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MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETTTION
(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)
(UNDER ART. 226 OF THE CONSTZTUTION OF INDIA)

HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

W.P.NO. OF 2025
Between: .

1.M.Nataraj S/o M.V. Anand,
aged about 47 years, D.No.3-5-14,
R P road, Srisailam,Nandyal District
518101. .

2. A.Mallikarjuna S/o Veerabhadraiah,
aged about 43 years, D.No.2-4-14, -
R P road, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

3. T.Mohammad Rafi S/o Mahaboob lal,
aged adout 54 years, D.No.4-8-37,

Srigiri Colony, Srisailam, Nandyal District. .
4. D. Ramulamma W/o Linga Reddy,

aged about 81 vyears, D.No.2-4-12,

P G road, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

5.Myla Venkata Narayana S/o M. Subba Rao,
aged atout, 50 years, D.No.4-8-356-2,
Kottapeta, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

6. K.Sivaramakrishna S/o Subbanna,
aged about 43 years, D.No.1-1-53-2,
Yenugula Cheruvu Katta, Srisailam,
Nandyal District, 518101.

7.Shaik Nyamad S/o Shaik Murtaza,
aged about 39 years, H.No.2-3-3/1,
Lalitha Bazar, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

8.Shaik Mohammad Rafi S/o Murthuja Vali,
aged zbeut 46 years, D.No.4-8-410,
Srigiri Colony, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

9.Sayyad Mallik S/o Khadar, .
aged about 53 years, D.No.4-8-288,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.
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10.Dasari Sudhakar S/o Munidasu,
aged about 64 years, D.No.1-2-93,
Malamma Thota, Srisailam,

- Nandyal District,

11.Shaik Noorjahan Bi D/o Syed Murthaja Huseni,

Aged about 60 years, H.No.2-3-11,
P.G Road main line, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

12. Shaik Rahamatulla C/o Shaik Vali,
Aged about 28 years, D.No.4-7-131,
Kothapeta, VTC, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

13. Patan Jaffer bee W/o Hussain Khan,
Aged about 80 years, D.No.2-4-10,

P.G. Road, Near Vasavi Choultry,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

14. Mohammad Ali S/o Murthaja,

Aged about 49 years, Shop No. R Block 11,
Near Lalitambika Shopping Complex,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

15. Shaik Mahmad Basha S/o Mahbood Miya,
Aged about 64 years, D.No.1-2-173, Patalaganga,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

16. Shaik Jameel Ahmed S/o Shaik Abdul Majeed,
Aged about 54 years, D.No.2-3-6, P.G Road,
Srisailam, Nandyal District. '

17. T.Shaik Mahaboob Rabbani S/o Mahaboob lal,
Aged about 65 years, D.No.3-5-67, Kurnool,

Yadavasathram B Side, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

18. Sayyad Jilani Basha C/o Murtaja Hussain,
Aged about 53 years, Shop No. R Block 14,
Near Lalitambika Shopping Complex,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

19. Shaik Igbal C/o Abdul Hameed,

Aged about 47 years, D.No. 2-3-17, P.G Road,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

AND
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..Petitioner/s
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1. The State of A.P, Rep. by Principal
Secretary, Endowments Department,
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

2. The Commissioner,
Endowment Department ,Vijayawada,
NTR District.

3. Sri Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna Swamyvarla
Devastanam, Rep by its Executive Officer,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

..Respondent/s

The address for service on the above named Petitioners is that of
| their counsel Mojjada Hari Krishna (23279), Mandalika Kavya Sudha
(26077)),  Flat No.301, Comfort Homes,  Chinnakakani,
Mangalagiri,522503. '

For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, it is hereby
prayed this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to issue appropriate Writ,
Order or direction more particularly one in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus declaring the action of 2% and 3 Respondents in trying to
dispossess the petitioners from shops allotted bv the 31 respondent (Q
& R blocks) near Lalitambika Shopaing Complex, Srisailam, Nandyal
District by removing electricity without issuing any notice and without
taking into account the orders of this Hon'ble Ccurt in W.P No. 20266 of
2024 is being illegal, arbitrary and against the princ:ples of natural justice
and consequently direct the respondents to provide electricity and not
to dispossess the petitioners from their respective shops in Q & R blocks
near Lalitambika shopping Complex, Sri Bhremaramba Mallikarjuna
Swamyvarla Devastanam, Srisailam, Nardyal Cis:rict without taking into
censideration the orders of this Hon'ble Court in \W.P No. 20266 of 2024
and pass such other order or orders may deem fit and proper in the

circumstances of the case.
AMARAVATI Counset f&"tﬁejetitioner

DATE: 03.01.2025
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Nandyal  District

HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH
AT AMARAVAT'I

W.P. NO. OF 2025

M.Nataraj
..Petiticner

9. b

The State of A.P & Others
...Respondert

WRIT PETITION

Filed By:

M/s Mojjada Hari Krishna (23279)
Mandalika Kavya Sudha (26077))

Advocate

Counsel for Petitioner



|

el
ADESH AT AMARAVATI

HIGH CCURT OF ANDHRA P
W.P.NO.. of 2025
Betwzen; |
M.Nataraj '
; : ..Petitioner/s
AND . e -
The State of A.P & Others
: o .Respondent/s
LIST OF EVENTS
ANNEXURE - I
- ! Page Nos| Para No.
' S.No Date | Description of the Events in in

Affidavit| Affidavit

| The Preéent' Writ Petition is filed
. | questioning the inaction of 2nd

ard 3rd Respondents in fixing
the rents of shops. (Q & R

‘blocks) at vacent place allotted
1o petitioners near Lalitambika |
' Shopping  Complex  without
‘taking into account the location,
size of the shops and the |
facilities provided therein is

being illegal, arbitrary and

 €gainst the principles of natural

justice and contrary to orders

- passed by this Hon'b’e in WP

NO. 4037, 4414, 5599, 15516 of
2019 and W.P.Nos.1727 &
18744 of 2019.

- Sri Bhramarambika
Mallikarjuna * Swamy  varla
‘Deavasthanam’s, Srisailam is g

well-known and famous shrine
gedicated to Lord Shiva and
Devi Bhramarambika. A master
plar was formulated with a view
to improve the area arcund the
Temple. This master plan
required the authorities to

§



Bosh camiean i . o mbee gt
o PRLLRUSES RS e o e - e e SR ARG e

 d u; .

P

PN RS T AN

by

temeve a -large’ ‘number of

" |'structures around the temple
| and its surroundings. For this
purpose, the Temple authorities

to obviate litigation, " had:
negotiated with the persons ‘in
possession -of these structures
and obtained their consent for
vacating these structures on the
understanding that they would
be rehabilitated. In this process

the persons in‘possession of the |,

shops and establishments of

| certain areas, had handed over

the possession of their shops

and establishments to the|

temple .authorities.

-y AL . .

The petitioners are the persons, -
who are in possession of-various
premises and establishments in
Rathasala Post Office Road and
Patalaganga Road in Srisailam.
The 3rd Respondent temple had
offered to rehabilitate them by

allotting shops, on leasehold |
basis, in: the ‘Lalithambika | - -

Shopping Complex’ constructed
in Srisailam, by the 3rd
respondent-temple  if - they
would voluntarily vacate the
premises which are in their
possession.

16.08.2019

| This offer was made to about

170 occupants of various
premises in Srisailam including
the petitioners herein. As the
3rd respondent-temple sought
to conduct an auction of the
leasehold rights of the shops in
the ‘Lalithambika Shopping
Complex’ in March, 2019, April,

1 2019 and August, 2019, some

of the 170 persons mentioned
above had -approached this,
Court by way of W.P.N0.4037,
4414 and 5599 of 2019 seeking
a direction from this Court to,
cancel the said auction:
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26.09.2019

21,10.2021 |

proceedings and to allot shops

to the petitioners . therein, in |

accordance with the ezrlier

offer made by the 3rd|"
‘respondent-temple. Even while

these - writ petitions were
pending, the auction of the
leasehold rights of these shops

‘rare said to have been!

conducted ~ by the 3rd

respondent-temple on
116.08.2019 / 18.08.2019 and |
subsequently the Commissianer |

Endowments, by proceedings
Rc.N0.D2/14025 (34)/18/2019,

dated 26.09.2019 had cancelled |
| the said auction. Aggrieved by

the said cancellation, the

' persons, who had participated

in the auction and were

"declared as highest bidders for

various shops, had approached
this  Court by way of
W.P.Nc.15516 of 2019 and
18744 of 2019. All the aforesaid

writ petitions were disposed of |

by this Hon'ble Court by way of

a' common order dated |

21.10.2021 with certain
directions being issued to the

i authorities. The relevant
directions relating to these |

petitioners was that, the 3rd

respondent-temple was |

directed to fix a fair rent for the
shops in the shopping complex
and obtain approval of the rent

 fixed from the 2nd Respondent. |

10.11.2023

The 3rd respondent-temple and

the Commissioner |
' Endowments, in pursuance of

the directions of this Court in
'W.PN0.1727, 4037, 4414, 5599,
15516 and 18744 of 2019, after
conducting lottery (DIP) passed
allotment orders Vide
proceedings R.C.No.

10
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C2/4820/2018, dt: 10.11.2023
a vacant plot of 160 sft was
offered to 24 members along
with petitioners herein and fixed
certain amounts as rents for the
various:  shops in  the
‘Lalithambika Shopping

| Complex and named the blocks

as Q &R

| The 2nd respondents issued |

proceedings vide D.Dis.
No.D2/COE14025(51)/13/2024

| to extend the lease period from

3 to 11 years and enhancement
of 30 % over the then existing
license fee for every year from
the date of handing over the
plot plus GST were allotted to
21 members out of them one
member C. Nagaraju was
allotted a vacant plot at
primary health center about
20x35 (700 SFT) and rent was
fixed at Rs 60/- per SFT and
another member G.
Mallikarjuna  was  allotted
vacant plot 20x 35 beside
Siddaramappa Shopping
Complex and rent was fixed at
Rs 70/- per SFT and the
petitioners herein are also
sharing a vacant plot and were
granted Rs 27000/- for 10x 16
(160 SFT) which is very high

when compared to other two |

members.

11

The Electricity meters,
constructions of the shops were
laid down by the Petitioners at
their own expenses, whereas
the shops allotted to the
tenants in J,K,L blocks who are
not petitioners herein in

| Lalitambika Shopping Complex

were given electricity, already
constructed shops and the
respondents have fixed the

14




15.08.2024

rents as same as the tenants in
the shopping complex which is
highly unreasonable. In this
regard I made Representation
dated 15.08.2024 to, 3rd

respondent but they have not

considered it.

As there was no response from
the respondents, I have filed

' W.P N0.20266 of 2024 being

aggrieved by the rent fixed by
the 2nd and 3rd respondent-
temple contending that the rent
fixed was exorbitant and the

| petitioners should be granted a
reduced rate of rent.

Questioning the inaction of
respondents in fixing the rents
of shops (Q & R blocks) at

jvacant place allotted to

petitioners near Lalitambika
Shopping  Complex  without
taking into account the location,
Size of shops and facilities

provided therein is being illegal, |

arbitrary and against the
principles of natural and
contrary to orders passed by
this Hon'ble Court in Ww.p
N0.4037,4414,5599,15516  of
2019 and W.P N0.1727 & 18744

[of 2019. ¢

15

110.09.2024

W.P N0.20266 of 2024 was filed |

on 10.09.2024 and the Hon'ble

- Court was pleased to order “The
| Writ Petition is disposed of,

directing the 3rd respondent to

 dispose of the representation

dated 15.08.2024 submitted by

the petitioners and pass |
. appropriate orders pursuant to

the common order dated
21.10.2021 passed in
W.P.N0s.1727 of 2019 and
batch, within a period of two
(02) months from the date of
receipt of a copy of this order.

' There shall be no order as te

16
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| costs. Till date respondents
have ot taken any action
pursuant to orders of this
Hon’ble Court.

As things stood thus, on 31-12- |
2024, the 3rd Respondent
without any prior notice or |
intimation removed the
electricity supply for the shops |
of the Petitioners for want of
rents and also warned the
Petitioners of dire |
consequences if they open the
shops without payment of
rents.

9. 31.12.2024 18

ANNEXURE-II

Under Article 226 of Constitution of India.

| J |
AMARAVATI Courisel forﬁ;é‘mrmwer/s

DATE: 03.01.2025
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HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI
W.P. NO.

OF 2025

Between:

ke i . s

1.M.Nataraj S/o M.V. Anand,

aged about 47 years, D.No.3-5-14, .
R P road, Srisailam,Nandyal District
518101. '

| L
2. A.Mallikarjuna S/o Veerabhadraiah,
aged about 43 years, D.No.2-4-14,
R P road, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

3. T.Mohammad Rafi S/o Mahaboob lal,
aged about 54 years, D.No.4-8-37,
Srigiri Colony, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

4. D. Ramulamma W/o Linga Reddy,
aged about 81 years, D.No.2-4-12,
P G road, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

5.Myla Venkata Narayana S/o M. Subba Rao,
aged about, 50 years, D.No.4-8-356-2,
Kottapeta, Srisailam, Nandyal District,

6. K.Sivaramakrishna S/o Subbanna,

aged about 43 years, D.Nc.1-1-53-2,
Yenugula Cheruvu Katta, Srisailam,

Nandyal District, 518101.

7.Shaik Nyamad S/o Shaik Murtaza,
aged about 39 years, H. Nc.2-3-3/1,
Lalitha Bazar, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

8.Shaik Mohammad Rafi S/o Murthuja Vali,
aged about 46 years, D.No.4-8-410,
Srigiri Colony, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

|
9.Sayyad Mallik S/o Khadar, :
aged about 53 years, D.No.4-8-288,
Srisailam, Nandyal District. '

{
10.Dasari Sudhakar S/o Munidasu, '
aged about 64 years, D.No.1-2-93,



\>

Malamma Thota, Srisailam, =~
Nandyal District.

11.Shaik Noorjahan Bi D/o Syed Murthaja Huseni,
Aged about 60 years, H.No.2-3-11,
P.G Road main line, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

12. Shaik Rahamatulla C/o Shaik Vali,
Aged about 28 years, D.No.4-7-131,
Kothapeta, VTC, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

13. Patan Jaffer bee W/o Hussain Khan,
Aged about 80 years, D.No.2-4-10,

P.G. Road, Near Vasavi Choultry,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

14. Mohammad Ali S/o Murthaja,

Aged about 49 years, Shop No. R Block 11,
Near Lalitambika Shopping Complex,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

15. Shaik Mahmad Basha S/o Mahbood Miya,
Aged about 64 years, D.No.1-2-173, Patalaganga,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

16. Shaik Jameel Ahmed' S/o Shaik Abdul Majeed,
Aged about 54 years, D.No.2-3-6, P.G Road,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

17. T.Shaik Mahaboob Rabbani S/o Mahaboob lal,

Aged about 65 years, D.No.3-5-67, Kurnool,

Yadavasathram B Side, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

18. Sayyad Jilani Basha C/o Murtaja Hussain,
Aged about 53 years, Shop No. R Block 14,
Near Lalitambika Shopping Complex,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

19. Shaik Igbal C/o Abdul Hameed,
Aged about 47 years, D.No. 2-3-17, P.G Road,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

AND
1. The State of A.P, Rep. by Principal

Secretary, Endowments Department,
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

..Petitioner



2. The Commissione, '

Endowment Department ,Vijayawada,
NTR District.

3. Sri Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna Swamyvarla

Devastanam, Rep by its Executive Officer,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

..Respbndent
AFFIDAVIT

I, M. Nataraj, S/o M.V. Anand, aged about 47 vears, D.No.3-5-14,
RProad, Srisailam, Nandyal District, 518101, row having temporarily
come down to AMARAVATI, do hereby solemnly and sincerely affirm and

state as follows:

1. 1 :c,ubmit that I am the 1%t Petitioner herein end as such I am well
acquainted with the facts of the case. Iam filing this affidavit on behalf

of other petitioners as well.

2. I'further submit that since the cause of action of all the petitioners
herein is.one and the same, we are filing a single writ petition. However,

as required under writ rules, separate court fee is paid herewith. ,

3. I submit that the present Writ Petition is ﬁled'questioning the
action of 2" and 3 Respondents in trying to dispossess te petitioners
from shops allotted by the 3" respondent (Q & R blocks) near

Lalitambika Shopping Ccmplex, Srisailam, Nandyal District without




1<
taking into account the orders of this Hon'ble Court in W.P No. 20266 of

2024 is being illegal, arbitrary and against the principles of natural

justice.

4. 1 submit that Sri Bhramarambika Mallikarjuna Swamy Varla
Devasthanam'’s, Srisailam is a well-known and famous shrine dedicated
to Lord Shiva and Devi Bhramarambika. A master plan was formulated
wifh a view to improve the area around the Temple. This master plan
required the authorities to remove a large number of structures around
the temple and its surroundings. For this purpose, the Temple
authorities to obviate litigation, had negotiated with the fpersons in
possession of these structures and obtained their consent for vacating
these structures on the understanding that they would be retabilitated.
In this process the persons in possession of the shops and
establishments of certain areas, had.handeq over the possession of their

shops and establishments to the temple authorities.

5. I submit that the petitioners are the persons, who are in possession
of various premises and establishments in Rathasala Post Office Road
and Patalaganga Road in Srisailam. The 3rd Respondent tample had
offered to rehabilitate them by allotting shops, on leasehold tasis, in the
‘Lalithambika Shopping Complex’ constructed in Srisailam, by the 3rd
respondent-temple if they would voluntarily vacate the premises whict:

are in their possession.



6. I submit that this offer was made to about 170 occupants of various
premises in Srisailam including the petitioners herein. As the 3rd
respondent-temple sought to conduct an auction of the leasehold rights
of the shops in the *Lalithambika Shopping Complex’ in March, 2019,

April, 2019 and August, 2019, some of the 170 persons mentioned above

 had approached this Coyt by way of W.P.N0.4037, 4414 and 5599 of

2019 seexing a direction from this Court to cancel the said auctibn
proceedings and to allot shops to the petitioners therein, in accordance
with the earlier offer made by the 3rd respondent—temple; Even While
these writ petitions were pending, the.auction of the Ieésehold rights of
these shops are said 0 have been cénducted by the 3rd respondent-
temple on 16.08.2019 / 18.08.2919 and subsequently the Commissioner
Endowments, by proceedings Rc.No.D2/14025 (34)/18/2019, dated
26.09.2019 .had cancélled the said auction. Aggrieved .by the said
cancellation, the persons, who had participated in the auction and were
declared as highest bidders for various shops, had approached this Court
by way of W.P.N0.15516 of 2019 and 18744 of 2019. All the aforesaid
writ petitions were dissosed of by thiS Hon’ble Court by way of a

common order dated 21.10.2021 with certain directions being issued to
the authorities. The relevant directions relating to these petitioners was
that, the 3rd respondent-temple was directed to fix a fair rent for the

shops in the shopping complex' and obtain approval of the rent fixed

from the 2" Respondent.



Civsezea . Rl PG O R VN Uk DA R L Lo

7. 1 submit that the some of the sitting tenants had filed WP No.30543
of 2021 the main issues raised in the writ petition, the claim of the
petitioners is that they were offered the leasehold rights of these shops
as rehabilitation for vacating the premises which are in their possession.
The petitioners have not' vacated these premises and as such they
cannot claim any vested right to be allotted shops in the ‘Lalithambika
Shopping Complex as they continue to remain in the shops'and premises
in their possession. There is no compulsion for the petitioners to accept
the rents fixed by the respondents and to shift into the ‘Lalithambika
S‘hppping Complex'. It is always open to the petitioners not to accept the
rent or shift into ‘Lalithambika Shopping Complex’ and continue to
remain in the shops and premises, which are presently in their
possession, subject to having a valid lease and payment of rents

regularly.

8. I further submit that this Court by orders passed on 08.02.2022, in
the Review Petitions filed in W.P.N0s.4037, 4414, 5599, 15516 of 2019
and W.P.Nos.1727 & 18744 of 2019 had set aside the said order of this
Court dated 21.10.2021. Thereafter, this court, after hearing the mattars
afrésh, had disposed of these writ petitions, by a common judgement
today. In this order, this court had directed the 2nd respond'ent to fix
he rent afresh, after considering all the relevant factors. This Court had

also directed that even non Hindus may participate in the process,



1§
subject to the condition that any allotment made to them would abide
by the result of SLP.(c). N0.1989 of 2020 and C.C.No.881 of 2021. As
such, there is no-violation of' the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Court
- and left it to open sitting tenémts to éither accept the rents fixed by the
2nd respondent and shift to Lalithambika Complex, in accordance with
the directions given, by this court, in W.P..No.1727 of 2019 and bétch or |

to reject the .same.
1
| ‘
9. I submit that the petitioners and some of the sitting tenants have

| filed W.P No. 40919 of 2022 “to issue a writ, order or direction,. nature
of Writ of MANDAMUS declaring the action of the respondent i.e. Sri
Bramaramba Mallikarjuna Swahyvari Devastanam Srisailam. Nandyal
~ District, represented by its Executiva Officer in trying to take possession
of the shops belonging to thel petitioner, without following the due
process of resorting to denial of the 2ssential Iaw' as contemplated under
Section 83 of the Endowments /;\ct and by servicas o power and water

and by taking the help of the respondents 3to 6 in undertaking the said

action illegal, arbitrary, opposed to law, one without jurisdiction.
l

10. T submit that the 3rd respo'ndent-temple and the Commissioner
Endowments, in pursuance of thé directions of this Court in W.P No.
1727,4037,4414,5599,15516 anc 18744 of 2019, after conducting
lottery (DIP) passed allotment orders  Vide proceedings

R.C.N0.C2/4820/2018, dt: 10.11.2023 a vacant plot of 160 sft was
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offered to 24 members along with petitioners herein and fixed certain

amounts as rents for the various shops in the ‘Lalithambika Shoppir.g

Complex and named the blocks as Q & R".

11. T submit that on 06.03.2024 the 2™ respondents issued proceedings
vide D.Dis.No.D2/COE-14025(51)/13/2024 to extend the lease period
from 3 to 11 years and enhancement of 30 % over the then existing
license fee for every year from the date of handing over the plot plus
GST were allotted to 21 members out of them one member C. Nagaraju
was allotted a vacant plot at primary health center about 20x35 (700
SFT) and rent was fixed at Rs 60/- per SFT and another member G.
Mallikarjuna was allotted vacant plot 20x 35 beside Siddaramappa
Sh'opping Complex anc rent was fixed at Rs 70/- per SFT and the
petitioners herein are also sharing a vacant plot and were granted Rs
27000/- for 10 x 16 (160 SFT) which is very high when compared to

other two members.

12. T submit that the respondents have not followed orders of this
Hon'ble Court in WP No. 1727,4037,4414,5599,15516 and 18744 of
2019 wherein there were certain directions which were not “ollowec by
these respondents

“In the light of the above, these writ petitions are being disposed of with

the following directions:



B. The Executive Officer of the Temple, subject to the approval of the
Commissioner, Endowments, after taking into account the location and
size of the shops, shall fix a fair rent for the shops in Lalithambika

Shoppirg Complex, within three weeks from today.

C. After fixation of fair rent, the Executive officer shall call upon the
displaced tenants who were earlier in the 156 shops/ canteens/
structures and the 14 Godowns on Rathashala Post office road and
Patalganga Road, except persons who do not profess the Hindu faith, to
give their willingness tc pay the rents fixed by the Executive Officer

within two weeks of the notice being given to the said tenants.”

13. I humbly submit that the Electricity meters, constructions of the
shops were laid down by the Petitioners at their own expenses, whereas
the shops allotted to the tenants in J,K,L blocks who are not petitioners
herein in Lalitambika Shopping Complex were given electricity, already
constructed shops and the respondents have fixed the rents as same as
the tenants in the shopping complex ‘which is highly Qnreasonable. In
this regard I made Representation cated 15.08.2024 to 31 respondent

but they have not considered it.

14. I submit that as there was no resconse from the respondents, I have
filed W.P N0.20266 of 2024 being aggrieved by the rent fixed by the 2nd

and 3rd respondent-temple contending that the rent fixed was
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exorbitant and the petitioners shouild be granted a reduced rate of rert,
questioning fhe inaction of respondents in fixing the rents of shops (Q &
R blocks) at vacant place allotted to petitioners near Lalitambika
Shopping Complex without taking into account the location, Size of
shops and facilities provided therein is being illegal, arbitrary and against
the principles of natural and contrary to orders passed by this Hon'ble
Court in W.P No0.4037,4414,5599,15516 of 2019 and W.P No.1727 &

18744 of 2019.

15. I submit that W.P No.20266 of 2024 was filed on 10.9.2024 and
the Hon'ble Court was pleased to order “The Writ Petition is disposed of,
directing the 3rd respondent to dispose of the representation dated
15:08.2024 submitted by the petitioners and pass approgriate orders
pursuant _to the common order dated 21.10.2021 passed in
W.P.N0s.1727 of 2019 and batch, within a period of two {02) months
from the date of receipt of a copy of this order. There shall be no order
as to costs. Till date respondents have not taken any action pursuant to

orders of this Hon'ble Court.

16. I submit that the even after completion of two months neither did
the 3™ Respondent consider the representation of the Petitioners nor did
he intimate the Petitioners with regard to any progress made With
reépect to the representation submitted by the Petitioners. Even then

the Petitioners with great hope have been waiting for a reply from the



3'¢ Respondent as per the order passed by the Hon’ble High Court. We
have made representation to 3" raspondent on 10.10.2024 but there

was no action taken.

17. 1 submit that as things stood thus, on 31-12-2024, the 3rd
‘ ‘Respondent without any prior notice or intimation removed the

electricity supply for the shops of the Petitioners for want of rents and
| also warned the Petiioners of dire consequences if they open the shops

without paYmerit of rents.

18. I submit that the Petitioners are willing to pay the rents for the shops.
But it is pertinent to note that there is no clarity over how much amount
of rent should be paid to the 3rd Respondent. Further, the 3 Respondent
has miserably failed to intimate the Petitioners over the same without

considering the répresentation and passing the order.

19.1In the circumstances. stated above, the petitioner has no efficacious
alternative remedy, except to seek the redressal before this Hon'ble
Court seeking: the indulgence of this Hon'ble Court tc- exercise the
extraordinary originat jurisdiction vested in this Hon’ble Court by virtue

of Article 226 of the Constitution of India.

20.The petitioner has not fited any writ petition, suit or other proceedings

for the rzlief or relieves sought herein.
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21. It is therefore prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to
issue appropriate Writ, Order or direction more particularly one in the
nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of 2" and 3
Respondents in trying to dispossess the petitioners from shops allotted
by. the 3 respondent (Q -& R blocks) near Lalitambika Shopping
Complex, Srisailam, Nandyal District by removing electricity without
issuing any notice and without taking into account the orders of this
Hon'ble Court in W.P No. 20266 of 2024 as being illegal, arbitrary and
against the principles of natural justice and consequently direct the
respondents to provide electricity and not to dispossess the petitioners
from their respective shops in Q & R blocks near Lalitambika shopping
Complex, Sri Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna Swamyvarla Devastanam,
Srisailam, Nandyal District without taking into consideration the orders
qf this Hon'ble Court in W.P No. 20266 of 2024 and pass such other
order or orders may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the

case.

22. 1t is also just and necessary that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased
to direct the respondents to provide electricity and maintain Status quo
with respect to the shops of petitioners in Q & R blocks near Lalitambika
shopping Complex, Sri Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna Swamyvaria

Devastanam, Srisailam, Nandyal District pending disposal of the above
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writ petition and pass such' other ordar or ordars may deem fit and

proper in the circumstances of the casa.

l
last page corrs. }
Solemnly and sincerely affirm this
the day of 03.01.2025 l
and signed his name in my prasence.

Deponent

GEFORE ME
) ‘ R !
| ADVOCATE :: AMARAVATI
{f
VERIFICATION STATEMENT

I, M. Nataraj Sjo M.V. Anaﬁd, aged about 47 years, D.No.3-5-14,
R P road, Srisailam, Nandyal District, 518101, now having temporarily
come down to AMARAVATI, do hereby solamnly and sincerely affirm and
state as follows: , being the petitioner/ person acquainted with the facts
do hereby verify and state that the contents of the above paras of the
Affidavit are true and corract to.the best of my kno: wledge. The above
contents are typed under i my lnstructlons and same are read over and

explained to me in vernacular language. Hence verified at AMARAVATI
on this the day of 03.01.2025.

Advocate Deponent
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The Executive Officer,
Srisaila Devasthanam, Srisailam.

1
'

Subject : Sri Lalithambika Commercial Complex of Q & R Blocks of Q1
/Q2/Q3/Q4/Q5/Q6/Q7-/ Q11 / Q12 and R4 /R7/R8/R9/R10
/R11/R12 /R13/ R14 / R17 total 19 shops as per the orders of the
Hon’ble  court of W.P.N0.20266/17.C9.2024 of monthly rents —
Regarding. :

- Oooo0 -
A ]
Our shops which have been ccing business for he last 40, 50 years on R.P /

P.G Road were removed from there as part of the development of the temple and
th:e Hon'ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh W.P.N0.40919/27-12-22 as per the order
tc give us a suitable place, on 10.12.2023, the order has beern given to allot vacant

plats by Dip with the size of 10'6 x 16 in the name of Q & R Blocks.
1
!
According to the order, we removed and cleaned the garbage in the empty
Space and got NOC for the Current Meter ihrough Tamari, it took about 3 to 4
months to get the Current Meter in the name of the Executive Officer and establish

the Current Connection to the shops, sir. |

On 04.06.2023 the Devasthanam: issued natice dt: 10.12.2023 to 10.12.2024
to pay rent for one (1) year at once. }i

Meanwhie, we have opened skcps on 'the date. On 01.03.2024, since then
We have submitted a petition that we will pay rent. But, Tamaru Allotment is eog
Re:t, ) ‘ |

Sri Lalithambika Commercial Complex :of 24 Shoas & 50% Rent Discount,
Opposite PHC Shri C. Nagaraju was allctied Rs.60/- per foot and Mr. Suryanarayana
was allotted Rs.70/- per foot next to Sri Sicdhi Ramappa Commercial Complex.
Similarly, we have submitted a petition on 15.08.2024 not to reduce the rent to

Rs.50/- per floor. '

|
|
1
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However, as no admissibility was found by Tamari, we approached the
Hon'ble High Court vide W.P.N0.20266/24 (Court orders in this regard are attached.)
And recently Mr. K.V. Ramana has given orders to allot them opposite CRO Office at
Rs.45/- per sq.ft as per orders.

Therefore, out of our kindness, we are praying more and more to do justice
to us as per Rs.45/- per leg as given to them by Mr. KV Ramana.

Yours Truly,

of\-10)10f502y



APHC010395342024
6 IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH
npiin s AT AMARAVATI [3310]
[=]; (Special Original Jurisdiction)
TUESDAY ,THE SEVENTEENTH DAY OF SEPTEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FOUR
PRESENT
THE HONOURABLE DR JUSTICE K MANMADHA RAO
WRIT PETITION NO: 20266/2024
S T EITON NO: 20266/2024
Between:
M Netaraj and Others -.PETITIONER(S)
B AND
The State Of Andhra Pradesh and Others -..RESPONDENT(S)

Counsel for the Petitioner(S):
1.SRIDHAR TUMMALAPUDI

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

The Court made the following:

ORDER:

The Writ Petition is filed under Article 226 of the C

seeking the following relief:

onstitut'on of India,

".....declaring the inaction of 2 and 3° Responder.is ir fixing tre rents
of shops (Q and R blocks) at vacant piace allotted to petitioners near
Lalitambika Shopping Complex without taking into account the locaticn, size
of the shops and the facilities provided thereir.as being illegal, arbitrary and

against the principles of natural Justice
respondents to fix a fair and impartial rate of rent per SFT of
near Lalitambika Shopping Complex taking int> account the

and conseguently direct the

Q and R blocks
location, size of



the shops and the facilities which were given to petitioners and pass such
other order or orders......"

2.  Heard learned counsel for the petitioners, learned Assistant
Government Pleader for Endowments, appearing for the respondents 1 and 2
and Mr.G.Ramana Rao, learned Standing Counsel, appearing for the 3™

respondent.

3. Thouch the petitioners made several allegations against the
respondents, during hearing, learned counsel for the petitioners limited his
request to cispose of the representation dated 15.08.2024 subm’tted by the

petitioners, without touching the merits of the case.

4, On the other hand, learned Standing Counsel, appearing for the 3™
respondent, readily agreed to dispose of the representation submitted by the

petitioners, if any, pending with the respondent-authorities.

5. In view of the submission of the learned Standing Counsel, | need not
decide the truth or otherwise of the allegations made in the petition. This
Court is conscious that no such direction be issued, in view of the Judgment of
the Honourable Apex Court in “The Government of India v. P.Venkatesh'”,
wherein the Honourable Apex Court held that such orders'may make for a

quick or easy disposal of cases in overburdened adjudicatory institutions. But,

12019 (8) SCALE 544
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they do no service to the cause of justice. Hence, I'find no other alternative

except to issue such direction.

6. In the result, the Writ Petition is disposed of, directing the
|

3™ respondent to dispose of the representation dated 15.08.2024 submitted

by the petitioners and Pass appropriate orders pursuant to the common order

dated 21.10.2021 passed in W.P.Nos.1727 of 2019 and batch, within a period

of two (02) months from the date of receipt cf a copy of this order. There shall

be no order as to costs.

As a sequel, miscellaneous applications pending, if any, shall stand

closed.

DR. K. MANMADHA RAO, J.
ARR




Office of the Commissioner,
Endowments Department,
A.P., Vijayawada.

D.Dis.No.D2/COE-14025(51)/13/2024, Dt.06/03/2024.

Sub: Endowments Department — Sri Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna Swamyvarla

Ref :

Devasthanam, Srisailam, Nandyal District — License rights in respect of (15)

vacant plots in Q & R blocks of Lalitambika Complex and (1) vacant plot at.
primary health center and (1) vacant plot besides Sri Siddaramappa Shopping .

Complex — Granted for (3) years - Corrigendum to the words (3) years as (11)
years from the date of handing over of the plots and with a license fze
enhancement of 30% over the then existing license fee, for every three years +

GST as per norms subject to the result of litigation pending — Issued.

1) Rc.No0.C2/4820/2018, Dt.14.02.2023, 06.08.2023 & 29.10.2023 from the

Executive Officer of the subject devasthanam.

2) This office Re.No.D1/COE-14025(34)/75/2023-1, Dt.04.11.2623,
3) Rc.No.C2/3574/2023, Dt.30.10.2023 from the Executive Officer of the

subject devasthanam
4) This office D.Dis.No.D1/COE-14025(34)/85/2023, Dt.05.11.2023.
5) Rc.No.C2/4820A/2018, Dt.19.01.2024 from the Executive Officer of the

subject devasthanam
6) This office K.Dis.No.D2/COE-14025(51)/4/2024, Dt.01.02.2024.
7) Endt.No.1691/2024, Dt.24.01.2024 from the Hon’ble Dy.Chief Minister

(Endowments), Government of A.P.
8) Endt.No.1814/2024, Dt.08.02.2024 from the Hon’ble Dy.Chief Minister

{Endowments), Government of A.P.
9) Representation of as many as (19) Jicensees of Q&R blocks, (1) licensee of

vacant plot at PHC and (1) licensee of vacant plot besides Sri Siddaramappa
Shopping Complex submitted to this office on 04.03.2024.

% ok ok ook %k k

In due consideration of the representation 9% cited and in exercise of the

powers vested as per proviso to Rule 12(2) of the APC & HRI and Endowments

Immovable Properties and Other Rights (Other than Agricultural Lands) Leases and

KN

-
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| 2)
Licenses Rules, 2023, the Comfni.ssioner. Endowments Department, AP Vijayawada

‘hereby issues the tollowing corrigendum to the orders issued in the references 28d 4th

and 6% cited in respect of the licensess annexeé below :

“Read the words (3) years as (11) years from the date of handing over of
the vacant plots and with a license fee enhancement ¢f 30% over the then existing

license fee, for every three years + GST as per nbrms,.

."t I

- Annexure -
1
. i
S1.Nolsho Lgltgggb?;leo k| Open I[\Iari]e of the  |This office order No. &
: PP gdet‘ aﬂg site + licensee Date.
. - i Rc.No.D1/COE- -
1 QBlock . | 3 32, I;fl'f,a;al{al- d  [14025(34)752003.1, |\
- I 04.11.9003
. Sri A'Mallikarjuna
2 Q Block 2 Slo ; ‘ -DO- %
' A.Veerabhadraiah
, ‘ Sri T.M.D.Rafj - 2%
3 QBlock 3 5/0 Mahabooblal -DO- ‘
| Smt. D.Ramulamma W
4 Q2 Block 4 W/o Linga Reddy -DO- , ‘
- Sti M -V.Narayana !
2 - QBlock > S/0 Subba Rao -DO- 6
. S1i K.Siva
6 Q Block ‘ 6  |[Ramakrishna -DO- C
' /o Subbanna
- Sti SNyamad =~ 'l
rd - -
7 Q Block " Ko Mu rthuja - DO ,
' Sri S Mohammad o
8 Q Block 11 Rafi - . -DO- )
5/0 Murthuja
: 5 [Sri S.Malik ! ' 7
) Q Block 12 S0 Khadar Bashg -DO- \
: Sri D.Sudhakar i 10
i0 R Block 4 5/0 Munidas . -DO- .
, Smt Noorjahan Bee |
11 R Block 7 W/o Ameer Bashe -DO- !
12 R Block 8 Br N -DO- \ v
5. K. Rahamthulla




S/o Vali |
Smt P Jaffer Bee
13 :R Block 9 /o Hussinkhan -DO-
Sri T.Mohammad '
14 R Block 10 Al -DO-
S/o Murthuja
Sri S.M.Basha
15 R Block 11 ks/0 Mahaboob Miya -DO-
Sri S.Jameel
16 R Block 12 |Ahamad -DO-
. . S/c Abdul Mazeed
Sri T.M.Rabbani
17 R Block | 13 Is/0 Mahaboob Lal -DO-
' Sri S.Jilani Basha
18 R Block 14 S/o S.Murthuja | -DO-
j Hussin
| " [Sri S.1qubal .
19 R Block 17" ls/o Abdul Hameed -DO-
. D.Dis.No.D1/COE-
20 { Vacantplotat PHC |Hotsl {Sri C.Nagaraju 14025(34)/£5/2023,
| Dt.06.11.2023
Vacantplotat S | k. K.Dis.No.D2/COE-
21 | Siddaramappa Shopping | Horel Survanaravan 14025(51)/4/2024,
‘ Complex [M.Suryanarayana Dt.01.02.2024

The Executive Officer of the subject devasthanam shall 1ake further necessary

actior: accordingly.

'S Satvanarayana
Commissioner
To: , -~
The Executive Officer, Sri Bhramaramba Mallikatjuna Swaryvarla Devasthanam,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

Digitally Signed by S
Satyanarayana

Dale: 06-03-2024 18:29:07
Reason: Approved
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SBLODD T G Evalevy) @géé)s o5 W.P.No.1727, 4037, 4414,5599, 5516 &
18744 of 2019, D.03.03.2022 wegoe RP.& P.G.Road HOED Existing Tenants 5000 § eDecony
o5 S0RPE) D0SD PO BEraoNS BWBOIJERIOT D IO (3) Gt
BT, '

DEB TED G 0D PIID GBEEINV000 B0.17.062022 3 § Bogrsd
Bgegeaotno Do § e&)@éws rood oRE) DoBD YO DIP PBBroDr, DB DIP
080D Do Edwo 24 od IS ;ﬁ"é)‘gbonnaﬁlé). DADS o 8.08.08.2022 I
IPE0BPO0  DERTFOSOLH if)ése)'.). (508 | 20830, =D, JBH B0D VGErOIHERS
DBPEOHBOBD VTVs SO0 HOD VT Scrioods 2s0890.

BLDY TED &é&é.a"éo‘nész_{)m 0 ém.@.n.aqee S erb D estued’ Do
DOJ S 2d TP, DEH @@mw Sitting Tenants &°th oS S8y EBICS HEesE §
oDerons o SPoRE) H08D Syod ééifowo;» BoDBORIDOE D ITDE (4) THO° LD
[T L. " | } - |

DS GBBDHN000D Sitting TenOnfs 08 Seftoen arb Soscr, oIp oegoe Sérroxo)
BanDORIOT DDA, VBB DYCHHD PSSHL B0.08.122022 3 § DPSHD
BerRgrain0iEn0 50t DIP D8EPoNr @othds 101 éobm a»a:mmé»p. BLODHO TOD Giyd
TYAD  PSID  SSER PSPERN WADD 39 rPon E8.22.12.2022 :6 288085 Seo
DGRPoHS 220OHID. . ‘

S0D0 DIP HEcHS® @vé:k)a)_ Sif*ﬁng Tenants 65?\): 9 00O CHS I FTEDH Bayes &gaDd
Dpe0Em B0 W.P.N0.40167 of 2022 megor wpen Scmno DB @geEn DO 108 5 HEW
So Petitioners © aP)oH Jr@ah Status quo & K)J"a)é (5) S8 wTe ard 3%)&:61):0383.
@O 24 o) Sirfing Tenants a0 &re® W.P.No. 40919 of 2022 TP50° S5 TR WAL,
DD argeIn BOED  Pefifioners ©H a0 @Y, whod SBH Hoiwes Browom
FahdebIOo° B ﬁ&)é 6) wesoe esg’g'éa;gel) ‘It is open for the périf/oners fo approach the
Devasthanaom / Devas?honam';ven for the allofment of the shops as per the orders of this Court
passed earfier dated -10.11.2022 ond 08.03.2022: /-;or the inferagnum period, 1o run their business
they can makg opplications individually fo the devasthanam and if so, they shall be provided in o
suitable place, pending furlhier orders” SO, VS ehoin 0800 2.8 DHD Bow
o 508D erwroh 2.8 P drgd Siranod) Sanows GO0 BOAID.

RS SBEOBHO0D W.P.N0.40167 of 2022 HCED Foso O H08 EENE-Kesh
5 Mond IrEdH YOS S SERD AYAVTRD. DED B oS § ENYR S TO
80.03.12.2022 3 2033 DIP I05 PO &) JODAHROKDD L0008 JrEdH e
Séranoy) SosnerH DL ONVODANTED.

SeHHD W.P.No.40919 of 2022 &30 24 008 Petitioners ©&% Jwrto darwrtoed Bokw
AP SDAI0E0D 21 00D DG Serono) S DEADHD FEL WOAID.
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EVATSY W.ENO.4015, of 2022 S 4 TR Sy W.2.No.40919
T § RN Soe dwBc Isgy ps o6, TERWIOG  Ep,
S0 § oDerozx F&0B 5038, S0 4 K& L apgoe X
D8 Bneso og PR 500,05 St ppp ReEroser wo:
DO é-ao&)cm)av&d;)..

BB ey D ©E0e8850e BOYEr D Jrox (7) oy 50330000 Trpeyy BRrcumm,

OB Sgescsinen WPNo.3956, 3976 of popg DO T ey 50> ST
3&.16.02.2023 > "h the meonwhile, the S respondisny 5 directey nor fo proceed wyy,
construction achivifies of the shops jn betvween .'/,' ‘7( "ond - b/oéks cr lo//'fomb/X'a .S‘hopp/ng
Complex; Sascron, Ut fuither orders "sogy BOEP Sots0escs S0 &b Sape, BOAID. 5%

SEEO Y650 24 So0gma SLra®0%y B ged VOIS erosy DOe s BRI S,

’ - . ...
SLHDO W.PNo 4091 of 2022 st 80.1104.2023 5 "Ine v Petition is Dismissep
Gs infructuous” (ye D DS () [~ e é"’e‘gﬁ%}o:lnm&d). i

5°95, 0D «‘ﬁo@é’we)a'o S8 DIy el @enc“p)éov RP. & F.G Roay lelat;) Solosnas
29 rHon g,)esv,saimojaaxmﬁ"éé BB arsaH o0 lﬁéd}s&) @s»éa»éai.os.oe.eoes 58

Fee per month
Rs.
; (Excludir,g GSsny

Toial Areq of
the Shep in N i

Srim, Nc}-?roj
S/o MV.Arang

Q Blozk

Writ Petitioner No, 1
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P

: G Fee per month
SN Block | Open | Total Area of Petitioner Name .
. s.
No. | Detdails Site | the Shop In Sft.
{(Excluding GSTY
Sri A.Mallikarjuna
10'0"X16'0" s/o A.Veerabhadraiah
2. Q Block 2 : 27.000/-
160 sft Writ Petitioner No.2
in W.P.N0.40919 of 2022
B Sri T.M.D.Rafi
: - 10'0"X16'0" s/o Mahaboobial
3. | QBlock 3 : 27.000/-
160 Sft Writ Petitioner No.l ) )
in W.P.N0.40919 of 2022
Sri D.Ramuiamma
. 10'0"X16'0” H/o Linga Reddy
4. | QBlock 4 27,000/-
- . 160 sft Wirit Petitioner No.6 i
in W.P.N0.40919 of 2022
Sri M.V.Narayana
10°0"X16°0" /o Subba Rao
5. ‘JQBlock] -5 27,000/~
160 Sft Wirit Petitioner No.20
in W.P.No.40919 of 202z
Sri K.Siva Ramakrishna
' : 10°0"X16'0" S/o Subbanna’
6. | QBlock. 6] 27,000,-
160 Sfr - Writ Petitioner No.19
in W.P.N0.40919 of 2022
Sri S.Nyamad
10'0"X16°0” S/o Murthuja
7. | QBlock 7 27,000/
160 Sft Writ Petitioner No.9
. in W.P.N0.40919 of 2022
" Sri T.Gopinatha Reddy
. 10°0"X1€6°0" S/o T.Narayana Reddy :
8. | @Biock 8 : 27,000/-
160 sft Writ Petitioner No.4
in W.P.N0.40167 of 2022
Sri D.Mallesh
10°'0"X16°0" ‘§/0 Krishna Swamy
©. | QBlock 9 27,00C/-
. 160 Sft- Writ Petitioner No.4
in W.P.N0o.40019 of 2022
Sri Ch.Venkatesh
- 10°0"X16'0” S/o Sattaiah
10. | Q Block 10 . 27,000/~
160 S#t Writ Petitioner No.17
in W.P.N0.40918 of 2022
© §ri S.Mohammad Rafi
] . 10'0"X18°0" Sfo Murthuja
1. Q Block 1 " : 27,000/-
160 sfi Wirit Petitioner No.7
in W.P.N0.40919 of 2022
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i Fee per month |
Petitioner Name - .

Rs.

P}

Block 1 Open | Totq Ar=a of |
Details | site - the Shop In sf.
10'0"X16°0”
Q Biock
‘ 160 s

In W.P.No.4091g of 2022

(Excludlng GSsn)

St S.Malik
$/o Khador Basha
Witt Petitioner Ne.1z2

Sri KSwamy
18 | R Broek , 10°0"x16'0" S/o Kondaiah , 27,000/
: 160 S#t Writ Petitioner No.p3 ; ‘
In W.P.No.40919 of 2022
1 Sl D.Sudhakar

10'0"x16°0” /0 Munidas

180 st . Wiit Petitioner No.3
in W.PNo.40167 of 2025
Sri C%h.Vishwcnd?Hom
10'0"X16'0" . §/o Lokshmlndrayonoz
160 sft

27,00¢y-
Writ Pef_iﬂ’one_r No13 |
in W.P.No. 40919 of 2022

. Smt Noorjohcn Bee :
~ 100"x1870" | H/o Ameer Basha T
© 6 7 | : 27,000y-
160 Stt T Wit Petitioner ‘No.tg |

1IN W.P.No.40919 of 202z

Sri S.K.Rchomthulla
I 1007180 )
8 '

576 Vaii . o ‘
. £7,000/-
~ 160 sft Writ Petitioner No.10
' in W.PNo.40919 of 2022
B >y Bee
10'0"X16°0" H/o Hussinkhan, v
. . 27,000/~
160 3t Writ Petitioner , No.21 i
in W.P.N0.40919 of 2020

, I T.Mohammad Al

10'0"X16°0" S/0 Murthuja, '
27,000y~
160 sit Writ Petifioner No.24

in W.P.No. 40919 of 2022
Sri S.m, Bosho
3/o0 Mohobcob Miya

27,000/-

Writ Petitioner No.11

‘ 1C0™X18°0"
160- Sft
‘ L in VW.P.No.40913 of 2025

T s S.Jomeel Ahamad
100"X16°0" 3/ Abdul Maozeed ;
160 st W'rit Petitioner Noi1g4 | -
i W.P.No.40919 of 3000
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36
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Fee per month
Sl Block | Open | Total Area of Petitioner Name .
s.
No. | Details Site | the Shop in Sft.
. (Excluding GST)
Sri TM.Rabbani
10’'0"X18'0" S/o Mahaboob Lal
22.1 RBicck 13 27,000/~
160 Sft Writ Petitioner No.3
in W.P.N0.40919 of 2022
- Sri S.Jilani Basha
) /V 1. 100"x16'0” §/0 S.Murthuja Hussin ,
. | R Block 4 1 27,000/-
160 sft Writ Peﬁﬂoner No.15
in W.P.N0.40919 of 2022
Sri S.qubal
. 10°0"X18:0” S/o Abdul Hameed
24, R Block 17 27,000/~
v 160 sft Writ Petitioner No.5
in W.P.No.40819 of 2022°
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. ! - ¢ The Executive Officer Office,

‘ Srisaila Devasthanam,
R.C.No.C2[4820[2018, dt: 10.11.2023.

Srisailam.
Subject: Sri Bhramaraml:-larr' Mallikarjuna ~ Swamy Devasthanam,
Srisailam, Nandyal District — éevenue Department - Allotment of Vacant
Spaces in Q & R Banks "S;ri Lalithambika Shopping Complex". On
05.02.2023‘ Allotment of the" orders in W.P.N0.3956, 3976 of 2023
Hon'ble High Court on allotmer’lvt of said vacant land by the Shopkeepers
of J ,K & L Blocks to dismiss the said suits as frivolous in SLP No.1989
of 2020 in the Hon'ble Suprem:e"Court and the suit in W.P.No.40167 of

2022 with the . permission of: tha Hon'ble Commissioner, Devadaya

Charitable Trusts for allotment -?f Snops issuing orders - Regarding.

Ref: 1. The Hon'ble Court issu'}ed orders in W.P.No.1727, 4037, 4414,
5599, 15516 & 18744 /2019, dt: 21.10.2021.

2. The Honble Court issued'1 orders in Contempt Petition (Civil)
No.881/2021, dt: 02.12.2021 in SLPN0.1989/2020.

3. The Hon'ble Court issued orders in WPNo.1727, 4037, 4414, 5599,
15516 & 18744/2019, dt: 03.03.2022.

4. The Hon'ble Court issued Final Orders in WPNo0.23993, 24276, 24509
and 24570 of 2022, dt: 10.11.2022. S

5. The Hon'ble Court issued Interim Orders in WPN0.40167/2022, dt:
13.12.2022. b

6. The Hon'ble Court issued Interim Orders in WPNo.40919/2022, dt:
27.12.2022. .

7. The Hon'’ble Court issued Interim Orders in WPNo0.3956 & 3976/2023,
dt: 16.02.2023 ‘

8. The Honble Court issued’ Finat Orders in WPNo.3976/2023, dt:
12.10.2023. ' ,

9. The Hon'ble Court issued Final Drders in WPN0.40919/2022, dt:
11.04.2023, | L

10. This Office issued RCNo.C2/482¢/2018, dt: 29.10.2023.

11, The Commissioner, Devadaya Dharmadaya Department issued order
of the RCNo.D1/COE-14025(34)/75/2023'-1, dt: 04.11.2023.
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Devasthanam Right 170 shops / plots / canteens / godowns in
Radhashala Post Office Road and Patalaganga Road in Bhuktam were razed
and 170 shops were removed as part of the development of the Devasthanam
and the shops in Sri Lalithambika Shopping Complex were demolished by R.P.
& PG Road as per the above index to be allotted to all 170 Sitting Tenants
excluding non-Hindus (1). By the Hon'ble High Court issued orders. SLP (C)
No0.1989 of 2020 dt: 27.01.2020 of Contempt Petition (Civil) No.881 of 2021
Orders have been issued vide index (2) to allow non-Hindus allotment of shops
in Sri Lalithambika Shopping Complex.

The Hon'ble High Court order of W.P.No:1727, 4037, 4414,5599, 5166
& 18744 of 2019, dt: 03.03.2022 through R.P. & P.G. Road Existing Tenants as
per the above Index (3) above orders to be permitted in allotment of shops in
shopping complex were issued.

On 17.06.2022 as per the order of the Hon'ble High Court, DIP was
conducted for the shops in Sri Lalithambika Shopping Complex at Sri
Chandravati Kalyanamandapam, only 24 people participated in the said DIP
process. Steps were taken to hold the remaining shops on 06.08.2022. But,
the public auction to be held on the said date was postponed due to

unavoidable reasons.

The next Hon'ble High Court issued three proposals in the order dated
10.11.2022, and according to the proposal selected by the sitting Tenants in
the said proposal, the shops in Sri Lalithambika Shopping Complex should be
allotted through index (4) above.

As per the said order notices were issued to the Sitting Tenants and it
was said that the allotment should be made through DIP. According to the said
decision, DIP was held at Shri Mallikarjuna Kalyanamandapam on 03.12.2022
and 101 people participated in it. As per order of the next Hon'ble High Court,
the remaining 39 shops will be auctioned on 22.12.2022.
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While 9 shopkeepers of Sirting Tenants who did not participate in
further DIP proceedings filed W.P.N0.40167 of 2022 in the Hon'ble High Court,
status quo has been issued only to the shops of Petitioners 1 to 5 in the said
suit through above index (5) orders. Similarly 24 Sitting Tenants also filed
W.P.N0.40919 of 2022 when the suit was filed, the Petitioners in the said suit
should be allotted suitable places for their petitions as per the above index (6)
orders "It is open for the petitioners to approach the Devasthanam /
Devasthanam even for the allotment of the shops as per the orders of this
Court passed earlier dated 10.11.2022 and 03.03.2022. For the interagnum
period, to run their business they can make applications individually to the
devasthanam and if so, they shall be provided in a suitable place, pending
further orders" issued. It is said that to be decided to allot only one shop to

the lessees who have two shops in the same name after considering the said
orders.

Pursuant to the said order W.P.No0.40167 of 2022 out of total 9 litigants
only 5 have been given status quo orders. It has been decided to allot shops
to only four of the said five Persons as Mr. D.Mallesh participated in the DIP
held on 03.12.2022 and got a shop.

In‘turther W.P.No.40919 of 2022 out of 2% Policemen it was decided to
allot only 21 as three lessees were two sinners.

In W.P.N0.40167 of 2022 2 4 2 W.P.N0.40919 of 2022 20 21 litigants in
total 25 litigants Dated on 05.02.2023 Q & A at the place between J,K&L
Blocks in the Administration Building, Sri Lalithambika Shopping Complex. A
total of 29 plots were marked as R blocks and DIP was conducted but only 241
people participated and got vacant plots.

Next shopkeepers at J,K&L blocks in Sri Lalithambika Shopping
Complex the Hon'ble Court has been passed orders vide W.P.N0.3956, 3976 of

2023 in the High Court challenging the plots allotted to them of Q & R blocks
vide index (7) above.
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The said suits are W;P.No.3956, 3976 of 2023 by Hon'ble High Court,
dt: 16.02.2023 “In the meantime, the 3rd respondent is. directed not to
proceed with construction activities of the shops in between ‘Y, 'K' and
‘L'blocks of Lalitambika Shopping Complex, Snsallam until further orders" of
Interim orders were-issued.

According to the order, no constructlon was done in the vacant space
allotted for 24. people. For the. next 24 reserved vacancnes those of J,K &L
Blocks are highly respected.

In W.P.N0.40919 of 2022 2 20.11.04.2023 5 "The writ «petition is
DISMISSED as instructive” is dismissed by-index (9) above.

Therefore, stating the above facts thrdugh this reportR.P &.P.G Road.
As per.the orders of the Hon'ble High Court datéd105.02.2023 in lieu of the 29
ousted shops, 24 Sitting Tenants'in Q & R Blocks in Sri Lalithambika Shopping
Complex thave been allotted vacant spaces throtigh dip for each shop per
.month 27,000/-s plus GST at 18% plus-for :a period of threé years from the
date of .acquisition the Hon'ble Commissioner, as decided by the committee.
Devdaya Charitable Trusts vide .index (10) is requested to grant approval
orders.

Pursuant to the said report the .Hon'ble Supreme Court has issued
orders making-allocation vide index (11) above subjectto’the final orders in
their SLP (C) No.1989 of 2020 ‘& Hon'ble High Court suit W.P.N0.40167 of
2022.

Y

According to the said orders, the vacant land is to be allotted as

mentioned below for a period of three years from the date of acquisition.

Sl. | Block Details -| Open | Total Area | Petitioner Name | Fee Per
‘No. Site of the Month Rs.
Shop in (Excluding
Sft. GST)
1. Q Block 1 10'0"X16°0 | Sri  .M.Nataraj, S/o| 27,000/-
160 St | M.V. Anand Writ
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- Writ  Petitioner No.7
-in

W.P.N0.40919/2022

Petiton  No.1 in
: ' W.P.N0.40167/2022
2. Q Block 2 10'0X16°0 | Sri A.Mallikarjuna | 27,000/-
160 Sft | S/o A '
! Veeranadhraiah, Writ
{' Petitioner No.2 in
W.P.N0.40919/2022
3. Q Block 3 10'0"X16'0 | Sri TMD Rafi, S/o| 27,000/-
16C Sft | Mahabooblal, ~ Writ
|  Petitioner No.1 in
' W.P.N0.40919/2022
4, Q Block 4 10°0"X16°0 | Sri D.Ramulamma, 27,000/-
160 Sft | H/o Lingareddy, Writ
¢ Petitioner No.6 in
W.P.N0.40919/2022
5. Q Biock 5 10'0"%16°0 | Sri MV Narayana, S/o 27,000/-
' 160 Sft | Subba Rao, Writ
i Petitioner No0.20 in
, | W.P.N0.40919/2022
6. Q Block 6 (100"X160[Sr K.Siva Rama | 27,000/-
160 Sft | Krishna, S/o
Subbanna, Writ
Petitioner No.19 in
. | '_ W.P.N0.40919/2022
7. Q Block 7 | 10°0"X16°0 | Sri S.Nyamad, S/o| 27,000/-
160 Sft | Murthuja, Writ
; Petitioner No.9 in
| W.P.N0.40919/2022
8. Q Block 8 ;100"X16°0 | Sri T.Gopinatha | 27,000/-
160 Sft | Reddy, S/o
| | T.Narayana Reddy,
;| Writ Petitioner No.4
in
, 1 W.P.N0.40919/2022
g, Q Block 9 10'0"X16'0 | Sri D.Mallesh, S/o | 27,000/-
160 Sft | Krishna Swamy, Writ
.| Petitioner No.4 in
W.P.No0.40919/2022
10. Q Block 10 | 10°0"X1€0 | Sri Ch.Venkatesh, 27,000/-
160 Sft | S/o Sattaiah, Writ
{ | Petitioner No.17 in
' | W.P.N0.40919/2022
11. Q Block 11 | 10'0"X160 | Sri S.Mohammad | 27,000/-
160 Sft' | Rafi, S/o Murthuja,
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12. Q Block 12 . | 100"X16'0 | Sri  S.Malik, -S/o’ 27,000/- -
160 Sft | Khadar Basha, Writ| -
Petitioner No.12 in
: | W.P.N0.40919/2022
13. R Block 1 ) 100"X16'0 | Sri K.Swamy, S/o{ 27,000/-
| 160 Sft | Kondaiah, Writ
Petitioner No0.23 in
| . C W.P.N0.40919/2022 |
14. R Block 4 | 10°0"X16'0 | Sri D.Sudhakar, S/o| 27,000/-
160 Sft | Munidas, Writ
.- Petitioner No.3 in
| |'W.P.N0.40919/2022
15. R Block 5 10'0"X160 | Sri | 27,000/-
i 160 Sft | Ch.Vishwanatham,
S/o
Lakshminarayana,
| Writ Petitioner No.13
1in
W.P.N0.40919/2022 |
16. R‘Block 7 100"X16'0 | Smt. Noorjahan Bee, | 27,000/-
160 Sft ' | H/o Ameer - Basha,
Writ Petitioner No.10 |
in :
) . W:P.N0.40919/2022
17. " R Block 8 110'0"X16'0°| Sri SK Rahamthulla, | 27,000/-
160 Sft | S/o Vali, Writ |- '
Petitioner No.10 in
W.P.N0.40919/2022
18. R Block 9 | 100"X16°0 | Smt. . P.Jaffer Bee, | 27,000/- -
‘ 160 Sft  |-H/o Hussinkhan, Writ
Petitioner No.21 in
W.P.N0.40919/2022 .
19. R Block 10 | 10°0"X16°0 | Sri T.Mohammad Ali, | 27,000/-
160 Sft | S/o Murthuja, Writ
Petitioner No0.24 in:
W.P.N0.40919/2022 -
20. R Block 11 | 10'0"X160 | Sri SM Basha, S/o| 27,000/-
160 Sft | Mahaboob Miya, Writ
Petitioner No.11 in|
W.P.N0.40919/2022 *
21. R Block 12 | 10'0"X16'0| Sri S.Jameel | 27,000/-
160 Sft ‘| Ahamad, S/o Abdul ,
Mazeed, Writ
Petitioner No.14 in
W.P.N0.40919/2022
22. R Block 13 [ 10°0"X16°0 | Sri T.M.Rabbani, S/o| 27,000/-
160 Sft  |‘Mahaboob Lal Writ




Jdeom -' Petitioner No.3 in
' ’ W.P.N0.40919/2022
23. R Block 14 1100"X16'0 | Sri  S.Jilani Basha, | 27,000/-
16G Sft | S/o S.Murthuja
Hussin Writ
Petitioner No.15 in
_ , "W.P.N0.40919/2022
24. | R Block 17 1100"X16'0 | Sri  S.Iqubal, S/o| 27,000/-

' 160 Sft | Abdul Hameed, Writ

| Petitioner No.5 in
| W.P.N0.40919/2022
i

| CONDITIONS
. !
ABOUT PAYMENTS. |

|

1. No interest will be given on the setcurity deposit of Rs.1,00,000/-s paid by
you and the annual deposit paid in advance. The security deposit fee will be

refunded if there are no complaints ar.d no arrears after the completion of the
lease term. .

2. Next Lease Agreement assigned by} the shops within 15 days at your own
expenses of Rs.110/- should be regisfered on Non-Judicial Stamp Paper and
submitted to the temple. Otherwise the shop lease will be cancelled. A security
deposit of Rs.1,00,000/- should ‘be pahl:l one year in advance (through online)
and three post dated cheques, Aadhaa;r for the said shop Card and passport
size photos should be submitted to this ;ofﬁce.

3. To continue your business you have to pay the GST as decided by the
government along with the rent payable by the temple every month. And new
taxes imposed by the gcvernment anid SO on Payable as per changes in

payment of taxes. !

4. The {irst year's rent paid next to the completion of the first year's lease. To
be paid by the 5t of the first month of the year. If not Rs.10,000/- should be

paid as delinquency fee. Failure to pay w:'ithin 15 days will result in termination
of lease without notice. |

|
l
|

|
|
|




5. After the expiry of the lease period of the shop, the goods belonging to you
in the said shop should be removed and the empty shop should be handed
over to the Devasthanam. Failure to do so will result in the Devasthanam

taking possession of the shop and demanding payment of the value of the
items in it, the cshopkeeper has no right.

6. All payments are subject to GST. Those seeking GST input cannot submit
the GST registration certificate properly. If such is not submitted, the claimant
will not lose the right to claim GST Input.

/7. The Hon'ble Supreme Justice Litigation SLP (C) N0.1989 of 2020 & Suit
W.P.N0.40167 of 2022 is for allotment of shops subject to final orders.
Criminal action will be taken against those who violate the rules. If they were
Hindus when they got the shops and later converted to non-Hindus and if they
run shops with non-Hindus, the licenses of the shops will be cancelled.

8. Shops will not be ailotted to those who have any past contracts and
guarantees with the Devasthanam and those who have rent arrears to the
Devasthanam.

9. Shops for those who have committed criminal acts and those who have

criminal cases in court are not allocated.

10. Shops shall not be given to Government employees or Devasthanam
employees or their family members. If there are shops, investigation will be
done and action will be taken.

11. Minors or non-free persons shall not participate in public auction. Those
who have taken leases of shops in the premises of the devasthana by staging
dharnas and demonstrations of force against the devasthana and behaving in
such a manner as to hurt the sentiments of the devotees and bringing bad
name to the devasthanam and behaving in such a manner as to disturb the
reputation of the devasthanam will immediately cancel the lease of their shops
without any notice and immediate action will be taken. There is no room for

any arguments in this regard.
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PERMITTED AND UNPERMITTED ACTIVITIES IN THE SHOP
o =nTA I IED ACTIVITIES IN THE SHOP

12. Prior to doing one type of business in the shop allotted to the
Devasthanam before changing to another business, the permission of the

Devasthanam should be obtained in advance,

|
3
I

13. The shop given by the temple should not be used as residence or given as
residence to others. Failure to do so will result in termination of the lease of

the concerned shop without any notice.
{
14. Coffee Hotels & Barbers Shops at designated shops in Sri Lalithambika

. |
Shopping Complex should not be conducted. Can sqll bakery items, water

bottles, cool drinks, ;
i

15. No sale or possession of government prohibited items, gutka, cigarettes,
tobacco related items and alcohol, meat etc. If found, your lease will be
terminated immediately without any notice. The temple authorities concerned
are fully empowered to conduct unannounced inspection of the lessees' shops

at any time. ‘ . i

16. Fires to adjoining shops for sarelty of devotees and prevention of fire

f
accidents. In order to avoid contagion, no explosives or any

articles/substances of flammable nature shall be kept and sold in the shops of
Sri Lalithambika Shopping Complex. So that the amount of financial loss
incurred in case of any fire accidents will be recovered from the concerned

shop lessee. |

17. No Devasthanam reléted publications, Devasthanam photos, calendars,
packet photos or Devasthanam logo shall be used without the permission of
the Devasthanam. Violators will be subject to action under the Copyright Act
1957, and the Trade Marks Act 1999, which will result in termination of the
lease of the shops. '



18. Plastic chs should not be sold. In case of such sale, the lease will be

canceled and the delinquency fee will be charged. Dustbins for wet and dry
waste must be arranged in front of our shops.

19. Shops allocated by the temple shall not be given to others or sub-leased.
The Devasthanam has the power to cancel their lease if found on inquiry.

NOMINATION AND TRANSFER OF ALLOTMENT :

20. In case of death due to any reason of the shop allotted by the temple,
Thasildar & R.D.O., should submit the documents attested by them and their
heirs should manage the shop. Apart from that, if others operate the shop
without the permission of the devasthanam, the devasthanam will investigate
Lease will be canceled if known.

21. After finalizing the name of the lessee, the name document for the s'hop
should be submitted to this office. Every shopkeeper is required to pay
Rs.200/- for maintenance under sanitation charges per month along with
maintenance.

The electricity bills shall be paid by the lessees by the 5th of every month
through the meters fixed by the Govt, (Electrical Department) or by the meters
set up by the Devasthanam.

23. The shopkeepers should not engage in quarrels and insults with the
shopkeepers next to them. Be kind to each other need to wake up. Notices
will be issued by the Devasthanam if these rules are violated. If such notices

exceed three in a year your lease of the shop will be terminated.

24. The business should be conducted according to the limits decided by the
temple. No encroachment of verandahs, adjacent or opposite spaces. In case
of such occupancy, the lease of the respective shop will be canceled after

being recognized as an occupant.




25. Maintain the cleanliness of the surt:u7ding areas of the shop and ensure

that no harm is done to the environment.

26. Keep the shop clean and ensure that there is no harm to humanity,
devotees, animals and plants and should arrange dust bins themselves at their
own cost in front of the shop. The custbins set up by the shopkeepers should
be kept clean from time to time. A delinquency fee will be charged by the
Devasthanam if the area around the shop is kept untidy.

’

27. Goods should be sold only at MRP prices fixed by Gowt. In case of
increasing the prices beyond that and causing trouble to the devotees, the
relevant lease will be cancelled will be done Boards should be set up with
relevant rate index table.

28. No liens / mortgages / on the shop or leasehold rights assigned by the
Cevasthanam. No sales should be made through Lease rights will be
terminated without giving any notice if found/confirmed to have done so.

29. The goods/equipment in the shops allotted by the Devasthanam should be
handed over to the Devasthanam as they were handed over to you at the time
of possession and also the Subsecuent shops on expiry of the lease.
Otherwise, ‘if the devasthanam causes loss in the operation of the shops,
double the loss caused to the devasthanam will be charged from your deposit.

30 Shopkeepers assigned by the temple should not put unnecessary and
useless items in front of the shops, cause trouble to others and use them as
godowns.

31. The shopkeepers in the shops allotted by the temple should ensure that
the goods are properly insured by the shopkeepers. If there is any damage to
the goods in the shops due to an unexpected accident, you should be

responsible by taking appropriate safety measures.
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32. The lessees shall exercise only the duty assigned to them in the
management of their shops. If there is damage to their shop as well as other
shops due to accidents in using electricity beyond the limit, the concerned
shopkeepers shall be responsible and the temple shall pay the damage
compensation fee determined by them to the temple and others have to pay.

33. Minor repairs necessary 0 the shop given by the Devasthanam can be
done only by the Pidapa authorized by the Devasthanam at your own
expenses. Major changes and additions are prohibited.

34. Courtesy and good words with devotees who come to the lessees in
running their shops Businesses should continue. Pilgrims should not be
harassed with disrespectful, careless attitude and abusive language. Failure to

do so will result in the termination of your lease.

35. It is not acceptable for lessees to seek adjustment in payment of lease
fees to the Devasthanam with other financial charges due to the
Devasthanam. Demanding adjustment of one financial transaction with
another is prohibited by economic principles. Employees and Staff Regulations,

asking not to do so is prohibited by economic principles.

36. The lessees allotted by the temple shall not employ non-Hindus as workers
in their shops. Criticism and hatred of Hinduism should not be encouraged.

should nct be conducted.

37. Do not employ child labor in the management of your shops. If you are
hired as such, you will be responsible for taking legal action as per the Child
Labor Prohibition Act decidad by the government. As per the rules and
regulations of the government, you have to take full responsibility for the

workers appointed by you without disturbing their welfare.

38. The lessees should transport the goods only at night without causing any
traffic disruption or trouble to the devotees and the temple in supplying the

necessary goods to their shops through lorries.



39. Only songs related to Hindy gods and devotional songs should be played in
the designated shops. No loudspezkers should be used. Do not engage in
noise pollution. The spiritual atmosphere of Srisaila Kshetra should not be

I . .
disturbed. Actions will be taken by the Devasthanam if the rules mentioned
below are vivlated

40. Actions will be taken against those who behave badly and drink alcohol as

per the Devadaya Charity Act, Legali action will be taken against those who
engage in unsocial activities.

41. Shopkeepers should co§operate with the Devasthanam employees and fully
Co-operate during their inspection. Action will be taken against those who
oppose it. ‘

42. Shopkeepers in Sri Lalitambika éhopping Complex should follow safety
regulations as prescribed by the Devasthanam and local police department.
The shops of those who go to the ;police stations and harass them and
obstruct their duties on the actions taken by the devasthanam will be closed.
If there are any problems related to tr?e shops, they stould be resolved with
the authorities.

43. Shopkeepers shall have proper identification cards at their own expense.

44. In case of negligent attitude of the- lessees in the management of the

shops causing loss to the devotees and the temple, the lease shall be canceled
}
b

45. Lease shall be terminated if the lessees spread rumours / rumors / bad

after taking criminal action as per law,

Propaganda against the Devasthanam and stage dharnas, agitations or riots
against the Devasthanam. Also, civil and criminal cases will not be entertained
as per the rules if the Devasthanam finds them guilty of such rumours /

rumours./ bad publicity. !

e —— e ——
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46. Carry out the business specified by you in the agreement in the shop
~ allotted to you the right.

47. Boards should be set up subject to the rules and regulations of the
Government with the permission of the Devasthanam. Tarminaticn of lease
and its effects:

48. If the lease is terminated mid-term, the security deposit paid by you will be
credited to the temple funds as a delinquency fee and a fine will be charged
from the lessee for the damage caused to the temple for the duration of the
lease.

49. After termination of the lease of the shop, the goods belonging to you in
the said shop shall be removed and the empty shop shall be handed over to
the Devasthanam. Failure to do so will result in the possession of the shop by
the Devasthanam, with the right to demand payment of the value of the goods
therein No shopkeeper.

50. If you do not comply with the conditions of the lease agreement, the lease
will be terminated, 51. Non-payment of shop rent, utility charges, celinquency
fees within the time fixed by the temple. If the lease is cancelled.

52. The lease shall not be transferable from one lessee to another with the
limit of lease term fixed by the Devasthanam. Doing so will result in
termination of the lease.

53. Your lease will be terminated if you are declared insolvent in court.

54. Continual written instructions incorporated by the Devasthanam authorities

from time to time Failure to comply will result in the termination of your lease.

TEMPLE RIGHTS:
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55. The Devasthanam and the various departments of the Government shall

cooperate whenever inspections are made. If not, action will be taken as per

law and delinquent fee will be levied.I

56. To supervise and inspect the vicinity of the shops assigned to you and in
the shops. The authorities of the temple have the authority to do so. The
£xecutive has the authority to. make éhanges and additions to the conditions.

57 Rules for selling Devasthanam products / services in your assigned shop
Should cooperate accordingly. Overall control of Si Lalithambika -commercial
premises and the supervision rests with the Devasthanam. The whole or any
part of the leaséd premises reserves tLe right to inspect at any time.

58. The shop allotted to you / shop premises not being repaired wheri
required. The temple has the right to take possession.

59. If the shop allotted to you is needed by the temple, your lease will be
canceled and the said shop will be taken over s per the rules. The said shop
has no right to seek alternative shop.

OTHER PROVISIONS

60. You will not have the right of exclus]iv,e: parking at the shops allotted by the
Devasthanam. Only the Devasthanam decides the convenient parking place
for the devotees.

61. Shops should not be divided into {two parts and the direction of shops
should not be changed without the permission of the Devasthanam. The lease
agreement will be canceled if the inquiry proves:it.

62. The shopkeepers shall bear the €Xpenses incurred for the lease agreement
and registration of the lease.

63. Businessmen and businessmen | should settle disputes with the
devasthanam in affairs with the devasthanam through friendly discussions with




the authorities of the devasthanam. If not, the issues should be resolved
through discussions by the committee decided by the temple. Failing that,

such disputes or differences shall be referred to arbitration. Arbitration

proceedings are governed by the Indian Arbitration and Conciliation Act 1996.

64. During the pendency of court disputes/ arbitration / Raj proceedings,
under the lease agreement. You have to pay the dues to the temple. There is
no right to claim any exemption.

65. The Executive Officer shall have thel power to register the lease agreement
by the lessees who have acquired the shops.

66. The Devasthanam shall have power to terminate the lease of any person
who violates the terms and conditions of the public auction and impose a
penalty on such person.

67. The Executive Officer shall have the power to impose new rules or amend

the existing rules as circumstances may require from time to time.

68. G.0.Ms.No0.144 Revenue (Endowments-I) Department, dated 13.04.2016
and Hon'ble Commissioner, RC.No.J1/94/2023, dt: 02.02.2023 The assignee
must insure the leasehold right for the entire lease period and The policy
details must be submitted to the office. Fire fighting equipment like sand
buckets, fire exhausters, water containers etc. should be kept in their premises
to avoid further fire accidents. To be arranged at own expense.

69. Allotments of these Lalitambika shops are purely temporary and the
Devasthanam reserves the right to remove any shop at any time as part of its

development. There is no argument on this.

It is hereby informed to the lessee that immediately upon receipt of
these orders, an agreement of Rs.110/- should be made on non-judicial stamp
paper with the above terms.



=g
" You are hereby informed that any future suits filed before the Hon

High Court, Andhra Pradesh and the Hon'tle Supreme Court, New Delhi on

{
shop license rights presently allotted to you shall be subject to the order
the above mentioned Hon'ble Courts on the said Suits,

'ble
the

s of

Next as per above details DCB. DCB to enter the details in the register.

The Clerk and the Revenue Inspector of the Devasthanam are directed to
collect the rent as detailed above.

Sd/- D.Peddiraju,
Deputy Collector

& Executive Officer.
Te

1. To all the aforesaid lessees £
{

2. Revenue Inspector - 1 & Il It is directed that immediate steps be taken to

collect rent for one year above the rate from the lessee and obtain 3 post
dated cheques, bank guarantee agreement / register lease deed.

1

3. D.C.B. Incharge shall maintain the lease datails of the lessees in the Lease
Register and D.C.B. Should be entered in the re
& O In respect of non

should be taken.

gister. Revenue Inspector - 1
-collection of amounts due from lessees in time. Action

}

e o e e —
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File No.COE- 14025(51)/4/ 2024-D SCE-ENDOWMENTS

The Commissioner Officer,
Devadaya Dharmadaya
Department,

A.P., Vijayawada.

K.DisNo.D2/COE-14025(51)/4/2024, dt: 01.02.2024

Subject: Devadaya Dharmadaya Sakha - Sri Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna
Swamy Devasthanam, Srisailam - Patalganga Road Nandi Circle,
Srisailam - Sri G. Mallikarjuna's partner Sri Yam. Devasthanam Rental
Committee has fixed the vacant land measuring 20'X35' next to Sri
Siddaramappa Shopping Complex in the name of Suryanarayana at a
rate of Sq. ft 70/- per month for hotel business at the rate of Rs.70/-
per month Granting approval order for allotment for a period of (3)
years. |

Index : Executive Officer, Sri Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna Swamy
Devasthanam, Srisaitam- RCNo.€2/48204720 18, dt® 19.01.2024.

* %k %k k Xk kK k

In view of the circumstances informed by the Executive Officer, Sri
Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna Swamy Devasthanam, Srisailam through the report
in the above index and in accordance with the Resolution No. 23 of the Board
. of Trustees of the Devasthanam, dated 12.12.2023 and the vacant land (hotel)
sold by Sri G. Mallikarjuna through public aucticn at Nandi Circle, Pathalganga
Road. Since it was removed as part of the development of the temple, the
said place was taken by Mr. G. Mallikarjunz's partner, Mr. Yam. Since
Suryanarayana was fully possessed in the past, Mr. Commissioner Devadaya
Charity Department, Vijayawada, as per secton 82 of the Devadaya Act
30/1987 and the rules and regulations inco-porated under that section,
replaced Mr. G. Mallikarjuna with Mr. Y. As an alternative to the vacated space
in the name of Suryanarayan, a vacant space measuring 20'X35' next to Sri

Siddaramappa Shopping Complex, the rate fixed by the Devasthanam Rental
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Department, Vijeyawads issued appr’ova% orders to the Executlve Officer of the

said Devasthar.am for a: locatmg on lease for the management of the hotel.

(As per Commnss;on.er Orders)

D.BRamaramba
l Joint Commissioner
To l!

Executive Ofﬂcer Sri Bramaramba Melln«anuna Swamy Devsthanam, Srisailam,
Nandyala District.
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File No.COE-14025(34)/85/2023-D SCE-ENDOWMENTS

The Commissioner Officer,
Devadaya Dharmadaya
Department,

Gollapudi, Vijayawada.

D.DisNo.D1/COE-14025(34)/85/2023, dt: 06.11.2023

Subject: Devadaya Dharmadaya Department Sri Bhremaramba
Mallikarjuna Swamy Devasthanam, Srisailam, Nandyala District - Sri C.
As Nagaraju (disabled) has been removed from the leased premises at
Patalaganga Road, Nandi Circle as part of the develcpment of the
Devasthanam, an order of approval is hereby granted for allotment of
the vacant premises at the Primary Health Center on lease for hotel

management for a period of (3) years.

Ref: Executive Officer, Sri Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna Swamy
Devasthanam, Srisailam Vari R.C.N0.22/3574/2023, 18 30.10.2023.

3 K A oK K kK ok ok ok Kk

Sri C. Nagaraju (handicapped) allotted on lease at Pathalganga Road,
Nandyala Circle - Executive Officer, Mr. Bhramaramba Mallikasjuna to grant
~ ‘approval-orderfor allotment of Rs.60/- per sq. ft: for 1+(3)years from the-date
of taking possession of vacant land opposite to Primary Health Cencer as per
recommendations of local honorable legislator Swamy Devésthanam, Srisailam

is requested by the report in Index 1.

In view of the special circumstances brought to thc attention of the
Managing Director, Sri Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna Swamivarla Devasthanam,
Srisailam through the report in Indéx 1 and the Rental Committee vide their
report dated 20.07.2023 and subject to the provisions of Section 82 of the
Devadaya Act 30/1987, 20 x 35 Vacant Space at Primary Health Center for
C.Nagaraju (Disabled) 42,000/- per month per month for (3) vears from the

date of possession (sq.ft. Rs.60/- per 1) Commissioner, Devadaya Charity
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a issued approval orders to the Executive Officer of the

llocating on lease for the management of the hotel,
(As per Commissioner Orders)

said Devesttanam for a

D.BRamaramba
Joint Commissioner
To

Executive Officer, Sri Bramaramba M!‘allikarjuna Swamy Devsthanam, Srisailam,
Nandyala District. ’
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Date:
Place: Srisailam

The Executive Officer,
Srisaila Devasthanam, Srisailam.

Subject : Sri Lalithambika Shopping Complex allotment of Q &R Blocks of
vacant places of lease rents of reduction — Request - Regarding.
Sir,

Sri Lalithambika Shopping Complex Allotment of 106 x 16 Vacant
Spaces for 29 Pops on 01-12-2023 in OUR Blocks between J. K & L Blocks. It
took about 3 months to correct the height of the trees/stones in that empty
space and obtain the permissions of the Devasthanam NOC Forest Officers and
electricity meter in the name of Srisaila Devasthanam, E.O. and construct the
shop.

On 01.8.2024 by rejecting the letter from 1-12-2023 2 30-11-2026 2
Notice has been given that the first year rent is payable in full in one week.
But the decision of our barracks was fixed for us as the barracks fixed for the
adjacent buildings built by the devasthanam in J, K & L block. We have
constructed a shop at a cost of around 10 lakhs each on the free space
allotted by you at our own cost. Considering this matter i4n the copy of
allotment order kindly given to us by Hon'ble Devadaya Commissioner along
with us 2 Hetals are fixed at Rs 60/- 70/- SFT and vacant sites and nearest to
Q.R Blocks to B.V Venkateshwarlu 10/- SFT. are given to So we are very much
praying that you can give us Rs.50/- as SFT.

The Honorable Commissioner, Education Department D.D.NO
D2/CCE/14085(51)14/2024 dt: 06-03-2024.

Accordingly we have been allotted a lease term of 11 years. So as per
approval orders of Hon'ble Commissioner, sft with lease term of 11 yrs Rs.
50/- can be allotted accordingly, we pray very much.

Yours Faithfully,



<”'—\

HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE R. RAGHU/N’“\IDAN RAO

W.P.Nos.1727, 4037, 4414 5599, 15516 & 18744 of 2019

COMMON ORDER:.

At the outset, this Court is compeiled tc mention the figure of

Rs.10,70,05,500/-. This was the loss caused to Sri Bhramarambika

" Mallikarjuna Swamy Varla Devasthanams, Srisailam, on account of the

pendency of the present batch of cases. It is obvious that any
continuation of this litigation would resuit in further loss pegged at
Rs.41,15,600/- per month. In the circumstances, with a view to protect

the interest of the temple and the petitioners before thi's Court, all the writ

* petitions are being taken up together and disposed cf by this common

order.

2, Sri Bhramarambika Mzllikarjuna Swamy Varla
Devasthanams, Srisdilam is a well known and famous sarine dedicated to
Lord Shiva and Devi Bhramarambika. A master plan was formulated with a
view to improve the area around the Temple. This master plan required
the authorities to remove a large number of structures arourd the temple
and it's surroundings. For this purpose, the T=mple authorities to obviate
litigation, had negotiated with the persons in possession of these
structures and obtained their consent for vacating these structures on the
understanding zhat they would be rehabiitated. In this process the
persons in possassion of the shops and 2stablishments of certain areas,
had handed over the possession of their shops: and establishments to the
temple authorities and had teen accommodatad in @ complex known as

‘Siddaramappa Shopping Complex’.

&5 8



2 RRR,J.
W.P.N0s5.1727 0of 2019 & batch

M b

/ 3{ The temple authorities, in a similar manner, had taken up
the removal of various shops and establishments in the Rathasala Post
Office Road and the Patalaganga Road. It was found that there were 156
shops/plots/canteens and 14 godowns aggregating to 170 structures,
which were required to be removed. Accordingly the temple authorities
had negotiated with the persons in possession of these structures, who
voluntarily handed over the said structures to thé temple authorities on
the understanding that they would be rehabilitated by allotment of shops '
on lease basis in 'the complex that was to be constructed in the name of
"Lalithambika Shopping Complex”. The Executive Officer of the temple had
addressed a communication bearing Rc.No0.C2/4820/2018, dated
26.11.2018 to the Commissioner, Endowments Department, setting out
the above facts and requesting permission for allotment of 170 shops, on
lease basis, in favour of the persons, who have given up the aforesaid
170 structures for a period of 11 years 'with increase in rents every three
years. The Commissioner, Endowments, by proceedings in
D.Dis.N0.D2/14025(34)/ 42/2018, dated 07.02.2019 had accorded
permission to lease out 170 shbps to the existing tenants in the newly
constructed Lalithambika Shopping Complex subject to the following '
guidelines: |

a. Selection of shops by lottery for 170 shops to the
170 sitting tenants who lost their shops at
Radhasala Post Office Road and Pathalaganga
Road for the purpose of allotment of shop Nos.

b. Price is fixed as Rs.20/- per Sft,

€. Lease period is fixed as 3 years.

d. Remaining 23 shops are leased out in public

auction duly following the rules in vogue.
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w. I’ Nos.1 7’7 of 2019 & b7ﬂ‘7

€. Other zonditions stipulated by the EO m earlier
lease orders shall also be incorporated in the
present lease orders.

94 It appears that the executive cfficer had -sent a
communication dated 09.02.2019 seeking permission tc auction the shops
as the rent of Rs.20/- per sq. feét fixed by the Commissioner was on the
lawer side. Be that as it may, the general public are said to have been
informed that there would be a dlp system undertake‘r on 13.02.2019, for
allotment of the shops, which would be handed over cn 15.02.2019.

3 At that stage, some persons ‘hterested in participating in a
public auction, of the lease hold rights of these shops, had filed
W.P.N2.1727 of 2019 for a direction that the shops cannot be allotted on
private negctiation basis and a public auction should ne conducted for
such shops. This Court by an order dated 15.02.2019 had directed that
the respondents should not allot shops in Lelithambika Shopping Complex,
Sr:sailar except by way of conducting public aucticn of the leasehold
rights. Thereafter, an auction notice dated 18.03.2019 was issued for
conduciing public auction of the leasehold righté in these shops on
€1.04.2C19. This notice was challenged by the tenants, who had been
disolaced by way of W.P.No0.4037 of 2019 and W.P.No.4414 of 12019. In
these writ petitions, this Court had directed that the auction could go on
but that it should not b= finalised. However, this auction was not
conducted on 01.04.2019 and a fresh auction was proposed to be
conducte? on 24.05.2015. This fresh auction was again challenged by the
tenants, who had been displaced, by way of W.P.N0.5599 cf 2019. This
Coutt by ar: order dated 24.05.2019 had permitted the auction to go on
out directad that the auction should not be finalised. No auction was

conducted on this. day also. Subsequently, a partial auction 'Nas conducted

<
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; g . W.P.Nos.1727 of 2019 & batch

on 30.05.2019, wFrich was dropbed and finally an auction was called for
on 12.08.2019 and actually conducted on 16.08.2019 to 18.08.2019. In
this auction, 134 bidders were found to be the highest bidders and
proposals were sent for confirming the said auction. At that stage, the
Commissioner, Endowments by his proceedings in Rc.No.D2/14025
(34)/18/2019, dated 26.09.2019 cancelled the auction that is said to have
been held on 16.08.2019/18.08.2019 in relation to 134 shops. This order
of cancellation were challenged by 30 successful bidders in W.P.No.15516
of 2019 and 12 unsuccessful bidders in W.P.No.18744 of 2019,

6. In addition to the writ petitions mentioned above, there was
a oarallel challenge to all these proceedings. In all these auctions a note
was added prohibiting persons professing other than Hindu religion from
participating in the said auction. This condition was challenged by way of
various writ petitions including W.P.No.40252 of 2015 and batch which
was dismissed on 27.09.2019 and W.P.N0.6722 of 2019 which was
disposed of by order dated 29.05.2019. This court, in those decisions had
held that non-Hindus cannot participate in the auction of the Iéasehold
rights of the shops énd they cannot be allotted any shops.

7. A conspectus of the above facts would show that there were
three broad lines of litigation in the present set of matters. In the first line
of litigation, the lessees who had been displaced were seeking allotment
of shops in view of the assurances given to them when they voluntarily
haded over the shops and structures in their possession on the Rathasala
Post Office Road and the Patalaganga Road. In the second line of
litigation, the persons desirous of obtaining leases of the shops in
Lalithambika Shopping Complex had sought directions from this Court for

conduct of a public auction of the Ieasehold rights and fof setting aside

e bt RN e
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the order of cancellation of the Auction process conducted on
16/18.08.2919. The third line of litigation was by non-Hindu
lessees/persons, who were desirous of participating in the auction and
obtaining leasehald rights of shops. |

8. The total number of shops available in Lalithambika
Shopping Complax are 203 shops out of which 30 shops are earmarked
for the people belonging to Chenchu Tribal Community. Thus 173 shops
are available for aucticn/allotment. The bids. of 134 perscns were found
acceptable by the Executive Officer of the temple, and sent for
confirmation for allotment of shops on leasehold basis. This would leave
39 shops for which ther2 were no bidders.

9. Upon the order of cancellation being passed by the
Commissioner, Er.do;Nments on 26.09.2019, thirty of the tidders, whose
bids had teen sent for confirmation, had challenged the said order of
cancellation by way of W.P.No.15516 of 2019. S‘milarly another 12
bidders had chall=nged the arders of cancellation in W.P.No.18744 of
2019. Thus only 42 bidders out of 134 bidders have zhosen to approach
this Court for setting aside the order of cancellat"oh passed by the
Commissioner. This would mean that even if the said writ petitions are
allowed only 42 persons would have to be accomrmodated in the 173
shops that are available.

10.  The two issues before this Court are — whether the tenants
who had earlier been displaced on the assurance given by the temple
authorities are entiﬂ;ed for allotment of shops on a leasehold basis at the
rate of Rs.20/- fixed by tha Commissioner, Endowments in his proceedings

dated 07.02.2019; and whether the bids of the Petitioners in
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W.P.N0.15516 of 2019 and W.P.No.18744 of 2019 have to be accepted
and the order of cancellation of the said auction requires to bz set aside?

11. In view of the fact that the tenants, who have been
displaced had voluntarily handed over their shops and structures on the
assurances given by the temple authorities, it wou]d not be open to the
said authorities to turn around and claim that the said allotment of shops
to the tenants who have been displaced is not permissible and that the
leasehold rights of such shops should be given only on th2 basis of a
public auction. It may also be noticed, that the allotment of these shops
to the -tenants who have been displaced are only for a petiod of three
years and on payrﬁent of rent of Rs.20/- per sq. feet per mon-h. A perusal
of the bids tendered by the successful bidders in the auction held on
16.08.2019 to 18.08.2019 reveals that most of the bids were in the range
of Rs.150/- to Rs. 285/- per sq. feet per month. This would maan that the
rent of Rs. 20/- per sq. feet fixed by the Commissioner, Endowmerts, is
extremely low. In fact, the Tenants, who had been displaced, had fairly
offered in their writ petition, that a rent of Rs. 50 to Rs.10C per square
feet pevr month would be a reasonable rent. The communication of the
executive officer of the Temple, dated 09.02.2019, requesting for
permission to conduct public auction of the leasehold rights of these shops
on the ground that the rent, of Rs. 20/- per Sqg. ft., fixed by the
Commissioner, Endowments was too low would also have to be taken into
account.

12.  As far as the successful bidders in the auction held on
16.08.2019 are concerned, the order of cancellation of the Ccmmissioner
is on the.ground that a tender-cum-public auction should have been

conducted according to the rules, whereas only a public auction was
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conducted and the s‘aid auction need to be set aside on that ground. The
reasons. given by the Commissioner for such cancellation do not appear to
be reasonable grounds, which are sufficient for such a cancellation of the
auction, |

13.  However, tﬁree ‘factors have to be noted at this stage.
Firstly, out of the 134 bidders whose bids were sent for confirmation, only
42 bidders have challenged the order of cancellation. As the remaining 92
bidders have no complaint against the order of cancellétion and have not
challenged it, only the case of the 42 bidders, who have challenged the
order of cancellation, need be considered. The second factor that needs to
be recognised is that no bidder gets a vested right to be allotted shops
merely on the grour‘rd that the said bidder is the highest bidder. Such a
vested right would only accrue upon confirmation of the auction bid and
not earlier. In the present case, the said auction bid had ndt been
confirmed. Thirdly, the claims of the successful bidders cannot be decided

in @ vacuum and the rights of the tenants who have been displaced would

also have to be taken into account znd balanced. These persons had

voluntarily given up their shops on the basis of the assuranca given by the
Temple euthorities. They would be entitled to be rehabilitatad in the new
shopping. complex for some period before they can be asked to compete
with the rest of the bidders in any fre;h auction. The Commissioner
Endowments, in his proceedings of 07.02.2019 had acknowledged this
fact and directed thé Executive officer to altot shops, on leasehold basis,
for a period of three years which is an equitable period. In view of these
proceedings, the interests of the Petitioners in W.P.N0.15516 of 2019 and
W.P.N0.18744 of 2019 would have to give way to the right of the

displaced tenants to be rehabilitated,
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14. Eveﬁ though, the bids of the 42 petitioners in W.P.No.15516
of 2C¢19 and W.P.N0.18744 of 2019 could be rejected on the ground that
they had no vested right, it would be appropriate to allow these
petitioners to be allotted shops in accordance with the bids offered by
them, subject to availability of the said shops. This view is being taken on
account of the huge loss that the temple has already suffered and an
early closure of the entire litigation is necessary to ensure that the income
of the temple is not affected any further.

15. In the light of the above, these writ petitions are being
disosed of with the following directions:

A. = The proceedings of the Commissioner Endowmeﬁts in
Rc.No.DZ/i4025(34)/18/2019, dated 26.09.2019 cancelling the
auction of the Leasehold rights of the 134 shops, in Lalithambika
Shopping Complex, held on 16.08.2019/18.08.2019 are set aside
only to the extent of the Petitioners in W.P. No. 15516 of 2019 and
W.P.No.18744 of 2019.

\AB. The Executive Officer of the Temple, subject to the approval of
the Commissioner, Endowments, after taking into account the
location and size of the shops, shall fix a fair rent for the shops in

Lalithambika Shopping Complex, within three weeks from today.

)

€. After fixation of fair rent, the Executive officer shall call upon the
displaced tenants who were earlier ir: the 156 shops/ canteens/
structures and the 14 Godowns on Rathashala Post office road and
Patalganga Road, except persons who do not profess the Hindu
faith, to give their willingness -to pay the rents fixad by the
Executive Officer within two weeks of the notice being given to the

said tenants.

AEN
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The Executive Officer of the templs, after the expiry of the two
weeks period shal! enumerate all the tenants who have givén their
willingness. to pay the rents fixed by the Executive officer and the
shops that Would still bg available to accommodate the petitioners
in W.P. No. 15516 of 2019 and W.P.N0.18744 of 2019, within three
days after the expiry of the said two weeks period.

The Executive officer shall prepare a list of th2 petitioners in
W.P. No. 15516 of 2019 and W.P.N0o.18744 of 2019, in descending
order of fhe rents offered by them. That is th= petitioner who has
offered the highest per square feet rent would be placed first, with
the peti?:ioner' who has offered the second hignest per square feet
vent at the second place and so on and so forth, .

The Executive Officer shall, then offer the shops for wHich the
cetitioners. in W.P. No. 15516 of 2019 ard W.P.N0.18744 of 2019,
nad bid, in descending order, to the extent of the shops that are
&vailable after taking. into account the rumber of displaced tenants
who hav2 agreed to pay the rent fixed by the executive officer of
the Temple.

To obviate any misunderstanding an example is set out:

If only 150 displaced tenants accept the rent fixed by the
Exacutive officer, there would 23 shons available for allotment to
the petitioner's in W.P. No. 15516 of 2319 anc W.P.N0.18744 of
¢019. These twenty three shops are to be oiferec to the first

taenty three petitioners in descending order. The said persons shall

be offerec the specific shop for which thzy had given their bids. If

thz first person in the list of petitioners had bid for Shop No. A, he
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shall be offerdd Shop No. A, for which he had submitted his specific
Bid, at the frent he had offered.

G.  The petitioners who have been offered these shops shall.» be
given one week to pay the said annual rent for the first year and
shall be put in possession of the shop thereafter. In the event of
default by any of the Petitioners, the Executive officer shall fill up
such vacancies by making the same offer to the remaining
petitioners according to the order of precedence with one week’s
time given to such Petitioners to pay the annual rent and so on.

H.  After these vacancies have been filled or the list of Petitioners is
exhausted, the Executive officer shall conduct a lottery for
éllotment of the remaining shops to the displaced tenants, and allot
the same tl) these Tenants, subject to payment of the rent for the
first year, within such time that the Executive qfficer may fix.

L The said leases granted by the Executive officer shall be for a
period of three years, commencing from the time the persons are
put in possession of the shops.

). If any shops are still available after the above exercise, the lease
hold rights of such shops shall also be auctioned, in accordance

with the Rules governing such- auctions.

As a sequel, pending miscellaneous petitions, if any, shall stand

closed. There shall be no order as to costs.

R. RAGHUNANDAN RAO, J
21% October, 2021

Js
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W.P.N0.28916 of 2021 and W.P.No.30543 of 2021

COMMON ORDER:

The petitioners in these writ petitions ar2 persons, who are in
possession of vario.us premises and establishments in Rathasala Post
Office Road and Patalaganga Road in Srisailam. The .3 Raspondent -
temple had offered to rehabilitate them by allotting shops, on leasehold
basis, in the ‘Lalithambika Shopping Complex’ constructed in Srisailam, by
the 3™ respondent-temple if ghey would voluntarily vacate the premises
which are in their possession.

2. It must be mentioned that this offer was made to about 170
occupants of various premises in Srisailam including the petitioners herein.
As the 3" respondent-temple sought to conduct an auction of the
leasehold rights of the shops in the ‘Lalithambika Shopping Complex’ in
March, 2019, April, 2019 and August, 2019, some of the 170 persons
mentioned above h.ad approached this Court by way of W.P.No0.4037,
4414 and 5599 of 2019 seeking a di'reclion from this Court to cancel the
said auction proceedings and to allot shops to the petitioners. therein, in
accordance with the earlier_ offer made by the 3™ respondént—temple.
Even while these writ petitions; were pending, the auction of the leasehold
rights of these shops are said to have been conducted Jy the 3%
respondent-temple on 16.08.2019 / 18.08.2019 and subseqguently the
Cor;1missioner Endowments, by proceedings Rc.No.D2/14025
(34)/18/2019, dated 26.09.2019 had cancelled the said auction. Aggrieved
by the said cancellation, the persons, who had participated in the auction
and were declared as highest bidders for various shops, had approached

this Court by way of W.P.N0.15516 of 2019 and 18744 of 2019. All the
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aforesaid writ petitions. were disposed of by -this Court by way of a
common order dated 21.10.2021 with certain directions being issued to
the authcrities. The relevant directions relating to these petitioners was
that, the 3 respondent-temple was direéted to fix a fair rent for the
shops in the shopping .complex and obtain approval of the rent fixed from
the Commissioner Endowments, IThereafter, the occupants of the
aforesaid 170 prémises, were to be allotted these shops. subject to their
accepting the rent fixed by the 3™ responqent-temple and approved by
the Comm'ssioner Endcwments,

3. The 3™ respondené—temple and the Commissioner
Endowmerts, in pursuance of the directions of this Court, had fixed
certain amounts as rents for the :various shops in the ‘Lalithambika
Sopping Complex’. The petitioners, 5eing aggrieved by the rent fixed by
the 3" respondent-temple, have now: aprroached :his Court by way of the
present writ petition contending that 'the rént fixed by the 3™ respondent-
temple was exorbitant and the petitione-s should be granted a reduced
rate of rent. The petitioners also took: the plea that the aliotment of shops
in the ‘Lalithamnbika Shopping Complex’. would be violative of the
directions cf the Hon'bla Supreme Court in C.C. No.881 of 2021 dated
21.10.2021,

4. Heard Sri Tata Singaiah Goud, and 5 Umasankar
Lokanadham, learned counsel for the petit oners

5. The learned counsel for the petitionars would submit that
the petitioners are not interested in shifting to the ‘Lalithambika Shopping
Complex and that the respondents are taking steps to evict the petitioners

on the ground that they had not agreed to the proposed fixation of rent
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and lease period in the newly constructed ‘Lalithambika Shopping
Complex’.

6. As submitted by learned counsel for the petitioners, the
respondents cannot insist that the petitioners move into the “Lalithambika
Shopping Complex’ and vacate the premises in their possession. There
was at best an understanding that the petitioners woul‘d be rehabilitated
in the Lalithambika complex if they voluntarily vacate the premises in their
possession. This understanding, at the very least, requires the petitioners
to move out of their existiﬁg premises on their own free will. The
Respondents cannot forcibl} evict the petitioners on the basis of the said
understanding.

7. On the main -issues raised in the writ petition, the claim of
the petitioners is that they were offered the leasehold rights of these
shops as rehabilitation for vacating the premises which are in their
possession. The petitioners have not vacated these premises and as such
they cannot claim any vested right to be allotted shops in the
‘Lalithambika Shopping Complex as they continue to rénain in the shops
and premises in their possession. There is no compulsion for the
petitioners to accept the rents fixed by the respondents and to shift into
the ‘Lalithambika Shopping Co'mplex’. It is always open to the petitioners
not to accept the rent or shift into ‘Lalithambika Shopping Complex’ and
continue to remain in the shops and premises, which are presently in their
possession, subject to having a valid lease and payment of rents regularly.

8. Further this Court by orders passed on 08.02.2022, in the
Review Petitions filed in W.P.Nos.4037, 4414, 5599, 15516 of 2019 and
W.P.No0s.1727 & 18744 of 2019 had set aside the said order of this Court

dated 21.10.2021. Thereafter, this court, after hearing the matzers afresh,

3 RRR,J. W/ ,

-
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had disposed of these writ petitions, by a common judgement today. In

this order, this court had directed the 2 respondent to fix the rent
afresh, after considering all the relevant factors. This Court had also
directed that even non Hindus may participate in the process, subject to
the cendition that any allotment made to them would abide by the resylt
of SLP.(c}. No.1989 of 2020 and C.C.No.881 of 2021. As such, there is no
violation of the orders of the Hon'ble Supreme Court.

9. In that view of the matter, it would be open to the
petitioners *o either accept the rents fixed by the 2™ respondent and shift
to Lalithambika Complex, in accordance with the diréctions given, by this
court, in W.P.N0.1727 of 2013 and batch or to reject the same.

10. Accordingly, these writ.betitions are disposed of directing the
respcndents not to insist that the Petitioners should vacate their premises
or evict them from these premises oni the basis of the saic understanding.
However, upon the expiry of the leases given to the petitioners or in the
event of any violation of the terms of :he leases given to the petitioners, it
shall always be open to the respondents to evict the petitioners by
following due procedure prescribed under the provisions of the A.P.
Charitabl= and Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act, 1987
read with the relevant Rules. Similarly, the petitioners shall have no claim
over tke sheps in the Lalithambika Complex. There shall be no order as to
costs.

AS & sequel, pending miscellaneous petftiens, if any, shall stand

closed.,

R. RAGHUNANDAN RAO, ]
3" March, 2022
Js
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W.P.N0.28916 of 2021 and W.P.N0o.30543 of 2021

3" March, 2022
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MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION MISC. PETITION
(UNDER SEC. 151 OF THE C.P.C. )

HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVAT:

LA. NO. OF 2025
- IN

W.P. NO. ~ OF 2025

Between

1.M. Nataraj S/o M.V. Anand, .
agad about 47 years, D.No.3-5-14,
R P road, Srisailam Nandyal DlStl’lCt

518101.

2. A.Mallikarjuna S/o Veerabhadralah
aged about 43 years, D.No.2- 4-14,
R F road, Srisailam, Nandyal Dlstnct

3.T. Mohammad Rafi S/o Mahaboob lal,
aged about 54 years, D.No.4-8- 37,
Sriciri Colony, Srisailam, Nandyal District. .

4. D. Ramulamma W/o Linga Reddy,
aged about 81 years, D.No.2-4- 12,
P G road, Srisailam, Nandyal District,

5.Mvla Venkata Narayana S/o M. Subba Rao,
aged about, 50 years, D.No.4-8-356- 2,
Kottapeta, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

6. K.Sivaramakrishna S/o Subbanna,
aged about 43 years, D.No.1-1-53- 2
Yenugula Cheruvi Katta, Srisailem,
Nandyal District, 518101.

7.Shaik Nyamad S/o Shaik Murtaza,
aged about 39 years, H.No.2-3- -3/1,
Lalitha Bazar, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

8.Sheik Mohammad Rafi I S/0 Murthuja Vali,
aged about 46 years, D.No.4-8- 410,
Srigiri Colony, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

9.Sayyad Mallik S/o Khadar,
aged about 53 years, D.No.4-8- 288,
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Srisailam, Nandyal District.

10.Dasari Sudhakar S/o Munidasu,
aged about 64 years, D.No.1-2-93,
Malamma Thota, Srisailam,
Nandyal District.

11.Shaik Noorjahan Bi D/o Syed Murthaja Huseni,
Aged about 60 years, H.No.2-3-11,
P.G Road main line, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

12. Shaik Rahamatulla C/o Shaik Vali,
Aged about 28 years, D.No.4-7-131,
Kothapeta, VTC, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

13. Patan Jaffer bee W/o Hussain Khan,
Aged about 80 years, D.No.2-4-10,
P.G. Road, Near Vasavi Choultry,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

14. Mohammad Ali S/o Murthaja,

Aged about 49 years, Shop No. R Block 11,
Near Lalitambika Shopping Complex,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

15. Shaik Mahmad Basha S/o Mahbood Miya,
Aged about 64 years, D.No.1-2-173, Patalaganga,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

16. Shaik Jameel Ahmed S/o Shaik Abdul Majeed,
Aged about 54 years, D.No.2-3-6, P.G Road,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

17. T.Shaik Mahaboob Rabbani S/o Mahaboob lal,
Aged about 65 years, D.No.3-5-67, Kurnool,
Yadavasathram B Side, Srisailam, Nandyal District.

18. Sayyad Jilani Basha C/o Murtaja Hussain,
Aged about 53 years, Shop No. R Block 14,
Near Lalitambika Shopping Complex,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

19. Shaik Igbal C/o Abdul Hameed,
Aged about 47 years, D.No. 2-3-17, P.G Road,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

: ..Petitioner
AND
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1. The State of A.P, Rep. by Principal
Secretary, Endowments Department,
Secretariat, Velagapudi, Amaravati.

2. The Commissioner,

Endowment Department ,Vijayawada,

NTR District.

3. Sri Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna Swamyvarla

Devastanam, Rep by its Executive Officar,
Srisailam, Nandyal District.

..Respondent

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

Writ Petition it is hereby prayed this Hon'ble Caurt may be pleased to -

direct the respondents to provide electricity and maintain Stetus quo
with respect to shops in Q & R blocks near Lalitambika shopping
Complex, Sri Bhramaramba Mallikarjuna Swemvyvarla Devastanam
Srisailam, Nandyal District pending disposal of the above writ petition

and pass such other order or orders may deem fit anc progper in the

circumstances of the case,

AMARAVATI Counsel ﬁJMer

DATE: 03.01.2025
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