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MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION
(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)
(UNDER ART. 226 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA)
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT
AMARAVATI '

W.P. NO. ' OF 2025
Between:

Seetharaman Badri Narayan,

S/o. Radhrakrishnan Seetharaman,

Aged about 52 years,Resident of D.No. 13- 28-7/102

Pudigedda Towers,Dandu Bazar, Maharanipet,
Visakhapatnam,Visakhapatnam District. ...Petitioner

AND
1.The State of Andhra 'Pradesh, Rep. by its Principal Secretary,
Revenue (Endowments) Department, Secretariat Building,
Velagapudi, Guntur District.

2.The Commissioner of Endowments, -
Gollapudi, Vijayawada, N.T.R. District.

3.Sri Varaha Lakshmi Narasimhaswamivari Devasathanam,
Rep.by its Executive Officer, Simhachalam,
Visakahaptnam District. ...Respondents
The address for service on the above named Petitioners is that of
their counsel M/s.M.DEVI. PRASAD(18696)V.DUSHYANTH
REDDY(22744) SURYA TEJA ANUMOLU(24858)Advocates F.No. D.7,
Asrita Appartment,Back side N,R,I,Hospital, CHINNAKAKANI ,GUNTUR
DISTRICT,522503. 9581205354
For the r=asons stated in the accompanying afF davit, it is hereby
prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to issue a Writ of
Mandamus, or other appropriate writ, order or dlrectlon declarlng the

action of the respondents more particul_arly Respondent No.3 in issuing

the order vide bearing SVLNSD-LEGLOJ1/94/2024 dated 19/01/2025

directing the petitioner to vacate the land measuring to an extent of

534 Sq.yards in Sy.No. 47 and 48 situated at Madhvadhara Village,



Y

\(isakhapatnam, Visakhapatnam District (Hereinafter referred to as ‘the

Act 30 of 2013") (Hereinafter referred to as “Property”, as illegal,
| érbitrary, unreascnable, dehors jurisdiction and contrary to the Articles
14, 21 and 300-A and besides being contrary to the A.P. Charitable &
Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987 and
consequently  set aside the order vide bearirg SVLNSD-
Iﬁ,{EGLOJi/94/2C'24 dated 19/01/2025 issued by the Raspondent No.3
énd to pass such other order or orders as this Hon'ble Court may
gjeems fit just anc proper in the circumstances of the case.

DATE: 03-02-2025 o e thd:
AMARAVATI Counsel for ‘&?e etitioner
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

W.P.NO. of 2024

Between:
Seetharaman Badri Narayan
AND

1.The State of Andhra Pradesh, Rep. by its Principal Secretary,

Revenue (Endowments) Department, Secretariat Building,
Velagapudi,Guntur District. And others

LIST OF EVENTS
ANNEXURE —1

... Petitioner

....Respondents

S.No

Date

Description of the Events

Page |
Nos in
Affidavit

Para
No. in
Affidavit

19.01.2025

2. It It is humbly
submitted that the present
writ petition seeks the
leave of this Hon'ble
Court to declare the
action of the respondents
more particularly
Respondent No.3 in
issuing the order vide
bearing SVLNSD-
LEGLOJ1/94/2024 dated
19/01/2025 directing the
petitioner to vacate the
land ‘measuring to an
extent of 534 Sq.yards in
Sy.No. 47 and 48 situated
at Madhvadhara Village,
Visakhapatnam, .
Visakhapatnam ..
(Hereinafter referred to as
the Act 30 of 2013
(Hereinafter referred to as
“Property”, as illegal,
arbitrary, unreasonable,
dehors jurisdiction and

15
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contrary to the Articles 14,
21 and 300-A and
besides being contrary to
the A.P. Charitable &
Hindu Religious
Institutions and
Endowments Act, 1987.

06.03.2009

3. It is pertinent to submit,
| and my wife are the
absolute owners of the
land measuring to an
extent of 534 Sq.yards in
Plot Nos. 19 and 20
bearing Door No. 39-8-
40/5/1 in the approved
layout bearing No. L.P.No.
32/1994 in Sy.Nos. 47
and 48 situated at
Madhvadhara Village,
Visakhapatnam  District.
The subject property was
purchased by us from our
vendor namely M/s.
Navarathna Estates, rep
.by its Managing Director
Suresh Kumar Jain under
registered sale deed

dated bearing Doc. No.

3139/2015. It is further
submitted that, the subject
property situated. in the

layout, which was |
approved by the Urban

Development  Authority,
Visakhapatnam in the

year 1994 and oblained

necessary approvals and

15& 16
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permissions. It is relevant
to state, my vendor had
constructed G+4 floor
building in the subject
property after obtaining
necessary  permissions
vide proceedings dated
06.03.2009 on payment of
Rs. 2,54,879/-. While
things stood thus, the 3
Respondent bearing
aware of the fact the
subject property is a
private property tried to
interfere with my peaceful
possession ' by taking
coercive steps to vacate
us from the subject
property, the 3rd
Respondent without
having any right or title
over the subject property
claiming right over the
subject property.
Subsequently, we
requested them not to
interffere  and desist
themselves from

| interfering in the subject

property, nevertheless
they have disregarded our
requests and threatened

us with dire |

consequences.

21.12,2024

4. It is further submitted
that, having no other

16,17

alternative | was
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constrained to file a
W.P.N0.34346 of 2015
before this Hon'ble Court
seeking direction to the
Respondents  from
interfering with the
peaceful possession of
the subject property. This
Hon’'ble  Court  after
considering the
submissions ‘and material
on record granted interim
order dated 25.11.2015
directing the respondents
not to disposes us from
the subject property |
pending further orders
without following due
procedure, and the same
is pending for adjudication
before this Hon'ble Court.
It is further submitted that,
in compliance of the
above said orders the 3™
Respondent issued a
show cause notice dated
13.12.2024 directing me |
to submit explanation as
to why they should not be
evicted from the subject
property within 7 days
form the receipt of the
notice. In furtherance to

-| the said notice | submitted

my detailed explanation
dated 21.12.2024

| narrating the true facts
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along with the relevant

under my reply |
requested them to furnish
the alleged documents
under which the
respondents are claiming
right, enabling me to
submit detailed
explanation.

documents _ and further |

19.01.2025

5. It is submitted that, the

3d® Respondent had
issued the impugned
proceedings - dated
19.01.2025 directing me
to vacate the subject
property within 15 days
failing which the
encroachment shall be
removed by securing the
police protection. The
acton of the 3¢

Respondent in issuing the

impugned proceedings is
bereft of proper
application of the mind
and not in consonance of
the material available on

record. The impugned

proceedings has been

issued without
considering my
explanation, the 34
Respondent before

issuing the impugned
proceedings ought to
provided opportunity of

17-18
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being heard, but however
issued the proceedings.
On perusal of the
impugned proceedings, it
is observed that as the
subject property was

registered under Section:

43 of Act 30/87 it is
considered as
Endowment property. The
3@ Respondent ought to
have observed that, the
subject property is a
private property and in
fact permissions and
layout approvals were
granted after verifying and
considering the relevant
documents. Further, the
3Y Respondent stated
that, any transactions with
regard to the property of
the religious and
charitable institutions
without prior sanction of

the Government or

Commissioner, it ought to
have observed that, the
subject property instead it
came to conclusion is a
endowment property. It
ought to have observed

|thatt we and our

predecessor in title are in
possession of the subject
property for 60 years.

NIL

6. It is submitted that, as

18-19




|

| Charitable &  Hindu

per section 87 of A.P.

Religious Institutions and
Endowments Act, 1987 it
explicitly envisaged that,
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. Therefore, in
view of the above the 3
Respondent is disentitled
to claim ownership rights
over the subject property,
without filing any
application or appeal
before the Endowments
Tribunal to substantiate
their rights over the
subject property, which is
a competent authority to
decide the claim of the
parties’ by passing an

order. Without there being
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any order form the|

competent authority the
3 Respodet cannot claim
rights by issuing the
impugned proceedings. It
is relevant to state, the
tribunal has the power
under Section 87(1)C of
the Act to decide whether
any property is an
endowment, if so whether
it is a charitable
endowment or a religious
endowment;, the = 3™
Respondent ought to have
approached the
Endowments  tribunal to
substantiate their
ownership rights over the
subject property.

NIL

7. it is pertinent to
state, the Respondents
being aware of the fact
that | am in possession of
the subject property,
trying to interfere and

disposes me at the|

behest of local politicians

is dehors jurisdiction and |

ultravires the powers
vested in them. The said
action of the Respondent
authorities - is high-
handed, per se illegal,
wholly  arbitrary and
violative of principles of
natural justice.
Furthermore, the said
action of the Respondent
authorities is manifestly

19
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contrary to Art.14, 21 and
300-A of the Indian

Constitution besides I
being contrary to the |
resolution. Therefore,

under the circumstances
stated supra, the subject
matter warrants the
interference of this
Hon'ble . Court for |
enforcement of
Constitutional and
Statutory rights of the
Petitioner. over the said
property. '

ANNEXURE-II

Under Article 226 of Constitution of India. 3 - 20

DATE: 03-02-2025 D e
Amaravati ' Counsel for the Petition
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. - IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADES_H
AT AMARAVATHI
W.P.No. of 2025
Between:

Seetharaman Badri Narayan,

S/o. Radhrakrishnan Seetharaman,

Aged about 52 years, Resident of

D.No.13-28-7/102, Pudigedda Towers,

Dandu Bazar, Maharanipet,Visakhapatnam,
Visakhapatnam District. - - .... Respondents

And

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh, Rep. by its

~ Principal Secretary, Revenue (Endowments)
Department, Secretariat Building,
Velagapudi, Guntur District.

2. The Commissioner of Endowments, |
Gollapudi, Vijayawada, N.T.R. District.

3. Sri Varaha Lakshmi Narasimhaswamivari

Devasathanam, :
. Rep.by its Executive Officer, Simhachalam, _
i Visakahaptnam District. ... Respondents

AFFIDAVIT

I, Seetharaman Badri Narayan, S/o. Radhrakrishnan

" Seetharaman, Aged about 52 years, Resident of D.No. 13-28-

; 7/102, Dandu Bézar, Maharanipet, Visakhapatnam,
Visakhapatnam District, having temporarily come down to
Amaravathi, do hereby solemnly affirm and sincerely state on

oath as hereunder:
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1. It is submitted I am the 1st petitioner herein and as such I

am well acquainted with the facts of the case.

2. It It is humbly submitted that the present writ petition

' seeks the leave of this Hon’ble Court to declare the action of the

respondents more particularly Respondent No.3 in issuing the

: order vide bearing SVLNSD-LEGI.O.J1/94/2024 dated |

19/01/2025 directing the petitioner to vacate the land

measuring to an extent of 534 Sq.yards in Sy.No. 47 and 48

~situated at Madhvadhara Village, . Visakhapatnam,
- Visakhapatnam (Hereinafter referred to as ‘the Act 30 of 2013’

(Hereinafter referred to as “Property”, as illegal, arbitrary,

u13reasonab1c, dehors jurisdiction and contrary to the Articles
14, 21 and 300-A and besides being contrary to the AP.

Charitable & Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act,

1087

3. It is pertinent to submit, I and my wife are the absolute

-owners of the land measuring to an extent of 534 Sq.yards in

~ Plot Nos. 19 and 20 bearing Door No. 39-8-40/5/1 in the

approved layout bearing No. L.P.No. 32/1994 in Sy.Nos. 47 and

48 situated at Madhvadhara Village, Visakhapatnam District.

-The subject property was purchased by us from our vendor
‘n‘famely M/s. Navarathna Estates, rep .by its Managing Director

- Suresh Kumar Jain under registered sale deed dated bearing


LEGI.O.Il

b

Doc. No. 3139/2015. It is further submitted, that, the subject
property situated in the layout, which was approved by t_he
| Urban Development Authority, Visakhapatnam in the year 199+
and obtained lnecessary approvals and permissions. It is
relevant to state, my vendor had constructed G+4 flcor building
in the subject property éfter obtaining necessary pe@issions
vide proceedings dated 06.03.2009 on payment of Rs.
‘2,54,879 /-. While things stood thus, the 3rd Respondent bearing
-aware of the fact the subject property is a private property tried
to interfere with my peaceful possession by taking coercive steps
to vacate us from the subject property, the 3t Respondent
without having any right or title over the subject properfy

y
claiming right over the subject property. Subsequently, we
requeéted them ﬁot to interfere énd desisf themselves from
-interfering in ';he subject property, nevertheless they have
disregarded our requests and threatened us with Ccire

consequences.

4. It is further submitted that, having no other alternative I
was constrained to file a W.P.No.34346 of 2015 before this
an’ble Court - seeking | direction to the Respondents from
ti'nterfering‘ with the peaceful bossession of the subject proper;fsi.
‘This Hon’ble Court after considering the submissioné and -
material on record granted interim order dated 25.11.20 15

directing the respondents not to disposes us from the subject



. . [\q_

‘ pro]'perty pending Ifurther orders without following due
procedure, and the same is pending for adjudicatiofl before this
Hohble Court. It is further submitted that, in compliance of the -
above said orders the 3 Respondent issued a show cause
notice dated 13.12.2024 directing me to submit explanation as
to why they should not be evicted from the subject property
within 7 days form the receipt of the notice. In furtherance to
. thé said notice I submitted my detailed explanation dated
21.12.2024 narrating the true facts along with the relevant .
documents and further under my reply I requested them to
fui‘nish the alleged documents under which the respondents arc

. claiming right, enabling me to submit detailed explanation.

5., It is submitted that, the 3¢ Respondent had issued the
impugned proceedings dated 19.01.2025 directing me to vacate
th_é subject property within 15 days failing which the
‘erilcroachment shall be removed by securing the pqlice
protection. The acLion of the 3 Respondent in issuing thc
impugned proce;edings is bereft. of proper application of the
m;ind and not in consonance of the material available on record.
Tl:le impugned proceedings has been issﬁed_ without considering
my explanation, the 37 Respondent before issuing the “
impugned proceedings ought to provided opportunily of being
hpard, but however issued fhe proceedings. On perusal of the

impugned proceedings, it is observed that as the subject
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property was registered under Section 43 of Act 30/87 it is
considered as Endowment property. The 31 Respondent oug! £
to have observed that, the subject property is a private property
"and in fact permissions and layout approvals were granted after
verifying and considering the relevant documents. Further, the
3rd Respondent statéd that, any transactions with regard to tl
_ property of the religious and charitable institutions without
prior sanction of the Government or Commissioner, it ought to
have observed that, the subject property instead it came to
conclusion is a endowment property. It ought to have observed
that, we and our predecessor in title are in possession of the
subject property for 60 years. *
6. It is submitted that, as per section 87 of A.P. Charitable
Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act, 11987 it
explicitly envisaged that, 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 th:.t.
the burden of proof in all such cases shall lie on the person
clairriing the institution or the endowment to be private or thé
property or money 'to be other than that of a religious
endowment or speciﬁc endowment, .as the case may k.
Therefore, in view of the above the 3" Respondent is disentitled
to claim ownership rights over the subject property, withmft

filing any application or appeal before the Endowments Tribunal

at
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to stibstantiate their rights over the subject property, which is a
competent authority to decide the claim of the parties by
paséing an order. Without there being any order form the
comjpetent authority the 37 Respodet cannot claim rights by
issuing the impugned proceedings. It is relevant to state, the
| tribunal has the power under Section 87(1)C of the Act to dccide
whéther any property is an endowment, if so whether it is a
cha}fritable endowment or a religious endowment;, the 3rd
Re§pondent ought -to. have approached the Endowments

tribunal to substantiate their ownership rights over the subject

pererty.

7. it is perlinent Lo state, the Respondents being aﬁérp of U
”facﬁt that 1 am in possession of the subjecl property, trying o
interfere and disposes me at the behest of local politicians is
bde:hors jurisdiction and ultravires the powers vested in them.
The said action of the Respoﬁdent authorities is high-handed,
_ per se illegal, wholly arbitrary and violative of princ;iple:s of
_ nétural justice. Furthermore, the said action of the Respondent
alélthorities is manifestly contrary to Art.14, 21 and 300-A of the
.Ir%dian' Consti.tgtion besides being contrary to the resolution.
Tlglerefore, under the circumstances stated supfa, the subject matter
vw‘}arrants the interference of this Hon’ble Court for enforcement of

Cbnstitutional and Statutory rights of the Petitioner over the said -

|
property.
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8. In these circumstances, | humbly submit that I -have no
other effective and efficacious alternative remedy except tc

invoke the extraordinary jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Court

under Article 226 of the Constitution of India.

9. In these circumstances, I humbly submit that I have n.t
preferred any Civil Suit or earlier Writ in lieu of the same cause

of action in the subject matter.

10. For the foregoing reasons, it is therefore prayed that this
Hon’ble Court may be pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus, or
other appropriate writ, or‘def or direction, declaring the action of
the respondents more particularly Reépondent No.3 in issuing
the order vide bearing SVLNSD-LEGLOJ1/94/2024 dated
19/01/2025 directing tl;le_ petitioner to vacate the land
measuring to an extent of 534 Sq.yards in Sy.No. 47 and 408_
situated at Madhv_adhara Village, Yisakhapatnam, -
Visakhapatnam District (Hereiﬁafter referred to as ‘t-he Act’'30 ¢f
.2013’) (Hereinafter referred to as “Property”, as Aillegal,
arbitrary, unreasonable, déhors jurisdiction and contrary to 't.he
Articles 14, 21 and 300-A and besides being contrary to the A.P.
Charitable & Hindu Religious Institutions aﬁd Endowments Ac:,
1987 and consequently set | aside the order .vide bearing
C

SVLNSD-LEGLOJ1/94 /2024 dated 19/01/2025 issued by the

Respondent No.3 and pass such other and further orders to

meet the ends of justice.

Qs
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11. Therefore,\it is ‘also prayed that this Hc-n~’ble.Court may be
pleased to direct the respondents not | to dispossess the
Peﬁfiorier from land measuring to an extent of 534 Sq.yards in
Sy.No. 47 and <48 s'ituafed at Machvadhara Village.
Visakhapatnam, Visakhapatnam District, pending disposal oI
the ;above writ petiticn and to pass such ordcr or further orders
as ;'Ithis Honble Court may deem fit and proper in the

circumstances of the case.

Sworn and signed in my p.-res‘ence on this
Thelst day of February, 2025 DEPONENT
BEFORE ME

ATTESTOR/ADVOCATE
VERIFICATION STATEMENT

I, Seetharaman Badri Narayan, S/o. Radhrakrishnan
Seetharaman, Aged about 52 years, Resident of D.No. 13-28--
7/102, Dandu Bazar, Maharanipet, Visqkhapatnam,
Vi?akhapatnam District i, the Petitioner herein, do hereby
declare that the contents and facts narrated in the above
'pai_ragraphs of the affidavit are true to best of my knowledge,
bélief, basing on information and records. Hence, verified on
'_tHis the 2ND day of February, 2025.

] !
"

‘_ M — .
Counsel for the Petifioner ' Deponent
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LT

File No.SVLNSD-LEGLOJ119412024.S AW)-SVLNSDYSP

mha Swamy Vari .D".e'vasxha'nam,
b Misakhapatnaim o

‘And- A

Puligedda Towers,

. Daridi Bazar; Maharanipeta,
- Visakhapatnam.

.ﬂ.;the-nactibngr- of the the 3rd re_‘_spbiﬁde;it

. \Pevasthanam) in preyenting him in developing. the property t6 sy
exterit of 534 ‘Sq.ycs E.eﬁﬁng_ door no. "39'-‘8—4-0./:5_[1 covered by
SyNo47 Part and 48 of Madhavadhara Villg

" hetice is illegal ete,, The Hom'ble High Court Passed an ordered. dt -
25.11.2015 in WPMp No44162/2015 ih WP No.3

“Pendihig furth eI _orcérs, the Resno dents shall .not

ge without issuing any

I“ 0

' Following the orders of the Hombie High Court, this matter
is:taken on file as per section 83(2) of A.P. Gharitable and - Hindy -
‘Religious Institutions and. Endowments Act 30/1987 |As Amender

(¥ scanned with OKEN Scaanar



'« File No.SVLNSD-LEGLOJ*E1941202.4-SA(J1)_SVLNSDV ,,
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Sri Varaha Lakshmi Narasimha Swamy Vari Devasthan,

* Sifhachlam, Visskhapatnam s a Public Charitable Instiygy, -,
'p.l;;lblisﬁled _U/Sec. 6(a)(iij of A.P. Endowments Act 30 187, T %‘ o
.administration and management of the temple is being governed by the
Pf°ﬂ§£ons of the AP, Endowments Act and the rules frashed
, there\;fnder, :

"That Sri Varaha Lakshrhi Narasimbha Swamy Vari Devastbanum,
Simhachalam, Visakhapatnam is the. absolute owner of the property to an
extené Ac8.00cts of Madhavadhara village it Sy.No.47&48{old Sy.No.1&2).
The said property was donated to the Devasthanam through a registered gift
déed Ft..zl.oz-.w.sﬁ dnd delivered possession of the Jand to Devasthianam.
-Subséquently.

when dispute’ arose with respective Ac:3.00cts oot of
. Ac.'s'.ddcts of the gilted land, the same wag:finally went u

P to Hon'ble High
~CoTrtof- AP in SA No:43571970, ‘wherein: the-title of Devastharin Was
upheld over (he subject land. The seid. property awes already registered
UJ/Sec. 43 of Act 30/87 and also the said Property was notified U See.22()
(el °f Registration Act clearly-indicatinig: that it is an endowed property,
The séid property was also registered U/Séc. 43, of Act 30/87 and it
" was notified’ U/Sec. 22(A){1)(C) of Registratiori Act’ clearly indicating
that itis an endowed:property. |

-A_is per section 46(3) it skall until contrary is established, be
presunied that all particulsrs entered in the Register maintained under
section 43 are genuine, f-’l_‘l_ie sarie was: clearly held by the full bench of
sl QUPICHIETCORY of A.P., in Vinjamuri Rejagopalachari Vs State
fA.P."(2016 ALT (Rev}.4 1{FB)).

While considering the case, as per the dirders of the-Hon'ble High,

LEGLOJ1/94/2024,

. Court 6f A.P. & show equse notice: in SVLNSD-
the Postal Track
aid notice was delivered on

.1:)..“'_2’-..‘1'3-...1:2-.2024 was issuéd to him, As per

Consigament No.RNS50182145mN, the |

3
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Fii&-..No.-SVLNS‘D-LEGhDJ“I194120'24-.SA(J1)‘SVL.NS"DVS.P E
I “)—g yad

that the Dcvaathanam has no right over the praperty and the
Devasthanam without issuing any notice seeking to interfere with their
pessessmn* over the said property and after they removed the weed and
take stepsi to_rise the construction on the said plots etc., Even in the

., reply dt,2}.12-.-,2024,-. the Respondent reiterated the same:

¢ Tﬁelmain contention.of the respondent is that he has purchased
 the property through a registered sule deed in the year 2015 and
tracmg the title in the registered deed dt,26.10. 1983

The Registered Sale. Deeds: relied ._onf"by the resgomi_cn:t' areand
void and unienforceablée, As per séction 81 éf the A.P; Endowments- Act,.
any sa__lle, exchange of any immovable property belonging to any
Relig‘imis Institution or ‘endowment is effected without the prior
sancqon of the: Cummlsslonel or Government such transaction shall
beand. voxd and shall be deemed never to-have been affected and

eablmpag

accordingly no right or titlé in such property shall vest in any person
acquiring the property by such transaction and any sueh’ propetty
shall b"e deemed- to. bé th‘e praperty of the ir‘is'titutiOn or endowment
cnncemad and any. persan in: possession of such property shall be
deemed to. be. an encroacher. Hencé, the alleged documents areand
void and the respondents wha dre relying on suich documents shall niot.
acquxre any right or title over such property. The Division Bench: of
“Hon' b;le High Court of A.P. in Secretnry to Govemment Reévenue
(Endts.) Dept; “AP: Vs St Swamy Ayyappn Co-op, Housing
Societiﬁ Lt.'_;: "Hydambad clearly held that all alienations affected
prior to the Act 30/87 of properties belong to any chdritable or
rehgmus Endowiment of institution areand void from the clear
legxslatwe dec]aratmn by Sectmn 81 of the Act 30/8/ Thé Hon'ble
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* the rider laid down in Sri Swamy Ayyappa's case held that any Sale,
Exchange or mortgage of - immovable properties belonging to any
charitable or religious institution or endowment Is e'_l_”i'cci_cd'.\ir’i'tham
prior sanction of the "C'Omr‘nissibn'er or Government, such 'tr'an'saction
shall be deemed mever to have been effected and accordingly no. right
‘of uﬁre 1n suchM;r;;;rty shall vest in. any person. Hence, the alleged

. sale deeds relied on by the respondent will not confer amy title

" whatsoever in their favour “The paymenit _of property tax or electricity
charges or building permissxon and regularization by VULCA wxlt not

canfer any txtle not do they carry any presumptwe value.

Ongma]ly the land to an extent of Ac.8:.00cts ‘situated in old
survey no’s. I&Q(New survey no’s. 47&48) of Madhawadhara Village was

dt 26. 08 1935. Later, the mortgagee acquired t:tle to the Ian:i b}' the
virtue of sale deed dt.21.06.1937 execuited by the mortgagers. The said
Sanapala Seéthanna and bis sons donated thé land in favour of
Dévasthanam through a registered gift deed dt.21.02.1956 and
delivered possession. of the land-to the Devasthanam. Subsequently
the successors of Nambala Appanna unauthorizedly entered into
Ac.83.00cts out of Ac.8.00¢ts covered by the gift deed. Against the
trespassers: 1., Nambala Poorngyya and others in a civil suit
QS "'..16 -57‘for‘the dispiited land of Ac.3.00cts on the: file of Principal
stmct Muaicib;, szaichapatnam for declaranon of title etc., The said
suxt was decreed in, fayour of Devasthanam on dt.06.07. 1965 -and. the
;appeal-_ in AS:No.1/69 filed. by the dependeiits on the file. of Sub-
* ordinate:Judge, Visakhapatriani was alse dismissed on dt.07.10,1969

-against which a second appeal in 8A. N6,436/70 was filed' before. the

(¥ scanned with OKEN Scanner
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. _a) —
« Hohiptablé \High Court. which was also dismissed on dt.30.06.1971,
Hence, by virtue- of above Civil proceedirigs the title of the.

'Devasth‘aiiém' was uplield. .7

Alrea;dy the said property is reglstered under- sectxon 43 of the
AP, ,Endovaments. Act. The full bench of the Hon'ble High Court of A.P.
passed an‘ order dtj23:12.2015 in Vinjamuri Rajagopalachari Vs.
State ofA P, reported in 2016 ALT (Rev)q»l(FB) that Section 43, 44
and 45 oﬂ the Eridowments Act make in mamf”est that all properties
owned By | the institutions/ endowments. r.equ;red to be entered in the
;prescnbed register and orce ary immovable property belonging’ to I
the enduwments is entered in the prescribed register; such entry shall
‘be premmed to- be gefuirie until the contrary is' proved. Therefore,
" .once tlie property i$ entered in the register prescribed, it is prima facie
mproved thg,,t 1t is is "Owned’ by religious and .charitable endowments. The
aggrieved ,party in that event shall have to resort'to a remedy that-may
be avaxlabl.e. .u.n.d_er the Endowments Act. Following ithe above full
“bench: judgment. of thie Hon'ble High Court of A.P. the Government
issued a Mcmo N6.482291/Endts- 2/2017 wherein drders were issued
that “The rabove judgment once again reiterates that once the property :
is entered in Section 43 registér (old’ Act-Section 38/ 25 regxsters) of
the Endowments Inst:tutmn It is: prima facie, proved that it'is owned
by Rehgxous and Charitable Endowments, The aggrieved party in the
‘event: shall have to resort to a remedy that is avaalable linder the
Endomen%s Adt on!y" "'Also the Division Bench of Hen'ble l»hgh Court
of A, P; m, Wnt Appeal No.500 of 2012 clearly held that onice the claim,
is made by the Religious Institution, the only 'Foriirfi which can
Adjudicate upon the dispute is. the Endowments. Tribunal 4nd
.aceordiﬁ’g-l}:'- gave liberty to' the petitioners to avail the sald remedy
under sectmn 8"7' df"t'h.é_;A,P. Endowments Act '

(® Scanned with OKEN Scanner



; al and jeg.
o be deeh” ‘whether, the respondents are e

“Eitc-- o
contemplated I’J /5.83 of Act 30 /37 (as Amen dcd Act. Ioachexgn

1 (;) Fr the purpose of t:hxs chapter the eXpression

A means every: activity by a person. or gro;p of

-perS‘ons, without any lawful entitlement and with a view to 111egany

take possession of lands. buildings or property of an endowment
-mstltunom

- 2. Ocenpy the said lands buildings or property, without the
approval of the competent authority sanctioning lease/
mortgage/ license or continued occupation of land bujldings
or property after thie expiry or cancellation of'the lease,

* mortgage or leerise 6r permission in respect thereof.

b. Enter into or create illegal tenancies or 'Ieﬁﬁe-aﬁd licenise
agreement of any illegal document. of title in respect of such
property. B

¢ Construct un-authorized strilctures theréon for sile or hire
of for msown tise arid includes an attempt to-encroach in
the manner indicated above, |

This is the die process of law for evictzon of unauthomzed- -
. voccu' ‘non from the Endowiments lands. . As the occupation of the

ndent 1s unauthonzed and; Te. 1s claiming right by- illegal

"and vmd documen!:s Hence, the: . Seetharaman Badar: Narayan _
-oecupation on. the Devasthanam land is unauthorized, The actlons of st
the ‘above respondett i8 detrimiental to

the interests .of tht
Devasmanam Hence, the said Seetharaman. Badari Narayan; squarel

come within the definition:of" “encroacher” a8 mentmned abave: a.nd

*
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is liable to Lbe- évicted from the schedule property.

Thqx_‘éfcr-e, in view of the above facts and circumstance of the case
of t'hé‘abo}lv& respondent is ordercd io vacate the schedule properzy
within 15 days failing whick the encroachment shall be removed by
securing fhe Police-Assistance.

b

Hence, the'-.crd.ers of the Honorable High Court g;omplied'with.

An. extent of 534 _S";iuarﬁ yds in covered by Sy.No.47pirt and 48 of
Madha\radh'ara village, Visakhapatnam District as mentioned in WP
No:34346/2015, which is bainded by "

/East : Plot No.21 in Devasthnam Jand
West : Plot No.18 in Devasthanam land
- T SaNErtha. PlotNe-30:&L1-in Devasthapam.and.
- South. : Road in Devasthenam land

Vendra Trinadnarao
Executive Officer
¢
' ;
[}
[4

d by Véndra

2510:16:47 - ) ' .
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- GOVERNMENT OF ANDHRA PRADESH -ENDOWMENTS DEPARTMENT

SRIVARAHA LAKSHMI NARASIMHA SWAMY VARI DEVASTHANAM,
SIMHACHALAM, VISAKHAPATNAM DISTRICT '

SVLNSD-LEGLOJ1 [94/2024,Dt.13 / 1 2/2024
To -

Seetharaman Badri Narayanan, ]
~Sloi'Ridha Krishanan Seetharaman, .. =~
D:No.13-28-7/102,
Puligedda Towers, .
Candu Bazar, Maharanipéta, = -
. Visakhapatnam.

Sub:Endowments Department- ‘Sri Varaha Lakshmi Narasimha Swamy Var;
- Devasthanam, Simhachalam, Visakhapatnam  District- - illegal
occupation of SVLNS Devasthanam land to an extent of 534 Sq.yds in
Sy.Nos 47 & 48 of Madhavadhara village - orders Dt.25.11.2015 in
- WPMP No.44162/2015 in WP Nb.3434_6/2015_of Hon’ble High Court
of A.P.-show cause notice issued U/s.83 of Act 30/87 (as Amended Act
36/2023)- explanation called for-Reg. _
Ref:-orders  Dt.25.11.2015 .in WPMP  No.44162/2015 in WP
No.34346/2015 of Hon’ble High Court of A.P.

In view of the orders passed by the Hon’ble High Court of A.P., in the
reference. éited, .w-herein it is ordered, “pending further orders, the
respondents shall not dispossess the petitioner from the extent of 534Sq.yds
in Plot No.19 & 20, besring D.N0.39-8-40/5/1, Asst. No.69500/4644 in the
layout bearing LP No:32/94 covered by Sy.No.47part and 48 of
Madhavadhara village within the limits of Gréa-.tﬂer‘ Véékhapatn_am Municipal
Corporation without following the due process of Law” the following show
céuse notice is .iss_ued to you.

o Tha‘t -Sri Vuraha Lakshmi Narasimha Swamy Vari Devasthanam,
Simhachalam, . Visakhapétnam District is a Public' Religious Institution
publishéd U/Sec. 6(a)(ii) of A.P. Endowments Act 30/87. The administration
and management of the témple is being governed By the provisions of the

A.P. Endowments si.ct and the rules framed there under. -

g
:



T e r——— u'v-n.-v--r-vn‘v 1]V i vOor

Your occupation is unauthorized and you squarely come within the

definition of “Encroacher” under the provisions of the A.P. Endowments Act,

That you filed WP No0.34346/2015 agninst Sri Varahg Lakshini
Narasimha 'Swamy Vari Devasthanam, 1o direct the Devasthanam not tc
|

interfere with the possession and enjoyment of sched_ulged mentioned land,

and 48 of Madhavadhara village within the limits of Greater Visakhapataam
" Municipal Corporation without following the due process of Law”,

Hencje, followingl the above mentioned orders of the Hon’ble High




ARLLNT TORCTY l-.'l‘dOU-LEULUJ'”V‘H‘U&‘FDA(J'I)'D VLNOUVY~

v . . . . ~— ’5(2- F—,

East : Piot No.21 in Devasthanam land
"West * Plot No.18 in Devasthanam land

North : plot No.10 &11 in Devasthanam land. -
South * Road in Devasthanam lang

Vendra Trinadharao
Executive Officer

ally Signed by Vendra
dharao

13-12-2024 11:37:01
n: Approved



Coxeh, —~ 2%
From 21.12.2024
Seetharamafn Badri Narayanan,
Door No. 13-28-7/102, Puligedda Towers,
Dandu Bazaar, Maharanipeta, Visakhapatnam

To

The Executive Officer,
Sri Varaha j_akshmi Narasimha Swamy Vari Devasthanam,
Simhachalam, Government of Andhra Pradesh

Sir,

Sub:- Land of 534 Sq. Yds., in Sy.Nos. 47 and 48 of
Madhavadhara Village - Plot Nos. 19 and 20 of VUDA
Apprbved layout L.P. No. 32/1994 - Interim Reply to
ShowCause Notice dt. 13.12.2024 - Reg. '

Réf:< Your Show Cause Notice dt. 13.12.2024

I have received your above referred Show Cause Notice on
17.12.2024.

_I"am the absolute owner and possessor of 534 Sq. Yards, being
Plot Nos. 19 and 20 of VUDA Approved layout bearing L.P. No. 32/1994,
The Said Layout is situated in lands covered by Survay Nos. 47p and
48/3. Copﬂ'l of the Approved Layout plan is enclosed herewitn for your

ready reference.

As may be seen from the said Léyout Plan, there are a total 59

-residential Plots therein, and majority of such Plots are now covered by "

multiétorief'd RCC Buildings which have been built by the respective Plot
purchasers akin to me.




3Y
| su_bmi't that in your Show Cause Notice under reply, you have
merely stated - - that the Devasthanam is the absolute owner of Ac. 8-00
Cents in'Madhavadhara having got it under the Gift Deed dt. 21.02.1956

- - that the old survey numbers of such land is 1 and 2 and the current
5urvey numbers are 47 and 48 - - that the Devasthanam secured a

e favo_rable Order in S.A.N0.435/1970 before Hon'ble High Court in-respect

of Ac.' 3-00 Cents out of the said Ac. 8-00 Cents - - that the said property
was registered under Sec. 43 of Act No. 30/1987. At the outset, |
emphatically deny all these statements of your kind self.

The above statements are not sufficient to give a Reply. Moreover,
the above statements by your kind self make it appear-that you have
already decided complicated questions of title in favor of the
Devasthanam and against rhe, and issued me the show cause notice as
an empty formality.

With due respect, | am constrained to state that :several glaring and

unanswered questions are staring at the Devasthanam in this matter"

including the following :

1. How did the Devasthanam decidé that the old-surve;y numbers 1
and 2 correlate to the current survey numbers 47 and 48, and how

did the Devasthanam decide that my land of 534 Sq. Yards is part’

of the land covered by the said alleged Gift Deed (copy of which is
not furnished to me)? Whether .there are any survey sketches,
correlation records supporting the Devasthanam claimm, and if
they are there, why have they not been furnished to me?

2. How did the Visakhapatnam Urban .Development Authority grant
layout approval vide L.P. No. 32/1994 for Ac. 4-40 Cents if it was
Devasthanam land and what was the Devasthanam doing all these
years while the land was being laid out and RCC structures have
been coming up? o ) :

_ j_is '£,° . ,~¢,7'

y
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3. ’Ho\}!v is it that only | am, being singled out for Plct Nos. 19 and 20
whi"le the other Plot owners in the same lzyout are not being
questioned by the Devasthanam? |

4. On' what basis did the Devasthanam decide that | am an
encroacher? :

S. 'Whjether the Devasthanam is empowered to decide complicated"
- questions of title unilaterally?

Reasobs forming the basis for a conclusion or an cpinion in a show
cause notice, are sine qua non, but your Shcw Cause Notice under reply
is clearly lacking any reasons. Further, the .all'eged Gift‘Deed' and Court
~ Orders referred by your kind self and the survey records etc., have not
even been furnished to me. Hence, I am incapable of giving a proper
reply. |

There'fciire, I am giving this Interim Reply requesting your kind self to
furnish,‘do@:umentaz'y proof of title of the Devasthanam in respect of my
Plot.Nos. ;19 and 20 covered by L.P. No. 32/1994 and also requesting
your- kind 'self to. furnish me copies of the said alleged Gift Deed,
correlationi” and survey records, Court Orders, Sec. 43 registration etc.,
~ referred to-%k in-your show cause notice, so as to enatle me to give a full
' fledged reply and/or take 'apprqpriate steps.

Sincerely,




O/o the Tahsildar,
Gopalapatnam.

From To
B.V.Rani, _ The District Collector,
Tahsildar, Visakhapatnam.

Gopalapatnam.

(Through the Revenue Divisional Officer; Visakhapatnam) :
Sir, . -

Sub:- Contempt case - Visakhapatnam District and Mandal -Madhavadhara
* Village-Sy.No.47 - Contempt case filed by Srl Kovuri Subbaraju and 13
Others for non-compliance of High court orders in WP 13149/2G18 by the
Endowments & Registration Depts.~ Report Submitted- Regarding.
Ref:- 1. Computer No. 184934/2019 F1. Dt.13.7.2019 of the District Collector,
* Visakhapatnam, _
. Joint Inspection report submitted to the District Collector, Visakhapatnam
on 19-07-2019
. This offlce Rc.N0.261/2019/b, dt.18.7.2019 addressed to the EDO, VSP,
- Computer No. 183996/2019/A,Dt.23.7.2019 of the Revenue Divisional
Officer, Visakhapatnam. '
- This office Rc.N0.261/2019/b, dt.26.7.2019 addressed to the RDO, VSP.
- Computer No. 184934/2019 F1 Dt.5.8.2019 of the District Collactor,
* Visakhapatnam,

7. Report of the Deputy Inspectors of Su}vey, RDO’s Office, Visakhapatnam &
ULC, Visakhapatnam

o wn bW N

&8&&

I invite kind attention to the references cited, t:he District Collectoi', Visakhapatnam
has requested to submit detailed report about the particulars of Government /Private and
Endowment land in Survey No.47 along with sketch for filing suitabte counter affidavit on
the contempt case filed by K.Subbaraju and Others In CC.N0o377/2019 in WP.No. 13149/

2018 vide reference 6 cited. O o . . —

In this connection, I submit that, in the reference 5t cited, the Revenue Divisional
Officer, Visakhapatnam has directed to prepare Sub-Division Record in S.No.47 of
Madhuravada and submit SD records for taking further action. As per Instruction of the
Revenue Divisional Officer, Visakhapatnam, the SD record submitted and scrutinized by
the DIOs, R.D.O.s Office, Visakhapatnam. The Sub-Division details of land as noted below.

TR ey e e



Eply =)

Computer .184934/2019/F1 Dr, -7-2019 ~ Collestor’s Office, Visakbapatnam
From To

V.Vinay Chand, LA.S., . The Executive Officer

District Cobector ' SVLN Deyusthanam

Visakhapatnam Visakhapatnam

The Assistant Director,
Survey and Land Records
Visakhapatnam

The Tahsildar
Gopalapatiham

Sir
Suly:- Bndowmsnts Visakkapatnam District — Orders of Hon’ble High Court in W.P No.13:49
arid 15830 af 2018 — Request necessary action ~Reg
"Ref:- Instru@tmns of the Joimt Collector, Vlsakhapatmm Dt.13.7.2019

Qeee

I imvite aittenﬁoa to the reference cited, wherein the Joint Collector, Visekhapatnam on
the contempt case ﬁl@d by Sri K.Subbataju and 13 others in CC.No.377/2019 in W.P. 1314S of
2018 mstrueted to qondtxct Joint inspection xmmcdmtely on the directions issued by the Hon'ble
High Court i in W.P.No.13149 and 15830 of 2018 pertaining to ‘Madhavadhara Village.

In this comw(men I requcst you to conduct joint inspection and submit your detailed
repmt 1mmed1ately ' '

The Tahsildar, Gopalapatnam is directed to inform the peiitioners about the conduct of
Survey. |

: ‘ Yours faithfully
It.c.b.ol/ : Sd/-R.Gumiraiak
For Collector
Visalchapatnar.

Copy to Revenue Dlvnstmn&l Oﬁfun Visakhapatnam [or information.

1



Treqiiest to atend for the joint inspection,

RC.NO. A3/38172019

-N _ O/0 the Assistan Pirceun,
DHi3.7.2019 Dist. Surver and 1Land Records,
Visakhapatnam o
MEMO
~ Sub:- Endowments — Visakhapatham Dist. - Orders of Hon’ble High Court in

WP No. 13149 and 15830 0f 2018 Request necessary action — Reg.

Ref:- 1. Re.18493472019 F) Dt. .7.2019 of ihe Collector, Visakhapal‘nam.
. i

k¥

In the reference cited, the Joint Collector, Visakhapatmam on ihe conte

Sri'K. Subbaraju and 13 others in CC No. 377/2019 in WP No. 13149/2018 instrucied to conduct

Joint inspection with Endowments and Revenue departments i

mpt case filed by

mmediately by the Hon’ble High
Courtip WP No. 13149 and 1583672018 pertaining to Madhavadhara village SyNaoL 37,

Therefore, the Dy. Inspector of Survey, RDQ's Office. Visakhapam

am : Mandal Surveyor,
Gopalapatnam and Visakhapatram (Rural) are” directed to atte

nd for joint inspection with
Endowments and Revenue Deparaments a‘ongwith connecied records on 17.7.2019 by 10 AM: -

S

Assistant Mirecior
Dist. Survey and Land Records,

Visakhapatnam
M meslved | 1e Gv\a»k‘h%nrm'( VEH(E) \4\-
Copy 10 the Inspector of Survey — |, Visakhapatnam with a direction 1o atte
inspection. v L€ Raaval)
Copy to the Tahsildar. Gopalapatnzm Iwith a request te inform the petitioners abong
survey as per the instructions of the Collector, V isakhapatnam.
Copy Lo the Joint Commissioner and Executive Otficer, SVLNS Devastanam. 5

nd for the above

the consduet of

Copy submitted 10 the District CoHector, Visakhapatnam for favour of information,

Copy hy Roolvip- - ;

smhachalam wighy g™ ~ 7
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@-‘GF "‘) Government of Andhra Pradesh
Survey und Land Records Department

From o | To .
Smt Manisha;'l"'ﬁpathi, M.Tzch, ME.A, The Addl.Commissioner &
Assistant Direétor, Executive Officer (FAC),
Dist.Survey anh Land Records, SVLN Swamy Devastt.anam,
Visakhapatnam | Simhachalam.

Rc.No.381/2019 A3 Dt:27/05/2019

Sub:- E1:1dowment's Department - Srj VLN Swamy Devasthanam —
' Simhachalam — Visakhapatnam District Legal Scction ~ Orde-s ol the
- Hon’ble Court inW.P.No.13149 and 15839 of 2018 - Reg,

Ref:-1.R6{No.J2/40201201 1dt. 30.3.2019,
| ((0))

Linvite attention tc the referencs cited, as Per your request to the District Collector,
Visakhapatnam to ifix-up bouncaries in Sy.No.47 of Madhavadhara village as per the directions of the
“Hon’ble Hig°hCour;t dt 13.4.2018 in W.P.No.13149 and 1583¢ of 2018.

In this. éonhection, the Assistant Director, District Survey and Land Records, Visakhapanam
is desires to conduct a mecting on 4.6.2019 at 11:00 AM at AD’s Chambers, Visa

khapatnam to
resolve the issue as per court directions.

Hence you are requested to atiend the meeting on4,6.2019 at 11:00 A

M aleng with required
information. ” '

Yours faithfully,
MANISHA TRIPATHI
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR

Copy to the Tahsildar, Gopalapatnam to
Chamber, Visakhapatnam.
Copy to the Inspector of Survey-i at Head Office for information.

direct the Mandal Surveyor to attend the meeting at AD’s

3‘gnatu5§,MQQ/erified

7
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THE COURT OF PRINCIPAL JUN]OR CIVIL JUDGE AT VISAKHAPATNAM
Prasent : Sr K. Sraanlvusa Rao, M.ALL.8.,
Principal Junior Civii Judge,
. Visakhapatnam.
Thursday, the 9* day of June, 2005.
een : .

arzha Lakshmi Nrisimhaswami vari Davasthanam, rep., by its Executive Officer:

Slnhackalam Dsvasthanam, Simhachatam, Vlsakhapatn

And

.

akd

_"Il

9.

Pedtlonar/d.ﬂr.

. Namballa Purnalah {Died) .
. Hamballa Butchibotiu (Died) - N

Mamballa Narasimhulu (Dled) -

Namballa Ayyappa, S/o -late Purnalah, Hlndu, aged 56 years, Reslding at
Madhavadhara, Waltalr RS Post, Visakhapatnam..

. Namballa Kesavayya, S/o late Purnalah, aged 53 yoars, Rest do.
; -Namballa sregramulu., S$/o late Purnaiah, aged 50 years, Rast do.

Vavilapalii f-(ucﬁamma, W/o :Varahalu, Agod 68 'years, Rest do,

. N.Shantamma, W/o late Butchibotlu, nged 56 years, Rest do.

N.Ramu, 5o late Butchlbotly, 3ged about 52 years,

10. N.Nagarajp.—, S/o late Butchibotiu, age;d S50 yoarsRest do.

11.#.Jdantharas, $/o lata Butchibotly, aget 49 years, Rest do. _

1z, F.aidi Annapurna, D/o late Butd\ibotlu, aged 46 years, Rast do.

13.Y.Anuradha, D/o lata Butchlbot.u, -a8gad 44 years, Rest do.

14. L.Vijayq, O/o late Butcmgotlu,_ agod 42 years, Ra;t do.

15. S.&"ﬁaram‘mh, /o late Butchibotiu, aged 40 years, Rest do.

i) This EA ks filed u/s 151 of the CPC to Issus appmprlate dlrecﬁons to the

Amln for delivery of the -proparty In. EP 252/74 under order 21 rule 35 of
CPC since the property is not dellverad to the dacree holder by tha Amin,

.. Respondents-).Drs, i


PeOclonar/D.Hr

g

%

n o - u‘ — 1.

”

2)"  Afixed court feo of Re.1/- 15 paid on Ue petiticn.

3) This petition coming on this day for- final disposal bafcro me In the
presanca of Sri'D.V.S'ubbarao_, Advocatg fo-'tha petiticner/D,Hr and of Sl
O.Rémush, Advocate for the respondents 4 to 6 anc gf S A.Srlhivas,

- Advocate for respondants 7 L6 15 and havlho ®ood over far consideraticn
till this day, this court doth order and :

-y

1. That the application ba and tha sama heraby Is allowad;

2. The Amin be heraby diractod to focalize ths préparty with the help of
Mandal Surveysr and deliver the dpropearty to the pe'tlﬂnner—D.Hr. The
Mandal Revenua Officer, Visakhapatnam {Urban) Is dl d to provide
services of Mandal Surveyor to the amif for localization f tHa proparty

I SilNei 1~ adbaiva dhara. villaga, - Viszidiapatnam, The O.Hr shzil

2 §' Ao R e Siirvdyor,

. 3. That the coplas of the dacres, judgrivént In 0S 216/1957, Ex.A42-.
Commisslonar’s report ang Ex.A43-Commissidner’s plen shall ba
annexod to the dalivery warrsnt.

>

That thare be no costs,

Given under my hend and the seal of this court, this tha gin day ¢’
June, 2005,

Yo
PRINCIFAL JUNIGR® CIvil, Juosr
VIGAKHARATMAM )
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e/B Pe‘ _ i _ : o . DATE OF PRESENTATION: 21- 1;-2005.

DATE OF FILING: 21- -12-2005.

IN THE courr OF THE.v1 ADDI’I‘IONAL JUNIOR civit JUDGE
VISAKHAPA’INAM

Present SriL. SREENIVASA NAIK.,M.B.A.,B.L
v Additionat J Junior Civil Judge,
FAC VI AddL. Junior Civil Judge
Visakhapntn .

Wednesday this. the 7¢- day of Janu‘arv. 2009,

ORIGINAL SUIT NO.347S 0s
| ORICINAL SUI No 3475 05
Betwe:sn;

Sm:.Ke thapa.lh Saraswathz W/ ] Kothapalh Satya, -
St Rar:a Ravirdrg VAima, Hindu, aged 39 years,
Homsenife, residing at. Dr No.39-4.2, tua.!magar

Vlsakh._patnam 07.

And: - ’

Sri Sri Varaha Lakshmi Narasimha Swam; - Dcvasthanam

Represerted by its Execnuve Officer SLmhachalam

Visakhapatnam,’ . L e
- o ...Defendant,

Suit for permainent injunction ﬁlec‘l_ by the p]amtlﬂ" prays to Pass a decree

" and judgi’pent in favour of the plaintiﬂ'a ainst the defendant.

T a)- *grantmg Permanerit i injunction restram.mg the acfendant, its
employces men and agents fmm mtcxfenng with the plamhﬂ’s Peacefil

of thc Suit,

Plambﬂ' valucd the suit for the purpose of coun fee and Jurisdiction is Rs.
10 000/- and a eoun fee of Rs. 786/-13 pa1d u/sec 26 (0) A.P.C.F & S.V. Act.

This sut is coming on 5.3. 2009 for ﬁnal hearing before me in the
presence of Sri PJagan Mohan Rao;” Advocate for the Plam‘::ﬂ‘ and of
Sn D. VSubba Rao. Advoeate for the defendant and the same having stood -

over ‘for oons:derahon till this day this court delivers doth order:’



—~Uz~ -
DECREE
In the result, the suit is decireed as prayed for, énd the defendant, their
men, agents and - workmen are hereby perpetually restrained from
interfering with the peacsful possession and enjoyment of the plaintiff over

the, plaint schedulé property including with construction work. No costs.

Given under my hand and seal of this court on 7" January, 2009.

Q—

V ADDLJUNIOR CIViL JUDGE.

FAC VI ADDL.JUNIOR CIVil JUDGE.
: , VISAKHAPATNAM. '

'MEMORANDUM OF COSTS.

FOR PLAINTIFE: FOR DEFENDANT

NO COST MCMQ 15 FILED ONEITHER SIDE.

(]

e Mo o

TSyl ¥ Ao FAC VI AJZY/VSP.




IN THE COURT OF THE VI ADDITIONAL JUNIOR CIVIL JUDGE :
VISAKHAPATNAM :

Present : Sri L.SREENIVASA NAIK.,M.B.A.,B.L.
. V Additional Junior Civil Judge,
FAC VI Addl. Junior Civil Judge,
Visakhapatnam.

] - Wednesday this the 7 day of January, 2C09.

” ORIGINAL SUIT NO.3475/05
. Between:
- Smt.Kothapalli Saraswathi, W/o Kothapalli Satya,
; Sri Rama Ravindra VArma, Hindu, aged 39 years,
Housewife, residing at Dr.No.39-4-2, Muralinagar,
Visakhapatnam-07. -

....Plaintiff.
And: :
Sri Sri Varaha Lakshmi Narasimha Swami Devasthanam;
Represented by its Executive Officer Simhachalam,
Visakhapantam. o
...Defendant.

This suit is coming on 7.1.200.9_for‘ : final’ héaring mefore me in the

K presence of Sri .P.Jagan Mohan Rao, Advocate for the Plaintiff and of-
Sri D.V.Subba Rao, Advocate for the deferidant and th= same having

stood over for consideration till this day t_hi.s court delivers the

following:

JUDGMENT

M —

This is a suit for granéing permanent injunctior: restraining the
i ) . défendant‘, .its .employees, men and agents from _interifering.with the
] '"—_:": . plaintiff's .peaceful .posse'ss-ion and e;njoym_erﬂx?pf the plaint scheduic
property in any manner whatsoever including with tl;e' constrﬁction
work ‘an.d for ‘costs of the suit.

Brief averments of the plaint:
11l{a). -The plai.ntiff respectfully submits the plaintiff :s the absolute
cwner of the house site fofriing part of the plot No:25 zdmeasuring an
extent of 133.5 Sq. Yards forming part of the Guly VUDA approw;ed

layout L.P No.32/1994, developed in Old Survey No.47 end 48 of

P Ta—
e W L_t.:-

PV
0
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Madhavadlhara Vﬂlage, Visakhaptuam Municipal Corporation. . The
plaintill paid the sale consideraton uf R3.4,00, £00/- to the nwner and
obtainec the sale deed datgd 18-2-2005 which was duly regtstered as
document No.425/2005 in the offie of Jéinl Sub-Ragiatrar,
Dwaralcmagc: szakhapatnam The plainiff took the physical
posse4ss*rn of the caid plot foim the vendor-at the time of execution of

salc deed. The said house site forming part of the plot bearing No.25 is

more fally l ss_cribed in the schedule and hereir:after referred tc as “ The

Schedulz Property”. The plaintiff craves that the schecule may please

‘be read as part of the plaint.

(b) .| The pléintiff submits that a residential layout consisting of
61 plot; bearing Nos.1 to 61 was developed in the land covered by Old
S.Nos.47 and 48 of Madhavadhara Viilage, Visakhaptnar, VUDA vide its
proceedirigs’ 669, dated 26-9-1994 duly regalarized the layout under
>P.N».32/94 except the plot Nos.1, 2, 3, 10, 11 12 and 21 as the said
plots alicged to be forming part of the S.No0.275 of Adavivaram Village,
Visakhapatnam. »

(c) ‘'he plaintifl subn.'nits that one psrson by name R\ldrara;iu
Satyanarayana Raju was ﬁle owner of the piot No.25 'ﬂieasur'ing a total
extent of 267 Sq. yards. The said Rudraraju Satyanarajana Raju sold
the said plot to Sri Bogadhi Chandrasekhar, S/o Rama Rao under a
registered sale deed dated : 26-5-1999 which was duiy registered as
document No.477/1993 in the office of Joint Sub Registrar,

Dwarakanagar, Visakahpatnam after obtaining necessary permission

-from the Local and State Govt. Author:ties. Sukbsequently the said

Chau;dxasckhm’ divided the sai¢ plot into 2 equal parts eaclh measuing
133.5 Sq. Yards. Subsequenﬂy the caid Chandrasekhar in zurn sold the
weztern part to Smt. Adigarla Rajeswari. W/o AV.S.S. Frasad and the

eustern part to Sri J.Seshaial, S/o late Satyanandam after- obtaining
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_ necessary _Fermission from ULC Authorities vide its proceedings

S.R.No.26/692/1/201/32 dated; 16-5-2001.

(d) The' plaintiff submxts that the said Smt. A. Rajeswari
purchased the western part of the plot No.25 under a regxstered sale
deed dated.13-6-2001 for a valuable consideration of Rs. 2,27, 000/-

sa.xd sa]e deed was duly registered as document Ne. 1033/2001 in the
office’ of Joint Sub Registrar, Dwarakanagar, Visakhaaptnam and she
took physical possession of the property from its vendor. ;
(.e) The plaintiff submits that the said Rajeswari inturn sold the
schedule - property. .to the _pla;intiff under the registered sale
dated. 13.2.2005 for a valuable consideration of Rs.4,00,500/-. The sale
deed was duly mgietEred a-s"document No.425/2005 in the office of Joint
sub Registra_r . Dwarakan‘age.i-, Visckhapantam. The said Rajeswari
obtained necessary permission from the ULC Authont:es vide

proceedmgs S.R. No 26/479/05/B dated 16.2.2005 to sell the property

to the plamtlﬂ'. The suit schedule propex:_ty was assessed to vaca.nt land

tax w.e.§ 01-04-2004 by the Visakhapantam Municipal Corporation in
the name of the plaintiff vide its proeeedings dated 4.3.2005 which was
wrongly ncted as 4.3, 2004. The plaintiff paid the vacant land tax.

f) The pla.mtxff submits that ever since .the date.of purchase the
planfuﬂ' has been in peaceful possession and enjoyment of the plamt
schedule property. The plaintiff applied for the necessary permission for o
cons&ﬁcﬁdr; of a residential house in the plaint schedule property. The
Municipal Corporation after maldné necessary enquires by its
proceedings B.A.No.11 127/05/ACP-11I/G1; datsd 28.6.2005 sanctioned
the plan. The plaintiff also obtained- loan from ICICI Bank on the
security of the title de=ds of the plaint schedule property. A

® " The plaintiff. submits that she. engaged a contractor for

construction of building in the- schedule site and paid advance. Tae
'Ln_k-ah-—J
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Sarkustapana Puja was performed on 27.11.2005. All the necessary
-uxldmg materials suck as Cemsnt, Steel and Sand were or'dered and
procured. The foundation work was started on 12.12.2005.
thy = The plaintff submits that while so on 16.12.200G scme,
persons said to be the employceé of the defendant without any manner of
right, title or interest in the propcrties,' have came to schedule propertica
and asked the plaintjiff to stop the constrﬁct.ion work on the prétext that
vie schedule properly belonga ¢n the defendunt. When the plantifl -
<howed all her title documents and made it clea: that the schedule

- property is é private property and does not belong to the defendant and
juestioned them their right tc the schedule property. The said pe:sons'.
without showing any authorization: or document of utle left the site by-
threatening that they will demolish’ whatever, constructxon made by the
plaintiff and also take away the mateuals and tools.

(i plamtxﬂ' submits thar. the land covered by layout bPanng
No 32/ 1994 siluated in Old S.No. 47 and 48 of Madhavadhara Village,
Vnakhapatnam is a private propesty and not the property of the
defendant, ‘the said fact wus duly conformed by the Urban Dt_:velopment
Authority by its’ praceedings dated.'26.9.1994 and regularized the layout.
1t is specifically stated that the plot N6;1,2,,3,10,1 1, 12 and 21 form
part’ of- S. No.275 of Aduvaram vxllagg and. hence. they wsre not
regularized . It clearly means that the rest of the layout it a.private

property and does nat belong to the defendant. The said fact is

re;iterated by ULC Authorities glso v1de its proc°edmgs dat.ed 15.5. 2001
I

@whﬂe 'gr.antix":g permissioh for "sale of the schedule
property. The: Municipal -Corporation alsp by its latest proceedings
dateci 08.6.2005 accorded permission for construction of building.
Morc than 75% of the owners .;f the plote in the said laygut have already

constructed buildings after obtaining 1ecessary appxoval from the

R
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szakhapatnam Mumc1pa} Corporatxon and the saxd buildings were duly

assessed to property tax and the owners have been in peaceful

possession and enjoyment of the property without any let or h.mdrance

frcm any one mcludmg the defendant. )

The plaintiff therefore filed - the suit for a permanent injunction
resraining the defendant its ‘employees, men and agents from interfering
with the plaintiffs peaceful possession and enjoyment df the suit
schedule property in any manner whatsoever including constmcticn

. work in. the schedule propei'ty.

2. Brief averments of the written statement filed by the

defendant'

1, The material allegatzons in the plaint are all not:true, valid -
{or tenable and this defendant should not be deemed to have admitted
any of the allegatzons that are not:-specifically traversed hereinafter.

20 The averments made in para lli(a) cf __the plaint that the
plaintiff is the absolute ow;ner of the hcuse sites forming part of the plot
No.25- admeasuring an extent of 133. OS Sq yards forming part of the
duly VUDA approved layout L.P.No.32/1994 developed in old survey

[
. No.47 and 48 of Madhavadhara Vilage, Visakhapatnam Municipal

N——-’H .
Corporation are neither true nor correct and are strongly denied and tke

p}a'intiff is put to stick proof of the same. The 'payment of sale.
consideration of Rs.4,00,500/- to the swner and"obminmé the sale deed
dated 18. 2 2005 and the reg:stratxon of document and takmg physlcal
possession of the plot from the vendor are also demed by the defendant

3. ) The defendant respectfully submit that the claJm of the
plamt:ff for an extent of 133.5 8q. yards i ins. No.47 & 48 belongs to Sri
Varaha Lakshmx Na.ras1mha Swamy Devasthanam Slmhachalam as it is -
a gift land gifted to the Deity/Temple by one Sanapa]a Seelanna family.

The matter with regard to ownership’of the land in S.No.47 & 48 of

tennd B
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Madhavadhara Village for an extent of AC.8.00 is in litigation since 1957
and thercon, the méttf:r was challengsd by Nambala Purnayya and other
égainst S.V.L.N.S.Devast.hanam,.S‘imhachalam. All the matters have
ended in favour of the defendant Devasthanam and E.A.75/2003 in
E.P.66/2003 in G:S.216/57 on the file of the Principal Junior Civil
Judge, Visakhapatnam is pending ‘for delivery of-' ‘the property. Still
some more people continue to challenge the ownership of Devasthanam
though they do not have any right or title over the land.

4, The defendant further submits that when, the previous
litigation regarding the right tc owriership of Devasthanam i.e,,
0.5.216/57 was pending before the Hon'ble Court of the Principal Junior
Civil Judgg, Visakhapantam the lard was sole by Sri Nambala Purnayya

anc other to. some other parties in an unauthorized and illegal manner.

‘It is pertinent to bring to the nutice of the Hon'ble court that even

recently, the successors of Sri Nambala Purnayya & Other have also
so'ld the disputed land to other perties daring the litigation pending
before the enurt of law without having proper right or title an the land.

In such a case, the parties whe purchased Devasthanam land illegally

- in:tiated cases and they cannot claim for their right over the land.

5. The defendunt submis that the averments in para HI (b) of

the plaint that the development of residential layout consisting of 61

plots is S.No.47 & 48 of Madhavadkara village and apgroval of the VUDA
N, S

" vide its proceedings dt.25.9.1954 and regularization of layout under

' L.P.No.32/94 except plot Nq,s1,z,e,1o,11,12 & 21 arc all not truc and

cone&mﬁ'ﬂfﬁmt to stick proof of the same. Neither VUDA

ror any competent authority have consulted this defendant

Devasthanam (who are the actual owner in an exient of Ac.8.00 in .

S.N0.47 & 48 of Madhavadhara and the ownership of the entire land

e

conéisting- AC.5,279.57 cents in $.No0.275 of Adavivaram %\_ri‘[a'age ) while
-‘_—_—\__._— . . i
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they were preparing layout in S.No.47 & 48 of Madhavadhara and

S.N¢.275 of Adavivarama are adjacent to each other with the Soundaries

-being very close and many of the people like the plaintiff have

.
encroached the land in both S.No.47 & 48 {in an extent of Ac.8.00cts)

and a part of lan& in 8.No.275 of Adavivaram village in the guise of -

'registef documents even though they have no right or title over the land.

THe VUDA also never took the apprcval of the defendant Devasthanam

-

before iaying the layout and started proceedings at its own discretion

K without being fully aware of the boundaries of AC.8.00 cts .of land in
—_—

S.No.47 & 48 of Madhavadhara and 8.No.275 of Adavivaram. As such
the layout prepared by VUDA and issuaﬁce of proccedings for the lands
comprising of S.No.47 & 48 of Madhav?.dhara cannot be tzken ir;to '
consideration and the allegation made in para 3 is only invented for.the
Furpose of the suit.- In any view of the matter approval of layout cannot

confer or confirm title.

6. The ;iefenQant respectfully st.lbmit that the averments in
para .Hl‘_ ( ¢} of the plaint are not true a;-zd conéct. The allegzations that
one Rudraju Satyanarayana Raju was the o'wner of the plot No.25
measuring an extent of 217 Sq. };ards and he sold the said ploz to Sri

Bogadi Chandra Sekhar under a registered sale deed at 26.5.1999 which

“was duly registered as document No.477/1999 in the office of Joint Sub

Registrar, Dwarakanagar, Visakhapantam after obtaining necessary
permission from the local and State Govemment authorities and
subsequen:ly the said Chandrasekhar divided the said plot int> two
equal parts each measuring 133, 5 sq. yards and sol the western part of

Smt A.Rajeswari and sole the eastern part to Sri J. Sesha1ah are al

expressly denied by this defendant.

7. . * The defendant submit that the averments in pars III (d) of

the plaint that the said Smt. A.Rajeswari -plrchased the western part of

s
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"the plot No.25 under a registered sale deed dt.13.5,2001 for a
consideration of Rs.2,27,000/- and that the said sale: deed was duly
egistered as document-'-:Nq.'1033/2001 in the office of Joint Sub
Registrar, Dwarakanaga, Visakliapatnam and that $mt. A.Rajegwari took
physical possessiofi of the property from its vendo: are &ll not true and

correct and are expressly denied by this defendant.

. 8. The defendant respectfully submit that the averments in

para III () of the plaint are all not rue and correct and are emphatically
-denied by the defendant. The averments that Smt. A.Rajeswari sold the
=schedule proi)erty to the plaintiff under a registered sale deed
d:. 1“8.2.?,005 for a consideration of Re.4,00,500/- and that the sa’e de'ed
was duly registered as document No.42'5/ 2005 in the cffice of the Joint
+Sub- Registrar, Dwarakanagar, Visakhapa':xtam and thet the s.a'.id Smt.
A.Rajeswari obtained nccessary permissicn from the JLC Authorities
vide proceedings 5.1t.No.26/179/05/B, t.16.2.2C05 to sell the property
to the plaintiff is baseles§ and untrue and is strougly denied by the
defendant znd the plaintilf is put to strict proof of the same. The rest of
she averments in para 6 are are also not correct and ‘are expressly
.denied by this defendant.
.9, _ The defendant s;ubmit that the averment in para III Jf) of the
p!ai'nt are all nol Lrue and corsect and -are denied by the défendan.t. Itis

respectfully suhmitted that the purchase of suit schedule: land and the

plaintifT Leing in peaccful pussession snd enjoyment of the land in

question and the approval of plan by the Municips: Corporation and

obtaining of loan from the ICICI Bank on the seéurit*y c;f the title deeds

of the plaint schedule property is not true and-correct, arid the plaintiff

is put to-strict proof of the same.
10. The defendant respectfully - submit that the -averments in

Para (g) that the plaintiff engaged a contractor for construction of .a

-

SEFL I SR
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. buﬂdmg in the schedule site- ang pa.d advance; that the Sankustapana

_Puja was prepared by the pla.nm'f on 27 11.2005 that ali the necessaxy

building matenals such as cement steel and sand were ordered 'and _
Pprocured- by the plaintiff’ for constryction purpose and that foundation
work was started on -12. 12.2005 are all not true and correct’ and [
strongly demed by thxs delendant

11, The defendant subrmts that the averments in Para IlI (b} that on
16.12.2005 some alleged empzoyees of tlus defendant approached the
plamtxff at the plaint schedule property without .any manner of- right,

title or interest in’ the propertxes and threatened the plamtx_f that they

will demohsh what ever had been constructed by the plaxrmﬂ‘ and will

aJso .ake away the matenals and the tools are absolutely false and not

correct a.nd -are emphati€ally denied: by t}us defendant. Suchi : misleading )

_ allegations have. becn made ortly with the sole purpose of tamvshmg the .
defendant’s reputations and have been’ invented for the purpose of the
' ﬁ]hng this apphcahon in the Hon’ble. Court.

-12, "The defendant submits that the averments in para III (it an are

not correct and not correct and strongly demed by this defendant dt is

humbly subrmtted that as mentloned in the earlier paras, the land for

‘an’ extent of Ac &-00 cts-in Survey no 47 & 48 belongs to- Sn Varaha

Lakshmi Na.rasunha Swamy Devasthanam, Su'nhachalam 'l‘he znatter

. with regard to the ownershlp of the land was.in htxgatxon smce 19:7 and

~ therein the matter was challenged by Nambala Purnayya and others

against Sri V.L.N.s. Devasthanam, Snnhachalam -Finally the matter was'

decreed in favour of defendant Devsthanam and EA75/2003 in

“E. P 66/2093 in O. S No. 216/ 1957 are pendlng in Pnncxpal Jumor Civil
Judge Court, Vlsakhapamam While the 0.8. .216/ 57" was pending

before the court of law, Nambala Pumavya and others sold away the land

in dispute to some third parties, without having any right or txt!e over the

o
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14.  There is no cause of action for the above suit as the propertes in
S.No.47 & 48 Madhurawada viil_age bélongs to the defendant. The value
of the suit is also correct and the same is under \;alued by the plain:iff.

15. Further the defendant submits that the allegations made by the
plaintiff that persons .said to be alleged employees of the deferdant
Devasthanaz;_; made illegal threats regarding demolition of tlie
construction aﬁd taking away of the materials and the tools etc., are

false misleading and invented for the purpose of the suit only and the

‘plaintiff is put to strict 'proof of the same. Such incidents never

obcurred at all:
16. 'Hen'c-e in the circumétaﬁées "suﬁmi.tted above, the defendcnt

Devasthanam prays the Hon’ble court dlsmxss the suit as tv.he plaintiff

~has noright of f.ltle over the suit sc’hedule property

3.0n the basis of the above pleadmgs of the parties, the following issues

hﬁve been trial :

1) Whether the plaintiff is entitled for decree of permanent
" injunction restraining the defendant their men ete., not to
" interfere with the peac-ful possessxon and enjoyment of suit
schedule property by plaintiff including with constructxon

work or not?
_ 2) To what relief?

'To prove the case of plaintiff, .ths plaintiff herself exarined-as
Pw 1 and the husband of the p]a.lntlf‘ exzmined as Pw.2 and r.he building

inspector in charge examined as PW3 ard got marked Exs.Al to A7. To

substanuatc the “case of the ‘defencant. the P.A to EO(land sect:on)

examined as DW.1 and got marked Exs.B! to B7.

*,

4. Heard arguments.. ]
5. The plaintiff being Pwl in her chief exar'nination reiterated. the

-contents of the plaint on oath, wherein' PW.1 stated that she :s the -

ln.r_-.z_f'«.- -
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absoluze owner of the house site forming part of the plot No.25

acmeasuring an extent of 133.05 sq. yards forming part'o;' the duly

VUDA. approved layout L.P.No.32/1997, devzloped in Old Survey No.47 - °

anid 48 of Madhavadhara \{i}age, Visakhapatnam Municipal Coxl—poration.
She pa_id the sale consid;z-'ation of Rs.4,09,500/- to l}et vendor and
obtainsd the sule decd dated.18.2.2005 wkich was duly regictered as
Juanaent No.425/2005 in the offics of Joint Sub  Registrar,

Dwarckanagar, Visakhapatnam.” Ske tonk *he physical possession of

the said plot from her vendor at the time of execution of sale deed. “The

sa.xid house site forming part of the 1;lot tearing Nc-..25 is more fully
descxjir;éd in'tfxg schsdule. Originally. her vendor purchase the western
;:_-ai-t: plot from one: Chand:l'a seker under register sale deed éus-os-zom
znd her veht_ior oBIai'néd necessary perm:ission from ULC Aulhori.&i.i'cs vide

prdc‘eedings- S_.R.No.2_6/479/b5/B,dt.1_6-0'2:--2005_ and same to sell the

property to her. On the date of purcha'se she has beeri in peaceful -

possassion and enjoyment of the plaint schedule property and she
appliéd for necessary permission for construction of a residential house

in tae pluiut schedule proprly, and ths Municipal corporation after

necessity enquiry sanction approval plan and also obtained loan’ from

ICICI bank on the security of the title deed of the plaji_r.zt schedule

property. The lard covered by the layoﬁt bearing No.32/ 19§4 situated in

Old Survey No.47 and 48 of Madbavadhara Vilage, Visakhapatnam is a

private property and not the prbpex:ty of the defendant, _andj the saxd fact
duly conformed by the Urban aeveiopment Autl;ority. In her ‘cross
examination she did not filed the proceeding of approval madé by VUDA
pertaining to the schedule prope:ty vide L.P.N0.32/1995. shc do not
know who was obtainéd the permission of layo-ut from .VUDA vi&e
L.P.N0.32/1995. sahe do not know wha got mrrveyed t}-:\e schedule

p-nperty and the neighboring property.  She did not filed the registered

_%
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‘sale deed vide document No.477/1993 before this court’ She did not
dled any Urban Land Ceiling c}eara'r.lce certificate pcrtainin:g to the

" schedule 'proj)erty. She did not filed any documentary proof to show that
the Municipal Corporation Officials has-s to visited the schedule property

and ins_pected the same before any approvai of the building plan. She

.d‘id\ not filed the building appreval plan for the schedule property issued

t;y the Municipal Corpor.ation, Visakhapantam. S_h_e did not filed any

photograplis or invitation card to show that she laid foﬁndation stone

for construction of the building in the schedule property on 27.11.20085.

Sh;e specially stated that she got no documentary pr;>of to show the

sur;}'éy numbers 47 & 48 of Madhava;lhla.r.a l;elongs to the private

pe;-sor.xs. 'She: .s-pecially denied that ihe plot No.1,2,3,16,11,12 and part

of survey number 275 of ‘Adavivaram village and thsy were not

rggula'rizéd is false and that the survey of Adavivaram village .and that

consequentijr the s_chedule property is 4 private property is false and that

schedule éroperty‘ belongs to the defendant and that more than 75% of

- the owners of the pfot of the layout of the survey No.478&48 have

cons:ructed their respective buildings after obtaining approval from the
Municipal corporation ;nd enjoying their property peacéf@y is false.

6. -The evidence affidavit of Pw.2 filed and the same is taken as
examination in chief and marked Ex.A4 to Ex.A7. .Ex.A4 special noﬁce
for vacant land-tax paid for the schediile propérty dt.4.3.2005. ,. Ex.AS
-receipi.‘ for payment of vacant land tax pertaining to, séhédul’e property
dt.4.3.2005.. Ex.A6 - special no!:ice of property tax of schedule property
d£.18.2.2007. Ex.A7 receipt of house tax pertaining s;:hqdule property
dt.24.3.2008. The evidence of PW2 is fo the sar;le effefct as that of
evidencs of PW1 on oath, During his cross éxamination itis stated that

he do naot know who obtained VUDA approval for schedul¢ property and

the surrounding property. He do not know what are the documents that
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were consicered by VUDA while approvinﬁ the la&out and he also do not
know eithcr VUDA has given any notice. to defendant. They have rot
filed the copy of o.pplicatlon- applied 'to Municipal dorporation for.
construction of their honse. He did not filed the apprcved plan copy
issued hy Municipal Corporaﬁon,: Visakhapantam. He did:nct field any
docamentary - proof ‘that they. obtained. lbaq,: from; I€IC. Bank for-
constrﬁcﬁon of the house in the suit property. He did: not filed any
documentary proof to show that S.No.47 and 48 of iviadhavadara, .
Visakhapatnam is a private property. He speclally denied that he did not '
filed the original proceedmg of building plan approval xssued by the
Municipe! Corporation. He did not filed any certificate copy of Judgment
Vide O. 5’56/2007 on the file of I Addl, Junior-Civit Judge’s Court,
Visakhapatnam. He spec:ally demed that he did not gone through decree
and Judgment of 0.8.216/1957. He specially denied tnat the decree is
bmdmg on them vide 0.8.216/1957 and that defendant is the absolute
owner cf the suit. property. ’

7. . w3 stated in the chief examination he is workmg as a Bundmg
lnspec.lor in Mumu pal Corpomtinn Vmalchapantam girce 5 months from

today. He has brought the ﬁle pertammg to. the VUDA layout

_noLPno 32/94 of ’l‘own Survey no.47, 4¢ f‘. N.[adhava:.ihara,

Tayout is a pnvate land ln his cross exanunatlon “he spec:ally demed

that he-got no personal knowledge about the propel ty. lle do nct Imow

when Pw.1 has appliéd for approval of the building plan.' ile do not know

who has inspected schedule property prior to approvél of the building

.plan by the oorporatmn He d1d not brought the M..lmc:pal corpomuon

PRSI
"

.prooeedmgs about the Building plan. approval pe:'tmmlg to schedule' '
"property. ‘He do not knuw either the echcdule property- and its,

amrcundmg area belongs to defendant or not. He d1d not seen the Town™ -




47,748 of Mac‘l’havadha_ra Vill

'spe-:ia_ily ‘szated. tha

proceedings contain
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‘has issued any letter to VUDA not to approve as that the site in Survey

No.47 & 48 belongs to defendant devasthanam. He co not remember

whether the defendapi: has addressed any leller to VUEA W Gaucel Lie
layout vidé L.P.BN0.32/94. It is denied that Ex.212 is _x_a" created
document by them for the purpose of this suit. Ex.B2 has been aztested
by verifying the certified copy issued by Tahsildar, Visaidapantam Urban.

It'is specially stated original of Ex.B2 has not E_e'e'n issued by Tahsildar,

Visakhapantam Urban. He frequently visit the schedule property ani its,

surrounding property along with land inspection staff. He specially
stated that in L.P.NO.32/94 there are apartments and individual houses
constructed by different private peréoné. They havs not; issued ary
notice to they residence and the.owners of the apartments and inidividual
houses in. L.P.No.32/94 to-vacate the same and so also they haﬁe.naf

filed any suit for eviction of those peraons. He canno: say in which new

siJ.rve)" number or sub survey number as given in page No.3 of Ex.B1 Uic .

- schedule property is situated. Tt is specially stated tkat in L:P'.HO.EZ‘/ 94
the Muniéipal coréorat.ioﬁ, Viskhapatnam has taker: ﬁp the. proj'r:.c.t of
l.mde;' ground drainage. They have not addressed a'ny letter tc the
Mﬁnicipal Corporztion, . Vi.sakhap;atnam nor to lay _ﬁndeé- .g;.olu'pd'
druinuge in L.P.No.32/ 94of M;ithvédhara. Witncss'v_oh_.l.nt__c-::r:_i statcc!
that they are not c.bie.cﬁsté for ',un.déz'_ground drainage for:.th?- existing
roads and they are 'ijeéﬁng for und‘ef-g_rdu.nd-' drainage aialiy:fcr other.
areas m the s‘amel L.P.No.32/94.. He cannot say wkethsr' Sri
Madhusudhan ﬁlr_ed. any suit against d.cfendant_ Devasthana:.: vlde
0.8.N0.56/2007 on the file of LI Addl. Junior Civil Judgefs Court,
Visakhapatnam unless’ and until he verify the office record. It is denied
"that he’ got. no 'kndwlet;lge -about’ the entire property - of - deféndant
Devasthanam. li-"a'ny suit lis filed against defendant Devasthanarn it will

be pi-ocessed through-him to the executive office. It is specially denied

—%




that he know that the suit vide 0.5.NO.56/2007 on the file -of III Acl
Junior Zivil Judge's Court Visaxhapatnam was decree exparle against
the defendant Devasthanam as the land covered in thz schedule
mentioned therein does not belongs: to Devasthanam. He know the

evidence let in by the plaintiff in tais suit. He do not remembe_:r whether

—ary—letter s beon addresssd 66— the Municipal ~ Corporation,

Visakaliapatnam not to aseess the schedule property for prc'perty tax
They have not filed’ any pctition before thc m Addl Junior Civil Judge’s
Court Visakhapantam ln 0356/07 to set aside the exparte decree
- Witness against says that he does not remember whether such petition
has filed or not. After going through the zjeco_rd_ pertaining to the present
litigation. 'He came before . this court to depose on behalf of the
defendant ' Devasthanam. The Government has issued order vice
q.d.No.578 dt.19.8.2000 for rgginarizaﬁen of land' of the defendant
_devastttanam which is in possessior of unauthorized persons and the
same in force till 30.4.2004. He cannot say the formation of rozds and
eonst.yuctions of drainages etc., alorg the laying of 'Electric= poles in
L.P.no.32/94 has been done prier to 1994 or not. They -Shave not
addressed any letter to the Electncal -Department not to g;ve service
connections for power supply to the unauthorized occupants as alleged-
by ‘them. It is specially stated that out of 61 plots in L.P.NO;32/94 of
Madhavadhara most of the plots .were occupied and buildings were
constructed. It is true the plot owners pf L.P.32/94 are in possession
and enjoyment in _their respective plots prior to..1994. Witness
volunteers thet they are in possession and enjoyment without any right
cr’ title over th‘e same. It is specially stated as per Ex.B:S the surveyor .
and others gone to the property covered there in and could net ablz to

identify the property on ground an extent of three acres has been ‘covered .

.vide Ex.B1 and B. 5.
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g. © Now le't us peruse and discuss the documsnts; files by the
plainiif, Ex.Al /26.9.1994 is VUDA Approved plan of the layout which
shaws thé.t plaint schedule plot layout regularized by ‘VUDA at
madhavadhara in S.No 47848, Ex.A%/13 A.200 is Extract of Reg. Sale
Deed bearmg No. 1033/ 01 executed in favour of A. Rajeswan whxch shows
that.vendor of the plaintiff purchase the plaint schedule property Ex.A3
is Extract of Regd. Sale Deed bearing No,.425/05 executed in favour of
plaintiff which shows that the plaintiff purchase the plaljnt schedule.
property and from the date of her purchase she is owner of the plaint
schzdule property. Ex.A4/4.3.2005 is Speciai notice for vacant Jand tax
poid for the schedule property whith shaws that the pla-i'n‘tiff paid ths

land tax as owner cum possessor of the pla_nt schedule prdperty, Ex AZ

is Pecexpt for pa.yment of vacant land tax-pertaining to schedule propert_y

Ex.A6/18.2.2007 is Special notice of property tax of schcdpllc property.
Ex A7/24.3.2008 ix Receipt of Ilouac tax pertuining. te t.he .plaint
schedule property which shows that the pluinlifl paid house -ax to ths
Municipal corporation. .

10. Coming to the documents filed by the defeadant E';x.Blis Coxny
of Judgment in O.S.216/1957 on thc file of Distfic: Munsif,
Visuhliapatnam. Ex.B2 io Attentad Extract of Fair ‘Adanga! issne.;l by
Tahsildar, Visakhapatnam Urban 7t.30.11.2008. Ex.33 is Attested ccoy
of Extrzct from Settlement register, Cillman Register .csrtified :>y :
Tuhwsildar, Visakhapatnam. Ex.B1 +c order ccpy of %nd appeal
No0.135/1984 on the file of Hon'ble Eigh Court, Kyderabac. Ex.BS is
Ccpy of orders in E.A.75/2003 ir. E.P.66,/2003 in C'.S.2i6/ 1957 on the
file of Frincipal Junior Civil Judgee Ccurt, Visakhapantan;. Ex.BE_r'is

ccpy of Order of Hom'ble High. Court of A.P. Hycerabad in

" CRM.P.N0.15055/2005 in W.P.No.118:2/2005 dt.7.6.2005:. Ex.B? is -

w&-zb-—'
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name v1de proceedmg dated 04 03"'2005 and she paxd the sz
. ta,x Al‘ter purchasmg of the plamt schedule property the plamtlﬂ' apphed

Authorization letter 1ssued by the executive Qfficer of the defendant to

[

tne mtness dated S:.11. 2008

. 11. Having regard to the facts and ciroumstances cf t“"u;‘eﬂea'se and '

upon the careful scrutmy "of - entire matenal evxden..e on- record
discussed above. the issues were settled in this case are declded as
un'dér':

ISSUE NO.I&.Z:- The suit xtsell' 1s bare mjunctxon Tberefore .he
scope of. thc of the suit 1s very lumted to say whether the olamtxﬁ' is in -

possession of the suit schedule property as-on the date -of -.suit. ‘Tae

learned counsel for the plaintiff contented that PW1 purchased- the suit .
_ schedule property under regxstered sale deed. vxde document
' No 425/2005' on 18-02-2005 from one: A Rajeswan’ and from the dat‘* of -

purchase she has been in peaceﬁrt possession and enjoyment of plamt:

schedule property. The vendor of tbe plaintiff purchased tne schedule o

_property through register sale vide document No. 1033/2001 on 13 06- .

2001 from one. R Satyanarayana, and the vendar of the plamtxﬁ' obtamed . N

'_'-'.;.necessary penmssum “fom ULC Authontxes vrde prcceedmg, :

S.R.No.26/ 479/ 05/B dt. 16-02-2005 and the suxt schedule property was

-asseSsed to vacant land tax by the Mum<:1pa1 corporatlon m plamtlff .

’ i'or the necessary pém’ﬁssion for constnctlon of a resxdentlal hm.se m the

plamt schedule property the Mumclpal corporatlon aﬁer makmg"t

’ hecessary enqumes by its proceedmg B A.No.11127/ 20/ACP-m/ Gl

dt. 28-06-2005 sanction the plan and .also obtained loan frorn ICICI bank

- '.on the secunty of the title deeds -of: the Pplaint schedule property, The ST

b‘mldmg Wi s:_..eompleted her na.me muta .ed m.

Mumcxpal records and Mumc:pal corporation assessed schedule pr operty

for tax purpose and. also she has been paymg power eonsu:rpnon

o -




chatges, water tax, house tax to the mumcxpal corpo;ratxon and A.P.
. Transco inn her name and in respect of plaint schudule property, and
Municipal corporation allutted a door.No.39-8- -38/1/6. The ldnd envered

by layout bearing No.32/ 1994 sitpa.ted— in Old S.No.47 and 48 of

Madhavachara Village, Visakhapatnam sa private property and not the
Sroperty of the deferidant. The said fact was ‘duly onforined. by. the

" Urban Development Authority by its proceedings dated:26.9.1994 and
regularized the layout. The said fact is reiterated by ULC Authorities
als-:z.vld.e its proceedings dated.16.5.2001 and. 16.2.2005 while granting
oermiss'wn for .sale of the schedule prcpetty The Munitéie.pl,Corpomﬁon

. al-o by :ite latest prooeedings dated 23.6.2005 a.ccorded- permission for

constmetxon of building. More than 75% of the owners of the plots in the

. '-'saxd layaut have already constructed b\.rldmgs after obtammg necessary :

approval from the szakhapa.tnam M.lmexpal Corporatxon and the said- '

-huxldlngs were duly assessed to property tax and the. owners have been
in peaceful possessmn and enJoyment of the. property thhuul. any let or
hmdrance from any one including e defendant. . The suit schedulr‘

property is part of the duly VUDA approved po.yout LP32/ 1994

develo::ed in old survey No.47 and 48 of. Madhuvw.llmra and. Mummpﬂ.

-.Orpolatlon laying rouds and cons.r.mtlons of dramage rhannel an also

' laymg cleetricity ' poles in 1.P.32 /1994 layout and ; the sald layout

exclusively belongs to private property but not the property of the

defendant. As such the defendant has rio nght over the plaint schedule

property and plaintiff hao buen in posscs';ion ond erdoymcnt of the suit
schedule property from the date of her purchased till today

-“The. leamed counsel for the defendant vehemently amgued that the

Jand in S.No.47848 of madhavadhara village exclusively belongs to the '

defeadant, as the same was gifted' by one late sanapal_a-l seethanna and

his two sons and the matter with re-gard to owner :}hip of this land
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counse. defendant further argued that PW1 has no right over the piaint
schedule property and also vendor uf the plaintiff hoe no right to pass
the fitle to the plaintiff anc also she has no right to delivered the
pussessicn tn the plaintiff -fn'n'l therc no litle in favour of plaintiff, it can
not said that h€F possession is'legal. The plaintiff has not came the
cqurt with, clean hand and surprise the Tant as such plain:iff failed to °
prove her pC\SSPﬁﬁmn as well as her title, Sut for permenent mjun"tlon
guestion of title has to be and can be gone :into q.nd title create
poeezasion and in this case the plaintiff fan_ed estaoli;h her title over tLié
suit schedule property as such her possession is illegal under eye of law.' '
14. The leamed counsel for plaintiff seriously cantént_ed that tais is a
mere injunction suit simpli-:.itor, the possession as on the date of filing of
the suit is of paramount consideration and the main moto of suitis that
resxaining the defendant from lrte"k, .g with peaceful possession of
plaintift and enjoying of the plaint schedule p_roperty in any nanner
incl‘:_ﬁding with the construction work. The plair.tiff appreach the court.
widli clean hand without the surprise ;che; fact and disclose truth openly
more over this suit is not a title ur declaration sult or &=, and though
EX.Al to 7 the plaintiff has sufficiently prove that she is the cwner and
possessor suit schedule property and shs has been paid v vacant Ia.nd tax
l‘ouse tax, water tax, electricity charge under EX.A4toA7. The vendor of
’ PWl purchased half shere of platNo.28 under EX.A2 and FW1 purchase
thie plaint ochedule prnperty under EX.A3 and the vendor of the plaintiff
divested of her title and possession to ‘the PW1 and that thé' PW1
‘tecomes owner of the suit proper'y and her name was iutated in
municipul corporation and mumczpa corpcration assessed schedule
oreperty for tax purpose and aiso she paying house tax charges to the
Municipal corporahon moreo-er pla:r—tiﬁ' ottained loan from: the ICICI

bank the after her, purchased tke plaint schedule property for

s zb/
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construction of house when the municipal corporation aasessed plaint
schedule property in the name of the plaintiff under EX.A4&A6 with
support of EX.A2&A3 which are the registered sale de;eds'and.link
document of the. PW1. The vendor of t_txe Pwl pilrchase:l:su_it schedule
property under EX.A2 at the time there was a regularized lajrout plan
arid plan approved by VUDA and she obtuined permission_from the ULC
Authorit.iés and the municipal corporatxon lying road and water
dramage The EX.B1 judgment not bmdmg on the plamtxﬁ' and also

EX.Al layout plan and the survey number mentioned in- EX.B1 not

connection with EX.A1 layout plan Survey numbers and also EX.A2%A3.

The sy.No.47&48 exclusively belongs to the private partiea but not
defendant. The defendant has no right to question the title ‘or possession
of the plamuff over the plamt schedule property if they are in wrongful
posszssion. : ' '

15. In view of the decision reporte'd in 2008 (1) ALD 748 iNJUNGTION-
Suxt .or-dxsmxssal of, on question oftitle, while holding that plambﬂ' is'in
possessxon of propert_y-Legahty- Held in. sult for m_;unctlon sxmphcxter
comp.:cated questxon of tltle cannot be gone into. In arother case
reportsd “in” 20Q8 (2) ALD INJUNCTION-Perpetual inju.n'c'?t:icmcoﬁrt' to
record a definite finding as to possession over suit property-fv'eriﬁcation of

title must be undertaken in limited sense, it necessity ari‘sé-}f it is.not

found tnat plamtxff not in possessnon of property, €ven necessxty to verify

ntle, pales mto msrgmﬁcance courts below devoted most of their

" attention to ascertain title vis-a-vis suit property- Basxcally,i ﬁndmg as to

possession must be recorded in a suit of this nature In ano..her case

reported in 2008 (5).ALD 505 In another case reported 2008 (1) ALD 786 '

wherem 1t was, held that “Sectxon 114 Possessxon fallow utle - Recital B

.

elatlng to dehvery of possessxon, clear and categonca} in; tltle deeds-'

stcrepax:cy, if ‘any, in oral evidence cannot be taken as_x a giound to

N
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disbelieve factim of possession . Therefore from the sbove discussion it

zmerges that the plaintiff is in possession -over. the suit schedule

property, as she retained in possession, with valid titl=. It is true that in

a suit for perpctual injunction, the possession of the par:iss as on the

date of filing of the suit is of a paramount consideration, bu: at the same
it is the settled principle of law that the suit for perpstual injunction the
question of incidental title should not gone int>. when it is not a suit for
declaration of title , As such the 'posses.sséor: of the -_.;,»]aintiﬂ-', will: the
proof of incidental titlta, is legal.

16.' Now the point for consideration is what is the relation of the
plaintiff in respect of the suit schedule properyy basing on her
possession or title, as per the documents fled by her. whether _hex_'
possession is legal and juridical can be.protecied ?

17. Ona careful scrutiny and marslialing and appreciation of oral and
documentary evidence of both parties, the plaintiff filed the suxt claiming
that she is the owner and pussessor of the suit land being purchased the
same _from her vendor ux;der Ex.A2 registered saie deed. -The plaintiff
established her possession as well as title on the date of filing bf the suit
and the plaintiff filed the suit for permanent injunctdon is of a limited -
scope, and in view of EX.Al to A7 ie. reéistered sale deed, link document
and proceedings of municipal corporatioﬁ and house tax receipt which
shows that the plaintiff became the owner and possessor of the élaint .
schedule property as on date of filing oi: the suit. 'wher the plaintiff haé
ertablished the pnssession over the suit sckedule prcper-'y on the date of
f. lmg suit is paramount oonsxceratlon and EX.A2 to A7 shows her title
and possession as on the date of ﬁlmg of the suit. the plamnff is entitled
for grant of permanent injunction.. When ths- pla.muff shown her |
possession with support of legal title to the plaint schedxfxlfe proper.ty and

the plaintiff is continued in possession of tae suit scheduie property froin

s e




the date of purchased and further from several admissions;:m_ade by the

defendant it is clear that the plaintiff prove her case. Thus this court is .

of the view that the defendant need not prove his title and possessron in
the plaint schedule property, but if he could able to dlsprove the case of

the plaintiff by brlnging on to record mherent lacunae m the case of

1
H
1
H

the possesswn of the plaintiff.

18. The jurisdiction of the court by injunction in cases of -trespéxss isin

" aid of the legal right. The court interferes on the assumjf:tion that the
party who. makes the application has the right which he assests, but
" needs the fnterferénce of the court for the protection of the propesty from. -

. irreparable damage pending the trial of the right. In the instant case, the

plaintiff' pleads that she is the owner and possessor- of the s:'uit' land, and

she prove her incidental title andlna-p'er the version of the det"endant- the

plaintiff was a ‘owner and possessor-of the plaint schedule property, as'

-such the plamﬁff has prove ‘her nght which she asserted in his

pleadmgs, in view of the ‘discussion made above, th:s court 1s mclned fo
grant mJuncbon, as the case of possessxon of the plamt:ff is supported

by incidental btle, -hence this eourt is. dble to exercise nts Junsdlcu:n by

_grantmg mjunchon, as the pla.muﬁ‘ has legal right to mvoke the aid: of .. .
B the court. The remedy of permanent or- temporaxy mjunctxbn is bas v,ally :
an eqmtable remedy .and the plaintiff must come to the court mth clean K
- hands ahd must estabhsh her possessxon on date of ﬁhng pf- the suit: and.
_ honestly disclosure of all relevant statement- of fact before the court. En a
. case AIR1972 Supreme court page Ne.2299 wherem it was held that .
N plaxntxﬁ' is possessxon of su1t property, e can on’ strengt.h of hxs" e

. possessxon, res1st interference from- the defendant who has ‘no- -better

title than hunself and get mjuncuon restraining.. defendant from

. d!sturbmg hls possessxon In another case reported in 19b9 (2) ALD 327

plamfiﬁ“th'oug}rtfre-defendant filed-EX-B1-to-BZ which. are not.dxspm
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it was held that “In A suit for, injunction primary‘quesl.ic-n is possession
and not the title .
19. For the foregomg reasons, thxs court is of th= cons.dere:l wew that

the plaintif: is the owner and possessor of plaint schedule property and

" also establishes' her t1tle a.nd that the plamtlﬂ'— is. entltled for grant of

perpetual injunction agamst the defendant. 'l‘hus 1ssues No.1. answercd
1m favour of the plamtlff and agamst the defendant |
20. ISSUENo.2 :_-In view of the findings in issues No.l, .the suit, of the

plaintiff Lable to be decreed,

In the result, the suit is decree:l as prayed for, and the defendant
their men, agents and worlcmen arc hereby perpetually restra.ned..
from mterfenng with the peaceful possessxon and enjoyment o[ the
plaintiff over -t.he plaint schedule property mcludmg vnth constructwn L .
. work. Nocosts '. o
Typed by myself and correct, Pronounced by me in the .cpen

ooux.‘t on this the 7% day of January, 2009.
"\ mann 2_5——

Y AddL Juniur-Civil Judge,
Fac VI Addl. Junior Civil Ju:lge

- .Visakhapatnam. :
- AFPENDIX OF EVIDENCE _
" ForPlaintiff; -~ = - 'For';ll)'é'fshaa—me----' S
'P.W.1: Kethapalli Saraswathi, o pw. 1.N.K.B.N.Swnrny

PW.2: Kothapalh Satya Sai Rama Ravindra Vanr.a
P.W. 3 K.V.Madhava Rao .

: EXHIBITS MARKED _
For Plaintiff: : . ' :
Ex.Al /26.9.1994 -VUDA Approved plan of the layout.
ExA2/ ;é.s_;g.ooi i, :,Exh'act of Reg:: Sale Déed. bear-ng Nz 1033/01
. ~ . execited in favour of A, Ra_]eswan
Ex.A3/18.2.2005 : Extractef Regd Sale Deed beanng No,.425/ 05

- executed in favou: of pla.mtlif. .
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Ex. A4/4 3. 2005 : Special notice for vacant land tax paid-for the
. schedule property.

- Ex.AS/ 432005 : Rece:pt for payment of vacant land tax pertmnmg t>

: PR schédule property.
Ex.A6/ 18.2..2(207 Special notice of property tax of. schedu]e property
Ex.A7 /2432008 Receipt of House tax peytammg scheduls.property.

Deferidant’ &'

ExBl ' iCopy prudgment in 0.5,216/1957 on the file of

’ _sttnet Munsif; Visakhapatnam.

Ex.B2.- ste Extract of Fair Adangal issued by Tahsildar,
T TV _sakhapatna.m Urban dt 30.11, 2008. o _ :
Ex.B3 - i Attested copy of: Extract from Settlement regxster '
. ", Giliman Register. - cettl.ﬁed by - .- Tahsildar,
. . Vlsakhapamam "
. ExB4 . .° :Order copy of 204 appeal No. 135/ 1984 on: t.he ﬁle of

. . &2 Hon'ble High Court, Hyderabad.
ExBS | -~ : Copy of orders i m E A 75/ 2003 in E P 66/ 2003 in
T Q.8 216/1957 athe file . of Principal J Jumor Civil

Judges Court, Vi sakhapatnam .

Ex.B6 Py opy of Order of Hon’ble ngh Court of A P' Hyderabad
rid W M P, No 15c-ss/2oos m W. P, No 11812/‘005
Ex.B7 T Authonzatlon letter: 1ssued by the executwe, O.ﬁcer of : K

the defendant to the. w1tness dated 5.11. 2008
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. IN THE HONOURABLE COURT OF THE, . JUNIOR. CIVIL NINGE
AT VISAKHAPATNAM : B
, 0.5.No3(15/2005
Between: '
" Smt Kothapalli Saraswachi - «-..Plaintiff
K Ang: . k
E SnVarahaLakshmearasunhaSwamlDevasthanmn, o
. 'Snnhachalam. Rzp by its the Executive Officer, : . : veDefendant -
L  PROPERTY SCHEDULE |
". ’ . Vacant House Sxte mea:unng"l33 5 Sq.Yards formmg part of the Plot No. 25 ofa VUDA

4 approved layout LP Nc.32/94, situated in Survey. No.47/part of Madaavadhara, Visakhapatnam
w1th compound wall on the southem side and boundcd as follows:-

BAST ;- Pnrt of Plot No.25 belonging to T. as.-i';nm
. SOUTH.. . Bluldmg in Plot No: 34 bslong:nq to Pilla Sankara Ran
WEST . Plot No 24 bclongmg toR. Srseraxm Raju_
NORTH ~ :  -40'fect widetosd.

. ’ - . . .. " : o

B - - oo

‘. . MLM . o . ' * H. banml'__
ADVO "ATEFORTHLPLAINT]FF o PLAlNuFF o

The facts stated above are truz (o the best of my know’edge; mfomtxon and belief

Visakhapatnim o v KeSarmnls
: Dated:20-12-2005 : PLAINTIFF

. . : . B .p's.‘
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PHOCELOINGS OF THE VICE CHATRMAN -t WOR § ‘wi...
' PRCSENT 3 SHRI R.SUBRAHMANYAM,IAS., )
PLC.RC-ND-434/94 GI . o - DATEDS 22.12.u4.

5ub 1- WDA - Plhnnino - Rogulariaution of unn.'provud
la;out 11 S.ND,.47/P xnd 48/P of rludhavudhorn -
-No.32/94 «.0rdora =+ Tesuuds

Raud:- 1o Ls,” Ut' 17, 0.94 of Srl GePohauna luo und .n.ln.x'u.

2. W DA lbnolution‘ HO'669 dte 26!909‘0 . -~
1r K

( iz"og'f[..- - L S
"S¥L 0 oFiohuse fléeu’ wit uLivrs huve roqu"tud for "ogulur-t.au.on
of unapprovod ‘15 yout: in sospoct or: S.NO.47/P and 49/P or l;ludhuvd—
dhorn vido "ot‘ornncn 1ot rood ebovn. Tho* applicgntw havu pn d.
" mi24 000/- touordas dovelopmont choron-, rurniphod cluarancc r rom
Usbe C.Authorltlac angd aoplon ‘of unle dnodu )

Comiaaionur. Viankhupnt,nam huniaipnl CorPorutl.on, Ufsnlnu-
“.patnam hap statod thot tho atua iy doulgnated for’ ruddentl al

" Jond uge, and .tFat tho roads shown intho lojout aro in conzun{ ty .
2s. por thu romp axcopt 1OX opch sPace rescrvod for parky ond

»

Lgno opace vide thier lattor dt. 26.5.94.

Applicuntu hova rapruomtod that tho mnmbora of tho- builJlm,
Socioty heve purchnaac sl tos Lmjupandmtly that scip ot-‘ tho' sdtlee
" havo follen {n the oroa covarod by opon. xapce thot thorw af:ive-
cunnot’ Lo hinded ovei and that tho nppl'cuntu arv roudy to pay”
ths value of. lundu 'n toran of C.0.Ma,No.65 M,A, dt, ‘542,87 ut.
the tim or anokine npprov:l for bullding pluna. '

Tho plana 8O. roccivod havuy buun uxnminod 1n dutull unc

anp rovhd’ V.lde L. F-;Jo.32/94 ulth the rollou.lng lund uao nn lyu-u -':-i.n

~terms of 1‘ 'b"qctionu of. .rmmrnmont in: c.o.na.uo.ss i’l.ﬁ.dt.
cubjoct to tho rol-oulng condiuona. ’ :

1. Plots ru ing 1n Adavivoren hnl baundn-y 1] ah0un in’ p‘onx
aro dulated from thg xagulorlour.ion porvla.:.

2+ Fulrilmont - o' condlt'ono impoaod ap per lho proviglong or

G «U.Ms N0 (65 dt, b-..87 o uxuplnlnod above Lo,
" 8) Collection or dovolopmmt chnrge’a bettormont chargo:x, T
. pXtomel dovalurucnt ch cc.. by Vis-khapat..u-: Municip"l_
. COrporctlon. ‘ ’

b) 10X opeh epacc chorga.. €p pur u:arkot prlcn fixod.and
colloctod by Vlnakhnpatnn .-n.icipul Corpotution,

. . . o . ;:)]0_-

S



vG.O.Mb.No
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.'zjml

Uo,alsmz aSurrnn 04 by
ﬂrtali’l@f"s Y,

3. 60! poug alignmont oaf'urmun in tho/f)lun in. d'
'.hou.ld bo atrlctly auhurud Lo and regiudy
% g

4. Viunkhapatnam nunlclpal Corp:x%é.

Noglioudd, th ,z}m.gl}.ly
verify the title Yeods of ‘thp in 'H?ﬁu %

according porainslon t§o the bu ‘Q@%&T .
eloo ;,hould Viriry Lhe L.l -C.LLa cu .to ﬁ@p .ntui- .
.rnct-.cn o. V.Loukhnpat'mn Munl c.%_wé e
Lguo USE. ﬁ”{‘ ,x 18 - '.' n»&' e T
.. . ; 4:1" ﬁ"
Sdabigs llnml.num - bxkenge ..anccn_u:m_

cs cty,’

S o

1. PYottod aros © 2.53" 57.555: R
2. Aroa covorad by oudy ’ -4567 .. 42,60%. A
Joe Dp_nn_ sPaceo jrea ’ S e - He¥

Total ST ;1foo.o'o'x=-_. -

T tnrlorias : SRR
Onw wot of plan moulu.,.aud UWly cnolopad ultk upprqv;,,(_ ..... L
¢: mclo:ud. Comniuuionm, Viaakhapetngm nuniclpnl ‘“’" R

c:rr-ox-.:tlon Lo roqunuhul l.o impleaunt thg. luyout conditlbn““;_.’ ;

striotly, -.. . . . : - -_.:_,'.
'-Er:cJ,l ang ;wt o.f'lnyout plg‘x_n'. . ' - :
- ' S .‘d/- K+ n.nr\uunrm.t.nnr_
VA tecoPbio,./ | . . for vxcc cm\mm... e LT
. {D \-LL /H » 3 /

ADFIN . OFF1 2 E

Te . \;v
The Comiuuionar,/spocial Ot'ricar .

Vi sakhupa tnaa mUnicipal c:)rrlorat.lor,
vk SFKHAPMN "

Copy to &:.Plg_.orﬂicer, WUR. for Rocozgary nct;lon_. .

e o e
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8 , SALE DEED FOR Rs.1,50,58,000/-

seFned

: . - This Deed of Sale is executed on this 34k day of August’
7. 52015 at Visakhapatnam by: T

M/s. NAVARATNA ESTATES, (PAN NO.AAJFN5785A), a Registered
Partnership Firm having its office at Door- No. 1 0-1-;29,. 3" Floor,
§ C.V.S.V.Raghu Chambers, Sampath Vinayaka Temple Road, Asilmetta,
s : \ﬁsakhapatnam represented by its Managing Partner Sri. _SU;_'RESH.'KUMAR
LTI aged 50 years, Slo. Late G.C.Jain, hereinafter referred @ as the
“V¥NDOR” which expression shall wherever it occurs in this deed
include its heirs, executors, assigns and administratbrsfbf. one part:

g

; For NAVARATNA ESTATES
. PURCHASER§ . ' - ’ VEN‘EQI% Partner
g Boeue

~
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;Presented in the Office of the Joint Sub-Reglstrar, Dwardkarug.;}’ :

Bk - 1, CS No 3193/2015 & Doct No

Sheet 1 of7

. Dwarakanagar .

¥
[N ]

3139/2015.

Presentatlon Endorsement:

Photographs & Thumb lmpressnons as required Under Section 32 r
1908 and fee of Rs. 150580/- paid between the hours of 31
ont the 31st day of. AUG 2015 by- Sri Suresh Kumar Jain =

“admiited by (De il Execifiants/Claimants under Sec 32A) "
eigls, _.—.—.-.-——-—)-_ hy:

P,hotov ] -Address

 BADRI NARAYANAN UMA

"MAHESWARI

WIO, SEETHARAMAN BADRL  © .

NARAYANAN !

| ONO-1 3-28-7/102 DANDU .
| BAZAR MAHARANIPETA, |

VISAKHAPATNAM :

[ SEETHARAMAN BADRI

i &1 NARAYANAN : 3
i §10. RADHA KRISHNAN ; :

SEETHARAMAN

Bl DNO-13.28-7/102 DANDU i

BAZAR MAHARANIPETA, ;

VISAKHAPA’NAM X
. éb"’w ' w '

| SURESH KUMAR JAINIRIMIS
"NAVARATNA ESTATES P Cad

i
! DNO-10-1-20 3RD F1,O00R
;| ASILMEITA, .
VIbAKHAPATNAM

| SURESH KUMAR JAIN [R
: [314-1-:2015-31 031N

ldentlﬂed by Witness‘ i
SI No Thumb |'mpres"|on

o
t ]

“'Naime & Address """ " ‘Signature -
[P NARASINGARAO

! GENNAVALASA
! NARASIMHAPURAM
_ SRIKAKULAM Y

! P NARASINGA RAO:31
£314-1 93]

| E.PRATAP-

l

 DNO-18-54-22KGH

: DOWN.MAHARANIPE
VSP" '
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In _ favour of

.Radha Knshnan Seetharaman and (2) Sriit. BADRI NARAYANAN ;
UMA MAHESWARI, (PAN NO. AAHPV7929H) aded 38 years, : i
W/o. Sri Seetharaman Badri Narayanan, both are residing at Door i
No. 13-28-7/102, Puli Gedda Towers, Dandu Bazar, Maharampeta, ‘ - 4
Visakhapatnam - 530 002, herelnafter called the “PURCHASERS" g,
which expression shall’ wherever it-occurs in this deed includes thelr ' _ g
heirs, executors, assigns and administraters on other part: i {

Whereas the’ Veeror he;rern fiad purchased two plots

bearlng Plot Nos. 19 & 20 consnstmg (1) Plot No*J:‘fg with an
extent of 267 Sq.yards or 223.245: Sq.meters : together with AC
Sh“et thereon with a plmth area of 240 sft. bearlng Door No. 29-8-

. 40/5/1, Asst.N0.69500/464% - In" . the . approved: layout vide
LPNo 32/§4 covered by Survey No.47 Part. of Madhavadhara
Village and (2) Plot No.20 with @n- extent..of 267 Séxyards or
222.245 Sqg.mts of Vacafit Sige in f yout vide
L.P.No.32/94 covered by Survey Nos. 47: & : havadhara
Village, (ULC Proceedings Order 26 No«. ;{ 783-(Al); dtd.
26-09-1983 and 1277/83 (A1), dtd.. 02- 06_1983 |ssued by
Urban Land Ceiling Authorlty) within tfie Timits: of. Vlsakhapatnam
Municipality - which was purchased from M/s. ARUNA
CONSTRUCTIONS, represented by .its Proprietor Sri Datla
Rama Krishna RaJu under a Reglstered Sale Deed dated- 14-11-
2014 registered as Document No. 4020/2014 in the office of the
Jo%;t Sub Registrar, Dwaraka Nagar, Visakhapatnam -and ever since
the:Vendor have been in unmterrupted possessnon and enJoylng as
absolute owner thereof. i

' Whereas thé Vendor intend to sell ‘away the Plot Nos 19 &
20 with an totai extent of 534 Sq yards. or 446.477 -Sq.meters

- together with AC Sheet’ thereon -With:a blmth -area: of 240 sft.
which  is more. fully described in’ the: Schedule ___reunder and
hereinafter referred to as the- Schedule Proo.erty._and; hé Purchasers
herein, offered to purchase it for a total sale consideration of

For NA’R/ARATNA ESTATE.>

~ Mo
PURCHASERS : e " VEWRRing Parther
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Dwara‘kanagar )
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Sheet 2 of7

Certlf cate of Registratlen
Registered as-docurnent no: 3139 of 2015 of Book-1 and assignzd the identification numb

-314-3139 - 2015 for ‘Scanning on 31-AUG-15 .

t

]

Bk - 1, CS Ne 3193/2015 & Doct No

3139/2015.

Thecoaimen i B Sarned

w:mmmaﬂmmmw

N e
fl K \
L L v n e '
- Endorsement: - .
Desciiption In the Form of _
' of . ’ :
; Stamp \ Stamp Duty| DD/BC/
FeelDut,v Papers uls 41011S Act Cash u/s 16 of IS act| Pay Order Total
séamp Duty| 100 752900 0 0 753000 ‘
Transfer Duty NA 225870 0 0 225870
Reg Fee | .NA 150580 '. 0 ol 150580
PR S PN | S - .__.E._. ............,i. e e
User Charges NA 150 .0 f 0: 150.
- ot erearrermer o | s e e e & 0 e J— 4 e )
- Total 100 1129500 0 0 i: 11 29600
& —
‘Date Signatur égistering Officer |
j31st day ot August,zmb Dwarakanagar ) :

Register gOfficer§
Dwarakatiagan
{T.Upendra Rao)

Generated On:34108/2045 04:50:50 PM
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" Rs. 1,50,58,000/- (Rupees One Crore Fufty Lakhs Flfty Eight
thousand Only) which offer the Vendor hzive accepted as fair,
reasonable and reflecting, th&*true- aid correct market value
prevailing in the locality and agreed to sell the same to the
‘Purchasers. : :

; / Whereas the Purchasers pdid-the entire sdle consideration C R,
of Rs.1,50,58,000/- (Rupees One Crore Fifty Lakhs Fifty Eight )
thousarid Only) to the Vendor in the foliowing manner;

_Rs.,8,00,000/- = -Paid by way of Cheque bearihig No. 394591
dtd. 25:04-2015, Corporation Bank, Main Branch,
Coimbatore paid by Purchaser No. 1
Rs. 2,00,000/- Paid by way of. Cheque bearmg No. . 394592
' dtd. 30-04-2015, Corporation Bafik, ‘Main;Branch,
o ‘Coimbatore-paid by Purchaser--No,& -
Rs.17,00,000/-  Paid by way of- transfer 6
on. 18-86=2015 w@e.-ﬁh
_ Axis-Bemk pald by
Rs.. 4,00,000/- Paid by way of-traifsferfss iy
on 11-07-2015 vide Chequé.
: - Axis Bank - paid' by Purchaser- Ne. 1
Rs:10,00,000/- Pald by way of-transfer 6f funds: through RTGS
. on 31-07-2015 vide. Chegue bearlng No. 537787
: Axis Bank paid by Puichaser No.1.
Rs. 7,54,217/- Pald ‘by:.way of transfer of funds through RTGS
: ‘on 22-08-2015 vide: -Cheque bearmg No..537796
S Axis Bank paid by Purchaser Neo.1.:
~_Rs. 12 00,000/=  Paid by-way of transfer of funds through RTGS
T . on 01-08-2015:vide Cheque bearing No. 537788, "~~~
.. Axis Bank paid by Purchaser  No.1. _ .
'Rs. 13,99,493/-  Paid by way“ -of transfer of funds through a part
- of RTGS :on 22-08- 2015 vide- Cheque bedring’
. No. 537797 Axis Bank paid by Purchaser No.1
Rs. .75,290/- Paid by way of deduction.of TD's under Form
' .26QB pald by. Purchaser No.1 _ .
For NAVARATNA ESTATES

(g L

PURCHASERS ' L vewﬁb“lﬂ"‘g EELE'J:E.,

OO&NW -

U
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Rs

Rs
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Rs

Rs.

Pu-RéHASE o o . VE
3 /’Logv oA 0"] | |
,_&u,u/t,

h

: 10,10_0,060/-.
: 20,00,(3),.!(‘)0/-
. 10100’600/1'
854,217

: 2'5,'99;493/—
3 7'51_,290/-

!

' NOW THIS.DEED OF SALE WITNESSES:-" % . z. v
That in consideration of payment of Rs;:1;50;58,000/~ '
(Ru:pees One Croie Fifty Lakhs Fifty Elg -_':"-_i‘- :
Oonly) paid by the Purchasers - to the Vendor in‘the aforesaid
malﬁner the receipt of which the Vendor -hereby acknowledge,
the Vendor accordingly hereby sell, convey, transfer and assign
'Un;fo the Purchasers all their rights, title and interest, claim and
demand whatsoever in the schedule mentioned property and
delivered vacant possession. thereof to the Purchasers at the
time of executiq_n of this deed, to hold the same with absolute
vri-gjhts of sale, mortgage, gift etc,, forever free from all
-e‘rﬁicumbrances, together with -all water sources, privileges,
easements, appUrteﬁ‘ances or any other things ‘hidden in the
earth belonging to or appurtenant thereto. '

4 . e .
. o e
paid by way of Cheque bearing No. 409892, i

dtd.30-04-2015 _ of Corporation Bank, Main

Branch, Coimbatote paid by Purchaser No.2

paid by way of transfer of funds through RTGS

on 17-07-2015 vide Cheque bearing-No. 409893
Axis Bank paidby Purehaser No.2.

Paid by way of trarisfer of. funds -through RTGS

on.06-08-2015 vide Cheque beating No. 409894

Axis Bank paid by: Purchaser No.2. '
Paid by way of transfer of funds through RTGS

on 22-08-2015 vide Cheque bearing No. 409898

Axis Bank pald by Purchaser No.2. o
Paid by way of transfer | f funds-through a part
of RTGS on 14-08-2015.-vide! cheque- bearing

No.409895, Axis Bank  paid bl chaser No.2.

26Q8 paid by Purchater M Fiwgia

_—

thousand

or NAVARATNA ESTATES

W 7S

N[@Raging Partner
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The Vendor hereby assure the ‘Purchasers that - the said
property is free from all Kinds of mortgage, charges,
agreements to sell, court: litigations and any other statutory

charges.

3. The Vendor further covenant with the Purchasers * that
knowingly or otherwise they have not caused or allowed any
N distress to be levied on the sard property.

4. The Vendor further assyre the Purchasers that they have got a
clear, effectual. subsnstmg and madrketable title to the said !
~ " -property and absolute authority t6 $&li the samie in th= manner

aforesaid. T , S

5. The Vendor further covenant with ‘the Purchasers that if there - .
remains any undisclpsed and undlscharged liability in respect of T
the said property they shall clear the sarie and the Purchasers o %

is free there from.

6. The Vencor further agree to indemifify:tigPa hd keep i
. “him free from dispytes if any. raised or objectiefis riade to this

! conveyance by any one and further should-any:- clalm be made j
or dispute raised at any time by any. one in regard to.this sale,

- the Vendor hereby undertake that--th-ey shall at thelr own cost

settle the same and execute or cause to be executed such
further acts, deeds and things as - to more fully," - effectively

_..convey title to the property hereby sold and conveyed to the
. Purchasers.

7. “The Vendor also assure the Purchassrs that if there remains any .-
liability of tax or taxes for the said property to the Municipal
corporation or other govérnment or statutory authorltl_es up to

5 -] the date of this conveyance, the Vendor shall .clear the same
and in case the same are collected from the. Purchasers, the
Vendor shall pay the same to the Purchasers. :

N i BN g et

By 5 kb 5

0

For NAVARATN_A'_ESTATES -

T

AEAT R

@ It -..1 Anld.—-

' Mana?{ng Partner U me—

"PUR CHASERS | ST END

CBuaits

YeX) e
SR
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. Village_: | T.S.No. " Extent |Rate/Sq.yd| MV
Madhavadhara 47 part | 534 |Rs.28000/- 'Rs.1,49,52,000/-

Door No. ; & | Ssq.yds | .
39- 8-40/5/1 48 | Together |
with AC
- | Sheet 7 Rs. 1,06.000/- A

| - house - | / 4
T - | 240 sft - |

. Total RS 1, 50,58,000 /=

kA
\

]
T

The . Deficit Stamp Duty Rs.#.82,90/- ,Transfer ~ Duty
RS.2258H0..../- Registration Fee_Rs. \,m,sm/- ahd user charge:
Rs. .50, ’/ Total Rs.11,A23,500./- is péiael’ whrough -G
D\ ml}.’at State Bank of India, Main Brar€

A Podr! ra 10y/0:707) or NAVARATNA ESTATES

PURCHASERS \MuEplyR Partner

S
ke

witnesses:

1 PrnBh@ o
2 E-Puld N
Drafted by : W




6 T @

8. The Vendor further assure and covenant with the Purchasers
that the Purchasers and their heirs are entitled to peacefully
and absolutely enjoy the said property without let or hindrance

~from any person claiming through them or in trust for them.

The Purchasers is entitled to-get the said property transferred in
his name in all Municipal and other statutory records and enjoy.:
the same with absolute rights for ever. - -

All that land measuring 534 Sq.yaids Yor 446477 Sq.meters
together with AC Sheet thereon with a plinth area of 240 sft. being
Pl6t Nos.19 &- 20 bearing Door - No.~ 39-8-40/5/1,

- Asst.N0.69500/4644 in the. approved layout vnde LF' N-o 32/94

covered by Survey No.47 Part & 48 of Village
within the limits of Greafer . Visakhg | {orporation
and VJsakhapatnam Registration Sub Dl dby.:
East : Plot No.21

South : 40 Feet wide Road ) .

West : . Plot No.18 - A

North : Plot Nos.10 & 11

Measurements : : S
_East to West " : 80 feet “or 24.38mts ‘-~
North to South : - 60 feet or 18.28 mts.

This is not an Assigned Lahd The Market 'V'alue of P'roperty'
is Rs.1,50,58,000/~- (Rupees One Crore Flfty Lakhs Flfty Eight

thousand Only)
In witness whereof the Vendor and the Purchasers 5|gned th|s :

Deed of Sale on the date, month and year mentioned above.

For NAVARATNA._E."STATESTH

PURCHASER% o T VEN@@R} Partner

e oo AS R Rkt

no«gf_qhwl
& U\u/(_,

Frd

T
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' . SALE DEED FOR Rs.37,38,000/-
§

This Deed of Sale is executed on thls ¥4 day of March 2012 by and
betWeen Sri. IMUPPANA GANGAYYA, aged 80 years, S/o. late. Muppana Veera
Rag)avavya . Door No0.23- 15/3A Sajjapuram Tanuku, West Godavari ‘District,
Camp at Visakhapatnam herelqafter referred to as "VENDOR" which term shall .
mean and include his heirs, Iegjal representatives, executors, administrators and
assignees on the ore part. _ | o
’ AND

¢ Mis.) ARUNA CONSTRUCTIONS represented by its Proprletor Sri.
DATLA RAWIA KRISHNA RAJU, aged 50 years, S/o. Late D. Suryanarayana
Raju reS|dmg at Flat No.402, Surya Towers, Opp, Timpany School, C.B.M.
Corﬁpound; Visakhapatnam - 530 003, herein after called the "VENDEE"
whigh termﬁal shall mean and.include its :uccesors, executors, administrators

and assignees on the other part.
M/s. Aruna Constructions )
: (. ”
. j Proprietor ! _/ 5 *71—3
3 VENDEE . . VENDOR




Dwaraknneaa'

~THis eocumentis res zea
o Sy b-Ragvstn.r-s
G

Prints Feqpirag .
h.{e p.owsions'of Sectcon 32 -A
93'3 by bﬂ" v 5

-AR@M CousTiEUC'g“’k”_ir 8 MM— 232,
ko

d\,i%?’&l\n’l") QV 40y _ i

-

Mo




— 35 — | - L
; PAGENO.2 ' '
. Whereas the Vendor has purchased an extent of 267 Sq.yds or
; 223 245 Sq mts of vacant site being Plot No. 20 covered by Survey No.47 &
5 ;4&of Madhavadhara Village, within the limits of Vrsakhapatnam Municipal
Corporatlon from Sri. Nambala Sriramulu, under a reglstered Sale Deed
.. Dated 26 ’02 1983 bearing Document No 12268/1983 of Book I Volum
: o No.1347 in pages 379 to 381 registered in the office 'of the Jomt Sub-

! ~ Registrar, Vlsakhapatnam Subsequently the Vendor and other owners (who
. purchased sites independently in the layout) have requestéd the .
Visakhapatnam Urban:Development Authority and also paid developmeril .
charges. Later on-the Layout was approved by the Visakhapatnam Urban '
Developn?ent Authority vide L.P.N0.32/94 according to G.0.Ms No.65M.A
dt.5-2-87 fand eversince the Vendor is in actual possession and ehjoyment
thereof with absolute rights. : '

o Whereas the Vendor intends to dlspose of the said property whrch is
morefully;descrlbed in the schedule mentloned hereunder for_his- necesscrtres
and whereas the Vendee wants to purchase the same and offered for a total
sale consideration amount of Rs.37,38,000/- (Rupees Thirty Seven Lakhs

~ and Thlrty Eight Thouand Only), for which offer the Vendor has accepted as
the said offer is fair, reasonable in the said locality and has agreed to sell the
~ same to the Vendee. g '
Thereby the Vendee had pald the total Sale consrderatron amount of
Rs.37, 38 000/- (RupeesThirty Seven Lakhs and Thirty Eight Thouavr?}d Only),
i to the Vendor in the. following manner :
i - Rs. 1 1,3|8,000/- Paid by the Vendee to the Vendor by way of Cash previously

‘Rs. 8,00,000/- Paid by the Vendee A/c No. 63055187973 of State Bahk of India,
Srinagar branch, Visakhapatnam to the Vendor Son -
Alc No.1535561948 dated 3-8-2011 of Central Bank of India,
Tanuku, West Godavari District through RTGS transcatrdn with
S - “the request of the Vendor. o "‘ '
Rs. 8,00,000/- Paid by the Vendee A/c No.144602000050174 of lndlan
~ Overseas Bank of lndla ,Jagadamba branch, Vlsakhapatnamt Y TR

: | Bank of India, Tanuku West Gedavari District through RTG":_'“
' . transcation with the request of the Vendor. .

1 +  Mfs. Aruna Constructions ’ : L W

(—t Mzt

Proprietor , . _
- VENDEE . VENDOR

AR Y
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Rs.'“1-0,00,Q0071§- Paid by the Vendee A/c No 144602000050174 of Indian

54 ‘OVérseas Bank of India, Jagadamba branch, Visakhapatnam to
the Vendor Son A/c No.1535561948 dated 25-2-2012 of Central
Bank of India, Tanuku, West Godavari District through RTGS
transcation with the request of the Vendor.*- '

NOW THIS DEED OF SALE WITNESSES : -

_1.

"‘That in consrderatlon of payment of Rs 37 38,000/~ (RupeesThlrty Seven
~ Lakhs and Thirty Eight Thouand Only), paid by the Vendee fo the Vendorin

the aforesald manner, theteceipt 'of Which the Vendor hereby acknowledge,

and accordmgly the Vendor hereby sell, convey, transfer and assign unto.
the Vendee all his rrghts titte 'and interest clalm and demand whatsoever in’
the schedule, ‘mentioned property and. delivers vacant’ possession thereof to

j“"'tho Ven{iee today and the Mendee shall enjoy the same absolutly forever
free’ from all encumbrances together with all water sources, privileges,

ey easements appurtenances of any other thlngs hldden in the earth belonging

foor appurtenant thereto

R,

The Vendor hereby assures the Vendee that the sald property is free from all

kinds of mortgages, charges, agreements to sell, court-litigations and any
other;.mstatutpry charges. : .

The Vendor further covenants wrth the Vendee that knowmgly or otherwise
his has not caused or allowed any distress to be levied on the said property.

The Vendor further assures the Vendee that he has got a clear, effectual
subS|stmg marketable title to the said property and absolute authority to sell
the same in the. manner aforesaid.

The Vendor further covenants with the Vendee. that if there remains any
undrsclosed and undischarged liability in respect of the said’ property
he shall clear the same and the Vendee is free therefrom.

The \f/endor further agrees to indemnify the Vendee ‘and keep its free from
drsputes if any raised or objections made to this conveyance by any one and
further should any claim be made or dispute raised at any time by anyone in

, regard to this sale, the Vendor hereby undertake that he shall at hlstown '

cost settle the same and execute or cause to be executed such further acts

M’s. Aruna Constructions R
N - M asr MeosT &5
Proprietor '

VENDEE _ » VENDOR -




8% .
PAGENO.4

deedsjgnd"tﬁi\’ngs' asto morefully effectively cbnvey title to the property hereby
sold and conveyed to the Vendes.- .

Vendee the 'Ve;ndor shall pay the samie to the Vendee.

The Vendorfg_rther‘assu_res and céve‘nan'ts with the Vendee that the Vendee .

and its he_irS' are entitled to peacefully and absolutely enjoy the said p-operty
without let or hindrance from any. persbn claiming through him or in trust for

him.

same with absolute rights forever, _
SCHEDULE OF THE PROPERTY

The Vendee is hereby entitled to get the said preperty iransferred in.its "
name in the Municipal Corporation and Government Records and enjoy the

All that vacant site measuring an extent of 267 Sq.yds cr 223.245

Sq.mts of vacant site being Plot No.20 of approved layout vide L.P:No.32/94,
covered by Survey Nos. 47 & 48 of Mgdhavadhara Village, -within the limits
of the Greater Visakhapatnam Municipal Corporation and Dwarakanagar

Registration Sub District and bounded by : '
East : Plot No.21 )

South: 40 Feet wide road |

" West : Plot No.19

North : Plot No.11

MEASUREMENTS _
Eastto West 40 feet or 12.19 mts.
Nothto South . 60feet  or 1820 mts.

This is not an assigned land,

There are no constructions in the Schedule mentioned Prc-)pérty. ‘

In witness where of the Vendor and the Vendee have signed this deed of

sale on the date, month and year mentioned above.

M/s. Aruna Constructions

VI

Proprietor .
VENDEE VENDOR



rVILLAG'E_: -. S. No ._ ’ Extent " Rate per Sq Yd.  Value )
Madhavadhara ~ 47 & 48 267 Sq. Yds. Rs.14,000-  Rs.37,38,000/-
Near Door No! : ] - ,

39-8-40/5/1

_l . . - . A ) J

‘l

i An amount of Rs 2,80, 500/— towards Deficit Starnp duty TD, Reglstratlon Fee, UserCharges,

etc., is pald under Challan dated 3-3-2012 of S. B | Dondaparth Branch Vlealfl'apat‘lam'

Dlstrlct
T
Ms. Afuna Constructions
— i -
' Proprietor ” @‘//
VENDEE | VENDOR
. WITNESSESL
A’/‘\ ,mot
Eodd"“ 'DX#O‘-”

o\ , (Uh
i %Rkﬁwr\olmﬂ i Ity

Drafted by : ot 3 .
' SASATHAR 3222
Visakhapatnam.
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PHOTOGRAPHS :AND. FlNGfEPRlNTS AS PER SECTION 32A OF
T e & REGISTRATION ACT 1908.

FINGER PRINT NAMEZ PERMANENT PASSPORT SIZE
IN BLACK INK POSTAL ADBRESS OF ' PHOTOGRAPH
(LEFT THUMB) ) PRESENTANTISELLERI , (BLACK & WHITE)
N BUYER-~_ '
g n |
. LY o

MUPPANA GANGAYYA
-"S/0.M:Veera’ Raghavayya
Door No.23-1 5/3A
Sauapuram

Tanuku, West Godavari District.
VENDOR - .

M/s.ARUNA CONSTRUCTIONS
- Proprietor,

Sri. DATLA RAMA KRISHNA RAJU, . __ . . e
S/o. Late D. Suryanarayana Raju, ' F : N
Flat No.402, Surya Towers,
Opp, Timpany School,
C.B.M.Compound,
Visakhapatnam - 530 003,

M/s.‘:jAruna Constructions

l 4\_‘, ber - . - - 4k(:/ﬁ
: Proprietor %

VENDEE _ _ VENDOR . :
WITNESSES : - S A,
1. ‘L/f"“"’ mo" ) _ ,
E E.' p oN

: ™ e N olbAr TAGWANS i



ROUTEMAP
(NOT TO SCALE)

" GVMC
: R Madhavadhara Village
I o P 8.No.47 & 48

Near Door No.39-8-40/5/1

i:; B ‘ o HETERO °
J | “MIEDICAL
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M/s. Aruna Constructions

| S . *U, N
1 . VENDEE ")‘ "’:6/  VENDOR
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c;S ~E7 amamANDHRA PRADESH. | - AP 982898
52 . \-\.....,s £ ’:leé D- S“’léaMJlach)q Raju bB SUR .A;E R ﬁzr“..HAM

! ) S L.ivo: 03/14/003/ 20;.1
Rasusag. Lo 10”15 _VsP- Vs * D.No: 49-2-44, Ramalkrishna Negar

-Sunkuvanipalem, VISAKHAPATNAM
Cell No: 9573246568

y SALE DEED FOR Rs.38,10,000/-

# This Deed of Sale is executed on this Z?Atéay of November, 2011 by
Sri. fMUPPANA JANAKI RAMAYYA, aged 80 years, S/o. Veera Raghavayya,
residing at Door No. 3-1, Raghavapuram, H/o. Chinapala Parru, Mudenapalh Mandal,
Krlslg-ma District, present at Visakhapatnam, hereinafter called the VENDOR which
expRession shall wherever it occurs in this deed include her helrs, executors, assignees
and administrators of one part E - e e

e e —

g In favour of M / s. ARUNA CONSTRUCTIONS represented by |ts Propnetor

- Sri ?ATLA RAMA KRISHNA RAJU aged 50 years, Son of Late. D. Survanarayana
- Raju, residing at Flat No. 402, Surya Towers, Opp Tmpany School CBM Compound,
_ Vlsﬁkhapatnam 530 003, hereinafter called the VENDEE which & expressnon shail

wherever it occurs in this deed includes its successors, executors, assignees and
adr?mlstrators on the other part.

M/s. Aruna Constructions
& / A
' ‘ L -: . o .
-§ _ ' 2 30 2T S o
Proprietor - : 917;_,7

§  VENDEE '. " - VENDOR - =

e
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Whereas the Vendor has purchased an extent of 267 Sq. yds. or 223,245
sq. mts. of vacant site being Plot No. 19 covered by Survey No. 47 of Madhavadhara
Village, within the limits of Visakhapatnam Municipal Corporaiton from Smit. Vavilapalli
Kunchamma under a registered Sale Deed Dzted 26-1.0-198% bearing Document
No. 12273/1983 of Book -I Volume No. 1345 registered in the office of the Joint *
Sub-Regi-strar,‘f\?iéakﬁépatnan;n. "Su'bseque_ntly, the Vendor and other owners (who
purchghz_d"'sit'es ind.epgndetﬁly In the layout) have requested the Visakhapatnam

5,

| Urban%‘?évg%lgpr'neht\ ‘Authiority and also paid cevelopment charges . Later on, the
layout ';fvas.ébprdiled' by the the Visakhapatnam Urban Development Authority vide
L.P.No..32/94.accordingto G.0.Ms. No. 65 M.A.DE.5-2-87.

- later on;;-'ftﬁ:e';'-v'éndor has got construeted Ac Sheets Shed thereon and ever .
since the Vendor is in actual possession and enjoyment thereof with absolute
rights by paying municipal taxes in his name. | '

' Whereas the Vendor intends to dispose off the said Property, which is morefully |
described in the schedule mentioned hereunder for her necessities and whereas -
the Vendee wants to purchase the same and offered for 3 total sale consideration
amount of 'Rs.38,10,000/ - (Rupees Thirty Eight Lakhs and Ten-Thousand only)
for which offer the Vendor has accepted as fh_e_ said offer is fair, _re:asona'ble' in' th‘c_a
said ldca-lity and has agreed to sell the same to the Vendee, - :

Thereby the Vendee has paid the total Sale ,conside__rafion ‘amount of
Rs.38,10,000/- (Rupees Thirty Eight Lakhs and Ten Thousand only) to the *
Vendor by way of cash. : | e SR
NOW THIS DEED OF SALE WITNESSES ; "

.. That in consideration o_f- payment of Rs38,10,000/—}(RupeesTh1rtyElght

Lakhs and Ten Thousand only) paid by the Vendeest0:the :Vendor .in the !
aforesaid manner, the receipt of which the Vendor heréby-_acknowledgjes, _an'd S
accordingly the Vendor hereby sells, conveys, transfers and assigns unto the

Vendee all her rights, title and intersst claim and demand whatsoever in'the

M/s. Aruna 'Constructions

Pi_'opri'etor :
VENDEE "VENDOR



‘! today. and the Vendee shall enjoy the same absolutely forever free
from a’ll;fencumbrances, together with-all water sources, privileges, easements,
appurtt%nanc'es or any other things h-i’é!&en in the earth belonging to or
a ppu-rte:nant thereto. . ' '
The \’/ei;'1dor hereby assures the Vendes that the said property is free from all
kinds of mortgage, charges, agreements to sell, Court litigations and any
other statutory charges, . | |
The Vendor Tfiirther covenants with.the Viendee that knowingly or otherwise
he has ﬁhot caused or allowed any distress to be levied on the said property. -
The Vendor further assures the Vendee. that he has get a clear, effectual
subsistfng-and 'marketalglé title to the said propérty and absolute authority to

-~ sell the; same in the m_gann._e,r aforesaid. | _
The.Vendor further covenants with-the Vendee that if there remains any
undisclfc)sed and-undischarged liability In respect of the $aid property heé shall .
clear the same and the Vendee is free therefrom. i o
The ,Ve;fndor further agrees to. indemnify the Vendee and keep its free from
disputés if any raised or objections made to this conveyance by any oné and
; -furthe,nfshoqld any cla,ln'i pe made or 'dispute raised at any time by aayonein
i - | regardﬁtp this sale, the Ve}idor hereby undertak'es that he shall at his own cost
f settle t_fhe same and exec@te Or cause to be executed such further acts, deeds
a_gd th'ing's as to'moref.ullﬁ effectively convey title to the property hereby sold
and conveyed to the Vendee. o
- 7. %e'Véndpr also as_suresfhe Vendee that if there remains ény liability of tax
o taXés fc;'r, the said property to the Municipal Corporation or other Governmenit -
 or Statutory authorities Upto the date of this conveyance, the Veridor shall
clear the same and in case the same are collected from the Vendee that the
C Venddr shall pay the same to the Vendee. |

. M/s. Arufra Cohstructions

.....

Proprielor ' 1
VENDEE




The Vendor further assures and covenants with the Vendee, that the Vencee
and its successors are entitied to peacefully and absolutely enjoy the saic
property without let or hindrance fri_)m any person claiming through him crin
trust for. him. _ L
9. "The Verdee is hereby éntitl_ed to get the said property transferred ifiits name
~ inall Municipal Cofporatioh Records and other statutory records and enjoy
the same with absolute rights forever. B o
 SCHEDULE.OF THEPROPERTY o
All'the site measuring an extent of 267 sq. yds. or 223.245 sq. mts. together
with Ac sheet house thereon with a plinth area of 240 Sft bearing Door Ne.
39-8-40/5/1, Assessment No. 69500/4644 being Plot No. 19 of approved layout
vide LP No. 32/94 covered by Survey No. 47 part of Madhavadhara Village, withir:
the limits of Greater Visakhapatnam Municipal Corporaiton :and Visakhapatnam: )

Registration Sub District and bounded by :

East . Piot No. 20
South . 40 feet wide road
West : Plot No. 18

North : Plot No. 10
" MEASUREMENTS : | N
) East to Wést S 40 feet dr 12.i9 meters
North to South : . 60 feet or  18.29 meters
.- —This is not an Assigned Property. CT S _
In witne§s whereof the Vendor has signed on this deed of sale on the date, month
and year mentioned above. .

M/s. Aruna .Constructions

{ Do BT TS
Proprietor e -_ 7 |

VENDEE ' VENDOR _—

e




: M/s. Aruna Constructicns

L [4’341clf< \/Q’Lz\ |

o RULE- 1M} SEEFEMENT |
VILLAGE  S.N 0. Extent. " Rate/Sc.Yd. Value
Rs.14,000/- Rs.38,10,000/-

Madhavadhara 47 part | 26.7Sq_. yds.

{Door No. ' - _ together with 7

39-8-40/5/1 Ac sheets House
: . Wwith a plinth area of - 240 sft.

i
)

An amount cf)f Rs&;%%\gcy’- towards Deficit Stamp duty, Registration Fee, T.D,, User Charges,
etc., is paidiunder Chailan NG. — dated2%+1-2011 of S.B.Z. Main Branch, Visakhapatr:am.

‘.,l\,'

AoD3S &’?5 S @;_/r/
'Prhoprietor : o =N

VENDEE : . _VENDOR T~

2. T\ spcns

o . -7
Drafted & Prepared by :
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a. Nature of. Roof - -
b. Type of Structure
¢ No. of Floors

Total extent of site ~
Builtup area particulars
GROUND FLOOR
5. _ Annual Rental Value

Age of the Bunldmg -l

B ol

ANNE)@EI '
Name of the-¥illage '+ 'Madhavadhzrz
Suvey No. . 47 part

Door Ne., . . = -, 39-8-40/5/1

Assessment No. - ! 69500/4644

Description of tha Bu;ldlng

: Ac sheets |

: Construeted on Walls
: "Ground . Flaor only ‘
7years-

- 267 sq.yards

! Rs.3,600/- .

6. . Municipal Taxes. per annum Rs.
7. Executant's estimate. of the

. M.V, of the Droperty

M/s. Aruna _Con‘structions

,ﬁ L
P—
Proplfietor
. VENDEE |
. Place : Visakhapatnam °

Date :24-11-2011

We do hereby dec!
our knowledge and belief

M/s.,(\runa Constructions

A

Proprietor
VENDEE

- Place : Visakhapatnam
Date :24-11-2011

! Rs.38,10,000/-

m"’ofbf‘ﬁ;f ‘g?".ﬁs o:;’__,
VENDOR SN

| o Signature of the .Exécutén'fs
'CERTIFICATE = e
are that what is stated..above is true to the best of

i,

X —-Q,-J‘Z,’%SSS“”J\ _
 'VENDOR «

' Sign'atdre-bf -t_hé_Executants




!
FINGERPRINT
INBLACKINK
(LEFTTHUMB)

-~ VENDEE

'MUPPANA JANAKI RAMAYYA,

H/o. Chinapala Parru,
Mudenapalli Mandal,

'S/o.Late. D. Suryanarayana Raju

e

REGISTRATION: AET; 1908.

PHOTOGRAPHS AND FINGERPRINTS AS PER SECTIOI\ 32A OF

NAME & PERMANENT PASSPORT SIZE
PCST AL AEBRESS OF PHOTOGRAPH
ELLER (BLACK & WHITE)

S/o. Veesra Raghavayya, -
Door No. 3-1,
Raghavapuram,

Krishna District.

DATLA RAMA KRISHNA RAJU

Proprietor _
M/s. ARUNA CONSTRUCTIONS
Flat No. 402, o

Surya Towers,

Opp. Timpany School,

CBM Compound,

Visakhapatnam - 530 002.

M/s. Arugm Constructions

£ k-
" Proprietcr
" 'VENDEE

WITNESSES

(A S‘n\’f* \r%rm

e \'&Q E

D W) e 113 T &I

VENDOR




E"G.VM.C. AREA .
.Madhavadhara
Survey No. 47 part
Door No. 39-8-40/5/1

ScHsouts
PRopeRy
\ - '
v .
WeEveERo |
e Y Y\ :
4007 |- - [~
LAY MADHAV ADUARA o
NUDA'COLONY : LIAYTO 45A BUSSTOP Roap
RHAGAVAT o o
HeTRL™
M/s. Aruna Constructions
Proprietor _ - - IR ' B
‘ VENDEE ) ' VENDOR )
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WO 2 - SALE DEED FOR Rs. 1 29,10 000/-

g - ThisDeedof Saleis executed on thls _JA_’E’day of November 2014 by-M/s. ARUNA
CONSTRUCTIONS represented by its Proprletqr Sri. DATLA' RAMA KRISHNA RAJU,
-aged 52 years, S/o. Late D. Suryanaraygna Raju, residing at Flat No. 402, Surya: Towers,

gOpp Tlmpany School, C.B.M. Compound VlsaKhapatnam-530 003 hereinafter ‘called -
the VENDOR which expression shall wherever it occurs in this deed mclude its helrs,

Bexecutors, assighees and administrators of one part.

In favour of NAVARATNA ESTATES, represented by its Managing Partner Sn
aSURESI—I KUMAR JAIN, aged 50 years, S/o. Late G.C. Jain, residing at Door No. 10-1-

429, Asﬂmetta Visakhapatnam hereinafter called the VENDEE which expression shall

wherever it occurs in this deed Includes its heirs, executors, assngnees and admlmstratore
gon the other part S :

§ . .NAVARATNA ESTATES - M/S.- ARUNA CONSTRUCHONS' '
¥ . : —

‘ MANAGING PARTNER .PROPRIETOR
g VENDEE : VENDOR.
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Whereas Vendor hereln had purchased ai extent of z67 Sq Yds or 223.245
Sq.mts. together with AC Sheet tnereon with-a plinth area of 240 Sft. beanng Door No:
- 39-8-40/ 5/ 1, Assessiment No. 69509/4644 being Plot No. 19 of approved layout Vide

- . L.P.No. 32/94 covered by Survey No. 47 part of Madhavadhara Village | Wlthln the lifmits of

Greater Vlsakhapatnam Municipal Corporatlon aréa which is acquured from Sn Muppana
Janaki Ramayya under a Sale Deed dated 24-11-2011 reglstered as Document No.

3143/ 20151 in the Office of the Dwarakanagar Sub Reglstlal, Vs*akhapatnam and, eversmce -

he has been in uninterrupted pessession of the sama enJoylng it as absolute owners
_ Whereas Vendor: herein had pufchased an extent of 267 §q.Yds. or 223. 245
. Sq mts. or »Vacant site belng Plot No. 20 of approvec layout vide L.P.No. 32/94 covered

by Survey Nos 47 & 48 of Madhavadhara Village withir the limits of Greater Vi \fsakhapatnam -

Municipal Corporatlon area which is acquired from Sri. Muppana Gangayya under a Sale
- Deed dated 03-03-2012 registered as Document No. 630/2012 in the Cffice of the
Dwarakanagar Sub Registrar, Vlsakhapatnam and eversmce he has been in uninterrupted'
possession of the same enjoying it as absolute owners, .

Whereas the above two site. constltute a Single block i e 534 Sq Yds 446 49-
Sq.mts. together with AC Sheet Fouse thereon.

Whelreas the Vendor mtends to sell away the above said property miore fully described
in the schedule hereto annexed to Invest the sale proCeeds elsewhere and whereas the
Vendee offeu 'ed to purchase the same for a suin of Rs. 1,29,1 0,000/ (Rupees One.
. Crore Twenty Nien Lakhs Ten Thousand only) which of'er ths Vendor has' accepted )
as the said offer is fair and reas.nnable and reflecting the true anc correct market values
prevalllng in the locality and has agreed to sell the same to the Vendee.

Wheéreas the Vendee has paid the said salé amount of Rs. 1,29,10,000/- (Rupees
One Crore Twenty Nien Lakhs Ten Thousand only) tc the. Jendor in the following

- Manner ;
Rs.1,27,80,900/- Paid by way cf th'ough RTGS bearing. Cl-eque No.
| BRLTRS.. b 11 2014 of.ING Vysya Bark . ..
: _ Limited, Vlsalfhapatnam S
Rs. 1,29,100/- By deductmg TD S Amon._._ (1% _omr_r.s_ale -Tra__nsact_lon) e
*  Rs.1,29,10,000/- Total U R R
. NAVARATNA ESTATES | M/s. ARUNA CONSTRUCTIONS
LAM—“‘“_'/ . . . 4 -—_ L .
MANAGING PARTNCR PRCPRIETOR -

VENDEE . VENDOR

epenin W0
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F 0
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. ) ' Endorsement: . - _ T _

Description

of o R — '
; Stamp Challan | Stamp Duty| DD/BC/- E
Fe.eIDuty | Papers uis4tofiSAct] Cash u/s 16 of IS act | Pay Order Total

Ir the:Form of .

. 516500

StampDuty| 100 |  516400; 0
;| Teansferbuty[ NA | ig3gso 0
# | Reg.Feo [ NA | eass0| o

0
0| 193659
of 64550
0
0

150

(Usircharges | na T dmo| g

o o oTotal | 100 | 774780 0 774850

| pate 3 Signature of Reglstering Officer
[ 14th day.of Novernbieri2014 ° T _ Dwarakanagar

 Certificate-of Registration | - o l

| Registered as doctimen no. 4020 of 2014 of Bock-1 and assigned the ider:tification number 1 ’

-314-4020 - 2014:for .Scann!ng.q_,ﬁ 14-NOV-14 . :

" B . _' : ) - : ) \t

Registering Officer|
Dwarakanaga
(S.Rama Krishna Das

;r;I :

gistra

- Dwarakanagar
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NOW THIS DEED OF SAl:E WITNES" e
1. That in consrderatlon of payment of Rs. 1,29,10,000/ (Rtpees-One Crore
Twenty Nlen Lakhs Ten Thousand only) paid by the vendée: to the Vendor in A
the aforesald manner the receipt of which the' Vendor hiéreby acknowledges, the
Vendor hereby sells, conveys, transfers and assigns ‘Unto the vendee all they rlghts C
title and interest, claim and demand whatsoever inthe s-hedule rméritioned propefty J
e % - and dellvers vacant possession there 0f to the Veridée 0 hold the sartie ‘absclulély
. . forever free ftom all encumbrances, together wrth all water sources prewleges,
easements appurtenances af. by other thlngs hldden in the garth belongrng ‘to or
‘ appurtenant thereto.
2. The Ven’dor hereby assures tte Vendee that the said property ié frele frormrall kmds
of mortgage, charges, agreements to sell court lltlgatlons an:l any other statutory
: charges - o S
3. The Vendor further covenants W|th the Vendee' that kno Iy' or othenivlse they
“ have not caused or allowed any distress to be leviéd on th saud'property RECEUR
4. The Vendor further assuress Ue Veridee that they hiave ot 8 cléai, effectual subsisting: -+ §
and. marketable title to- ‘the 'said propeity and absolu.e _rty to sell the--same mf TR
the anner aforesaid. P :
5. The Vendor further covenanl':s wlth the Vendee that |f there
and undrscharged I|ab|l|ty in respect of the said propcrty thy /-S|
and the Veridee is free there from. : '
6. The Vendor further agrees to indemnify the Vendee and keep Hirm free from di's'putés
if any raised or obJectlons made to this conveyanc by any one and further should -
' any claim’be made or dlspute raised at anytime by any one n regard to this sale, the - -
Vendor hereby undertakes that they shall at thelr own cost settle ‘the. same and_ )
B execute or cause tp he executed such furthef acts; deeds a‘\d thlngs as tc'more-fully St
effectlvely conyey titlé to the property hereby sold, and 'convey ed to the Vendeei . ) ok
7. The Vendor also assures the \/endee that if there M an labillty of tax or taxes A
forathe said property to the Mumcrpal Corporatron,'or-o nt - IR
authOl’ltIE“ upto the date of this conveylence, the Vendo Hall clear t
case the same are collected from the Vendee the Vendor ,:hall pay t

Vendee.

all clear 'he'same_

NAVARATNA ESTATES | ‘M/s. ARUNA CONSTRUCTIONS
| MANAGINGPARTNER . : R .'PR()PRIETOR -
! VENDEE . . o VENDOR

¥
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The Vendor further assures and covenants with the Vendee that the Vendez and
their heirs are entitisd to peacefuﬂy and:;

let or hindrance from any person cl
9. The Vendee is he-eby entitled to get*t

ng through him or in trust for hl'Tl

for ever.

. SCHEDULE'% _
- .. All that sute measurng an extent 6 5 7 Sq .Yds. _

Sheet House thereon with a plinth area of 240 Sft bearing Door No

Vide L:P. No 32/ 94 coverad by Survey No. 47 part & 48 of Madhavadhara Village |

~ within the Ilmlts of Greater ‘Jlsakhapatnam Mumcnpal Corporatlon area and registration
,Dwarakanagar Sub Reglstra Off'ce of Visakhapatnam and bounded by

East . PotNo 21

PR

South : 4P feet wide Road . %
West : Flct No. 18 A
North : Plot No. 10 & 11 e o
Measurements : o g e
Ezst to West : 80 feet or 24.38 mts. ST

Neeth to South ! 60 feet or 18.28 mts.
This is not an assigned prope:ty. : : - i
In witness whereof the Vendor and Vendee have srgned on this Deed of Sale on‘ the date,

menth and year mentioned above.
The Urban Land Cellmg Proceedings Order 26 No. 2141/83 (A1) Dt.

26-09-1983 as Pper Document No. 12268/ 1983.

The Urban Land Ceiling Proceedings Order 26 No. 1277/83 (A1) Dt.__.._._ '

02 -06-1983 as per Document No. 12273/ 1983

i

NAVARATNA ESTATES .  Mis.ARUNACONSTRUCTIONS-

MANAGING PARTNER . ' PROPRIETOR

'VENDEE : VENDOR

-absolutely- enJoy the said property wrthout" _'

'Sald property tra'isferred iR theiF rames |n : _
Munlchal Corporatlon and Revenue rer:ords and enJoy the aame wnth absclute nghts e

i"- ;.'..:,-.__.' .
. Assessment No..69500/4644 being Plot No. 19" & 20 of VUDA | Approved‘ Layout"



.- P\m ol

PAG&N@.&

([ VILLAGE __ S.No.
Madhavadharc 47 pert &
D.No. 4&_.

139-8-40/5/1

Rate/Sa.Yd. _ MarketValue)
Rs.24,000/- " Rs.1,29,10,000/-|

together w KC Sheet

i y J )
Jr

An amounl ol’ R: T, T4, ,sc'/ towards Def" cnt Stamp duty, Peglstrat.on Fee, TD USer

Charges, etc, is paid uncer Challana dated

At 2o OF SBI Dondaparthy Bra-nc_h, )

V|sakhapatnam. ' . /

NAVARATNA ESTATES

MANAGING PARTNEE. -
- VENDEE

WITNESSES :
L & 6’9655\’

¥

2. 0 warof et

Drafted by. VGopi nsﬁﬁa




- L.P.No.32/94, covered by Sy.Nos. 47 Part and 48 of Madhavadhara v:llage,"

HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT HYDERABAD
FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AND THE STATE OF ANDHRA PRADESH

WEDNESDAY, THE TWENTY.FIFTH DAY OF NOVEMBER,
TWO THOUSAND AND FIFI'EEN

‘PRESENT:" R ’
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE, C. V.NAG_ARJUNA REDDY"

. WPMP.NO: 441 62 of - 2015
N

: WP.NO: 34346 of 2015

Betweenr B

Seetharaman Badri Narayanan, S/o Radhakrishnan Seetharaman .

R/0 D.Nc.13-28-7/102, Puligedda Towers, Dandu Bazar Maharanlpet

Visakhapatnam \ﬁsakhapatnam Dlstrlct '

' : ...Petitioner
(Petltloner in WP 34346 of 2015

T -on the file of ngh Court)
AND_’ = . .

1 The State of A.P., Rep: by its Pri. Secretary, Revenue (Endowments)
Depzrtment, A.P: Secretariat, Hyderabad. -

.2 The Commissioner of Endowments, Andhra Pradesh Boggulakunta

Hyderabad.

3  Sri Varaha Lakshmi Narasimhaswamivafi Devasthanam rep: by its Executlve
Officer, Simhachalam, Vsakhapatnam Vlsakhapatnam District.

_ (Respondents in-do-) -
Counsel for the Petitioner ‘ Srl N. Subba Rao |
Counsel for Respondent Nos.1 & 2 :-GP. for Endowments. (AP)
Counsel for Respendent No.3 - Smt Lahtha -

Petltlcn under Section 151 of C.P.C. praylng that i m the clrcumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in the W.P., the High Court may be pleased to .direct the
respondents not to dlspossess the petitioner from the. property owned by the

petitioner to an-extent of 534 Sq. yards in Piot Nos.19 and 20 bearing Door No.39-8- "
- 40/5/1, Asst. Ncs.69500/4644 in the approved Layout bearing-L.P.N0o.32/24 covered

by Sy.Nos.47 part and 48-of Madhavadhara Village within the limits cf Greater

\flsakhapa-nam Municipal Corporation without following due process of law, pendmg"-- .
-disposal of WP N0.34346 of 2015 on the t” le of the ngh Court. :

The Court while dlrectmg issue of notlce to the Respondents herein to. show

. cause as t> why this application should. not be complied with, . made the followmg

order. (The receipt of this order will be deemed to.be, the recelpt of notice in the

case)

ORDER: ’ ’ . . ) ., .

Pending further orders, the respondents shall not dlspossess the-
petitioner from the extent of 534 sq. yards in plot Nos 19 and 20 bearing Door:

No.39-8-40/5/1, Asst. Nos. 69500[4644 -in * the approved Layout bearing

within the Ilmrts of Greater Vlsakhapatnam Mumclpal Corpbratlon, w:thout

following the due process oflaw. = - - - Y A

T L A - el "t
H T R L ST

o4/- K SRINIVASARAC .

T

: N ASSISTANT REGIS]

/ITRUE COPYJ/ ..
: qu ASSJSTA REG:STRAR

o

...Responderits



WPMP.NO

: .
TR IDGI | W N

1 The Pnncnpal Secretary, Re'venue (Endowments) Depaitment State of A.P.,
. AP. Secretanat Hyderabad.
The Commissioner of Endwnnents Andhra Pradesh Boggulakunta
Hyderabad.

" The Execut;ve Officer, Sri Varaha Lakshmi Naraslmhaswamlvan Devasthanam,
Simhachalam, Visakhapatriam, V'sakhapatnam Dlstrict
(Addressees 1 to 3 BY RPAD) . .
One CC to Sri N. Subba Rao, Advocate (OPUC)

Two CCs to the G.P. for Eng owments (AP) ngh Court, Hyderabad (OUT)
One Spare Copy. S e

w

soobd




HIGH COURT

CVNR,J
DATE: 25-11-2015."

.ORDER " -

 WPMP.NO: 44162 of 2015
WP.NO: 34346 of 2015.

.
1]

DIRECTION

d



MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION MISC. PETITION
(UNDER SEC. 151 OF THE C.P.C.)
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT
AMARAVATI

I.A. NO. OF 2025
‘IN
W.P. NO. OF 2025

Between:

Seetharaman Badri Narayan,

S/o. Radhrakrishnan Seetharaman,

Aged about 52 years,Resident of D.No. 13-28-7/102,
Pudigedda Towers,Dandu Bazar, Maharanipet,
Visakhapatnam,Visakhapatnam District. ... Petitioner

AND

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

2.The Commissioner of Endowments,
.Gollapudi, Vijayawada, N.T.R. District.

3.Sri Varaha Lakshmi Narasimhaswamivari Devasathanam,

Rep.by its Executive Officer, Simhachalam, . _

Visakahaptnam District. ‘ ...Respondents

For the reasons stated in the affidavit filed in support of the above

Writ Petition it is hereby prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased
to direct the respondents not to disposes the 'Petitioner from land
méasuring to an extent of 534 Sq.yards in Sy.No. 47 and 48 situated
at Madhvadhara Village, Visakhapatnam, Visakhapatnam District,
pending disposal of the above writ petition ) pending disposal of the
‘above writ petition and to pass such other order or orders, as this
Hon’ble Court may deems fit just and proper in tﬁé circumstances of
the case. . '

DATE: 03-02-2025 LD hAA —
'AMARAVATI Counsel for t?l)e Petitioner



psaupam _' -

iy

L

Swo 10dV

AOELZ00n

/7

I

il

I

]

OU)Ioh

“oN lUsweppgy,

N

e
GX ‘6""% P

VISAKHAPATNAM :  District

IN THE HIGH COURT OF
JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH

AT AMARAVATI
I.A.NO. - OF 2025
IN
W.P. NO. OF 2025

DIRECTION PETITION

!
'Filed by:

M/s.M.DEVI PRASAD(18696)
V.DUSHYANTH REDDY(22744)
SURYA TEJA ANUMOLU(24858)

Counsel for Petitioner
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