Kodandarama Swamy Temple Trust, 
Rep. by its Secretary Annapureddy Bali Reddy, 
Kota Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District.

I

8. The District Endowments Officer, 
Endowments Department, 
Narasaraopet, Palnadu District.

9. The Manager,
Kodandarama Swamy and Anjaneya Swamy Temple, 
Kota Nemalipuri V llage, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District.

11. The Superintendent of Police, 
District Police Office, 
Narasaraopet, Palnadu District, A.P.

I ■ .
12. The Deputy Superintendent of Police, 

Sattenapalli Sub-Division, 
Sattenapalli, Palnadu District, A.P.

13. The Circle Inspector of Police, 
Sattenapalli Rural! Circle, 
Sattenapalli, Palnadu District, A.P.

14. The Sub-Inspector of Police, 
Rajupalem Police Station, 
Rajupalem, Palnadu District, A.P.

I
15. Sri KodandaramalSwamy Temple Trust,

Rep. by its Chairrnan Dodda Raghurama Reddy, 
Kota Nemalipuri Village, Rajupalem Mandal, 
Palnadu District. '



For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit in support of the writ

petition, the petitioner herein prays that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to

pass an interim order by suspending the impugned Eviction Proceedings vide

Proceedings No.1/3/2024-Sec 83(3) eviction dated 15.04.2025 issued by the

Respondents No. 15 and 16 under Sec.83(3) of A.P. Endowment Amendment

Act, 2023 to the Petitioner, until disposal of the above writ petition and pass

such other order or orders as may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of

the case.

Counsel for the Petitioner

■I

Amaravathi,

Dated: 24.04.2025.
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Counsel for the Petitioner

I

L 
i

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA 
PRADESH AT AMARAVATHI

>

I

Filed On: 24.04.2025 '
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'fl
/f

M/s Narra Sriniv3rs 
Godavarthi Kiran Babu 
Mallampati Narendra Babu

Advocates


