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. MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION
(UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA)

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT : AMARAVATHI.

W.P.No.  0of2025
Between: '
{
Dasari Kotaswara Rao, S/o..Pullaiah,
Aged about 40 years, Occ: Junior Assistant (Currently out of service)
R/o. Mamidipalem, Ongole, Prakasam District
...Fetitioner
| AND
1. The State of Andhra Pradesh
Rep. by its Principal Secretary,
Revenue (Endowments) Department,
Secretariat, Velgapudi, Amaravathi,
Guntur District. ‘

{
2. The Commissioner, {
Endowments Department,
Gollapudi, Vijayawada,
Krishna District. !
3. The Assistant Commissioner, !
Endowments Department, |
Ongole, Prakasam District

4. BhimalingeswaraBrahmeswaraSwamivarla Devasthanam,
Ravipadu village, Cumbum Mandal,
Prakasam District
Rep. by its Executive Officer : ...Respondents

!

The address for service of all notices and process on the above-ramed
Petitioner is that of his Counsel D.V.SASIDHAR (10944), M.V.S.NIKHIL
KASHYAP, M.RAGHU NANDAN, ADVOCATES 714-6, Patamata,
Vijayawada.




!

For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit filed in
the support of the above writ petition, It is therefore prayed that this
Hon’ble Court may be pleased to issue an appropriate Writ order or

direction more particularly, one in the nature of Writ of Mandamus

declaring the action of the respondents more particularly 4%
respondent orally in withdrawing the services of the petitioner as
Junior Assistant and in not reinstating the petitioner into services
as bad, fllegal, arbitrary and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of
Constitution of India and violative of principles of natural justiceand
consequentially direct the4™ respondent to forthwith reinstate the
petitioner into services and to grant all consequential service and
monetary benefits and to pass such other order or orders as this
Hon'ble Court deems fit and proper in the circumstances of the

~ case, in the interests of Justice.

AMARAVATHI | s@é\ FSHE%EQ}/'
Date: 30.04.2025 COUNSEXF SEFTTONER
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI
t .

W.P.No. .  ofz025

CHRONOLOGICAL EVENTS

ANNEXURE - |

Sl
No.

Date

Description of Document

Pag

No

Para
No

NiL

the present writ petition is filed challenging the
action of the respondents more particularly 4%
respondent in withdrawing the services of the
petitioner as Junior Assistant and in not reinstating
the petitioner into services as bad, illegal, arbitrary
and violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of
Constitution of India and violative of principles of
natural justice.

N\ DR

01.08.2004
21.02.2005
20.02.2008

The petitioner submit that, easlier | was appcinted
as Junior Assistant in  Bhimalingeswara
Brahmeswara Swamivarla Devasthanam, Ravipadu
vilage, Cumbum Mandal, Prakasam District on
01.08.2004 on consolidated basis @ Rs.500/- per
month, thereafter the same was enhanced to
Re.800/- by the Assistant Commissioner,
Erdowments Department, Ongole on 21.02.2005.
Thereafter regular time scale was extended to me

on 20.02.2008 as per the orders of the then.
Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department,

Ongole, since then | worked with utmost
satisfaction.

—— [ £ [

18.12.2013

The petitioner submit that, while the matter stood |

thus on 18.12.2013 a report was given against me
by the then Assistant Commissicner, Endcwments
Department, Ongole complaining that, | have forged
the appointment order, reguiarization order etc.
Thereafter a false case foisted against me and the

!
E




case was numbered as CC No. 246/2017 on the file
of Addl. Judicial First-Class Magistrate, Giddaluru.

05.10.2023

The petitioner submit that, thereafter in the year
2015 my services were orally stopped on the
ground of pending criminal case. After 10 long years
of detailed trial the criminal case was resulted in
acquittalon 05.10.2023and | am not found guilty, as
such it is crystal clear that a false case is foisted
against me and | have kept away from services.

NIL

The petitioner submit that, after acquittal in the
above case; | have approached the Executive
Officer and Assistant commissioner, Endowments
Department, Ongole, several times along with the
acquittal order and requested orally to continue my
service but the same went in vain. The Executive
Officer and the then Assistant comm|SS|oner
Endowments Department, Ongole used 'to send me
back informing that the orders of hlgher authorities
are awaited.

NIL

The petitioner submit that, having run’ from pillar to
post for the past one and half years, | came to know
that, my case is not being recommended for
reinstatement in the 4" respondent temple and no
such file is there.

NIL .

The petitioner submit that, once | am declared as
not guilty: of forglng the appomtment and
regularlzatlon orders, | am entitled to bé continued
in service however the same is not being done by
the respondent authorities in the instant case and |

was made run from pillar to post from the past one

and half year, having vexed with the attitude of the
respondent authorities | am filing the present writ

‘petition now.

NIL

The petitioner submit that, the persons involved in
the above said false case are reinstated and leading
their lives happily, but to coming to my case
discrimination is shown and | was not reinstated
even though there is no mistake from my end. it is
not out of place to mention that | was made a
scapegoat in the entire subject issue.
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21.04.2025

The petitioner submit that, thereafter explaining all
the facts and circumstances in detailed manner |
have - submitted a representation to the 2n¢
respondent on 21.04.2025 requesting him to take
appropriate action in the matter, but the same is
pending as on today.

10

10

NIL

The petitioner submit that, as per rule 4 of G.O.Ms
No. 830 i.e., Office holder and Servants Punishment
Rules, procedure enshrined under Rule 19 of Civil
Services C.C.A rules has to be followed, in the
instant case it is crystal clear that the respondents
have bypassed the above rule and passed the
impugned order in a mechanical manner. | was not
even allowed to go through the evidence based
upon which the 3" respondent has passed the
impugned order.

11

11

NIL

The petitioner submit that, recently the Hon'ble
Apex court in the case of Satyendra Singh V. State
of U.P (SLP Civil No. 29758/2018) has held that
“Inquiry proceedings conducted against the
appellant pertaining to charges punishable with
major penalty, were totally vitiated and non-est in
the eyes of law since no oral evidence whatsoever
was recorded by the department in support of the
charges.”

12

12

NIL

| The petitioner submit that, the above decision

squarely applies to my case as no oral evidence
whatsoever is recorded, as such the suspension
order is liable to be set aside in limini.

- 13

13

NIL

The petitioner submit that, unlesst his Hon’ble court
directs the respondents to reinstate me into
services, | will be put to irreparable loss and injury
and the same cannot be compensated by any
means as the said job is the only source to eke my
livelihood. Hence the present writ petition is filed.

14

Amaravathi

Dt. 30.04.2025

ANNEXURE - I
1) Article 226 of The Constitution of India.

COUNS@ P&@% |
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IN TI-.1E HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATHI

; WP.No. .  of2025.
Belween: .

Dasari Koteswara Rao, S/o. Pullaiah, ‘
Aged about 40 years, Occ: Junior Assistant (Currently cut of service)
R/o. Mamidipalem, Ongole Prakasam District
, ...Petitions-
AND

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh
Rep. by its Principal Secretary,
Revenue (Endowments) Department,
Secretariat, Velgapudi, Amaravathi,
- Guntur District.
2. The Commissioner,
Endowments Department,
~ Gollapudi, Vijayawada,
Krishna District.

3. The Assistant Commlssmn'er
Endowments Department
Ongole, Prakasam District

4. BhimalingeswaraBrahmeswaraSwamivarla Devasthanam,
Ravipadu village, Cumbum Mcn:ial
Prakasam District
Rep by its Executive Offi cer ...Respondents

AF FIDAVIT

i |, DasariKoteswara Rao, S/o. Pullaiah, aged ztout 40 years, Occ:
Junior Assistant (Currently out of. service) R/o. Mamidipalem, Ongole,
Prakasam District, having temporarily come down to Vijavawada, do hersby

sclemnly affirm and sincerely state on oath as follows:

C1. | submit that, | am thepetitioner herein and the deponent in th2

preéent writ petition, as such | am well acquainted with the facts of thz

|
case.

——p—
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02.

03.

04.

05.

06.

A

It is submitted that the present writ petition is filed challenging the
action of the respondents more particularly 4% respondent in
withdrawing the services of the petitioner as Junior Assistant and in
not reinstating the petitioner into services as bad, illegal, arbitrary and
violative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of Constitution of India and violative

of principles of natural justice.

| submit thét, earlier | was appointed as Junior ‘Assistant in
BhimalingeswaraBr:ahmeswaraSwamivarIa Devasthanam, Ravipadu
village, Cumbum Mandal, Prakasam District on 01.08.2004 on
consolidated basis @ Rs.500/- per month, thereafter the same was
en'hanced to Rs.800/- by the Assistant Commissioner, Endowments
Department, Ongole on 21.02.2005. Thereafter regular time scale
was extended to me on 20.02.2008 as per the orders of the then
Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department, Ongole, since
th(é_n | worked with utmost satisfaction,

| submit that, while the matter stood thus on 18.12.2013 a report was
given against me by the then Assistant Commissioner, Endowments
Department, Ongole complaining that, | have forged the appointment
order, regularization order etc. Thereafter a false case foisted against
me and the case was numbered as CC No. 246/2017 on the file of
Addl. Judicial First-Class Magistrate, Giddaluru.

| submit that, thereafter in the year 2015 my services were orally'
stopped on the ground of pending criminal case. After 10 long years
of detailed .trial the criminal case was resulted in acquittalon
05.10.2023and | am not found guilty, as such it is crystal clear that a
false case is foisted against me and | have kept away from services.

| submit that, after acquittal in the above case, | have approached the

Executive Officer and Assistant commissioner, Endowments



07.

08.

09.

10.

11.

1O

Department, Ongole, several times along with the acquittal order and
requested orally to continue my service tut the same went in vain. -
The Executive Officer and the then Assistant commissioner,

Endowments Department, Ongole used to send me back informing

that the orders of higher authorities are awaited.

| submit that, having run from pillar to post for the past one and half
years, | came to know that, my case is nat being recommended for

reinstatement in the 4" respondent temple and no such file is there.

| submit {hat, once | am declared as not guilty of forging the
appointment and regularization orders, | am entitled to be continued in
service however the same .is not being done by the respondent
authorities in the instant case and | was made run from pillar to post
from the past one and half year, having vexed with the attitude of the

respondent authorities | am filing the present writ petition now.
|

| submit that, the persons involved in the above said false case are
reinstated and leading their lives happily, but to coming to my case
discrimination is shown and | was not reinstated even though there is
no mistake from my end. It is not out of place to mention that | was
made a scapegoat in the entire subject issue.

| submit that, thereafter explaining all the facts and circumstances in
detailed manner | have submitied a representation to the 2
respondent on 21.04.2025 requesting him to take appropriate action
in the matter, but the same is pending as oa today.

| submit that, as per rule 4 of G.O.Ms No. 830 i.e., Office holder and
Servants Punishment Rules, procedure enshrined under Rule 19 of
Civil Services C.C.A rules has to be followed, in the instant case it is
crystal clear that the respondents have bypassed the above rule and

passed the impugned order in a mechanical manner. | was not even



12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

[/

allowed to go through the evidence based upon which the 3d-

respondent has passed the impugned order.

| submit that, recently the Hon'’ble Apex courf in the case of Satyendra
Singh V. State of U.P (SLP Civil No. 29758/2018) has held that
“Inquiry proceedings conducted against the appellant pertaining to
charges punishable with major penélty, were totally vitiated and non-
est in the eyes of law since no oral evidence whatsoever was

recorded by the department in support of the charges.”

| submit that, the above decision squarely applies to my case as no
oral evidence whatsoever is recorded, as such the suspension order

is liable to be setaside in limini.

| submit that, unlessthis Hon’ble court directs the respondents to
reinstate me into services, | will be put to irreparable loss and injury
and the same cannot be compensated by any means as the said job
is the only source to eke my livelihood. Hence the present writ

petition is filed.

It is humbly submitted that the petitioner has no other alternative and
efficacious remedy except to approach this Hon'ble Court under

Article 226 of constitution of India.

It is submitted that the petitioner has not filed any suit, applicaﬁon or
petitions before any court of law and | have not sought for any similar
relief.

In the above mentioned circumstances, it is therefore prayed
that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased io issue an appropriate Writ
order or direction niore particularly, one in the nature of Writ of

Mandamus,declaring the action of the respondents more particularly

4" respondent orally in withdrawing the services of the petitioner as

Junior Assistant and in not reinstating the petitioner into services as



Py

bad, illegal, arbitrary and viclative of Articles 14, 16 and 21 of
Constitution of India and violative of principles of natural justiceand
consequentially direct the4™ respondent to forthwith reinstate the
petitioner into services and to grant all consequential service and
monetary benefits and to pass such other order or orders as this
Hon’ble Court deems fit and proper in the circumstances of the case,

in the interests of Justice.

Pending disposal of the writ petition, it is therefore prayed that
this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to cirect the 4" respcndent to
reinstate the petitioner into servicesand pass such other order or
orders as this Hon'ble Court deems fit and proper in the

circumstances of the case, in the interest of the justice.

Solemnly affirmed and signed

before me on this the  day of

April, 2025 at Vijayawada. DEPONENT
ADVOCATE::VIJAYAWADA

VERIFICATION

|, DasariKoteswara Rao, S/o. Pullziah, aged about 40 years,
Occ: Junior Assistant (Currently out of service) R/o. Mamidipalem,
Ongole, Prakasam District, having temporarily come down to
Vijayawada, having temporarily come down to Vijayawada, do hereby
declare that the contents in the above paragraphs are true and correct
0 the best of my knowledge and belief, hence verified on this the
day of April, 2025 at Amaravathi.

ES 2201 —

Deponent
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The Commissioner, ,

\
Endowments Department, ‘
Gollapudi, Vijayawada, NTR District.

Respected Sir,

I, Dasari Koteswara Rao, S/o. Pullaiah, age 40 years, R,o
Mamidipalem, Ongole, Prakasam District do hereby submit the follovﬁ‘n_g
representation:

1. [ submit that, earlier 1 was appointqd as Junior Assistant in
Bhimalingeswara  Brahmeswara Swamivarla  Devasthanam,
Ravipadu village, Cumbum Mandal, Prakasam District o0
'01.08.2004 on consolidated basis @ Rs.SOO] - per month, thereafter
the same was enhanced to Rs.800/- by the Assistant Commissioner,
Endowments Department, Ongole on 21.02.2005. Thereafter regular
time scale was extended tc me on 20.02.2008 as per the orders cf
the then Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department,

Ongole, since then I am working with utmost satisfaction.

2. I submit that, while the matter stood thus on 18.12.2013 a report
lwas given against me by the then Assistant Commissioner,
Endowments Department, Ongole complainih’g that I have forged
the appointment order, regularization order etc. The report was

numbered as CC No. 246/2017 on the file of Addl. Judicial First
Class Magistrate, Giddaluru.

3. I submit that, thereafter in the year 2015 my services were stopped
on the ground of pending criminal case. After 10 long years the

criminal case was resulted in acquitted as I am not found guilty or:
05.10.2023. |

4. I submit that, after acquittal in'the above case I have approached
the Executive Officer and Assistant commissioner, Er.dowments

Department, Ongole, several times along with the acquittat order



!
and requested to continue my service. The Executive Officer and the
then Assistant commissioner, Endowments Department, Ongole

sent me informing that the orders of higher authorities awaited.

S. I submit that, having run pillar to post for 1.5 year, I came ot know
that, my case was not recommended for reinstatement to your good

office and no such file is there. Hence the present representation is

. submitted to your good office.

0. I submit that, once I am declared as not guilty of forging the
appointment and regularization orders I have to be continued in
service in as is where is condition. Even after 1.5 years I am not

reinstated because of which I am put to severe hardship.

Hence in the above mentioned circumstances, I request. your
good authority to kindly direct the‘ Assistant commissioner,
Endowments Department, Ongole as well as the Executive Officer of
the Bhimalingeswara Brahmeswara Swamivarla Devasthanam,
Ravipadu village, Cumbum Mandal, Prakasam District to

immediately reinstate me into service and continue my services for

which act of kindness I will be ever grateful.

. Yours Faithfully,
Place : Amaravathi

A ect>
Date : 2,.04.2025 L Ksteper o7+
' Dasari Koteswara Rao
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C' CC.No.246/2017 1 Dt.C5-10-2023
O Calendar and judgment in C.C.No. 24-6 of 2017 on he file of the Additional Judicial
Magistrate of First Class, Giddalur

1 Date of Cffence : Prior to 18-12-2013
2 Date of Repcrt -1 18-12-2013
3 Date of arest of Al to A3 . Al and A3 on 17-07-2014, A2

surrendered before this Hon’ble court
and got bail on 10-09-2014 vide
Crlmp.N0.5686/14 of AJFCM court,

Giddalur.
4 Date of release of Al to A3 : Al and A3 on 25-07-2014
5 Date of commencement of trial : 12-04-2023
6 Date of close of trial : 26-06-2023
7 Date of Judgment : 05-10-2023
8 Complainant : State: The Sub-Inspector of Folice,

Cumbum Folice Station.
9 Accused/Al to A3

I. Galle Syam Sundar, S/o. Mohan Rao, aged
about 45 years, former inspector,
Endowments department, Markapuram, who
is presently residing at D.No.1-14-16, 23™
ward, Old Ponnuru, Ponnuru (T&M), Guntur
District, Pin code-522124. (Al)

ii. Dasari Koteswara Rao, S/o. Pullaiah, aged
about 30 years, R/o. Cumbum village and
mandal, at present resident of D.No.1-3-
35/1, Viswas Nagar, 3™ lane, Mamidipalem,
Ongole town, Prakasam District. (A2)

lii. Nagasani Peddanna, S/o. Venkata Subbaiah,
aged about 82 years, Ex-Trustee,
Bhimeswara Brahmeswara Swamy temple,
Ravipadu village, Cumbum mandal. (A3)

Case against A3 is abated.

10. Offence : u/sec. 468, 471, 477 A, 420 r/w 34
of IPC.

11. Plea of accused : Pleaded not guilty.

12. Finding of Court : Found not guilty.

13. Sentence or JOrder

In the result, Al ard A2 are found not guilty for the offence under
Sections 468, 471, 477 A, 420 r/w 34 of IPC for the same they are acquitted
under Section 248 (1) of Cr.P.C. Their bail bonds if any, shall stands cancelled

after the appezl time is over. No property seized; no order is passed with

regard to the same.



CC.N0.246/2017 2 Dt.05-10-2023

Explanation for delay: - This case was taken on file on 28-07‘”-2017 for the
offence punlshable u/Sec. 468, 471, 477 A, 420 r/w 34 of IPC, against Al
to A3. After appearance of Al to A3 on 30 10 2017, copies of all the
documents were furnished to them u/Sec. 207 of Cr.P.C. Case against A3 is
abated. On 09-12-2022, Al and A2 were examined u/Sec. 239 of Cr.R.C. On
behalf of prosecution, PWs.1 to PW8 were examined, got marked Exs Pl tb
P13. On closure of prosecution evidence, on 04-07-2023 Al and A2 were
examined u/Sec.313 of Cr.P.C., On behalf of defense side evidence? is closed.

On 12-09-2023 heard arguments. On 05-10-2023 Judgment Pr;onounced.

Hence the delay.

Sd/-Smt B.Mary Sara Danamma,
ADDL. JUDL. MAGISTRATE OF FIRST CLASS,
GIDDALUR. -

Copy submitted to:
The Hon’ ble | Addl. District & Sessions Judge, Ongole.

O%-
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CC.N0.246/20-7 -3 Dt.05-10-2023

IN THE COURT OF THE ADDITIONAL JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE OF FIRST CLASS :
GIDDALUR :
Present: Smt. BMary Sam Dar.ammg,
. Addl. Judl. Magistrate of First Class, Giddalur,
Thursday, this the Fifth (05") day of October, 2023,
| Calendar Case 246 of 2017
Between: ‘

l
The State, - I

_Represented through Sub-inspector of Police,
Cumbum Police Station. |
i Creeresese Complainant
An%i

1. Galle Syam Sundar, S/o. Mohan Ralro aged
about 45 years, former inspector, !
Endowments department, Markapuram, who
is presently residing at D.No.1-14-16, 23¢
ward, Old Ponnuru, Ponnuru (T&M), Guntur
District, Pin code-522124. (Al)

2. Dasari Koteswara Rao, S/o. Pullaiah, aged
about 30 years, R/o. Cumbum village and
mandal, at present resident of D.No.1-3-35/1, -
Viswas Nagar, 3™ lane, Mamidipalem, Ongoleg
town, Prakasam District. (A2)

3. Nagasani Peddanna, S/o. Venkata Subbaiah,
aged about 82 years, Ex-Trustee, Bhimeswara -
Brahmeswara Swamy temple, Ravipadu .
village, Cumbum mandal. (A3) g ; |

Case against A3 is abated.

i
This case has came before me on 05-10-2023 for final hearing in the
presence of Assistant Public Prosecutor for the Prosecution and Sri
P.N.Sesha Sayana Reddy, advocate for Al and Sri B.Issac, advocate for
A2 and the matter having been stood over for ccns:deratlon till tkis day, the
Court delivered the following:

JUDGMENT

1. The Sub-Inspector of Police, Cumbum Police Stetion laid charge sheet
against Al to A3 in Crime No0.148 of 2013 for t%he; offence punishable under

* t
section 468, 471, 477 A, 420 r/w 34 of Indian Penal Coce.



CC.N0.246/2017 4 ' Dt.05-10-2023

2. The brief facts of the prosecution case are as follows:

The LW1 is the complaiﬁant and Assistant endowment commissioner,
LW?2 is the Senior Assistant in Assistant commissioners ofﬁce Ongole, LW3 is
the priest, LW4 is the sweeper in Bheemeswara Temple in Ravipadu village,
LWS5 is the manager i‘n endowment department in Markapur. The Al is
inspector of endowments Markapur division, A2 is president of mamidipalem
Viswas Nagar Ongole town. Al is the single managing trustee of Sri
Bheemeswara temple, Ravipadu village. The A2 Koteswara rao was
appointed as Jurior assistant in Bheemeswara temple of Ravipadu village by
Al and A3, he submitted the petition to the commissioner endowment
department Hyderabad for request transfer of Iiim.to Ongole. The same
petition was endorsed to the office of LW1, the LW1 forwarded the same to
inspector endowment department Markapur to enquire into the matter and
submit a report. Then the Al did not submit his report to LW1. LW2 verified
the office records and found no record in their office belongs to A2 about his
appointmeht as Junior assistant in the said temple. Then LW2 asked the A2 to
produce the service particulars, he produced ordér copies which was said to
have issued by the Assistant commissioner endowment department Ongole,
relating enhancement of salary from Rs.500/- to Rs.800/- per month and also
proceedings of pay fixation and also xerox copy of PRC scale of increments
which was issued by Al. On perusal of records LW2 found that his signature
was forged on the said order. Then LW1 and LW2 went to Bheemeswara
temple, Ravipadu village and got written statement from accused A3
managing trustee of said temple and they verified the account book of said
temple found A1l made entries regarding payment of salaries of A2. They
found that, in the service book of A2 about pay fixation as well as PRC,
increments illegally created by preparing forged orders and issued the same

to A2 for his appointment. Al to A3 with the collusion and created forged
|

|
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documents regarding appointment of A2 as junior assistant in the said
temple. Ther LW1 gave report to th= police and the same was registered bv
ASI LW9 in Cr.No. 148/2013 U/sec. 468, 471, 477 A, 420 of IPC. During course
of investigation the investigating officer examined the witnesses and
recorded their statements, and seized one account book of Bheemeswara
temple of ravipadu,' and also étamped salary vochures 7 of A2 under cover cf
police proceedings. The SI LW10 on 17-07-2014 he arrested Al and A3 and
sent tham for remand to judicial custody. On 01-09-2014 A2 surrender before
the Hon’ble court later got bail. LW11 Sl received original service register cf
A2 of his appointment and seized the same and sent the same to FSL

Hyderabad. After receipt of FSL report and after completion of investigation -

LW12 filed charge sheet against all accused.

i

3. The case has been taker: on file for the cffence punishable u/Sec. 46é,
471, 477 A, 420 r/w 34 of IPC against the Al to A3.

4, Cn appearance of Al to A3, the copies of the documents were required
U/Sec. 207, Cr.P.C were furnishad to them.

5. Al ana A2 were examined U/sec. 239 Cr.P.C. charges were framed for
the offence punishable U/sec. 468, 471, 477 A, 42C r/w 34 of |.P.C against
them, its contents were explaiaed to them in Telugu language for which they
denied. pleaded not guilty and claimed to be tried.

6. On behalf of the prcsecution, PWs. 1 to 8 have been examined and
Ex.P1 to Ex.P13 are marked.

7. After closure of the piosecution side evidence, Al and A2 were
examined u/sec. 313, Cr.P.C and the incriminating material spelt out by the
prosecution witnesses was put te them, they denied the same and reported
no defence evidence on their behalf.

8. Heard the arguments on both sides.
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9. Now the point for consideration is :

“Whether the prosecution has been able to ‘bring home the
guilt against the accused for the offence punishable under
Sectionhs 468, 471, 477 A, 420 r/w 34 of Indian Penal Code 2"

POINT: ;
10. PW1 K Basaveswara Srinivasa-Rao, Executive Officer, Endowmertts
Dept, deposed that, there was Bhe:eemeswara Brahmeswara Temple of Ravipadu
Village, Cumbum Mandal. Thel Al In};pector of the then Endowment Depanment of
above said temple Ravrpadu village, who also served as srngle trustee of A1l. Upto
2010 the A3 Peddanna worked as ag trustee of said temple_. The Al created fake
(documents and appointed A2 Koteswara Rao-as Junior Assistant of above said temple.
They noticed 2 files, one file relating to! appointment order of A2 and 2_“" file relating to
pay enhancement file. Then after A2 Koteswara Rao made an application before
Higher authori;ties of Hyderabad in the }/ear 2013 for his transfer to Ongole. The officers
of Commissidner’s office, Ongole directed him to enquire the matter. On enquiry
thereafter he asked the A3 Peddanna, he stated him that Al obtained the signatures of
A3 forcibly on-some papers and also SR of A2 Koteswara Rao. And he sent report of
the same to the Commissioner, Endowment Department Hyderabad On the directions
of Commlssmner Hyderabad the Deputy Commrssnoner of Guntur also enquired the
sameiand he also submitted a report. The Commissioner, Endowment Department,
Hyderabad gave directions to Deputy Commissioner, Guntur to lodge prosecution case,

therea’_t_fter the;Deputy Commissioner, Guntur gave written orders to him to give report

against the accused. Then he gave report to the police EX.P1. Along with Ex.P1 he

prodd;éed fake orders proceedings of A2 and service register of A2 before police. They -

o ! ' _ _
noticed one lease file regarding public{iauction in their office and another file relating to

appropriation fof funds regarding salaries of one clerk of Parchur i.e., as per their dfﬁce

persorrs register book in the place of fake orders proceedings initiated by the accused.

Police examined him. EX.P2 is xerox copy of office copy fake approval of salary

|

i
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enhancement vide Dis.N0.B2/2412/2005. EX.P3 is office copy of xerox copy of fake
approval of salary enhancement vide Dis.N0.32/2846/2008 (the learned counsel for
deferise raised objection whil= marking of Exbts.P2, P3 with subject to objection).
EX.P4 is attested copy of personal register of office maintained by A.C., Endowment,
Ongcle regarding relevant current No.2412. EX.P5 is attested copy of personal register
of office maintained by A.C., Endowment, Ongole regarding relevant current No.2846.

EX.P6 is original Service Register belongs to A2.

11. PW2 B. Ramesh Naik, Senior Assistant, Endowments Dept, deposed that, In

the year 2012 on one day he also accom[':oanied along with PW1 for enquiry of
Bheemeswara Brahmeswara Temple of Ravipadu Village, regarding forged documents
created by A2. Cn enquiry of A3 Peddanna, A3 stated that he did not appoint the A3
and he did not provide salary every month, and the sarﬁe was recorded by PW1. And
A3 also stated that Al obtained his signature% on Service Register of A2. He was not
examined by police. The A2 submitted a Iettertto Head Office, Endowment Department,
Hyderabad for his transfer to Ongole. On the same he accompar:ied along with PW1 for
enquiry. He noticed that one document created regarding rent payment of office,
Parchur Group temples. As per their office records fake salary erhancement i.e., Ex.P2,
P3 originally Ex.P4,: P5 as per their office recorcs.

12. PW3 T. Lakshmi Narasaiah, Purohith, deposed that, he do not know
anything about the case facts and he was not examined by the police and
turned hostile and not supported with the version of prosecution.

13. PWA4 V. Venkata Subba Rao, deposed that, he do not know anything about
case facts. He was present by the time of arrest of A1, A3. At the request of police he
put his signature on some written paper. EX.P8 is his signature cn arrest mahazarnama
of Al, A3. He is in the habit of put his signatures on any paper after reading of the same
and turned hostile (and not supported with the version of prosecution.

14. PWS5 Maddukuri Kotaiah, deposed that, at about 9 vears back on one day

the pclice arrested Al, A3 at about morning time. He do not remember at which place

!
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they were arrested as 9 years passed away. Police enquired them in his presence and
arrested them under cover of arrest mahazarnama of Al, A3. EX.P9 is arrest
mahazarnama. |

15. PWS6 A. Raja Naik, Asst. Director, deposed that, he has received documents
as per letter along with some documents received from the Hon'ble Court, oh the
directions of their higher officials and registered the same as DOC.9/2017 on 05-01-
2017 and the same was allotted to him for examination of question and standard
documents and spechl‘led documents.

1) 6 vouchers containing the questioned signatures and writings marked by him
as Q1 to Q6, Q20 to Q31, Q35 to Q40.

2) 1 Service book containing the questioned signatures and writings marked by
him as Q7, Q8, Q32, Q33, Q41 to Q44.

3) 1 note book containing the questioned writings marked by him as Q9 to Q17.

4) 1 voucher containing the questioned signatures and writings marked by him as
Q18, Q19 and Q34. '

5) 1 set of 22 sheets relating to Endowment Department, Markapur containing
the standard signatures marked by him as S1 to S4.

6) 10 specimen sheets containing the standard signatures and writings marked
as S5 to S95.

After careful examination of the above said documents with using magnifiers,
stereo microscope and video specter comparator.

He is of the opinion that the person who wrote the red enclosed signatures and
writings marked S1 to S21 also wrote the red enclosed signatures and writings marked
Q1 to Q17 and the the person who wrote the red enclosed signatures and writings
marked S22 to S95 also wrote the red enclosed signatures and writings marked Q18 to
Q40, and also it is not possible to offer any opinion on the red enclosed writings marked
Q41 to Q44 based on the present standards. He issued report EX.P10. He mentioned
his reasons in page No.1 and 2 in the said report Ex.P10.

16. PW?7 K. Madhava Rao, S.l. of Police, deposed that, he took up further
investigation in this case and verified the investigation done by LW9 D. Venkateswarlu
AS!, LW10 Hajarathaiah Si, found it on correct lines. He addressed a letter to the
Assistant Commiss;ioner, Endowment Department and obtained original Service

&
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Register of A2 abbut he appointed as Junior Assistant in Bheemeswara and
Braﬁmeswara Temple, Ravipadu village. The said Service Register of AZ EX.P6. He
filed requisition before the Hon'ble Court for obtaining specimen signatures of A1 and
A2. After collection of specimen signaturas of A1 and A2 and along with Service
Register of A2 forwarded the same through the Hon'ble Court for FSL with letter of A
advice. EX.P11 is letter of advicg. After ccmpletion of investigation and after receipt of
FSL report EX.P10 LW12 S| Rama Naik filed charge sheet against all accused.

17. PWS8 cCh. Hazarathaéiah, S.I., AP Tracnsco, deposed that, the ASI LW9
Venkateswarlu died, no m0|;'e at present. He can identify his signature, writings. On
verification of record found that on 18-12-2013 the ASI LW19 registered this case on the
basis cf report of PW1 in Cr.No.148 of 2013 under Secticn 468, 471, 477(A), 420 IPC.
EX.F12 FIR. And he examined the witnessas and re-corded their statements. Further on
verification of record found that the ASI LW9 seized one accounts book Bheemeswara
temple., Ravipadu village and salary vouchers 7 of A2 with their signatures under cover
6f police proceedings EX.P13. He took up further investigation in this case and verified
the 'investigation done by LW9 Verkateswarlu ASI, found it on correct lines. He arrested
Al and A3 in the presence of mediators PW4, PW5 on 17-07-2014 under cover of
confassion and arrest mahé'zarnama of Al and A3 Ex.F9. A2 surrendered before the
Hon'ble Court on 01-09-2014 anci obtained the bail. He filed memo before the Hon'ble
Court for obtaining hand writings of A1, A3.

18. As per version of prosecution, with the collusion of Al to A3, they created
fake appointment orders of A2 as junior assistant of Bheemeswara temple
and also forged the signatures of LW2 regarding appointment orders of A2,
pay fixation proceedings, PRC proceedings and increment proceedings of A2.

19. Admittedly, prior to 2000 the A3 Peddanria worked as Dharma Kartha of
Eh:a.emeswara temple and he has got powers tc aapoint cierk of said temple
as :any one of person. Furthar admitted by PW1 the Ex.P6 se;vice register

bel‘ongs to A2 contained the signatures of A3 for appointment of A2 in his
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service register. So, the signatures of A1 and A2 are not appeared in the
service register of A2 for appointment of him. As usally in every year the
PW1 and his authorities have to inspect the endowment temples.

20. On the other hand, Ex.P2 i.e., xerox copy of fake approval of salary
enhancement vide dis.N0.B2/2412/2005 contain the signature of Assistant
commissioner and the Ex.P2 shows the directions for paying salary to A2.
The Ex.P3 is office copy of xerox copy of fake approval of salary
enhancement vide dis.No.B2/2846/2008 contain the directions given from
office of Assistant commissioner endowment department Ongole for
enhancement of PRC arrears and the same was also contain the signatures
of Assistant commissioner Ongole.

21. Admittedly, the entire records maintained by the office bearers of
Aséistant commissioner endowment department Ongole, | and Ex.P4 is
attested copy of personal register of office maintained by assistant
commissioner endowment department Ongole, and Ex.P5 is attested copy of
personal register of office maintained assistant commissibner endowment
départment Ongole, are not belongs to the Markapur endowment
department Markapur, and those were custodian of office bearers of PW1.

22. On the other hand, the PW1 failed to produce documentary proof to show
that, there is no audit below the income of Rs.1,00,000/- to any one of
institute i.e., temples etc., Admittedly the Bheemeswara temple is trustee
temple, the trustee has got powers to appoint any one of employee in the
said temple. On verification of registers the A3 is no more at present paid
Rs.500/- only to A2 per month regularly as admitted by PW1. There is no any
application submitted to the head office of Hyderabad endowment
department of the transfer of A2 submi;:ted by him, at least they have to
produce copy of letter issued by commissioner, endowment department

Hyderabad to enquire the matter. The PW1 and PW2 failed to elicit on which
|
|

e -
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date they both enquired in the matter anc they have not verified the records
by the time cof enquiry admitted by}PWZ and they orly handed over the
statement of A3 to the police recorded by PW1. Admittedly Ex.P4 and P5 are
|n the custody of head office Ongole.

23. PW5 who is the mediator categorically, admitted that hs do not
remember on which date and at whic;h place police arrested the Al anc A3
but police prepared arrest maha;arna}na Ex.P9. The police did not issue any
written notices to them. Further P;WS categoricaily admitted that, the
contents (’:f Ex.P9 mahazarnama did n;ot prepare in the presence of PW5 but
thereafter he put his signature on Ex:P9, so, which clearly established that,

the police did not prepare.the mahazarnama Ex.P9 at the place of arrest.
3

Further PW5 acmitted that, as a village elder he used to went to the pclice
i f
station now and then and where the police obtained his csignature.

24. After registering the case the PW?‘ investigating cofficer obtained original

service reglster of A2 Ex.P6 then, after obtaining specimen signatures of A1

A2 along w:th service register Ex. P6 forwarded the same to FSL through
letter of advice Ex.P11, after receipt of FSL report Ex.P10 LW12 Sl Rama naik
filed charge sheet against all accused. The investigating officer did not verify

the records of Bheemeswara temple, the LW9 AS! seized account book and

salary vochures 7 of A2 with their signatures under cover of pclice

proceedings Ex.P13. PWS8 arrested Al and A3 in the presence of mediazors
PW4 and PW5 on 17-07-2014 undar cover of corfession and arrest
mahazarn.ama Ex.P9 and A2 surrendered before the Hon'ble court and got
bail. The investigating kofﬁcer failed to secure anyv ohe of government officials

who are available in Cumbum t5 act as mediators by the time of arrest of Al

|
and A3, ! :

25. Admittedly, the PW6 has ccn"pared tha‘standard signatures and

writings of A2 i e Q18 to Q40, from Q18 to Q33 are signatures of Koteswara

! t
¥
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Rao A2, and Q 34 to Q40 are writtings, of Koteswara Rao A2. But, the PW6
has not examined the standard signaturés of writing of A3 Peddanna, whose
signature contained in the service register of A2 as well as ih account book
appeared the signature of A3 only. Further the PW6 did nof compare the
stamps(seals). On the basis of age factor and gap of the years there may be
a chance for variation in signatures and writings.

26. The expert opinion must always be received with great caution, it unsafe
to treat the expert opinion as sufficient basis for conviction, but it may be
relayed upon when supported by other items of internal and external
evidence. The evidence of expert can never be conclusive because it is after
all, other material evidencef

27. In view of the above points discussed by this Court, this Court feels
unsafe to convict Al and A2. The chain of circumstances not proved byAthe
prosecution.

28. There is no cogent, consist, considerable material against Al and A2.
Hence, the prosecution has completely failed to establish the guilt of the Al
and A2 beyond all reasonable doubt.

29. In the result, A1 and A2 are found not guilty for the offence under

Sections 468, 471, 477 A, 420 r/w 34 of IPC for the same they are vauitted‘

under Section 248 (1) of Cr.P.C. Their bail bonds if any, shall stands cancelled
after the appeal time is over. No property seized; no order is passed with

regard to the same.

Typed to my Dictation by the Personal Assistant, corrected and pronounced
by me in the open court on this the 05*" day of October, 2023.

Sd/-Smt B.Mary Sara Danamma,
ADDL. JUDL. MAGISTRATE OF FIRST CLASS,
~ GIDDALUR.

&
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APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE
Witness examined for

PROSECUTION DEFENCE

PW1: K.Basaveswara Srinivase Rao. - NiL -
PwW2: B.Ramesh Naik. )
PW3: T.Lakshmi Narasaiah.

PW4: V.Venkata Subba Rao.

PW5: Maddukuri Kotaiah.

PW6: A.Raja Naik.

PW7: K.Madhava Rao, Sl of Police.

PW8: Ch.Hazarathaiah, Sl., AP Transco.

Exhibits marked for

"~ PROSECUTION DEFENCE
Ex.P1: Report of PW1. - NIL -

Ex.P2: Xerox copy of office copy o7 fake approval of salary enhancement vide
Dis.N0.B2/2412/2005.

Ex.P3: Office copy of xerox copy of fake approval of salary enharcement vide
Dis.N0.B2/2846/2008.

Ex.P4: Attested copy of personal ragistzr of office maintained 2y A.C,,
Endowment, Ongole regarding relevant current no.2412.

Ex.P5: Attested copy of personal registzr of office maintained sy A.C.,
Endowment, Ongole regarding relevant currernt No.2846.

Ex.P6: Original Service register belongs to A2.

Ex.P7: Contents of 161 (3) Cr.F.C statement of PW3.

Ex.P8: Signature of PW4 on the arrest mahazarnama of A1, A3

Ex.P9: Arrest Mahazarnama. '

Ex.P10: FSL Report.

Ex.P11: Letter of Advice.

Ex.P12: FIR.

Ex.P13: Police Proceedings.

Material Objects Marked for

PROSECUTION DEFENCE

- NIL - - NIL -

Sd/-Smt B.Mary Sara Danamma,
A)JFCM, GDLR.

Copy submitted to: : ’
The Hon’'ble | Addi. District & Sessions Judge, Ongole.
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B - (TRUE TRANSLATION)
Office of the'Managing Trustee,
- Bheemalingeswara Swamy Devasthanam,
Rav1padu Village, Cumbum Mandal, Prakasam DlStI'lCt
.Sub Endowments Department — Prakasam Dlstnct — Cumbum Mandal
" Ravipadu Village, Sri Bhimalingeswara Swamy Devasthanam -
Appointing Sri D.Koteswararao as Junior Assistant — Orders - Issued.
Ref Apphcatlon of Sri D. Koteswararao
B -000-
Sr1 D. Koteswararao, has ﬁled an apphcatlon to work as Clerk in Sri

Bheemalingeswara Swamy Devasthanam situated in Ravipadu Mandal,

"CumbumMandal Praka’setm District. As per his application, as he is

' ehglble to act as Clerk, the above Devasthanam has appointed. Srl D.

' Koteswararao, as clerk on payment of Rs. 500/ per month

'Srt D. Koteswararao, Junior Assistant is directed to .j’oin duty |

immediately.
.

Sd/-xxx,1-8-2004,

Managing Trstee,

Srl Bheemahngeswara Swamy Temple,

Ravipadu (V),

Cumbum (Mdl.), Prakasam Dist.

(TRUE COPY)
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OZfice of the Assistant Commissioner’s
Endowments Department, Ongols

.B.D:sm.No. B2/2412/2005, Dated: 21-02-2005.

Sub:- Endowments Department - Enharcement of Salary to
Sri D. Koteswarz Rao, Junior Assistant -
Sri Bhimeswara & Brahmeswara Swamy Temple -~
Ravipadu (V) Cumbim (M) Prakasam Dis+rict -
Permissior - 2Accorded.

Ref:- Rc. No. Nil/2C0%, Dt. 10-02-2005 from tke Managing
' Trustee of sukject Temple.

* % &
In the light of the ¢ircumstances 2xplained by the Nanaging

Trustee of subject temple in the refererce cited <he salary cf
Sri D. Koteswara Rao, Junior Assistant ofr the subject temple is
hereby enhanced from Rs.500/- to éOOi— per month with effect
from 01-02-2005.

The Managing Trustee is permitted tc pay the salary to tkre

Jurior Assistant accordingly with effect from 01—02-2905.

)))A L (o odD

lez_}o_g

/él__? Assistant Commissioner,
.2—4_"-2_'5-

Copy to
‘1) D. Koteswara kao, Junior Assistant subject temple.

2) Managing Trustee of Subject temple.

3) The Inspector, Erdowments Department, Markapur.
4) Extra.



fo

Office of the Assistant Commissioner’s
Endowments Department, Ongole

x>

D.Dis. No. B2/2846/2008, Dated: 20-02-2008.

Sﬁb:- Endowments Department — Temple Establishment — Extension of P.R.C. Scale to
Sri D. Koteswara Rao, Junior Assistant — Working in the Establishment of

Sri Bhimeswara & Brahmeswara Swamy Temple - Ravipadu (V) Cumbum M)
Prakasam District — Instructions ~ Issued.

Refi- 1. Representation Dated: 10-02-2008 of Sri D. Koteswara Rao, Junior Assistant
of subject temple. ‘

2. Report dated Rc. No.Nil/2008, Dt. 15-02-2008 from the Managing Trustee of
subject Temple. ‘ -

3. Rec. No. J2/32111/1989, Dt. 08-12-1989 from the Commissioner, Endowments
Department, A.P., Hyderabad. -

! * % %
While communication a copy of the circular under Reference 3" cited the Managing

Trustee of the subject temple is directed to take appropriate action in extension of PRC.scale to

Sri D. Koteswara Rao, Junior Assistant of subject temple. Subject to the conditions that the

limitation of 30% on establishment charges as provided under the Act.
!
D\. ™ n‘k&\ W ¥ .,
g . Assistant Commissioner,
e : ' |
-1
1) Copy to Managing Trustee of Subject temple.

2) Copy to the Inspector, Endowments Department, Markapur.
3) Extra.

202
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(TRUE TRANSLATION)
Office of fhe Managing Trustee,

.. Sree Bheemalingeswara and Brahmeswara Swamy Devasthanams,
Ravipadu Village, Cumbum Mandal, Prakasam District

~ Sub:-. Prakasam District - Cumbum Mandal - Rav1padu Village - Sri
Bheemalingeswara and Brahmeswara Swamy Devasthanams - Sri
D. Koteswararao, as Clerk - Salary Giving Scale - Order - Issued—
Reg

Ref:- Orders of the Ast. Cmmissioner, Endowments Department, Ongole
“in Re.No. D.Dis.No. B2—'2846-2008, dt. 20-02-2008.

- -000-
Order:-
Vide Reference cited above, the Assistant Commissioner has issued
: 1986.SCale orders in favour of Sri D. Koteswararao, who is working as
Clerk in Endowments D'epafﬁmentDevasthahams, Ravipadu,Prakasam
.District. As per the .ab'ove orders, the said Clerk has been given 1986 pay
scale as follows:
Details of the Salary : .
 Pay=910-00, D.A. 83% - 755, HRA - 91, total Rs.1,756/-
Yours,
Sd/-xxx,
: Managing Trustee,
Sri Bheemalingeswara Swamy Temple,
Ravipadu (V),

Cumbum (Mdl) Prakasam DlSt.

Copy
‘1. Sri D. Koteswararao, ]umor Clerk.

2. Service Register.
3. Ofﬁge Copy.

(TRUE COPY)




1::3’ ?é Office of the Single Trustee,
Sri Bhima Lingeswara &
Brahmeswara Swamy Temp:e,
Ravipadu (V), Cumbum (M),
Prakasam Dt..

Prec.in Re.No. Nil/2011, Dt.o] - ot- 2011,

Sab:- Encowments Departraent - Temple staff Establishment - Sri Dasari.
Koteswazra Rao - Cler ‘n Sri Bhima Lingeswara & Brahmeswara Swamy
Temple, Ravipadu (V), Cumbum (M), Prakasam Dt. - Requesting to
sanction annual pericdical increment for the year 2011-12 - Accorced
orders - Issued.

Ref :- Letter dated 30- 12-2010 from Sri Dasari. Koteswara Rao Clerk of the

sutject temple.

Undar the circumstances explained by Sri Dasari.Koteswara Rao, Clerk cf
sutjec: tzrpie in the reference cited, he is hereby sanctioned the annual periodical
incremant of Rs. 30/- (Rupees Thirty on:y) and presently raised his pay from Rs.

970/- to Rz. 1000/- with effect from 01-01-2011.

The next annual periodical ircrema:t is come to 01-01-2012.
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Ravipzdu, ... . SINGLE TRUSTEE :
Dt. 0-01-2011. 30 Shinalingera & rmenvare ey el
. RAVIPADU (Vilt,),
Cumbum (MdL.), Prakazam Diat,
Te

S:i Dasari Koteswara Rao, Clerk of subject temple.



PROCEDINGS OF THE SINGLE TRUSTEE: SRI BHIMALINGESWARA AND

8 ' SRI BRAHMESWARASWAMY TEMPLE. RAVIPADU
CUMBUM MANDAL — PRAKASAM (Dist)

PRESENT:
SRI G. SAMSUNDHER.SINGLE TRUSTEE AND INSPECTIOR ENDOMENTS DEPARTMENT
MARKAPURAM. '
RC.NO.NILL/2011 | Dt: 04/01/2011

Sub: - Sri Bhimalingeswara and Brahmeswaraswamy Temple, Ravipadu — Estt — Sri
Dasari, Koteswara Rao, junior Assistant — RPS 1999 — Orders — Issued —
Regarding.

Ref: - 1. Commissioner of Endowments, AP, Hyd L.r. No J2/32111/89, Dt.08/12/1989.
2. Commissioner of Endowments, AP Hyd Lr. N0.J2/12961/91. Dt. 07/04/2000.

With Monetary benefit from 01/04/2000.
3. Representation of the individual.

ORDER.
Sri Dasari Koteswara Rae, has appointed a3 junior Assistant and joined on 01/07/2006 in the
time scale of 910-1625 and the commissioner of Zndowments8.AP. Hyd in hic reference 1* cited.
The individual was joined on 01/07/2006 and the RPS 1999 has been imzlemented as on
that date.

Hence his pay has been fixed in the Revised pay scales of 1999 as 01/07/2006 in the time
scale of 3250-80-3450-100-3960-120-4500-17(-6150-200-6550 and his pay been fixed in the
minimum time scale of scale at Rs.3290-00 as on 61/07/2006 in the cadre of Junior Assistant in the

above time scale.

His annual grade increments are here by sanctioned:-
1-7-2007 - Rs. 3370-00
1-7-2008 - Rs. 3450-00
1-7-2009 - Rs. 3550-00

To 1-7-2010 - Rs. 3650-00

The individual spare
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AVIPADY Swamy Temple
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MEMORANDUM OF WRIT MISC PETITION
(UNDER SECTION 151 OF CPC)

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

[.A. No. OF 2025
IN

WP. No. OF 2025
Between: '

Dasari Koteswara Rao, S/o. Pullaiah,
Aged about 40 years, Occ: Junior Assistant (Currently out of service)
R/o. Mamidipalem, Ongole, Prakasam District

| ...Petitioner

AND

1. The State of Andl':nra Pradesh
Rep. by its Principal Secretary,
Revenue (Endowments) Department,
Secretariat, Velgapudi, Amaravathi,
Guntur District.

2. The Commissio’nelar, _
Endowments Department,
Gollapudi, Vijayawada,
Krishna District.

3: The Assistant Cor:nmissioner,
Endowments Department,
Ongole, Prakasam District

4. BhimalingeswaraBrahmeswaraSwamivarla Devasthanam.
Ravipadu village, Cumbum Mandal,
Prakasam District
Rep. by.its Executive Officer ...Respondents

For the reasons stated in the affidavit filed in suppcrt of the
above W.P, Pending disposal of the writ petition is t-erefore

prayed that this Hon'ble Couri may be pleased to direct the 4™



respondent to r_einstate the petitioner into services and pass such
other order or orders as this Hon'ble Court deems fit and proper in

the circumstances of the case, in the interest of the justice.

AMARAVATHI

Date: 30.04.2025 COUNS@é THE ITIONER
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DISTRICT :: PRAKASAM -

IN THE HIGH COURT OF
ANDHRA PRADESH AT
AMARAVATI

LA.NO. OF 2025

W.P.No. of 2025

el

DIRECTION PETITION

W Courr o b~
FILED BY:

D.V.SASIDHAR (10944)
M.V.S.NIKHIL KASHYAP
M.RAGUNANDAN

ADVOCATES
COPNSEL FOR THE PETITIONERS -




