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W.P. NO. OF 2025

Between:

..Petitioners
AND

• A*'

2.Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy, 
S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 43 years, 
Occ:Farmer. R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

4.N.Venkata Sailaja, D/o.Subba Reddy, 
W/o.Venkateswara Reddy, Hindu, aged 47 years, 
Occ:House wif R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

l.Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy, 
S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 45 years, 
Occ: Employee. R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh, 
Rep. by it's Principal Secretary, 
Endowments Department, 
Secretariat Buildings, Velagapudi, 
Guntur District-522503.

2. The District Collector,
Prakasam District, Ongole.

3. The Commissioner, 
Endowments Department, 
A. P. Vijayawada.

4. The District Endowment Officer, 
Endowments Department, 
Ongole, Prakasam District

5. The Assistant Commissioner, 
Endowments Department, 
Ongole, Prakasam District.

3.Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy,
S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 42 years, 
Occ: Employee, R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION 
(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION) 

(UNDER ART. 226 OF THE CONSTITUnON OF INDIA)

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI



Counsel fort

I

6.The Sri Seetharama Swamy Temple,
Rep.by its Executive Officer,
Darsi Town & Mandal. Prakasam District.

y.Polamreddy Sura Reddy,
S/o. China Veera Reddy,
Hindu, aged about 67 years,
R/o.Boddikurapadu Village,
Thallur Mandal, Prakasam District. ..Respondents

2°'” ^^ove named Petitioners is that of their
counsel Anilkumar Devalaraju, (C.C.No. 10471), Flat No.lA, Block-C Brundavan 
Heights, Ajithsingh Nagar, Vijayawada-520015, Ph.9177225389.

For the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, it is hereby prayed that 
this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to issue appropriate Writ, Order or direction 

more particulalry one in the nature of WRIT OF MANDAMUS declaring the action 
of the Respondents No.3 to 6 in not executing a Joint Registered Sale deed in 
favour of the Petitioners and the 7th Respondent pertaining to the property of an 

extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents bearing Plot No.27 situated in S.No.349/2 
(New.S.No.349/2G2) at Darsi Town and Mandal, Prakasam District in compliance 

of the proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 vide Rc.No.M2/2259-96 issued by the 

2ndRespondent in terms of the Order dt.01-10-2010 passed in W.P. No.5874 and 

12504 of 1998 by the Hon'ble High Court of A.P by considering the Representation 

of the Petitioners dt.03.02.2025, as illegal, arnitrary, and violation,of pnncples of 

natural justice and in violation of Articles 14, 21 & 300-A of the Constitution of 

India and consequently direct the Respondents No.3 to 6 to execute a Joint 

Registered Sale deed in favour of the Petitioners and the 7th Respondent 

pertaining to the property of an extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents bearing Plot No.27 

situatedJn S.No.349/2 (New.S.No.349/2G2) at Darsi Town and Mandal, Prakasam 

District in compliance of the proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 vide Rc.No.M2/2259- 

96 issued by the 3rd Respondent in terms of the Order dt.01-10-2010 passed in 

W.P. No.5874 and 12504 of 1998 by the Hon'ble High Court of A.P by considering 

the Representation of the Petitioners dt.03.02.2025 and to pass such other order 

or orders as this Hon'ble Court may deerhs fitlustlnd proper in the circumstances 
of the case.

Amaravati
DATE: 10.02.2025



of 2025W.P.NO.

Between:

..Petitioners

1) The State of Andhra Pradesh & Others
.Respondents

LIST OF EVENTS

DateS.No

210.02.20251
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Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy

AND

Para 
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Affidavit] Affidavit

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

RE -1

Description (^the Events

The Petitioner ^submitted that 
present Writ Petition is filed 
challenging the action of the 
Respondents. No. 3 to 6 in not 
executing a Joint Registered 
Sale deed in favour of the 
Petitioners and the 7th 
Respondent pertaining to the 
property of an extent of Ac.O- 
38.1/2 Cents bearing Plot 
No.27 situated in S.No.349/2 
(New.S.No.349/2G2) at Darsi 
Town and Martdal, Prakasam 
District in compliance of the 
proceedings, da^ed 15-09-1998 
vide Rc.No. 142/^259-96 issued 
by the 3rd Respondent in terms 
of the Order ' dt.01-10-2Q10 
passed in W.P. No.5874 and 
12504 of 1998 hy the Hon'ble 
High Court of A.P by 
considering the Representation 
of the Petitioners 
dt.03.02.2025, as illegal, 
arnitrary, and violation of 
principles of natural justice and 
in violation of Articles 14, 21 &
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300-A of the Constitution of 
India and consequently direct 
the Respondents No.3 to 6 to 
execute a Joint Registered Sale 
deed in favour of the
Petitioners and the 7th
Respondent pertaining to the 
property of an extent of Ac.O- 
38.1/2 Cents bearing Plot 
No.27 situated in S.No.349/2 1 
(New.S.No.349/2G2) at Darsi 
town and Mandal, Pfakasam 
District in compliance of the 
proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 
vide Rc.No.M2/2259-96 issued 
by the 3rd Respondent in terms 
of the Order dt.01-10-2010 
passed in W.P. No.5874 and 
12504 of 1998 by the Hon'ble 

----------court "Of * -A;P by- 
considering the Representation 
of the Petitioners dt.03.02.2025

10.02.2025 The petitoner submitted that, | 
Respondent No.5 temple is 
having an extent of Ac.O7- 
99.1/2 Cents of and In R.S. 
No.349/2 and the same was 
divided into 38 plots and put 
the same in public auction vide 

------------- j:pgPj^gp._.eufTi_publiG-._Auction_L—
. Notice dt.25.05.1998 and the 

. ? ■ ;: Auction was conducted on 11- .
I 06-1998. per the Condition

No. 14 of the Rules Of said 
Auction Notice dt.25.05.1998, it 
is mentioned as "77je highest\ 
bidder at the time of\ 
registration Can obtain the 
Registration of Deed either in 
his favour or in favour of\ 
others not exceeding five\ 
members nominated by him at 
rheir own costd'. Hence the —
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Rs.70/ 
amount, 
highest

Petitioners herein being 
nominated by Respondent No.7 
participated in the said public 
auction along with him and 
been declared as the highest 
bidders for the sale 
consideration of Rs.2,11,750/- 
for the extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 

_____ ' Cents bearing Plot No.27. 
10.02.2025 'The Petitioner submitted that, 

the said auction was confirmed 
by vide Proceedings, dated 15- 
09-1998 in RCNO.M2/2259-96 
issued by the 3''‘^Respondent 
and that the Petitioners were 
shown as co-jointers at Column 
No.8 of Serial No.22, and the 
Respondent No.7was declared 
as highest bidder for the extent 
of Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents bearing 
Plot No.27 in S. No.349/2 
situated at Darsi Town and 
Mandal, Prakasam District. On 
the date of the auction 
Petitioners paid an amount of 
Rs.20,000/- to Respondent 
No.7 and he inturn paid an 
amount of Rs.50,000/- towards 
the bld amount out of the total 
bld amount oP Rs.2,11,750 
under receipt, dated 01-07- 
1998. Thus, ah. amount of 

I/- is paid towards bid 
Subsequently the 
bidders including 

Respondent Nb.7filed Writ 
petition before the Hon'ble 
High Court arid = the Hon'ble 
Court was pleased to pass 
Order dt.Ol-lO-2010 passed in 
W.P. No.5874 and 12504 of 
1998, and as per the said 
orders the Commissioner, 
Endowment Department, on
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10.02.2025
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I

receipt of recommendations 
from the Respondent No.5 
accorded permission to 
Respondent No.7 to coiiect the 
balance auction amount of 
2/3'’'', as already paid l/3rd 
amount at the time of auction, 
and also directed to collect 
interest at the rate of 18 % per 
annum from the date of 
confirmation of the auction 
held oh 11-06-1998 i.e., on 15- 
09-1998 and to register the 
plots in favour of the highest 
bidders._____________________ _
The Petitioner submitted that, 
while things stood. thus, the 
Respondent No.7 agreed to sell 
the entire; plot, to the 
Petitioners for a sale 
consideration of an amount of 
Rs.2,11,750/- and received an 
amount of Rs.97,000/- and also 
executed a hand letter -cum- 
agreement of sale, dated 10- 
08-1998 in favour of the 
Petitioners ; herein.Respondent 
No.7 agreed that he will 
receive the balance of sale 
consideration once the 
Government issue patta in" his 
favour and ^register a regular

- sale deed ihtdur4avduf«45^;this 
juncture, the Petitioners herein 
filed O.S.No.No.12 of 2012 on 
the file of Senior Civil Judge 
Court Darsi and the same is 
dismissed on dt.24.12.2016 
with an observation that "In 
view of the proceedings under 
Ex.Al, sale deed has to be 
executed only in favour of the 
highest bidders. So, the 1* 
plaintiff is not entitled for the



10.02.2025

65

•ZSa

w
relief of specific performance of 
contract basing on Ex.A4 hand 
letter cum agreement of sale 
as D2 has no valid title to 
execute sale deed in favour of 
the 1 plaintiff unless D2 obtain 
sale deed from DI temple. So, 
the suit is premature.". 
Against the said judgment, the 
Petitioners herein also filed first 
Appeal A.S.No.12 of 2017 and 
the same is also dismissed on 
dt.28.03.2023 and that we 
preferred Second Appeal under > 
S.A.No.297 of 2023 before the 
Honble High Court and the 

__ same is pending adjudication.
The Petitioner, submitted as per 
the as per the Condition No. 14 
of the Rules of Auction Notice 
dt.25.05.1998, "The highest 
bidder At the time of 
registration Can obtain the 
Registration of Deed either in 
his favour or in favour of 
others not exceeding five 
members nominated by him at 
their own costs " Basing on this 
Condition only Petitioners paid 
amounts to the Respondent 
No.7 and he inturn paid the 
same to Respondent authorities 
towards bid amount. Also 
Respondent authorities in 
pursuance to the said auction 
Condition No. 14, in which case 
the Highest Bidder has 
Nominated the Co-Jointers, 
Respondent authorities had 
executed Joint Registered Sale 
Deed in favour of the highest 
bidder and also Co-Jointers; ie; 
Doc. No. 1056/2012,

I Doc. No. 1407/2012 on the file
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Of SRO Darsi. Etc._________
The Petitioner submitted that, 
the Petitioner herein submitted 
a Representation dt.03.02.2025 
to the Respondents No.3 to 6 
in ' compliance of the auction 
Condition No. 14, with a request 
to kindly execute a registered 
Sale Deed jointly in the name 
of Respondent No.7(as highest 
bidder) and in the names of
the Petitioners (as Co-Jointers) 
as, per the proceedings, dated 
15-09-1998 vide Rc. 
NO.M2/2259-96 issued by the 
Respondent No.3. Also 
Petitioners undertook to pay 
the balance Sale consideration 
along with interest at the rate 
of 18 %”per anhiim’ from the 
date of confirmation of the 
auction held on 11-06-1998 
i.e,, on 15-09-1998 as directed 
by this Hon'ble Court vide its 
Order dt.01-10-2010 passed in 
W.P. No.5874 and 12504 of 
1998. As the Respondent 
authorities did not consider the 
said representation of the 
Petitioners herein and also 

■ "proceeding~“ to“~” execute" " a" 
regular Tegistefed sale deed 

johly---^in-^^^voui^
Respondent No. 7. without 
considering the fact that the 
subject property is placed 
under Se.22A of Registration 
and Stamps Act and it requires 
the Proceedings from 
Respondent No.2 & 3 to 
rerhove the said property from 
Prohibited -^Ust. "Also“ the 
Respondent authorities went to 
an extent of sub-division of the



i

jRE-n

Under Article 226 of Constitution of India.

:itioner/s

,1V-

i
'!■

I

i.

Amaravati
DATE: 10.02.2025

said property for proceeding 
with Registration to bypass the 
Prohibited list by sub-division 
of S.R.NO.349/2G as 
S.NO.349/2G1 & 349/2G2 to 
execute a registered Sale deed 
infavour of the Respondent 
NOi7. The said, illegal actions of 
the Respondent authorities are 
being challenged in the present 
Writ Petition. Hence, this Writ 
Petition.



IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

W.P. NO. OF 2025

Between:

..Petitioner
AND

4.The District Endowment Officer, 
Endowments Department, 
Ongole, Prakasam District

S.Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy,
S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 42 years, 
Occ: Employee, R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

4.N.Venkata Sailaja, D/o.Subba Reddy, 
W/o.Venkateswara Reddy, Hindu, aged 47 years, 
Occ: House wif R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

1. The State of Andhra Pradesh, 
Rep. by it's Principal Secretary, 
Endowments Department, 
Secretariat Buildings, Velagapudi, 
Guntur District-522503.

2.The District Collector, 
Prakasam District, Ongole.

2.Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy, 
S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 43 years, 
Occ:Farmer. R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

l.Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy, 
S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 45 years, 
Occ: Employee. R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

3.The Commissioner, 
Endowments Department, 
A.P.Vijayawada.



..Respondent

and as such I am well 
and I am also deposing the Affidavit

1. I submit that I am the Petitioner herein 
acquainted with the facts of the case 
on behalf of other Petitioners also.

5. The Assistant Commissioner, 
Endowments Department, 
Ongole, Prakasam District.

6. The Sri Seetharama Swamy Temple, 
Rep.by its Executive Officer,
Darsi Town & Mandal. Prakasam District.

7. Polamreddy Sura Reddy, 
S/o. China Veera Reddy, 
Hindu, aged about 67 years, 
R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Thallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

2. I submit that present Writ Petition is fiied chailenging the action of 
the Respondents No.3 to 6 in not executing a Joint Registered Sale deed in 
favour of the Petitioners and the 7th Respondent pertaining to the property 
of an extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents bearing Plot No.27 situated in S.No.349/2 
(New.S.No.349/2G2) at , Darsi Town and Mandal, Prakasam District in 

compliance of the proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 vide Rc.No.M2/2259-96 
issued by the 3rd Respondent in terms of the Order dt.01-10-2010 passed 
in W.P. No.5874 and 12504 of 1998 by the Hon'ble High Court of A.P by 
considering the Representation of the Pebbonere dt.03.02.2025, as illegal, 
amitrary, and violation of principles of natural jusHce arid in violation of

AFFIDAVIT

I, Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy,S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 
45 years,Occ: Employee. R/o.Boddikurapadu Village,Tallur Mandal, 
Prakasam District now having temporarily come down to Amaravati, do 
hereby solemnly and sincerely affirm and state as follows:
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14, 21 & 3.00-A of the Constitution of India and consequently direct 
the Respondents No.3 to 6 to execute a Joint Registered Sale deed in 
favour of the Petitioners and the 7th Respondent pertaining to the property 
of an extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents bearing Plot No.27 situated in S.No.349/2 
(New.S.No.349/2G2) at Darsi Town and Mandal, Prakasam District in 
compliance of the proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 vide Rc.No.M2/2259-96 
issued by the 3rd Respondent in terms of the Order dt.01-10-2010 passed 
in W.P. No.5874 and 12504 of 1998 by the Hon'ble High Court of A.P by 
considering the Representation of the Petitioners dt.03.02.2025;in the 
interest of justice and to pass such other order or orders as this Hon'ble 
Court may deenis fit just and proper in the circumstances of the case.

It is subrnitted that, Respondent No.5 temple Is having an extent of 
Ac.07-99.1/2 Cents of and in R.S. No.349/2 and the same was divided into 
38 plots and put the same in public auction vide Tender Cum Public Auction 
Notice dt.25.05.1998 and the Auction was conducted on 11-06-1998. As per 

;^ the Condition No. 14 of the Rules of said Auction Notice dt.25.05.1998, it is 
mentioned as "The highest bidder at the time of registration Can obtain the 
Registration of Deed either in his favour or in favour of others not 
exceeding five members nominated by him at their own costd'. Hence the 
Petitioners herein being nominated by Respondent No.7 participated in the 
said public auction along with him and been declared as the highest bidders 
for the sale consideration of Rs.2,11,750/- for the extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 
Cents bearing Plot No.27.
4. It is submitted. that, the said auction was confirmed by vide 
Proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 in Rc.No.M2/2259-96 issued by the 
3'^‘^Respondent and that the Petitioners were shown as co-jolnters at 
Column No.8 of Serial No.22,Jand the Respondent No.7was declared as 
highest bidder for the^extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents bearing Plot No.27 in S. 
No.349/2 situated at Darsi Town and Mandal, Prakasam District. On the



t

5. It IS submitted that, while things stood thus, the Respondent No.7 
agreed to sell the entire plot, to the Pebtionem for a sale consideration of 
"" fe-241,750/- and received an amount of Rs,97,000/-and.
also executed a hand letter -cum- agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998 in 
favour of the Petitioners herein. Respondent No.7 agreed that he will 
receive the balance of sale consideration once the Government issue patta 
in his favour and register a regular sale deed in our favour. At this Juncture, 
the PeBHoners herein filed O.S.No.No.12 of 2012 on the file of Senior Qvil 

Judge Court DarsI and the same is dismissed on dt.24.12.2016 with an 
observabon that "In view of the proceedings under Ex.Al, sale deed has to 
be executed only in favour of the higher bidders. So, the 1“ plaintiff is not 
enbtled for the relief of specific performance of contract basing on Ex.A4 
hand letter cum agreement of sale as D2 has no valid bbe to execute sale 
deed in favour of the 1 plainbff unless D2 obtain sale deed from DI temple. 
So, the suit is premature." Against the said judgment, the PetlUoners

" (5^date of the aucbon PetiHoners paid an amount of Rs.20,000/- to 
Respondent No.7 and he intum paid an amount of Rs.5O,opo/- towards the 
bld amount out of the total bid amount of Rs.2,11,750 under receipt, dated 
01-07-1998. Thus, an amount of Rs.70,000/- is paid towards bid amount. 
Subsequently the highest bidders including Respondent No.7filed Writ 
pebbon before the Hon'ble High Court and the Hon-ble Court was pleased to 
pass Order dt.01-10-2010 passed,in W.P. No.5874 and 12504 of 1998, and 
as per the said orders the Commissioner, Endowment Department, on 
receipt of recommendabons from the Respondent No.5 accorded pemriiion 

to Respondent No.7 to collect the balance aucbon amount of 2/3'x, as 
already paid l/3rd amount at the bme of aucbon, and also directed to 
collect interest at the rate of 18 % per annum from the date of confirmabon 
of the auction held on 11-06-1998 i.e., on 15-09-1998 and to register toe 
plots in favour of the highest bidders.



herein also filed first Appeal A.S.No.12 of 2017 and the same is also 
dismissed on dt.28.03.2023 and that we preferred Second Appeal under
5. A.No.297 of 2023 before the Honble High Court and the same is pending 
adjudication.
6. It Is submitted as per the as per the Condition No. 14 of the Rules of 
Auction Notice dt.25.05.1998, "The highest bidder At the time of 
registration Can obtain the Registration of Deed either in his favour or in 
favour of others not exceeding five members nominated by him at their 
own costs " Basing on this Condition only Petitioners paid amounts to the 
Respondent No.7 and he inturn paid the same to Respondent authorities 
towards bid amount. Also Respondent authorities in pursuance to the said 
auction Condition No. 14, in which case the Highest Bidder has Nominated 
the Co-Jointers, Respondent authorities had executed Joint Registered Sale 
Deed in favour of the highest bidder and also Co-Jointers; ie; 
Doc.No. 1056/2012, Doc.No. 1407/2012 on the file of SRO Darsi. Etc.
7. It is submitted that, the Petitioner herein submitted a Representation 

fdt.03.02.2025 to the Respondents No.3 to 6 in compliance of the auction
Condition No. 14, with a request to kindly execute a registered Sale Deed 
jointly in the name of Respondent No.7(as highest bidder) and in the names 
of the Petitioners (as Co-Jointers) as per the proceedings, dated 15-09- 
1998 vide Rc. NO.M2/2259-96 issued by the Respondent No.3. Also 
Petitioners undertook to pay the balance Sale consideration along with 
interest at the rate of 18 % per annum from the date of confirmation of the 
auction held on 11-06-1998 i.e., on 15-09-1998 as directed by this Hon'ble 
Court vide its Order dt.01-10-2010 passed in W.P. No.5874 and 12504 of 
1998. As the Respondent authorities did not consider the said 
representation of the Petitioners herein and also proceeding to execute a 
regular registered sale deed only in favour of the Respondent No.7. without 
considering the fact that the subject property is placed under Se.22A of 
Registration and Stamps Act and it requires the Proceedings from



Respondent No.2 & 3 to remove the said property from Prohibited List Also 
the Respondent authorities went to an extent of sub-division of the said 
property for proceeding with Registration to bypass the Prohibited iist by 
sub-division of S.R.NO.349/2G as S.No.349/2G1 & 349/2G2 to execute a 
registered Sale deed infavour of the Respondent No.7. The said illegal 
actions of the Respondent authorities are being challenged In the present. 
Writ Petition. Hence, this Writ Petition.
8. In the circumstances stated above, the Petitioner has no efficacious 
alternative remedy, except to seek the redressal before this Hori'ble Court 
seeking the indulgence of this Hon'ble Court to exercise the extraordinary 
original jurisdiction vested In this Hon'ble Court by virtue of Article 226 of 
the Constitution of India.
9. The petitioner has not filed any writ petition, suit or other 
proceedings for the relief or relieves sought herein.
10. It is therefore prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to issue 
appropriate Writ, Order or direction more particulalry one In the nature of 
WRIT OF MANDAMUS declaring the action of the Respondents No.3 to 6 in 
not executing a Joint Registered Sale deed in favour of the Petitioners and 
the 7th Respondent pertaining to the property of an extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 
Cents bearing Plot No.27 situated in S.No.349/2 (New.S.No.349/2G2) at 
Darsi Town and Mandal, Prakasam District in compliance of the 
proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 vide Rc.No.M2/2259-96 issued by the 
2"‘'Respondent in terms of the Order dt.01-10-2010 passed in W.P. 
No.5874 and 12504 of 1998 by the Hon’ble High Court of A.P by 
considering the Representabon of the Petitioners dt.03.02.2025, as illegal, 
arnitrary, and violation of principles of natural jushce and in violation of 
Arhcles 14, 21 & 300-A of the COnsUtution of India and consequently direct 
the Respondents Np.3 to 6 to execute a Joint Registered Sale deed in 
fevour of the Pebtioners and the 7th Respondent pertaining to the property 
of an extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents bearing Plot No.27 situated in S.No.349/2
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1

, (New.S.No.349/2G2) at Darsi Town and Mandal, Prakasam District in 

compliance of the proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 vide Rc.No.M2/2259-96 
issued by the 3rd Respondent in terms of the Order dt.01-10-2010 passed 
in W.P. No.5874 and 12504 of 1998 by the Hon'ble High Court of A.P by 

considering the Representation of the Petitioners dt.03.02.2025; in the 

interest of justiceand to pass such other order or orders as this Hon'ble 

Court may deems fit just and proper in the circumstances of the case.

11. It is also just and necessary that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased 

to DIRECT the Respondents No.3 to 6 to maintain Status-Quo in all aspects 
including the execution of any Registered Sale deed/s pertaining to the 

extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents bearing Plot No.27 situated in S.No.349/2 
(New.S.No.349/2G2) at Darsi Town and Mandal, Prakasam District pending 

■ disposal of the present Writ Petition in the interest of justice and pass such 

other order or orders may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the
■ case. . 1

■ 1
•■■■■■ ■ I

I 
I 

Solemnly and sincerely affirm this 
the day of 10.02.2025 '
and signed his name in my presence.

1 BEFORE ME 
. I;

ADVOCATE:: Amaravati
■ • I

VERIFICATION STATEMENT
I • .

I, Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy S/o.Subba Reddy, 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 correct to the best of my knowledge. 
The above contents are typed under my instructions and same are read over and 
explained to me in vernacular language. Hence verified at Amaravati on this the 
day of 10.02.2025 i

-2.42
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To,
1. .TT,e CommlRslonw,

Cndowmenls Department, 
A-P-Wjavaivada.
2. The District Endowments omccr,

Prakasam District. Ongole. j
3. The Assl.stant Commissioner, 

Endoivmcnts Department, 
Ongole, Prakasam Dtstrtct,

4. The Ex^tlvc onicer,
Sri ScetharamaSwamy Temple, 
parsf Town &Mandal. Prakasam District.

From:
1. VeduruiiVenkataPrasada Reddy,

S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 45 years, Occ: Employee.
2. Vedururf Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy,

S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 43 years, OcccFarmer.
3. VedururiVenkataKotl Reddy, I

S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 42 years, Occ: Employee,
4. N.VenkataSallaja, 0/o.Subba Reddy,

W/o.Venkateswara Reddy, Hindu, aged 47 years,
Occ:House wife. 1

All are residents of Boddikurapady Village, TallurMandal, Prakasam District.

Sub: Representation. 1
Ref.-l.ProceedIngs, dated 15-09-1998 vide Rc.No.M2/2259-96 Issued by 
the commissioner, Endowments Department.
2.RuIes of Tender Cum Public Auction Notice dt.25.05.1998.

Respected Sir, j

It Is submitted that,Sri SeetharamaSwamy Temple,Darsl Town &Mandal 
Prakasam District Is having an extent of Ac.07-99.1/2 Cents of and In R.S. 

No.349/2 and the same wss divided Into 38 plots and put the same In public 
auction vide Tender Cum Public Auction Notice dt.25.05.1998 and the Auction 
was conducted on 11-06-1998 and from out of 38 plots. We along with 
PoIamreddySura Reddy participated In the public auction and been declared as 
the highest bidders for the sale consideration of Rs.2,11,750/- for the extent of 
Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents bearing Plot No.27. The said auction was confirmed vide 
Proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 in Rc.No.M2/2259-95.
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« Is submitted that, as per the Onnditlon No.i4 of the Rules of 
dt.25.0S.1998, it IS menooned as -The highest bidder At the time 
Can obtain the Registration of Deed either In his favour or In favour of others 
exceeding live members nominated by him at their own costs 
As per the said proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 vide Rc. No.M2/2259-96 Issu 
by the Commissioner, Endov/ments Department;, Hyderabad at Serial No.22, 
PoiamreddySura Reddy was deicared as highest bidder for the extent of Ac.0- 

Cents bearing Plot No.27 In S. No.349/2 situated at Darsi Tovm and 
Mandai, PraKasamblstrict andwe are shown as co-jolnters according to Column 
No.8 of the details furnished along vnth the said proceedings, dated 15-09-1998.
On the date of the auction We paid an amount of Rs.20,000/- to PolamreddySura 
Reddy and heintum paid an amount of Rs.50,000/- towards the bid amount out 
of lhe total bid amountof Rs,2,11,750 under receipt, dated 01-07’4998.-lhus, an - 
amount ef Rs.70,000/- Ispald towards brd amount.
Subsequently the Hon’bfe High Court was pleased to pass Order dLOl-10-2010 
passed in VV.P. No.5874 and 12504 of 1998, and as per the said orders the 
Commissioner, Endowment Department, on receipt of recommendations from the 
AalsjEant Commissioner, Endowments Department, Ongofe accorded permission 
to E.0 of said Temple to collect the balance of 2/3rd amount from the highest 
bidders as they paid l/3rd amount at the time of auction, by collecting Interest at 
the rate of 18 % per annum from the date of confirmation of the auction held on 
11-06-1998 I.e., on 15-09-1998 and to register the plots in favour of the highest 
bidders, through an order, dated 16-11-2011 In R. Dis. No.N2/15708/2010.
It Is submitted that, PolamreddySura Reddyaiso agreed to sell the entire plot, to 
us for the sale consideration of an amount of Rs.2,11,750/- and received an 
amount of Rs,97,000/- and also executed a hand letter -cum- agreement of sale, 
dated 10-08-1998. PolamreddySura Reddy agreed that he will receive the 
balance of sale consideration only after Government issued pattels Issued In his 

fevour and register a regular sale deed In our favour. In the said context we also 
filed O3.No.No.12 of 2012 on the file of Senior Civil Judge Qjurt Dare! and the 
same Is dismissed on dt24.12.2016 with an observaHon that "In view of the 
proceedings under Ex.Al, sale deed has to be executed only in favour of the
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! viz-
hlflhest bidden;. (i,e P'plolnUfr Is nol cnUUcd for iho , 

performance of conimrt boslno on Ex.A4 hand IcUer cum .
D2 has no valid title to execute sale deed In favour «r •», 

obtain solo deed from O1 temple. So, the suit is n “
Judgment we also nied nrst Appeal A,S.No 12 the said
dismissed on dt28.03.2023 and that w ®’®®

SA.No.297 of 2023 before the Honble Hinh Second Appeal under
atVudIcatlon. ^0“^ and lhe'same Is pending
It is submitted as per the as n»r

nated the Co-Jolnters, you authorlUes had executed Joint Registered Sale 
Deed ,n favour of the highest bidder and also Co-Jornteis, le, 
DocN9.10S6/2012,Doc.No.M07/2012 on the file of SRODaisi. Etc.
It is submitted that, as saldPolamreddySura Reddy executed a hand letter -cum- 
agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998, to sell away his entire sham to us, we filed 
the atx^ suit seeking registration of Entire Property under Plot No.27 as per 
said agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998.
It is submitted that. In compliance of the auction Condition No.l4, you have 
executed Registered Sale Deeds Jointly in the Name of Helghest Bidder and Co- 
Jolnters as mentioned In sale deed bearing Doc.No.1056/2012, 
Doc.No.1407/2012 on the file of SRO Darsi. etc.
Hence we reserve our right to claim the entire share of the said Plot No.27 
belonging to PolamreddySura Reddy, basing on the Agreement he executed in 
our favour.
Meanwhile in compliance of the auction Condition No,14, we request your 
authority to kindly execute a registered Sale Deed jointly in the name of 
PolamreddySura Reddy as highest bidder and In our names as Co-Jolnters as per
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tiwproceedlngs, dalcd IS-TO-IMB vide Rc. No.M2/2259-9G I^ucd by the 
Commissioner, Endowments pepartmant. Also wc hereby undertake to pay the 
balance Said ronslddratton along with Interest at the rate of 18 “A per annurh 
fidrn the date of <»hnrmat|6n of the auction held on il-d6rl998 l.c., dp 1^9-

Wt futihejr freest youf authority not to receive any batanra saie cphslderatidn 
from saldPolamreddySura Reddy and alsp reqiidst you not t» e^e<tete any 
regfeferod Mid dniy In his favour without giving us any prior notice dr opportunity 
of hearing; falling which we. will be put te Serious Irrepaiable loss anitlr^u^^

• Hence Ih^ Representation. ■ ;
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Track Consignment

Sign In Register
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You are here Home» Track Consignment

Track Consignment Quick help

* Indicates a required field.

Booked At Booked On

520001

04/02/2025 16:17:12

04/02/2025 08:45:32 Out for Delivery
04/02/2025 08:25:28 Item Received
04/02/2025 04:39:44

04/02/2025

04/02/2025

04/02/2025 02:08:01 Item Bagged
03/02/2025 23:04:27

03/02/2025 16:10:36

03/02/2025 15:48:01 Item Bagged
03/02/2025 11:41:21 Item Booked

!■

Home

https://www.lndiapost.gov.in/_layouts/15/dop.portal.tracking/trackconsignment.aspx
1/2

03/02/2025 
11:41:21

Gollapudi S.O

Vijayawada RS TMO
I

Vijayawada RS TMO

Destination 
Pincode

Vijayawada NSH

Vijayawada NSH

I 
I 
( 
!

Item Dispatched

Item Received

Item Dispatched

04/02/2025 
16:17:12

Item Received .

Item Dispatched

Delivery 
Confirmed On

03:22:20

02:51:15

sAzncii^

India Bost 
DakSowe-JanSMB

1 ®

Event

Item Delivered(Addressee)

* Consignment Number 

EN533312472IN

Tariff Article Type Delivery 
Location

41.30 Inland Speed Vijayawada 
Post GPO

Vijayawada NSH

Pattabhipuram(Guntur) S.O

Pattabhipuram(Guntur) S.O

Pattabhipuram(Guntur) S.O

Pattabhipuram(Guntur) 
S.O

Event Details For: EN533312472IN
Current Status ; Item Deiivered(Addressee)

Date Time Office '
1

Gollapudi S.O

Gollapudi S.O

https://www.lndiapost.gov.in/_layouts/15/dop.portal.tracking/trackconsignment.aspx
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2/2

Google Play

Tenders India 
. Related sites 
Website Policies

Contact Us 
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Sitemap 
Help
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National Voter’s Service Portal
- India Code- - 

Application Security Audit Report

Download the Post Info App

This website belongs to Department of Posts. Minlstnt of Communications, Got. Created and Managed by 

Tata Consultancy Services Ltd.
Content owned and updated by Department of Posts, Minlsby of Communications, Government of India. Last 
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aiffgSecSio&. 5 3-to g-§3dieS;S s,Soc5i5&5 •£" 3§a;6,^to 
aSlOi&s' a| cj^poso-ea •&Se3 g=Ped&o”^S Sooo^o

y>33 ^4od.&& ^£3j)
fS&csi&oiii ^tocp&a n»a a»43o»&S' 3.to

Sooaoa^ ^Bs-o^s &oa (5 ^obs's^,) bs(*^s spb 
^^7)6c3i)6.

Sl^c&o €j>ox)J6 3o6o^ S’J^or^co esgoS
cp&sg ^^§;6o ^cxi>8De^;6D.

16. ^j65qd rp^, si^^S^oiS’ex) rp^ ^e’;6cpei>
I ■

17. ^i5&oi& S-to&ei .3| aB|&eS'& a 6e?»oaa-&. 
®to feeolijoag -aae asoas CS3>^^ ga^-odio 
a§’oto& g|; ai5& siaa SBB geo gdSon" s5gj Sgg»& 
a»BS ■Si’agd»t>cj»(53 SB &og o»otoi5°g aScsio.

1 *’"' ~ •
18. ^apcpdi) ^gp, |pc3o6sp5

(Soe^o €3gpd6;6 J'Spi ' “

^SjS) ssa aSo£58DelD;63.
sis5^8De$e5o.
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English Translation

.. . j. • • • • . • • • 
Advertisement for Sale of Devasthanam 

Land-Cum-Open Public Aucfion

cents 'and in total extant of Ac34 05
^iata ^"°"’^‘“^^®’’™-«-'"vTomptasi.uatadinDarsh

on 11.06.98 .n the premises of Sri Ayyappa Swamy available in the said place in 
STTr” ^Pariritent Officers in the tarm of plots » pe“l^
orders of the Commissioner of Hyderabad R.C. No. M2/3130/92. dated 28-7-93 and 
Government orders No.54384/E IV-1/9e-3, dated 29-10-96.

■ , ' i ■ ' ■ ‘ '

C6.NDITIQNS FOR PARTICIPATION IN AUCTinu

!ife?er “'IT '®™’®^-Pd'"-Pdblio aucbon along with their

xecubve Officer eriher in person or by registered post before the public auctiori.

2. The sealed lender covers received by the auction supervisor shall be opened in the 
Ptasenoeofthetenderersbeforetheopeningofthepubifoaucbon. "*’**"'•

3. The auction will be launched with the highest price received in the sealed tender

Xr^SoXT 7'''“ **’’ ^'0-P y ng Rs. 20,000/-can partrcrpate in the aucbon by paying the price.

Other Important condlMonar



9. The deRartment has the right to stop the old auction from cancelling the oid auction 
and re-perfdrm the auction if the whole of the auction of the senior singer is 
considered to be not correct.

5. This auction is conducted by the Executive Officer under the supervision of Hindu 
Religious Endowments Department Deputy Commissioner of Guntur, in the presence 
of Assistant Commissioner.

7. At the end of the auction, the price of the other party except the price of the raiser 
will be returned as the price of the auction/

8. This auction will be cancelled in the name of the highest bidder sul^ect to the order 
6f approval of the Cornmissiorter of Endowments, Hyderabad.

; 10: After cphripletiph of the auction/ the bidder has to pay 1/3rd of the totel of his 

auction plus the original auction price: If the auction is hot paid ih this way, the price 
paid at the beginning of the auction will be credited to the temple aocount as a 
delinquency, but the auction will be returned and the loss from the auction will be 
recovered from the first highest auction holder

11. Within 15 days of the approval order of the Commissioner of Endowmerits 
Departrnent, Hyderabad , the transferee shall pay the remaining 2/3 of the auOtipn fee 
in full arid get registered at their owri expense: In case of non-payment of the first 

auction, 1/3rd of the auction rhoney paid at the end of the first aiuctioh is to be 
credfied to the pevaSthanam accourit under deliriquericy: However, any loss incurred 
in the old auction will be recovered from the first highest bidder

6<Thpse who want to participate in thisi auction mUst pay Rs. 20^000/- (Twenty 
Thousand) pan participate in the auction.



4.

16. Neither minors nor insolvents shall participate in the auction.

15. Immediately after registration of sale of immovable property the purchase 
property shall be taken over by the highest bidder.

17. Under no drcumstanoes' bidder shall violate the old conditions. In case of such 
violabon, it is decided to deposit the entire amount paid by him to the account of the 
temple and recover the loss from the first bidder by re-auctioning the said property.

18. If the sale of the immovable property is rejected by the Commissioner, Revenue 
Department, Hyderabad, 1/3td of the amount (including interest) paid by the bidder 
will be refunded. No interest shall be given on such amount.

14. The decision to register the entire land purchased by the highest bidder to highest 
bidding amount at the time of registration in the name of highest bidder or in the 
name of highest bidder and some other persons nominated by him (up to 5 persons) 
at their own expense.

; \ I- . ■ &
12. The Executive Officer or the Auction Monitoring Officer shall have powers to stop 
or postpone the auction for any reason whatsoever.
. . ■ ■ ■ ’ ' ■ ■ ■

13. Bidders should check ttie area of plots of real estate for sale according to the plan 
file and take part in the auction before the auction. After the auction was dismissed, 
the temple had nothing to do with the.above plot.

19. Decision of the registrant ,to register at his own expense by paying stamp duty on 
the registration price or the auction fee, whichever is higher.

20. Those who have dues or other transactions with this temple are ineligible to 
participate in this auction.
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darshi
25-5-1998

BH. Veera Reddy 
Executive Officer

".X7zxx:“:’ “ *" - «...
selling point himseff in «,e morning 8-00 pm to Xm""’"*"""
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‘Office of the Cawntsslonek, 
Endowments Depactment, A.F., Hyd.

in the ciccumstanees repofted by the Deputy Commlaalonec, Endoements 
Department! Guntur and in exero^ pf powers 

Of rules framed u/s 80

iS

;• 1.
2.
3.

•'s; w-

' ^1.
;.M2/2259/96 D ted i

■u,

/■

A ■

D^arimtnt 

t .

■ ' ■ 

la- .:; . .
.■■WF-

W"
:• Endowments pepartmeife.'.,FtsX’jam ’’J;®?: ’ <?>-„

Sri Seetharama Swamo^^om- ie/ Sale oz land .in Tender-cum-public >- auctiS^ heiron lu^psale Orders - Issued.

Commr's Order Njf^^3l30/®2 ’
Govt. Memo.NO. 29.10.96.

Department. Guntur.

’ ■ ■ • Hl-"'. 
■- - - -

nowers vested in him under' rule
14 Of rules frameo u/s oO read gith Section 153 of APC & HRI and E.Act 
30/87; the Cownlssioner/i=-ndown#pts Department, A.P., Hyderabad.

' hereby confirms the sale' of lar| belonging to.Sri Seetharama Swamy 
Temple, Darsi Village. Darsl (4> Prakasam Dist., in favour of the 
highest bidders as detailed below*.

' ' '''ix '-

Asst con^wner 

lenls pebartffltni , . ‘ 
ONGOVE

Memo.NO


Name of the HighestSy.No.

99

0.23 Sri K.Raml Reddy2 2,07,000

3’. II 3 2,99,000 Sri.B.OovitriayyaI* 0.23

6.27^2 Sri P.Ramesh4II4.

O.27J2II5.5. It.
Reddy

4,03,0006.6.

. .3. .Contd.

Sri Y.Verikateswara 
Rao.

1. Sri.N.Baslvl Reddy
2. Sri H. Venkateswarlu
3. Sri P. Vehkateswara Rat.

• < 
3,57,000

l.Srl Y.Ramana Reddy 
2.Sri K. Pltchi Reddy 
3.Sri K. Subba Reddy 
4.Sri G.Venkata Subbalah

!

3,9B,65Q

 i
6 .

2,79,500
4.

349/2

1. Szl.S.Ko^L Reaa'x
2. Scl M.Brahma Reddy
3. Sri M.Subba Reddy

extent 
Ac.

0. 21V

■_____________ 8. 

l.Srl tlagesh Babu. 
2.Sri A.Koteswara Rao. 
'3.Sri X. Ankalah. 
4.Sri P.V. Ramaiah.

- ------------------------------
‘Name of the Co-Joln±ers . .' Name of the Village 

--?f. -?ai.&.5i2trict.
1. ■

Srl K.Surya Nacayana 1. Sri K.Gopala Reddy 
2., SrlKyehkata Reddy
3. K. Ramana Reddy.
4. Sri. K.Verikateswara 

Reddy.
• -Sri G.Venkatramaiah

2. Sri.Ch.Srinivasa Rao
3. Sri.O.Subraroanyam.
4. - Sri K.DhanunJaya Rao

Amount 
Cts. Secu£edi_ - 

1. T. 
Sri S.yenkatesKirlu

0.26

gndownwnts^epartweni /

 : 2 >

Plot 
.C!Qx.

__ _________________________Sri Seetharama Swamy 1 Temple. Oarsl Town, Oarsl Mandal, 
Prakasam Olst.



iss»'na.^^ssm^ttsaaaBsssaaesfB^^ 7
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if
8.1.6.5.4.2. 3.

OiaeJj 3,04,750349/2 7

8. .11 0.27JJ 3,30,000It B

3,71,250 Sxl M.Nagi ReddyO.-27'i9II9.I

. O.27JS10IIM10.

0.27>s11
11.

^3/11^

Sri M.Srinivasa 
Rao

2.Sri.M.Venkata Rao
, 3.Sri K.Eswara Prasad

l.Srl S.Venkata Subba 
Subba Reddy.

2. Sri .v.venkataswarlu..
3. Sri K.Ball Reddy.
4. Sri R. China Kasl 

Reddy.

l.Srl M.Venkateswara 
Rao. .

1 .Smt .K ogeswar ancna
2. Smt-P .Koteswaramma.. 
a.Smt.M.Venkatasubbanma ,
4 .ontt.P.Subba Ratnamma-

1.Betha Venkata 
Subba Reddy.

2.Sri Ch.Peda Gurava 
Reddy.

3*Sri Harinarayana • Reddy.

Assl.
Endowments popartmenl

ONGOLE

3,30,000 Sri S.RamanJa 
neya Reddy.

3,30,000 Sri U.Subba 
Nacasaiah.

r 
f

I
t

i

Sri K.Wageswara l.Srl K.Koti Reddy 
Reddy. 2.SrlS.Venkateswara

Reddy.
3. Rami Reddy.
4, Sri-M.Chowdaiah

Seetharainaswaroy Temple 
Parsl Town, Darai Mandal, 
Prakaaam Dist.



r' -r <S<SS -
S',

8.*6. 7.5.4.3.2.- .4

12.
• 2.70/000.0.27349/2. 12

-do-3r.l L.VenkateswaruLu1,35,0000.15It 13M13.
Sri P.Venkata Reddy4,37,0000.3814IIn14.

6.
RaoScl M.Nageswaca1,61,5000.1915

15 •

Sri G.Siva Reddy1,26,0000.1816II

16. IfSri

1,62,0000-1821IIM17.

n
Sti. K.Venkateswarlu1,90,000.0.192218.
Sri k.Nasayana Reddy5,32,00023 0.38II. 19.

..5..

.j.h'

Co-Joindcrs list not 
furnished.

• —do-.

—> ■ -'

1. Sri A.Peda Konda Reddy

2. Sri B. Kotaiah.
3. Sri N.Prasanna Kumar.
4. Sri P. Ravi Chandra Reddy.

Sri. M.Venk.ata Natavatw

s ; 4

II.

Sri Seetharama Swamy 
Temple, Darsi Town, 
Darsi Mandal, 
Prakasam Dist.

Co-Jolnders list not 
furnished.

Sri A.Satyanarayana Jainders list not. 
furnished.

Sri B. Venkateswarlu l.Sri B.Subba Rao 
2.Smt. B.RamanJamma. 
3. Sm t. B . BhSgy amroa.

5. Sri. M.Venk.ata 
Reddy. 
Sti ^.□ayacami Reddy-

1. Sti T.iladBtt Mohan Rao *
2. Smt. Nagaratnam.
3. Sri 'K.Narasalah
4. Smt. P. Subbar a tnam..

4ssr. Oonirmssioner 1, j,,.
Endowments Department pf

ONGOLE



*,A 8.2. 5. 73. ;64.

Sri E.Chenna Reddy.20. 349/2 24 0.38 i6,08,000

2,18,50025 0.19 Sri T.Venkata Reddy

H Sri P.Venkata Reddy26 0.18 2,07,000

23. * " 21 0.38Ji ;2,ll,750 Sri P.Sura Reddy.

4
M24 30 0.23 1,84,000 Sri M.Koti Reddy

25- •» 31 0.11 1,70,500 Sri M.Subba Reddy

26. 32 O.lVj 1,89,750N

21. 3'3 0,23 Sri S.Seshl Reddy not

..6 ...

J

Sri Seetharama S.T., 
DarsW Twon, 
Darsi Mandal 
S*rakaaafli Oist.

21. s
22.

Sri 5 .Ve^nkateawara 
Reddy.

: 5

Co-jcinders list 
furnished.

3,45,000

Asst. Qomm^sgonar 
Gatfp«Mne«ib Depanmant 

CfiHGOtE

1. Sri E.Mala Xonda Reddy
2. Sri l>.Chinha Venkateswarlu.
3. Sri L. Venkateswara Reddy
4. Sri L.Ramaiia Reddy.

1. Shaik Meera Saheb.
2. P. Narayana Reddy.
3. Sri N. Yallamanda.

1. Sri Ch.Srinivasa Reddy
2. Sri B.Peda Koti Reddy.
1. Srot. N.Verikata.S«Lia5a 
2.3rl V.Venkata Prasada deddy
3. Stl v. Ven'kat.a Reddy

. Sri Verikata Koti Reddy.
. 1. Sri E. Rami Reddy

2. Sri E. China Narsl Reddy
1. Sri Peda Koti Reddy
2. Sri K. Venkata Reddy.
1. Sri S. Koti Reddy
2. Sri S. AnJi Reddy.



_ 3- ■

2

8.7.65.4.3.2.1/

z
Sri T. Kotl Reddy7,20,0000.48349/2. 34

3. Smt .G.Bul^chenvna •

4. Sri A. Nagi Reddy.

Sri K.Narayana Rffddy6,12,5000.353529t
—Do—3,86,4000.2436«M30.

0.33»J 2,11,05037fr** tt31.

3. Sri G. Krishna.

t

1. Sxl G.Srlhivaaa 
Rao.

Xssr. Cfammissiorwr 
Endowments Department 

ONGOLS

Sri M . Ye llama nda 
Reddy.

Sri G.VenXateswarlu

f
k- .

6 s

2. Sri D. Hanurnantha 
' Rao.

4-

Sri X. Bala Naraslmha 1.
Reddy.

2. Smt.Y. Vaca Lakshm

■ I -■

, ! <

Co-Jolndcrs list not 
furnished

20, Sri Seetha Rama S.T.., 
Darsl 
Darsi Nandal, 
Prakasam Bist.
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'^he Executiv 
get the 

and u 
after .

Tox
1..

3.
4.

Joint account 
^^epartment, * 
c»€ investments.

Sd/- P.Narasimha Rao; 
De pity Commissioner (g)g

WW«I
S

W'-.. ■...
Of file subject, temgle is directed

Hl. deed rXered in f-e of the Highest bidder 
Should be execut^ at ^e.expertses of the purchaser 

coHectihg the entire »td

The sale Proceeds shdiW be invested in long term Deposit in 
Nationalised Bank where in the temple is havir^ account in the 

Of Executive dificer and the Coniiissioner Endowments 
.P.< Hyderab^?^^ shouid.be entered in, the registered 

It shouldiv^e noted in remarks column boldly 
as sale proceeds of land should not be utilised for any other 
purpose. No loan shall bellied or the ^.D. encashed without 
specific permission of the^nmissioner Endowments Department, 
A.P., Hyderabad. The P.D. gg, shall bi^ent to the Deputy Commi­

 
ssioner, Endowments Department, t-untur as per this office Circular 
No. 22/92, Dt. 19.8.1992.

As per this office circuiir Instructions No. 2/B2, 
dt. 4.1.1982, 2/3rd interest accrued on the P.D.k. shall be

> ’•i'.'C '-n •*» ■

Utilised for the maintenance ogthe institution and l/3rd interest 
shall be invested in the Cumulailye Deposit Account in. the same 
Bank. After maturity the interest invested in c.D.Amount shall be 
added to the Carpus amount so Wto inpro^ the financial position 
of the Institution. ,

■ The Deputy Commle.looet, Eig^.nts Depactment. Guntur is 
requested, to pursue further M<^>r twestjeent of amount and 
submit canpliance report.

(BY ORDER OP THE
■

kR'.

®''»»y Temple, D^rsi,

“’pt.. Guntur. 
teWowents Dept., Ongole.

AS.

ONQQLt iy ;

Super!nt

The Executive Officer, S^l . 
. (Village) and Mandal, Pc^aLj

Copy to the Dyi Comnissi^l 
Cppy to the Asst. Commissiop 
Copy to *C‘ Section.

'' ' ■

■ ■■r.y

shouid.be


a

1
I

)

■ iv*-

Land admeasuring an extent of Ac.34.05 cents situated in .
S.No.349/2 of Darsi Village belongs to Sri Seetharamaswamy Vari 
Temple, Darsi. It appears that the State Government took a policy decision

- in the year 1997 to remove encroachments and widen R & B and 
Panchayat roads through out the State. In implementation of the said 

policy, the District Collector, Prakasam, directed to remove 99 Auto 

Mechanic Sheds from the road margins in Darsi Village.

The Government issued orders in G.O.Ms.No.560, General 
Administration (Genl.) Department, dated 22.02.1997, authorizing the 

District Collectors to take over the lands of other, departments for the 

purpose of rehabilitation of the displaced persons, without formal approval

' I '
• I - ■ ' .

I

©£*^4
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE NOUSHAD AU

Wilt Petition Nos.5874 & 12504 of 199B
■ i . • ■ ■

COMMON ORDER: <

These two writ petitions, relating to the same subject, are being 
disposed of by this common judgment.

W.P.No.5874 of 1998 has been filed seeking a Writ of Mandamus 
directing respondents 1 to 3 not to alienate the lands in Sy.No.349/2 of 
Darsi Village and Mandal belonging to Sri Seetharamaswamy Vari 

Temple, either by way of lease or on rent in favour of the fourth 

respondent-association by declaring the proceedings in 

Rc.No.B5/7427/97, dated 21.01.1998 of 3''^ respondent herein, namely, the 
District Collector, Prakasam District, as illegal and without jurisdiction.

1 ■■
W.P.No.12504 of 1998 has been filed by the 4^^ Respondent- 

Association in W.P.No^5874 of 1998 seeking a Writ of Mandamus directing 

the respondents therein to fix the market value of the land admeasuring an 

extent of Ac.5.00 cents situated in S.No.349/2 of Darsi Village and collect 
the same from the members of the petitioner-association without resorting 

to tender-cum-public auction.



I

As the land belongs to the temple and the same does not belong to 

the Govemnient, .a*** respondent herein viz., the Commissioner of 

Endowments,.-Hyderabad requested the District Collector not to proceed 

witti the allotments. As the 3"^ respondent still pursued his order dated 

21.01.1998, the petitioner in W.P.No.5874 of 1998 filed the writ petition 

seeking a direction to the respondents not to alienate the said land.

of the concerned departments. Purportedly acting under the said orders, 
the District Collector issued orders in Rc.B5/7427/97 dated 21.01.1998, 

earmarking Ac.0.05 cents of vacant land for each automobile unit in 
S.No.349/2 oh payment of nominal rent, to enable the displaced persons 
temporarily tol locate their units subject to condition that the land would 

remain with I the Endowment Department and after five years, the 

concerned department would collect. market-related rents from the 
rehabilitated persons. After identifying 99 mechanics as eligible tor 

rehabilitation,I the Assistant Commissioner, Endowments was directed to 
earmark vacant land and hand over the possession to the displaced 

persons in cohsultation with the Mandal Revenue Officer, Darsi.

The displaced persons formed an association, viz.. The Darsi Motor 

Field and Handicrafts Association. Case of the Association is that in 

pursuance of the order of the District Collector dated 21.01.1998, the 

Executive Officer, Mandal Surveyor and V.A.O. divided the land and 

allotted one plot to each of its members. The members occupied their 
respective ploits and erected sheds. Some of them have constructed pucca 

buildings and are eking out their livelihood by pursuing toeir respective 

avocations. Tb protect the interest of the members, the 4'*’ Respondent- 

Association filed W.P.No.12504 of 1998 seeking to direct the respondents
• • • • ' s

to fix the market value of the land and allot the same in their favour without 

resorting to tender or public auction and not to interfere with the 

possession and enjoyment of the said land.

' The 4*** Respondent-Association admits that the land belongs to the 

temple but pleads that the Commissioner of Endowments in his
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• 1
proceedings Rc.No.l\^2/3i30/1992, dated 28.07.1993 directed to sell the 

land in tender-cum-public auction and the Government.also issued Memo 
’ No.54384yEIV-1/96-3'dated 29.10.1996 directing to dispose of the said 

land in tender-cum-public auction. The Association, therefore pleads that 

the land be sold to its members directly without any tender or public 

auction.

In the.counter affidavit filed in W.P.No.12504 of 1998 on behalf of 

the Commissioner of Endowments and the Assistant Commissioner of 
Endowments, Ongolej admitted the fact that the Commissioner by order 

dated 28.07.1993 granted permission to sell the land in public auction and 
after approval of the j same by the State Government by Order dated 

29.10.1996, the Executive Officer initiated follow up action. It has also 

been stated in the counter affidavit that the order issued by the State 

Government in G.O.Ms.No.560 dated 22.02,1997 is not applicable to the 

temple lands. The land allotted by the said order of the District Collector 

dated 21.01.1998 is the patta land of the temple and hence the District 

Collector was requested to cancel the order dated 21.01.1998. Since the 

land was proposed to^ be leased out on nominal lease amounts, the 

Commissioner of Endowments.refused to accord permission for alienation 

in favour of the Association and as per the order of the State Government 

dated 29.10.1996 to dispose of the land in public auction only, requested 

the District Collector to advise the members of the association to 

participate in the auction and purchase the land, if they so desired. It was 

stated therein that the Executive Officer, Darsi. Group of Temples placed 

the land measuring Ac.10.09 cents in public auction on 11.06.1998 and 

the average rate of rent came to Rs.12 lakhs per acre. The highest rate 

secured in the public auction was Rs.17,500/- per cent. It is admitted in the 

counter affidavit that the land has been occupied by the members of the 

association and the land cannot be sold except in the public auction. The 

average rate of land in S.No.349/2 secured in the public auction on 

11.06.1998 was Rs.12 lakhs per acre and the value of the land occupied 

by the Association is more valuable than the said land sold in the 

publication.



c.'The ‘autonagar’ formed by the occupation of certain auto

;■

1

The Principal Secretary Revenue Departrnent (Endowments) filed 

affidavit in W.P.No.5874 of 1998. Adverting to the order issued in 
G.O.Ms.No.sdo dated 22.12.1997 the Principal Secretary admitted that in 

spite of the i clarification issued by the Commissioner, Endowments 

Department Vide letter Rc.M2/2259/1996, dated 6.02.1998 that the land 

belongs to the Temple (vide patta No.1408), the District collector did not 
take remedial measures to rectify the situation arising out of his order 

dated 21.01.1998. It has been admitted therein that the motor workers are 
I ■ .

poor and are eking out their livelihood by undertaking motor repairs arid as 

the said petty motor workers have been iri possession ever since 1998, it 

has been prdposed to collect market value and accordingly decided to 
i .

compensate ttie temple with a view to safeguard the interests of the 

Temple. The Government through G.O.Ms.No.467, dated 01.04.2009 

constituted a; three Member Committee under Section 89 of the A.P. 

Charitable and Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act 1987 on 

permanent basis consisting of Joint Secretary to Government, Revenue 

(Endowments) Department, A.P. Secretariat, Hyderabad; Joint 

Commissioner, (Estates) Endowments Department O/o. the Commissioner 

of EndOwmeihts, A.P. Hyderabad; and Deputy Secretary to Government,
' Law Department, A.P. Secretariat,'Hyderabad, the government issued 

directions to the said Committee to inspect the land for the purpose of 

fixing the market value after holding discussions/negotiations with the 

motor workers and submit a report.

The Committee accordingly submitted a report with certain 
i ,

recommendations and the same was forwarded to the Government for 

consideration^

The Report of the Committee dated 26-05-2010 submitted to the 

Government for consideration to the extent relevant is as follows:

I
“1. The facts relating to location, encroachments etc. as 

reveal^ from physical verification of the site and verification of 
records:.
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a) As per the proceedings of the District Collector, the rehabilitation 
of some members in land belonging to the temple was because they 
are “persons below poverty line and now they have been carrying out 
their activities/business under the shade of trees". The 
recommendation to allot five cents of land uniformly to all those who 
have been evicted for extending the road margins though appear to 
be more than the requirement, it is not so because there is no 
provision made irj that order for roads and for other public utilities. As 
such the occupants had to earmark some part of the land given to 
them for these purposes and develop the land for their business 
establishments.

b) The land has been allotted with the condition that the land 
(property) in question remains with the Endowment Department and 
after 5 years the concerned department would collect market related 
rents from persons so rehabilitated. However, as the orders of the 
Collector are not tenable to the endowments Department and in view 
of W.P. in Hon'ble High Court the occupants have continued to 
benefit without even payment of this rent for so many years.

C. Regarding market value of lands occupied: ■
I ■

mechanics based on the proceedings issued by the then District 
Collector, Prakasam. as part of rehabilitation of those whose shops 
have been removed.to widen road margins is located in 349/2 
adjacent to the Erukula colony in survey No.349/1. The extent of this 
land is Ac.5.60 cents. Out of this approximately an extent of ac.1.85 
cents is utilized for roads. The land excluding the roads is divided into 
100 plots for allotment to the members as part of rehabilitation and 
thus the extent of each plot is approximately 3.75 cents.

d. Of the 100 plots allotted, 46 are vacant as on this day and the 
rest 54 are occupied. The vacant plots are distributed in the entire 
site and some of them are due to uneven sizes of the plot. Of those 
who occupied, one is for residential purpose, six are for residence 
cum shop, one is for office of the Association, and one is for shopping 
complex by the association.

e. Some of , the occupants have constructed pucca sheds and 
buildings while some sheds are temporary in nature.

i
f. The so call^ lay-out has been provided with civic facilities and 

importantly electrical and water facility.

B. Regarding Collector’s proceedings relating to Autonagar:
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a) The present'basic value of the lands in the vicinity of land in 
survey no.349/2 as certified by the Sub-Registrar is Rs.3,96.000/-. 
However, the then District Collector of Prakasam in his letter to the 
Chief Secretary in June. 2009 {Rc.E3/7427/97. dated 15-6-2009) 
stated ttiat the market value of the land is Rs.35.0 lakhs per acre. 
But subsequently in the letter addressed to the Principal Secretary. 
Endowments, the present Collector of Prakasam District 
(RC.E3/7427/97. dated 20-4-2010) states that the present market 
value ofi the lands may be around Rs.15 lakhs to 20 lakhs.

b) The views on the market value are varied for the reason that 
there is ino way to correctly fix the market value as there are no sale 
transactions in and around this land in the recent past. The land other 
than the temple land here is agricultural land and not suitable for 
residential purpose and there are no approach roads and other civic 
facilities and hence the market value of those lands is low. This fact 
is evident from the basis value certificate issued by the Sub­
Registrar. The rate of such lands is not comparable. The land oh the 
other side of the road (just by the side of the road) has location 
advantage arid the higher rates which may be offered to suchFlands 
also cannot be taken into consideration for fixing the market value of 
these lands.”

On the facts as extracted above, to resolve the issue the committee 

made the following recommendations; ‘ '

"A. The District Collector can be requested to send proposals for 
exchange of land after identifying government land of equal value 
(market value @20 lakhs per acre as stated by the District Collector) 
anywhere in Prakasam District. Institutions need not have property 
in the same village where the temple is located. Such proposals can 
be considered by the Commissioner. Endowrhents as he is 
competent to approve the exchange of temple lands if it is in the 
interest of institution. There may not be any legal hurdles in such 
exchange. In case of such proposal, it is also necessary to consider 
demanding suitable lease amount from the occupants of the plots in 
the temple lands from the year 1998 as the temple suffered from loss 
of income it might have derived from such lands.

B. The Hon’ble High Court has issued orders to sell any land 
belonging to temples of charitable institutions only through public 
auction. ISale or lease of land through negotiations/compromise is not 
permitted.. However, if the Hon'ble High Court considers the present 
case as special case and accords permission for compromise, the 
following ican be considered.
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The above proposal is made keeping in view the circumstances 
under which the Collector has allotted the land to the occupants of the 
temple and land in view of the socio-economic conditions of the 
occupants. The rehabilitation of the persons who have lost their 
livelihood due to eviction for road widening is kept in mind. At the 
same time, the value of compensation for the temple property is 
reasonable.”

The A.P; Charitable and Hindu Religious Institutions and 

, Endowments Act. 1987 (for short ‘the Act') has been enacted, inter alia, to 

; protect the charitable institutions arid endowments.

Section 75 of the Act provides that any lease, gift, sale, exchange or 

mortgage of an inam land granted for support or maintenance of charitable 

or religious institution or endowmerit or for the maintenance of religious or 

public charity or service shall be null and void, unless such transactipn not 

being a gift, is effected with the prior sanction of the Government. The

I
In view of the difficulties in ascertaining the present market 

value for the land and'considering that the present market value of 
the land is because’of the developments that have occurred 
subsequent to unauthorized occupation of the lands for so many 
years, the occupants of the plots can be demanded a basic price of 
Rs.5,500/- per cent which is the minimum/lowest bid amount, and 
hence acceptable for any plot irrespective of facing, shape and size 
of the plot in the public auction of plots conducted by the E.O. of 
temple in the year 1996 and a compound interest of 10% (as the 
average rate of interest earned for the deposits made for the amount 
derived from public auction of plots in the year 1996 is only 8.76%) 
since then for regularization and registration of plot in their favour. 
This comes to Rs.20,886/- and this is close to the higher end of the 
market value indicated by the District Collector, Prakasam. Further, 
the rate per square yard works out to Rs.288/-for the entire land of 
Ac.5.60 cents under the occupation of Autonagar residents.
(It works out to Rs.430/- per square yard for the land actually 
occupied by them excluding roads and public spaces). [Thus it also 

. approximates the average value per square yard certified by the Sub­
Registrar for the first ward of Darsi village (certificate enclosed)]. The 
occupants of the shops/garages etc., shall pay foe amount for the 
land actually occupied by them. This will be determined by a joint 
survey by Asst. Commissioner, Endowments, Prakasarn District and 
Revenue Authorities represented by Tahsildar concerned and 
Executive Officer concerned.



Government may accord such sanction, if the transaction is necessary or 

beneficial to the institutions or endowment or in regard to the land when it 

is uneconomical to own and maintain and if the consideration is adequate 
and proper, j

Section 76 of the Act prohibits transfer of ryotwari patta of an inam 

land given to a service holder or other employee of a charitable or religious 
institution or ekidowment for rendering service, and provides that any such 
transfer does rhot vest any right or title in the transferee.

Section 80 of the Act prohibits gift, exchange or mortgage of any 
immovable property unless any such transaction not being a gift is affected 

with the prior sanction of the Commissioner. It provides for the obligation of 

the Commissioner to invite objections and suggestions before any such 

sanction is accorded, through Gazette notification and if such transaction is 
beneficial to ^e institution or if holding such an immovable, property is 

OnecdiTbrnical to' own or maintain ’ and the consideration therefor is 
adequate and;proper, sale shall be effected by tender-cum-public auction 
in the prescribed manner. It also provides that the Government may, In 

the Interest of the institution or endowment and for reasons to be 

recorded therefor in writing, permit the sale of such immovable 

property, otherwise than by public auction.
ft is thu^ evident that neither lese nor sale of endowment property is 

permissible ej^cept for the purposes and in the manner provided under the 

aforesaid provisions of the.Act. In the scheme Qf the Act, the District 
Collector is no way competent to deal with the endowment properties. The 

Act does not take cognizance of a District collector in relation to any of the 

efforts relating to religious or charitable institutions. The District Collector, 
Prakasam Disirict therefore could not have assumed jurisdiction, which is 

not vested in jhim by law, and allot the temple land purportedly under 

G.O.Ms.No.560, dated 22.12.1997.

As disdussed supra, the State Government fairly admits the above 

position and jthe. lapses on the part of the District Collector. The
••• 1 •  • • ■ 

Government, however, pleads that consequent upon the order of the 

District Collector, dated 21.01.1998 certain developments on ground have
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taken place whicK have become irreversible. The . Three Member 

Committee referred )to supra, conducted a detailed enquiry and made 

recommendations based on the ground realities. It is therefore urged that 
the report may be accepted in the interests of the institution. .

It IS true that the Three Member Committee inspected the land and 

submitted a report about the position on ground. It is reported that the 

extent of land allotted' is Ac.5.60 cents, out of the said extent, 

approximately an extent of Ac.1.85 cents has been utilized for roads and 

rest of the land has been divided into 100 plots. The extent of each plot is 

approximately Ac.3.75 cents. Out of the 100 plots allotted. 46 are vacant 

and the rest are occupied. The vacant plots are distributed in the entire site 

and some of them are due to uneven size of the plot. Out of the plots 

occupied by the association one is residential, six are residential-cum- 

shops. one is office accommodation and one is for shopping complex. 

Some of the occupants have constructed pucca sheds and buildings while 

some sheds are temporary in nature. The layout has been provided civic 

facilities. Keeping in view the aforesaid circumstances and the 

circumstances under which the Collector allotted land to the occupants, 

and in view of the socio economic conditions of the occupants and the 

necessity to rehabilitate them, the Committee recommended for allotment 
of land on market value. The Committee having considered this aspect 

recommended the market Value @ Rs.20.886/- per cent, which works out 
to Rs.20.88.600/- per acre. The first respondent, therefore, has come up 

with the proposal to resolve the issue. The said terms are agreeable and 

consented to by all the parties.

All the counsel for the respective parties, viz.. Sri M.N. Narasimha 

Reddy on behalf of the petitioner in W.P.No.5874 of 1998 and Sri G. 

Pedda Babu on behalf of 4*'^ respondent and for the petitioner in 

W.P.No.12504 of 1998 {and Sri N.Sridhar Reddy, the learned Special 

Government Pleader appearing on behalf of the official respondents, are 

present in the Court and'expressed their consent and approval to the said 

proposal, which is as follows.

1. The temple will be cofnpensated in respect of the entire extent of

I 
. I 

■ ( 

■I
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.01®* October, ^010.

Note: Despatch immediately.
! B/0 
Skmr/Js.

‘ In view of the peculiar ci rcumstances leadi ng to the allotment of the 

land by the District Collector and the proposal to compensate the temple 

as presented* by the State Government as above and the same being 

agreeable and accepted by all the concerned parties, the above proposal 
is made as the order of the Court. This being a consensus order in the 

peculiar facts and circumstances of the case, the order should not be 
considered as a precedent

Both the writ petitions are disposed of as above. There shall be no 

order as to costs. '

Ac.5.60 Cents of land @ Rs.20,886/- percent

2. The enti e amount will be paid within 90 days from today.

3. The said amount will be deposited in a nationalized bank to the 

credit ofiSri Seetha Rama Swamivaii Temple, Darsi.

4. The interest accrued thereon alone will be utilized tor the temple 

subject to a maximum of 1/3"**, only if necessary, as a supplement 
from other sources of income.

5. The lefh ver vacant plots, which are unoccupied due to stay orders of 

this Coiirt, since scattered and are not useful to yield any income to 
the i

temple^ the compensation will include the said plots also, which are 

within the total extent of Ac.5.60 cents.
6. In addition to the compensation mentioned above, the additional 

compensation tor the use and occupation of the land by the allottees 

will be paid @ Rs.1000 per cent for the entire period.
f this clause is added with the consent of all the parties and in the 

presence of all the learned counsel on listing the matter for being, 
mentioned on 8.10.2010.).
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BETWEEN :
1. Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy, 

Hindu, aged 33 years, employee.

2. Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy, 5/o.Subba Reddy, 
Hindu, aged 31 years. Employee.

3. Vedururi Venkata Kotl Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy, 
Hindu, aged 31 years.

4. N.Venkata Sallaja, W/o.Venkateswara Reddy, Hindu, 
aged 35 years, house wife.

All are residents of Boddikurapadu Villate, Thallur Mandal, 
Prakasam District. ,

1. Sri Seetharamaswamy Temple, represented by it’s Manager, 
Darsi Village and Mandal, Prakasam District.

2. Polamreddy Sura Reddy, S/o.China Veera Reddy, Hindu, aged about 55 
years, r/o.Boddikurapadu Village, Thallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

...DEFENDANTS

This suit coming on 13-12-2016 for final hearing before me in the 
presence of Sri VRamana Reddy, Advocate for Plaintiffs and of 
Sri V.SrInIvasa Sastry and Sri S.M.V.L. Narasimha Rao, Advocate for 
Defendant Nol, and of Sri V.Ranga, Advocate for Defendant No.2 and 
upon perusing the material available on record, and upon hearing the 
arguments and having stood over for consideration, till this day this Court 
delivered the following ; ;

bl. This suit is filed for directing the defendants jointly to execute and 

register a regular sale deed in favour of the plaintiff No.l conveying title over 

the suit schedule propertyj in terms of the hand letter -cum- sale agreement, 

dated 10-08-1998 and in terms of the proceedings, dated 16-11-2011 at his 

expenses, and put the plaintiff No.l in possession of the suit schedule 

property, and award costs of the Suit.

IN THE COURT OF SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE ::: DARSI

PRESENT: SRI S.RAMANAIAH, 
SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, DARSI..

I / : •

Saturday, the 24“'day of December, 2016

ORIGINAL SUIT NO.12/2012
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On the date tof the auction D2 on behalf of himself and the plaintiffs 

paid an amount of Rs.20,000/- to DI and later he paid an amount of 

Rs.50.000/- towards the bid amount out of the total bid amount of 

Rs.2,11.750 under 'receipt, dated 01-07-1998. Thus, DI paid an amount of 

Rs.70,000/- to DI towards bid amount. Subsequently, DI having agreed to 

sell the suit schedule which was purchased by him in the public auction 

conducted on 11-06-1998 by DI, to the 1« plaintiff for the sale consideration 

of Rs.2,11,750/- and received an amount of Rs.97,000/- and executed a hand 

letter -cum- agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998. D2 agreed that he will 

receive the balance^ of sale consideration only after Government issued patta 

in his favoiur and register a regular sale deed in favour of the 1^ plaintiff. So, 

according to the hand letter -cum- agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998 D2 is 

liable to execute a registered sale deed in favour of the 1* plaintiff on receipt

2

Brief avermehts Of the plaint are as follows :

Originally Di is having an extent of Ac.07-99.1/2 Cents of and in 

R.S. No.349/2 and 'the same was divided into 38 plots and put the same in 

public auction whi<jh was conducted on 11-06-1998 and from out of 38 plots. 
D2 on behalf of thk plaintiffs participated in the public auction and declared 

as the highest bidder for the sale consideration of Rs.2,11,750/- for the 

extent of Ac.0-38jl/2 Cents bearing Plot No.27. The said auction was 

confirmed vide profceedings, dated 15-09-1998 apart from the other extent of 

properties for which the auction was conducted on the same day. As per the 

proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 vide Rc. No.M2/2259-96 issued by the 

Commissioner, Endowments Department, Hyderabad - according to Serial 

No.22, D2 was deldared as highest bidder for the extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents 

bearing Plot No.27 in S. No.349/2 situated at Darsi Town and Mandal, 
Prakasam District belonging to DI and the plaintiffs are shown as co-jolnters 

according to Column No.8 of the details furnished along with the proceedings, 

dated 15-09-1998.
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recommendations

»• I if'

of balance of sale consideration from him only after obtaining a title deed by 
•I ■ ■ ■ "

him from DI with regard to the suit schedule property.

Though the highest bidders including D2 in the auction which was 

conducted on 11-06-1998 have made several efforts to get the sale deeds 

from DI and finally they have obtained orders from Hon'ble High Court in 

W.P. No.5874 and 12504 of 1998, dated 01-10-2010 and as per the orders the 

Commissioner, Endowrnent Department, Hyderabad on receipt of 

from the Assistant Commissioner, Endowments 

Department, Ongole accorded permission to DI to collect the balance of
I

2/3rd amount from the highest bidders as they paid l/3rd amount already, by 
I

collecting interest at the rate of 18 % per annum from the date of 

confirmation of the auction held on 11-06-1998 i.e., on 15-09-1998 and get 

register the plots in favour of the bidders, through an order, dated 
t

16-11-2011 in R. Dis. NO.N2/15708/2010.
■ ; - 1 • 

D2 having agreed to sell the suit schedule property which was 

purchased by him on his behalf and on behalf the plaintiffs in the public 
■ t

auction, dated 11-06-1998 conducted by DI, to the 1^ plaintiff and executed 

the hand letter -cum- agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998 after receiving 

an amount of Rs.97,000/- from the 1^ plaintiff, surprisingly D2, trying to 

obtain a regular sale deed in respect of the suit schedule property in collusion 

with DI officials in his favour, though the plaintiffs are shown as corjointers... . . I . ,
D2 is highest bidder according to Column Nos. 7 and 8 of the details 
furnished along with the^proceedings, dated 15-09-1998, D2 or the plaintiff 

Nos. 2 to 4 are not entitled to get a regular sale deed in respect of the suit 

schedule property except the 1® plaintiff in terrns of the hand letter -cum- 

agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998. The plaintiff Nos. 2 to 4 have no 

objection to get a regular sale deed by the V plaintiff, jointly from the 

defendants conveying title over the suit schedule property in favour of the 

1* plaintiff on payment of the balance of bid amount of Rs.1,41,750/- after 

deducting the amount of Rs.70,000/- which was paid under receipts, dated 

t
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on behalf of the11-06-1998 and 01-07-1998 to DI by D2.on his behalf and 

plaintiffs.

The 1* plainl^iff is always ready and willing to pay the balance of sale
»• * , . . ,

cum-

dated 10-08-1998, but the same is hot paid since DI did

, dated 

dated 

Endowrhents Department, 

after the proceedings, dated 16-11-2011 though the 

:o execute a regular sale deed is to be registered in 

D2

03. I 

admitted that D2 isjthe highest bidder for the suit schedule property i 

It is also admitted that the said 

Endowments, Hyderabad. D2 

paid Rs.70,000/- to DI. DI submitted that there is no necessity to DI to 

collude with D2. Cl is obliged to execute sale deed In favour of 02 only 

provided he pays the balance of bid amount with 18 % per annum interest 

thereon from the date of confirmation. It is D2's prerogative and choice to

• get the sale deed e ther in his name or in his name along with his nominees 

numbering not more than five in all provided he fulfills all the terins and

consideration amount of Rs/l,14,750A to D2 in terms of the hand letter-c 

agreement of sale, 

not choose to come forward to execute regular sale deeds in favour of the 

highest bidders according to the proceedings in Rc. No.N2/2259/96, dated

15- 09-1998 till the proceedings in R. Dis. No.N2/15708/2010,

16- 11-2011 issue! by the Commissiorier, 

Hyderabad. Soon 

I®' plaintiff demanded D2 b 

his favour by DI on receipt of the balance of the bid amount with interest, 

giving evasive replies and postponing to perform the hand letter <um- 

agreement of sale, idated 10-08-1998 and on the other hand, it is learnt that 

taking advantage bf the recitals of the proceedings, dated 16-11-2011, D2 

with a malafide intention by suppressing.the hand letter -cum- agreement of 

sale, dated 10-08-1998 in collusion with DI temple officials trying to get a 

regular sale deed Jin his favour in respect of the suit schedule property. 

Hence, the suit. 1

DI filed written statement denying trie allegations of the plaint. It is 
^1* ■■■■■ a

i.e. plot
No.27 in the auction conducted by DI.

i

auction was confirrned by the Commissioner,
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-plaintiffs as co-jointers that is not at all binding on D2 and those proceedings

'I'

1
I 
I

' will not affect the rights of D2. Even according to the pleadings of the 

plaintiffs there is no recital at all in the plaint that they have paid any amount

conditions of the auction. DI has to act at the choice of 02 only so far as the 

execution of the sale deed is concerned.
' LThe suit is very speculative and pre-matured in nature. The plaint 

averments and recitals in the alleged hand letter -cum- sale agreement 

patently speaks that the alleged hand letter -cum- sale agreement shall 

come into picture and play only after D2 obtained sale deed from DI. D2 

himself has not derived any right or title in the suit schedule property by the 

date of the alleged hand letter -cum- sale agreement and it is null and void 

and faceless and the 1®^ plaintiff derives no any scintilla of rights whatsoever 

by virtue of such an invalid agreement which is noh-est in law. So, it is 

unenforceable and dead horse.

The proceedings in W.P. Nos.5874 and 12504 of 1998 are not germane 

to the facts of this case and they are altogether different.. Absolutely, there 

are no merits in the suit and there is no cause of action for the suit and one 

mentioned in the suit is neither true nor tenable. The 1®^ plaintiff is not all 

entitled to the reliefs claimed in the suit. The suit itself is not maintainable 

under law. The plaintiff^ and D2 colluded and filed this suit to put DI to 

troubles and wrongful loss, this court has no jurisdiction to entertain this suit 

and Endowments Tribunal only has got jurisdiction to resolve any dispute 

pertaining to the property belonging to the Endowments. Hence, pray the 
I , 

court that the suit may be dismissed with costs. ,

04. D2 filed written statement denying the allegations of the plaint and 

.submitted that D2 is not aware that in Column No.8 the plaintiffs were shown 

. as co-jointers in the proceedings of DI. He paid an amount of Rs.70,0()0/- 

under due receipt in favour of DI in terms of the auction proceedings held on 

11-06-1998 and it is his own money. Neither the plaintiffs nor anybody else 

contributed any amount so if at all any document with DI showing the



the suit schedule property 

dated 10-08-1998.

out of the amount of Rs.70,000/- paid by D2 in favour of DI as per the 

auction proceedings, dated 11-06-1998' and thus the plea of plaintiffs as 

co-jointers will not stand. The plaintiffs are nothing to do with the auction 

proceedings condi^ted by DI under which P2 became the highest bidder in 

respect of the suit Schedule property.

02 has no necessity to sell the suit schedule property either in favour of 
the plaintiffs or in favour of anybody else and the alleged stamped 

I '
agreement of sale,dated 10-08-1998 relied upon by the plaintiffs is nothing 

but a fabricated apd forged document and the signature contained in the 

agreement is not tpat of D2 since it is forgery.

D2 became Highest bidder of the suit schedule property for an amount 

of Rs.2,11,750/- in the public auction conducted on 11-06-1998 and he paid 

an amount of Rs.70.000/- in favour of DI as on the date of confirmation of 
I

sale. It is the contention of the plaintiff that they have purchased the suit 

schedule property from D2 for an amount of Rs.2,11,750/- which is equal to 

the highest bid amount in respect of the suit schedule property. Selling of the 

suit schedule property for the same price in favour of the plaintiffs will speaks 

volumes and that itself indicates the falsehood of the plaintiffs particularly in 

case of their no corltribution of the amount by D2 in favour of DI. There is no 

privity of contract iin between DI and the plaintiffs. The plaintiffs did not 

participate in the auction proceedings or they did not’contribute any amount 

paid by D2 in favour of DI. Even as on the date of alleged agreement of sale, 

the sale was not confirmed in favour D2 and so he had no right to alienate 

as on the date of the alleged agreement of sale.

D2 never offered to sell the suit schedule property either 

in favour of the plai itiffs or in favour of anybody else at any point of time.

The allegations in the plaint that on the date of auction D2 paid an 

amount of Rs.20,090/- and later an amount of Rs.50,000/- out of the bid 

amount of Rs.2,ll,|50/- under receipt, dated 01-07-1998 in favour of DI by 

D2 and on behalf ol the plaintiffs, is nothing but absolutely false. Passing of
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06.

During the.course of hearing the foilowing additional issues are framed 
on 28-09-2016 :

1. Whether the suit agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998 Is 
true, valid under law ?

Basing on the above pleadings the following issues have been settled 
for trial: ' •

1. Whether the plaintiff Is entitled for specific performance of 
the contract as prayed for?

2. To what relief ?

2. Whether the plaintiffs are ready and willing to perform their 
part of obligation since the date of agreement of sale, dated 
10-08-1998?

consideration of Rs.97,000/- as earnest amount, does not arise and the said 

allegation is nothing but absolute false. The scribe and the attestors of the 
‘ I

alleged agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998 are no other than the 

henchmen of the I®' plaintiff and it was fabricated with their assistance. 

Plaintiffs filed the suit for unlawful gain with an unholy intention to cause loss 
I

and trouble to D2 on account of political factions in the village and also 
» • * •

existing disputes. The allegations in the plaint that the plaintiffs are always 

ready and willing to pay the balance of sale consideration to D2 in terms of 

the alleged hand letter jcum- sale agreement, dated 10-08-1998 and the 

same is not paid since D2 did hot choose to come forward to execute a 

regular sale deed, is also nothing but absolute false. The suit is barred by 

limitation. The alleged agreement of sale is relied upon by the plaintiffs, is 

inadmissible under law for.want of stamp duty, penalty and registration. 

There is no cause of action for the suit. Hence, pray the court that the suit 

may be dismissed with costs.

During the course ’of trial, PWl and PW2 were examined , and got 

marked Ex.Al to Ex.A6 on behalf of the plaintiffs. DWl and DW2 were 

examined and no documents were marked on behalf of the defendants.



07.

08.

Plaintiffs and D2 filed written arguments. Heard DI.

ADDITIONAL feSUE NO.l:

Whether the suit agreement of sale, dated 10-08*1998 Is true, 
valid under ^aw 7

The plaintiffk filed written arguments and submitted that, D2 

participated in th^ public auction which was conducted on 11-06-1998 in 

respect of Plot No.?7 from out Ac.07-99 % Cents situated in R.S. No.349/2 of 

Darsi Town and Mandal on his behalf and on behalf of the plaintiffs and he 

was declared as highest bidder in respect of the suit schedule property for a 

sale consideration', of Rs.2,11,750/- and the auction .was confirmed vide 

proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 issued by the Commissioner, Endowments 

Department, Hyderabad under Ex.Al. Thereafter, D2 agreed to sell the suit 

schedule property to the 1®^ plaintiff for the same extent of consideration and 

on receiving Rs.97,000/- as advance; executed hand letter -Cum- sale 

agreement on 10-08-1998 in favour of the 1® plaintiff under Ex.A4 wherein 

he agreed to execute regular sale deed only after getting patta in respect of 

the suit schedule property in his favour from DI. Thereafter D2 failed to get 

execute regular salie deed on obtaining a sale deed from DI in pursuance of 

the proceedings, dated 16-11-2011 issued by the Commissioner. On the 
* f

other hand, suppressing Ex.A4 sale agreement executed in favour of the 

1®^ plaintiff, in collision with D2, is vehemently trying to obtain registered 

sale deed in respect of the suit schedule property in his favour. D2 denied 

the execution of Ex;A4 agreement of sale in favour of the 1® plaintiff. Though 

PWl was cross examined at length by counsels for DI and D2 on several 

occasions, nothing |is elicited from him to disprove the auction conducted oh 

11-06-1998 and the proceedings under Ex.Al issued by the Commissioner, 

Endowments Depaitment, Hyderabad and the validity and genuineness of 

EX.A4 agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998. In the further chief examination
■ ■ L

of PWl, EX.A5 and Ex.A6 receipts were marked and D2 elicited a simple 

suggestion with redard to Ex.A5 and Ex.A6, and PWl gave answer to that
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suggestion wherein PWl admitted that Ex.A5 and Ex.A6 are at the time of the 

auction transaction. PW2 says that Ex.A4 agreement written on a stamped 

paper and according to the recitals of the same D2 agreed that he will 

receive the balance of sale consideration only after Government issued patta « ' • 
in his favour and then only execute a regular sale deed in favour of the 

plaintiff and the terms and conditions of Ex.A4 agreement were dictated by 

‘ D2 and one Rachapudi Venkata Subba Rao is the scribe and he is one of the 

attestor and one Shaik Nanne Sa is another attestor and D2 subscribed his 

signatures on Ex.A4 agreement, in their presence and received part of sale 

consideration at Boddikurapadu Village. Nothing is elicited to disprove the 

execution of Ex.A4 in favour of the 1? plaintiff from the cross examination of 

PW2 and the receipt of the advance of Rs.97,000/- on 10-08-1998 from the 1* 

plaintiff by D2.

He further submitted that, during cross examination DWl says that 

except the 1* plaintiff he does not know the other plaintiffs and he does not 

know whether the plaintiffs 2 and 3 are the brothers and the 4“’ plaintiff is the 

sister of the 1® plaintiff and by the time of auction so many bidders 

participated. He does not know some of the people formed as a group and 

purchased the property in the auction. He does not know the plot number 

which he purchased in the auction and he does not know how many plots 

were auctioned before auctioning his plot. He; does not know before 

conducting the auction there is a list prepared by the temple containing the 

names of the bidders in respect of the suit schedule property. He denied to a 

suggestion that along with him the plaintiffs 1 to 4 are also in the list and ail 

of them jointly participated in the auction. During the further cross 

examination, DWl says that many bidders participated for auction for 

separate plots. He does not remember how many bidders participated for 

the auction for his plot and the upset price is fixed for his plot. The bidders 

given their names before bidding and the bidders did riot participate as 

groups headed by leaders. He does not know whether he is in the Co-joint list
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of Endowments along with the plaintiffs. He has no ill-feelings with the 

attestors arid the s cribe of Ex.A4. He denied a suggestion that he is liable to 

execute regular sa e deed in favour of thel^ plaintiff in pursuance of Ex.A4 

agreem^t. So, In view of the eviderice^ of DWl, it is very miith clear that he 

a'ictipn cpnductecr by. DI in respect of the ^uit schedule 

property and he was. declared as highest bidder on payment of sale 
cohsideratioil arhoGnt of Rs.2,ll,750A and he paid the deposit amount of 

Rs.20,000/- under Ex.A5 receipt arid later he paid Rs.50,OOO/- under Ex\A6 

did riot participate in the auction dri behalf of the 
plaintiffs bn payment of Rs.20,000/- under Ex.A5 towards earnest money 

deposit and later paid Rs.50,b00/- to pool up l/3rd of the bid amount under 

receipts might be in pdssessibri of 02, but the sarhe were filed 

and marked oh behalf of the plaintiffs. It is clearly reveals that the said 

receipts were giverj to the plaintiff at the time of ^ecutioh of Ex.A4. D2 

has to take steps for sending Ex.A4 to an handwritingexpert for cbmparisOn 

of his;signatures (jn Ex,A4 With that of; his admitted sighatur:bs?i ebiirt is 

cbrhpetpnt to vbrlf^ the signatures of 62 in Ex./^4 sal^ a^ 

his admitted, sibh^ur^s available bn vakaiath- virittb^^ 

deposit!bri recorded as DWl ih view of Sectibn 69 bf Indian Evidence Act
■ ' ■ >,.■■■: ■ '■ ■■■ V ■' ■'■■■■ : ■■■'■• ■ ■■ ■ ■'< - ■ ■' ■

Though they, are Ibng after 14 years, the signaturesioh the said dbcument
'■

were tallied with the signatures on Ex.A4 sale agreement; Therefore, thb 

plaintiff has estbbl shed his case and proved the executibn bf Ex^A4 sale 

agreement, dated liQ-08-1998 by D2 In favour bf the 1®* plalfitlff.

^vihg ci^d’ a decision^ reported in 

-AIR 1983 Bqmb^ 1-; argued that in the abserice bf p^of of death of the 

scribe of Ex.a4 and nbri-exahiihbtion o the relatives bf the ibid scWbe to 

prbve the handwritingof Ex.A4, the plaintiffs failed to pfoVe tire exetijtibrt bf 

Ex.A4, whereasy thi plaintiffs submitted that the first attestbf of Ex.a4 Ex.A4

aspects he says that the executlort of Ex.A4 

transattiort was too c plice in his presence, 1®^ plaintiff, 2"'' attestor and 02 at
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09. On the other hand, D2 filed written arguments and submitted that, the 

scribe of Ex.A4 was not examined and in view of Section 67 of Indian 

. Evidence Act, ‘if a document is alleged to be signed or to have been written 

wholly or in part by any person, the signature or the hand writing of so much 

of the document as is alleged to in that person's hand writing must be 

proved in his hand writing'. The scribe of the document is a crucial witness 

who alone can speak about the execution of the document, but there is no 

attempt from the plaintiffs to comply with the Section 67 of Indian Evidence 

Act. So, non-examinatibn of the scribe or the person knowing’the hand 

.writing and signature of the scribe is a fatal to the case of the plaintiffs’ and 

he is relying on decision reported in -AIR 1983 Bombay Is Section 67 of

- Indian Evidence Act, requires the proof of the hand writing dr signature upon 

.a document. Writer of a document required to depose to the truth of 

contents of the docurhent. Thus, the suit document Ex.A4 is not proved by 

the plaintiffs. }

. . ■■■ ! ;• . i • < ■ ■■■ ■

n v;..-.
Boddikurapadu Village. Examining of one of the attestor of Ex.A4 is enough 

to prove the execution of Ex.A4 according to Section 68 of Indian Evidence 

Act and as such if the scribe is not examined in case he dies, the relatives 

who knows the hand writing and the signature of the scribe, is not exarnined 

it cannot be said that the execution of Ex.Al, is not proved. On the other 

hand, DWl himself admitted during his cross-examination that at last that

■ the scribe of Ex.A4 died and he has no ill-feelings with the attestors or scribe 

of Ex.A4. In such an event there is no fatal to the case of the plaintiffs in non­

examination of the relatives of the deceased scribe of Ex.A4, sale agreement 

in proving the execution of the said document. Even D2 cited a decision 

reported in -2013 (5) ALD 22 (SC)-, is not applicable as the plaintiffs have 

established the execution of EX.A4 sale agreement.
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Plaintiffs’ marked Ex.Al to Ex.A6. Ex.Al is the proceedings in 

dated 15-09-1998 issued by the Commissioner, 

Endowments Department, Andhra Pradesh, Hyderabad. Ex.A2 is the certified 

copy of registered sale deed, dated 20-01-2012 executed by DI in favour of 

Sanikommu Raman aneya Reddy and another. Ex.A3 is the certified copy of 

extract registered $ale deed, dated 19-01-2012 executed by DI in favour of 
Gadhamseti Venkateswarlu and another. Ex.A4. Is the agreement of sale, 

dated 10-08-1998 executed D2 in favour of the 1®^ plaintiff. Ex.A5 is the 

receipt; dated 11-06-1998 for Rs.20,000/- passed by the Executive Officer of 
DI in favour^ of D2 Rewards deposit for participation in the auction. Ex.A6 is 

the receipt, dated i 01-07-1998 for Rs.50,000/-, issued by the Executive 

Officer of DI iri favdur of D2 towards deposit of 1/3"* bid amount.

11. As per the eyidence of PWl, Ex.A4 Is the agreement of sale, dated 

10-08-1998 executed by D2 in favour of the 1* plaintiff. As per the recitals of 

EX.A4, it is executed by D2 in favour of the 1* plaintiff stating that D2 
purchased land an lextent of Ac.0-38 % Cents under Plot No.27 belonging to 

DI terhple and h^ agreed to sell the same to the V plaintiff for a 

consideration of RslZ,11,750/- and received an advance of Rs.97,000/- and 

he agreed to receive the- remaining balance of sale consideration, after 

obtaining patta frum Government for the agreement of suit schedule 

property. As per ExLa4, D2 agreed to execute register sale deed after getting 

patta from Government in respect of the suit schedule property. So, it is the 

contention of the plaintiffs' that D2 executed Ex.A4 in his favour. On the 

other hand, D2 cohtended that Ex.A4 is forged one and it is fabricated
■ -i - . i ■ ‘ •

document and the signature in Ex.A4 does not belong to him. The 1^ plaintiff 

says in chief exami|nation that D2 participated in the auction conducted by 

DI temple and became highest bidder for a total consideration of 

Rs.2,11,750/- and fe paid Rs.70,000/- towards bid amount from out of the 

total bid amount of :Rs.2,ll,750/-. D2 agreed to sell the property to him and
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executed Ex.A4. The Commissioner, Endowments Department, Hyderabad 

issued proceedings on 16-11-2011 and taking advantage of the recitals of the 

said proceedings, D2 with a malafide intention by suppressing Ex.A4 

agreement of sale in collusion with DI temple officials trying to get a regular 

sale deed in his favour in respect of the suit schedule property.

•’'i
• i.

13, D2 examined as DWl. In the chief examination he says that, Ex.A4 is a 

fabricated document. He never executed any such document in favour of the 

1^ plaintiff. Politically himself and the 1^ plaintiff are enemies. By the date 

of Ex.A4, sale has not been confirmed in his favour and no right acquired by 

him to convey the suit schedule property to others. Therefore, the question 

of execution of Ex.A4 in favour of the 1* plaintiff, does not arise. He has no 

obligation to execute Ex.A4 as alleged by the 1“ plaintiff. There is no privity 
• 1 • 

■ I

12. In order to prove the execution of Ex.A4, an attestor of Ex.A4 was 

examined as PW2. In the chief examination PW2 says that D2 executed the 

hand letter -cum- agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1993 on a stamped paper 

and according to the recitals of Ex.A4, D2 has agreed that he will receive the 

balance of sale consideration only after Government issued patta in his 

favour and then execute regular sale deed in favour of the 1* plaintiff. One 

Rachapudi Venkata Subba Rao is the scribe of Ex.A4. He (PW2) is one of the 

attestors and one Shiak Nannessa is another attestor of Ex.A4, D2 

subscribed his signature on Ex.A4 in their presence after receiving the part of 

sale consideration at Boddikurapadu Village. In the cross examination, PW2 
.. .. 1 ’
stated that he knows the 1®* plaintiff and D2 and he knows the contents of 
EX.A4. Ex.A4 is scribed at'the house of the scribe. Survey Number is 27 and

i ■ •. •. ■ ■■••••

the extent is Ac.0-38 % Gents. Ex.A4 stamped paper purchased by the 1” 

plaintiff. He denied to a suggestion that Ex.A4 is not executed by D2 and 

nothing was happened in {his presence and Ex.A4 is created,by the attestors
. . , ■ . . I . . . ..

and the scribe. |
. ' ' .■ . •



14. The contention of the 1* plaintiff is that he proved the execution of 

EX.A4 by examining himself as PWl and PW2 and further the receipts under 

Ex.A5 and Ex.A6 were issued and as there is recital in Ex.A4 those receipts 

are given to the 1^ plaintiff. As per the cross examination of DWl, he paid 

Rs.50,000/- and deposited Rs.20,000/-, for that DI temple issued receipts 

under Ex.A5 and EX.A6 to him. But, it.is not known as to why those receipts 

were in the hands of the 1* plaintiff. Further, the receipts number are 

mentioned in the bOttom line of Ex.A4.

15. The learned bounsel for D2 submitted that, the person who is relying 

upon a document, lias to prove the contents of it, execution of the document 

and genuineness of the same. So, it is burden on the plaintiffs to prove the 

execution of Ex.A4 agreement of sale, but they failed to prove the same and 

the present suit isj not maintainable under law. He relied upon decision 
reported in: i

® j M.
Of contract between him and the 1* plaintiff.' He has to obtain sale'deed from 

DI temple and if really there was any agreement in between him and the I®' 

plaintiff he has to obtain sale deed from DI temple in the name of the 1* 

plaintiff. But, ther^ is no such understanding with the plaintiffs for him. In 

his cross exarninatij)n, he stated that he paid Rs.50.000/- after auction and he 

deposited Rs.20,oob/- before auction. DI temple issued receipts for the said 

amount. He denierj to a suggestion that the amount under the said receipts 

given by the plaintiffs. He denied to a suggestion that he received 

Rs.97,000/- under Ex.A4 and agreed to execute sale deed after getting patta 

from Government, he also denied to a suggestion that he gave receipts for 

Rs.20,000/- and foi^ Rs.50,000/- under Ex.A5 and Ex.A6 to the K plaintiff at 

the time of Ex.A4. He has no ill-feelings with the attestors or scribe of Ex.A4.
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for them to prove it. But the first appellate Court lost

sight of the fact that the party who propounds the

document will have to prove it. It was the plaintiff who

the defendant to prove the negative". f:}

16.

i . A Bit ‘ »

The plaintiffs has come to court alleging that Ex.A4 is executed by D2 

in favour of the 1®* plaintiff and the defendants denied the alleged execution 

of EX.A4. So, the burden is on the plaintiffs to prove that Ex.A4 is executed
I - ■ :

by D2 in favour of the I®' plaintiff.

I have gone through' a decision reported in :

-AIR 1983 BOMBAY HIGH COURT 1- 

Om Prakash Berlla v. Unit Trust of India.

! ■■ 

-2013 (S) ALD 22-Joseph John Peter Sandy v. Veronica Thomas

Rajkumar.

Where There Lordships held at para No.l6 :

■ ■ ,, I

" In Thiruvengada Pillai v. Navaneethammal and another,
1

AIR 2008 SC 1541, this Court held that when the execution
1

.1
of an unregistered document put forth by the plaintiff was 

denied by the defendants, the ruling that it was for the 

defendants to establish that the document was forged or 

concocted is not a sound proposition. The first appellateconcocted is not a sound proposition. The first appellate 

Court proceeded ion the basis that It is for the party who

asserts something to prove that thing; and ■ as the 

defendants alleged that the agreement was forged, it was

had come to Court alleging that the first defendant had
1

executed an agreement of sale in his favour. The defendant 

having denied it! the burden was on the plaintiff to prove 
t

that the defendant had executed the agreement and not on
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Where His Lo'dship held at para No.ll:

Sect^n 67 of the Act requires , the proof of the 

handwriting or signature upon a document, if by mere 

production of the originai document for the inspection of 

the Court] the truth of its contents was proved prime facie, 

the requirement of proof of the handwriting and of the 

signature upon it wouid be aimost superfiuous".

:he learned counsel for D2 relied upon a decision reported17. At this stage.

So, the requiiement U/Sec.67, that the signature and handwriting must 

be proved. Here, the plaintiffs filed Ex.A4 said to be executed by D2. As per 

the contention of the learned counsel for D2, scribe is crucial witness and the 
•••••■  . . .... .... .. . .

writer of a docun^ent required to depose the truth of contents of the 

document. Therefore. Ex.A4 is not proved by the plaintiffs. Ex.A4 scribed by 

one Rachapudi Subba Rao and the said scribe was not examined.

Plaintiffs subijnitted in their written arguments that, the first attestor of 

EX.A4 examined as PW2 and in all aspects he says that the execution of 

EX.A4 transaction Jwas taken place in his presence, the '1* plaintiff, the 

2"'* attestor, D2 ‘and the scribe, executed Ex.A4 at ' his house at 

Boddikurapadu Village. Even according to settled principle of law the 

evidence of scribe of any document cannot be treated as a witness and the 

evidence of one of the attestors is enough to prove the execution of Ex.A4 

agreement of sale according to Section 68 of Indian Evidence Act. So. it 

cannot be said that the execution of Ex.A4 not proved by the plaintiffs. It is 

the contention of the plaintiffs' that in the cross examination itself DWl 

admitted that the ijcribe of Ex.A4 died. Though he denied hiS signature in 

Ex.A4, he has not taken any steps to send the document to hand writing
■ i ,

expert to establish that the signature in Ex.A4 is not belonging to him.
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Court proceeded on the basis that it is for the party who

plaintiffs' submitted that the decision is not applicable as the plaintiffs have 

established the execution of Ex.A4 through the evidence of PW2.

Perused the decision reported in :

-2013 (S) ALD 22 (SC)-Joseph John Peter Sandy v. Veronica Thomas
Rajmur and another. >

denied by the defendants, the ruiing that it was -for the 

defendants to estabiish that the document was forged or 

concocted is hot a sound proposition. The first appeiiate

in -2013 (5) ALD 22 (SC)-Joseph John Peter Sandyy. Veronica Thomas Rajmur 

and another, stating that 'the person who is relying on a document, has to 

prove the contents of it, execution of document and genuineness of the 

same'. So, it is burden on the plaintiffs to prove the execution of Ex.A4
■ i • ■ ■ , .

agreement of sale, but they failed to prove the same and the present suit is 

not maintainable under law. On the other hand, the learned counsel for the

Where Their Lordships held at para Nos.l6 to 18 :
■I ‘

I ■

" in Thiruvengada Piiiai v. Navaneethammai and another, -

AiR 2008 SC 1541, this Court heid that when the execution 

of an unregistered document put forth by the piaintiff was

'"It - ,'
» 4-. ■

.J * L’ *

■ F

'■ ’ 1,

asserts something to prove that thing; and as the 

defendants aiieged that the agreement was forged, it was 

for them to prove it. But the first appeiiate Court lost 

sight of the fact that the party who propounds the 

document will have to prove it. It was the plaintiff who 

had come to Court alleging that the first defendant had , 

executed an agreement of sale in his favour. The defendant
't'

having denied it, the burden was on the plaintiff to prove 
t ■

that the defendant had executed the agreement and not on 

the defendant to prove the negative. '
Ah ‘
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him to 

misrepresentation.

2009 ,SC

18
■ /? ■'■. ■ . .,■ ■• ' ' ‘ ' ■. ■ 

Laxmana v. Thekkayil Padmini and others, AiR ' 

951, thiS: Court heid that when there ,are 

suspicious circumstances regarding the execution of the 

proppuhder to expiain thern io 

the satiisfactioh of the Court, and oniy. when such 

respqnsibijity is clischargid, the Court wouid accept the 

Will as genuine. Even where there are no sucfi pieasi but 

circumstahces give rise io doubt, it is on the propounder to

: :';y^''satis^ ■conscience pff^e Cdurt^ Susiaicious 

circurhstapces arise due to several reasons such as with
■ '' ' r ;

regard ip’̂ genuineness of the signature of the testator, the 

cdhdltlon^. of the^ testator’s mihd^ the dispositions ih' : 

the Will being unnatural, improbabie or unfair or there
■ ■■V < • ■■ ■■ . ■ ■■■ '■

rnight be 'other indications in the Will to show that the

testator's mind was not free^ in Such a casOi the Court 

would na^rally expect that sdl. legitimate suspkibn should 

be compl^ely rdmp^ bofareithe document is accepted as. 

ihd last Will of the testator.

in Krishna Mohan Kul @ Nahi Charan Kul and another 

V. Praiim^ Maiiy. and others, AIR 2003 SC 4351, it was 

held that fhen fraud, mIs-representation or undue influence 
Is alleged^^y a party in a suit, normally, the burden is on 

prove such fraud, undue influence of

But, when a person iS on a fiduciary

• relationship with another add the latter is in a position of 

active, cot fidence the burden of proidng the absence of 

fiaud, mli-representation or undue influence is upon the. 

person in^the dominating position, he has to prove that 

there was fair play in the transaction and that the apparent
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So, when the execution of registered document put forth by the 

plaintiffs, was denied by the defendants it is for the plaintiffs to prove the 

execution of the document. As the defendants denied the execution of the 

documents, it is burden ori the plaintiffs to prove it.

is the real, m other words that the transaction is genuine 

and bona fide, 'in such a case the burden of proving the
t ■ 
I 

good faith of the transaction is thrown upon the dominant

party, that is to say, the party who is in a position of active 

confidence”.

18. The learned counsel for the plaintiffs’ submitted that the plaintiffs 

proved the due execution' of Ex.A4. On the other hand, the learned counsel 
I

for D2 submitted that if really D2 had participated in the auction on behalf of
I

the plaintiffs, that aspect might have recited in the agreement of sale. There

is no need to keep the recital silent in the document. Further the suit 
• I '•

agreement of sale does hot reveal the purpose of selling the land to the

plaintiff by D2. If really, D2 was in need of money he ought to have 

receive the amount from the 1^ plaintiff and intimate the same to DI temple 

authorities about the contract arrived by both the parties and request DI to 

execute the sale deed in favour of the 1^ plaintiff after receiving balance of 

sale consideration from him. The way that was selected by the plaintiff by 

way of obtaining agreement of sale from D2 cannot be legally permissible.
I •

No title has been transferred in favour of D2 on the date of alleged 
«• J -Il ’ ■

agreement of sale. As per the terms of auction, the highest bidder can refer 

his nominee to whom the sale deed to be executed. If that is the facility 

available with D2, he need not execute ths agreement of sale in favour the

plaintiff or anybody else. Here, the dispute is that the due execution of 

Ex.A4 agreement of sale between both the parties and Ex.A4 is not executed 

by D2. Wherein it is the contention of the 1* plaintiff that, himself and the

„ ©
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-—a iciLci lu to gee a regular sale 

or the sale consideration. Subsenupntiv i-ho niainFiffe
In the ehjief examination DWl says that he has no necessity to 

participate in the aiiction on behalf of the plaintiffs and he ha? no obligation 

to execute registered sale deed in favour of the 1« plaintiff as alleged in the

20

other plaintiffs ar<i co-joihters and D2 participated in the caution on their 

behalf and they p aid some amount and D2 declared as highest bidder for 

Rs.2,11.750/-. On the date of auction 02 on behalf of himself and the other 

plaintiffs, paid Rs.2 0,000/- and later Rs.50,000/- to DI temple from out of the 

bid amount of Rs.2.11,750 under receipts, dated 11-06-1998 and 01-07-1998 

respectively. DW2

examination he steted that they used to register the ale deed to the highest 

bidder in the auct on. He does not know about the co-jointers which 

shown in Ex.Al, whereas he admitted that bl registered sale deed on 20-04- 

2012 in favour of, Sanikommu Ramanjaneya Reddy and Ravi China Kasi 

Reddy. Sanikommu Ramanjaneya Reddy is highest bidder and Ravi China 

Kasi Redddy is coJointer. As per Ex.Al, the names of highest bidders and 

names of co-jointers are shown. So, as per the evidence of DW2, sale deeds 

were executed in tjhe names of highest bidders and co-jointers. If D2 paid 

Rs.20,000/- and Rs50,000/- under Ex.A5 and Ex.A6 and the same were come 
f ■

into the hands of the plaintiffs. If Ex.A4 is not executed by D2 how Ex.AS and 

EX.A6 receipts are in possession of the plaintiffs, it is not explained by D2.

19. Another arguments of D2 is that, if D2 purchased the suit schedule 

property for Rs.2,11.,750/- why he sold the same to the 1* plaintiff. Here, we 

have to see whethe r Ex.A4 agreement of sale is executed by D2 or not. The 

evidence of PWl Is supported by the evidence of PW2. It is an admitted fact 

that D2 is the highest bidder and the plaintiffs are shown as co-jointers. it is 

also an admitted fact that D2 is the highest bidder and the auction conducted 

on 11-06-1998. DV\ 2 cross examined by D2, wherein he stated that after the 

case is clear in the court, DI addressed a letter to D2 to get a regular sale 

deed for payment or the sale consideration. Subsequently, the plaintiffs filed 

the suit.

who is examined on behalf of DI temple. In his cross
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; plaint. There is no privity of contract with the plaintiffs. As per the recitals of 

\ EX.A4, it is,executed by D2 in faydur of the 1“* plaintiff stating that he agreed 

I , to . sell the plot No.27 in R.S. No.349/2 of Darsi it is Ac.0-38 % Cents for

, Rs.2,11,750/- and he received Rs.97,000/- as advance from the 1® plaintiff 

and the remaining sale consideration should be paid after he getting sale 

deed in his name from DI.

'• It is also useful to refer to the aecision reported In 

N.Ethirajulu v. K.R. Chinnikrishnan Chettlar, AIR 1975 Mad. 

333. Therefore, in view of the above decision, the approach 

of the lower Court in placing the burden on the defendant 

by mere admission of the signatures on Exs.Al and A2 is 

not correct and\ ihe party seeking specific performance has 

to prove the terms of the contract, the contents of the 

agreement and. also the passing of the consideration. 

Evidently, as per law of evidence, the burden is on the 

person who fails if the evidence is not adduced to prove 

the fact in issue. The fact in issue is as to whether the 

agreement was executed in the manner alleged by the 

plaintiff. If there is an evidence on the Side of the plaintiff 

to probabllse ttie truthfulness of contents, then the plea of 

the defendant has to be put Juxtaposition and the Court can 

decide as to whether the plea of the defendant is true or 

not. In a suit for specific performance where a decree is

20. The learned counsel for D2 submitted that, mere proof of signature of 

executant not sufficient. Person relying upon such document, must further 

thereof. He relied upon a decision reported in :

-2011 (3) ALD 774- Chddl MahalakshmI v. Kdppada Sathlraju and 

another.
WhereHisLOrdshipheldatparaNo.il:

WhereHisLOrdshipheldatparaNo.il
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only a discretionary, in the proof of the substance of the 

claim of the plaintiff, the burden cannot be cast on the 

defendant. In fact as rightly contended by the learned 

Counsel ipr the appellant, the lower Court has erred In 

holding fbat the signature on Exs.Al and A2 of first 

defendant' and her husband entitles to draw the inference 

of the execution is not correct "

As per the decision, the parties in the specific performance of contract 

know the terms of^the contract and contents of the agreement of sale. As 

already discussed'above, handing over Ex.A5 and Ex.A6 receipts to the 

1* plaintiff itself shows that D2 has entered into agreement of-sale with the 

a*- plamtiff. Further, the plaintiff categorically deposed about the contents of 

EX.A4 and P\N2 also supported the evidence of PWl. Accordingly, this issue is 

. answered in favour of the plaintiffs.

It is the contention of the plaintiffs' that D2 contended that he never 

executed Ex.A4 sale agreement and the same is created and forged, and he 

has no title over the suit schedule property as he did not obtain regular sale 

deed from DI temple, the plaintiffs are not entitled , to seek for specific 

performance of coitract of sale, dated 10-08-1998 said to have been 

executed by him in favour of the 1st plaintiff and the present suit is a
• I • ....

premature one andi also barred by limitation as the same is filed beyond 

three years in the | year 2012 from the date of Ex.A4 agreement, dated 

10-08-1998 and he relied Upon decisions reported in -2013 (4) aLd 245- and 

-2013 (6) ALD 579 (DB)-. As per the decisions, execution of the sale deed is

IV/ietfier the plaintiffs are ready and willing to perform their 
part of obligation since the date, of agreement of sale, dated 

10-08-1998?

21. ADDITIONAL ISSUE NO.2 ■
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j'. -

impossible in the absence of permission from the Commissioner, 

Endowrnents Department and no prior in that behalf was made and without 

obtaining the clearance/permission under ULC. Act and IT. Act etc., the
i. ■ .

vendor of the sale agreement is not entitled to execute a regular sale deed in 

favour of vendee/purchaser and in those circumstances the suit for specific 

performance of contract of sale arising in those matters were dismissed. 

Hence, the decision not applicable in view of the clear recitals in Column 

Nos.7 and 8 of the particulars of the highest bidders and the names of 

co-jointers mentioned in Ex.Al proceedings and that the arguments 

advanced on behalf of D2, is not hold good under law. He further submitted

' that no time stipulated for performance of the contract under Ex.A4 and on 

the other hand, it is clearly recited the execution of sale deed will be only 

after obtaining title deed by D2 from DI temple in respect of the suit 

schedule property, the cause of action for the suit arose only after obtaining 

regular title deed by D2 from DI temple. As per the proceedings in 

R. Dis. NO.N2/15708/2010, dated 16-11-2011, directed the then Manager of 

DI temple to collect the balance of 2/3rd amount from the highest bidders 

with interest at the rate, of 18 % per annum from the date of confirmation 

under Ex.Al, dated 15-09-1998 and register the plots in favour of the highest 

bidders. So, the cause of action for filing the suit will arose only after the 

passing of the orders, dated 16-11-2011 and the .present suit is filed in the 

year 2012 is within the period of limitation according to Article 54 of Indian
• t

Limitation Act and the plaintiffs did not choose to canvass that the plaintiffs 

are hot ready and willing to perform their part of contract nor adduced any 

evidence on his behalf except simply deposing that he is not liable to execute 

a regular sale deed in favour of the 1* plaintiff in terms of Ex.A4 sale 

agreement. There is no need to adduce any evidence to show that the 

plaintiffs are ready and willing to perform their part of contract from the date 

of EX.A4 sale agreement itself. So, the present suit is filed in the year 2012 

which is within the period of limitation under Article 54 of Indian Limitation
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Act.

agreement of sale

22. During cross examination DW2 denied to a suggestion that the 

1« plaintiff demanded DI to register the sale deed in his favor as per Ex.A4 

but DI refused it at the instance of D2. In the cross 

examination DWl admitted that the Endowment Department informed that 

High Court is cleared of and that pay the remaining salethe case at Hon'ble

consideration with ^interest at the rate of 18 % per annum and get regular 

sale deed. He did not get regular sale deed. In the chief examination DWl 

s6ys that he has no obligation to execute the registered sale deed in favour 

of the 1st plaintiff as alleged in the plaint. As per the contents of the suit 

agreement, he has'to register the sale deed in the name of the 1st plaintiff 

after obtaining sale deed from Government, but he does not understand what 

was the need of obtaining sale deed from Government. He has to obtain sale 

deed from DI temple and if really there was any contract of sale with the 

plaintiffs, he has toi obtaining sale deed from DI temple in the name of the 

plaintiffs. Therefore' as per the contention of dZ he has not taken plea that 

the "I*' plaintiff is nit ready and willing to pirform his part of contract. As per 

the contiention of jthe plaintiff in this year 2011 the Commissioner, 

Endowments Depahment, Hyderabad issued proceedings and the suit is filed 

in the year 2012 an J therefore, the suit is within time. It is suggested to PWl 

by D2 that he has no right to ask D2 about the registration of the plot as it 

was not registered jn favour of him, PWl denied the same. So* as per Ex.A4 

agreement of sale, ^fter getting sale deed by D2 from DI temple, he has to 

execute regular sal^ deed in favour of the 1st plaintiff, nil now p2 has not 

obtained sale deed from DI temple. Therefore, the question of ready and 

willingness to obtairl regular sale deed from D2, does not arise. The decisions 

relying by D2 reported in -2013 (4) ALD 245- ahd -2013 (6) ALD 579- are not 

applicable to the facts of the case on hand. In Ex.A4 it is clearly recited that 

the execution of th i sale deed will only after obtaining a title deed by D2
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from DI temple in respect of the suit schedule property.

■ -«K.'

• Cfe- r'

D2 relied upon a decision reported in :

-2013 (6) ALD 579 (DB)- Hotel AsranI Pvt. Ltd., Secunderabad v. 

TTilok Singh (died) per LR and another.

Where Their Lordships held :

"He admitt^ that he did not make any request to the 

defendants to comply with the conditions as to obtaining of 

certificates under ULC Act and IT Act etc. Even to find
I • •

fault with the defendants, the plaintiff was under the 

obligation to tell them that is ready with the balance of 

sale consideration and they must perform their part of the 

contract. [

The readiness and willingness on the, part of 

the purchaser under an agreement of sale is not a 

phenomenon that is expected to exist just on the date of 

filing of the suit or on the date of deposition. Its 

obligation to be ready with the balance sale consideration 

commences with the signing of contract and it iS required 

to be present till the contract is concluded. Though it Is 

not equivalent to state that he must demonstrate th^at he 

possessed of adequate means and was willing to pay It to 

the other party} both these important ingredients contained 

in the Forms extracted above, are thoroughly missing in the 
instant case "I

’■ ■' ' I ' ■' ■' '

In EX.A4 there is no contention that D2 shall obtain sale deed 

. from Government. It is recited that after DI executed sale deed in favour of
■J • •: . •

D2 then the plaintiff can;get register the sale deed after payment of balance
■ ■ .. I ..

of sale consideration. So, the facts of the decision are not applicable to the
............... .
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23.

facts of this case.

24. ISSUE NO.l:
Whether tfi^ plaintiff Is entitled for specific performance of 

contract as prayeifi for ?

The learned cbunsei for the plaintiffs' subhfiitted that the suit is filed for 

specific performance of contract of sale, dated 10-08-1998 directing the 

defendants jointly to execute and register a regular sale deed in favour of the 

1st plaintiff convey ng title over the suit schedule property in terms of Ex.A4 

sale agreement, dated 10-08-1998 and in terms of the proceedings, dated

Further, ther0 is no plea in the written statement of D2 as per the 

arguments of the lleamed counsel for the plaintiffs' regarding the readiness 

and willingness of the plaintiffs to perform their part of Contract and that 

there is no obligation to adduce any documentary evidence On behalf of the 

plaintiffs to prove that they are always ready and willing to perform their part
I '

of contract. Even'though the 1st plaintiff submitted that the plaintiffs are 

having landed propierties, no such problem will arise to deposit the balance of 

sale consideration ^long with interest at the rate of 18 % per annum from the 

date of Ex.Al proceedings on the balance of sale consideration within the 

time stipulated by this court in the decree that may be granted. D2 has not 

cross examined PWl that he has not performed his part of contract. As per 

the recitals of Ex.Aj^, after getting sale deed in favour of D2 from DI temple 

then only D2 has tp execute regular sale deed in favour of the 1st plaintiff. 

As per the proceedijngs of Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department, 

Ongole; dated 16-11-2011 the Manager of DI temple was granted permission 

to register sale dejeds in favour of the highest bidders on receipt of the 

balance amount with interest at the rate of 18 % per annum from the date of 

confirmation of the auction. Therefore, in the circumstances of case, it can 

be said that the pla ntiff is ready and willing to perform his part of contract.
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the 1st plaintiff after getting sale deed from DI. So, D2 is liable to execute 

regular sale deed and convey title in respect of the suit schedule property in

16-11-2011 at his expenses and put him in possession of the same. In fact, in

Ex.A4 it is mentioned that D2 has to execute regular sale deed in favour of

favour of the 1st plaintiff in terms of Ex.A4 only after D2 obtained regular 

sale deed from DI. Though DI contended that there is no privity of contract 

between the plaintiffs and DI and as such there is no obligation to execute 

\register sale deed in favour of the 1st plaintiff as claimed by him along with

of sale and he cannot have cause of action against D2 and therefore the suit 

is premature and liable to be dismissed. He relied upon decisions reported in 

-2Q13 (4) ALD 245- and 2013 (6) ALD 579 (DB)-. He also submitted that mere 

proof of agreement, does not by itself entail grant of relief and the plaintiff 

must also prove his entitlement to specific relief. He relied upon a decision 

reported in -2008 (5) ALD 571-. He also relied upon decisions reported in 

-2012 (3) ALD 432- and -2011(3) ALD 290 to 294-, in respect of limitation in 

filing suit.

■7. .

D2 in terms of Ex.A4 sale agreement, except his oral evidence no other 

evidence has been adduced on behalf of DI. By virtue of Ex.Al proceedings 

DI is not-pniy liable to execute a regular sale deeds in favour of the highest 

bidders and also in favour of the co-jointers as stated in Column No.8 of the 

said proceedings. In support of his contention the learned counsel for the
■

plaintiffs' relied upon decisions reported in -AIR 1972 AP 178-; AIR 1979 ALL.

. 350; and-AIR 1993 SC 2449-.
. ' ■ * • •

plaintiff and execute regular sale deed in his favour. So, unless and until D2 

obtain sale deed from DI the plaintiff cannot enforce the alleged agreement

25. The learned counsel for D2 submitted that the suit is not maintainable 
* •

since the plaintiff has not proved the due execution of Ex.A4 sale agreement.

As per the contention of the plaintiffs' D2 has to obtain sale deed from

Government and he has to receive balance of sale consideration from the 1^
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a different approach becomes possible.

Even if the 1st respondent can be said 

to have, i ideed, demanded Venkateswarlu to execute sale 

deed after expiry of three years, suit ought to have been 

filed within three years from the date of Inaction On the 

part of Venkateswarlu. It is not necessary that refusal must 

be specific or in any particular form, if a demand was

"The staffing point of limitation for filing suits for specific 

performance is the date, on which the party, who is under 

obligation -to perform his part had refused to do so, under 

Article 54 of the Schedule to the Act. In the absence of any 

averment in the contract, such demand is required to be 

made before expiry of three years from the date of 

agreement^ It is only when a stipulation exists to the effect 

that the transaction can be concluded at a later point of 

time, that

26. It is the contention of the plaintiffs' that purchaser under agreement of 

sale is entitled seek for specific performance on the basis of agreement of 

sale after the veidor acquired title over the property sold under the 

document by the vendor. Here, in the case on hand, D2 has not obtained sale 

deed from DI tertif le and that the plaintiffs submitted that they filed the suit 

within three years from the date of proceedings, dated 16-11-2011 issued by 

the Commissioner, ^ Endowments and so the suit is within time. I have gone 

through a decision reported in :

-2012 (3) ALD 432- Kota Sivaram prasad v. Nagandla Veera 
Brahmam-.

Where His Lordship held at para Nos.ll and 12 :
I
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Implied

Where Their Lordships held :

" in the case, as the date fixed for performance is after the

saie-deed in favour of Bharat Krishi Co. is completed that

is, 26-11-1957 the suit was properly brought within three

years from that date. Sri Babul Reddy argued that under

the vendor shall make over possession of the land etc.

immediately thereafter and time was considered as the

He therefore, argued that asessence of the contract.

•r

made and nothing positive is forthcoming, refusal can be 
(• '

suit is filed in the year 2012 and that it is within time. The learned counsel for 

the plaintiffs also relied upon a decision reported in :

It is the obligation on the part of D2 to execute regular sale deed in 

favour of the 1st plaintiff after getting sale deed by DI. The proceedings of 

the Endowments Commissioner, dated 16-11-2011 Is not disputed and the

completing the i transaction by the first week of September, 

1950 and in case the vendors are, for any reason not able 

to complete the same on or before Itf September, 1950

the agreement of sale. in favour of Bharat Krishi Co.

Ex. A-30, it was provided that the parties contemplated

-AIK 1972 AP 178- Abdul Hakeem Khan vs. Abdul Mannan 

KhadrI.

favour of Bharat Krishi Co., reading the two agreements 

together, it wilh^ appear that the time for performance of the 

agreement in favour of the plaintiff would be icf'

Ex.A-1 provided that the transfer in favour of the plaintiff 

should be completed at the time of the transfer of lands In

September, 1950 fixed and referred to in Ex.A-30. We are



Where Their Lordships heid at para No.ll :

s
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not inclin id to agree with this contention.

it is no doubt true that, under the agreement. 

Ex.A-30 /X ivas contempiated that the transaction shouid be 

compieteo before Itf September. 2950. But Ex.A-1 does 

not refer to that date, but states that the transfer in favour 

of the pliintiff shouid be completed after the lands are 

transferred In favour of Sri Seetarama Rao and others, that 

is Bharat 'Krishi Co. This transfer was effected only the 

cause of action for the suit arose only on 26-11-1957 and 

as the suit is filed within three years from that date, the 

suit was rightly held to tbe within time by the trial court ".

!

Further, he reiied upon a decision reported in :

-2008 (S) ' ALD S71- C.Vera Brahmam v. Gopalapuram 
Sammakka and ahother.

” The lower Appellate Court, on the other hand, examined 
i . ■ ......

the matt^. in detail, not only with reference to the 

relevant provision of law. but also the precedents on the 

issue. In her written statement, the respondent raised a 

specific plea of limitation. For one reason or the other, die 

Trial Court did not frame an issue. It must be remembered 

that even where a plea of limitation is not raised. Section 

3 of the limitation Act. casts a duty on the Court, to 

examine that question. A serious lapse, that occurred In 

the Trial Court, was rectified by the lower Appellate Court. 

Ex.A-1 is \dated 2.4.1986. According to the appellant 

himself, thp balance consideration was to be paid within 

one year. The payments under Exs.A.2 and A.3 are said to 

' have been made on 30.4.1990 and 30.11.1992. respectively.



amount to acknowledgement, since it was made nearly four

years after Ex.A.l".

The facts of the case are not applicable to the facts of case on hand.

He relied upon a decision reported in -2011 (3) ALD 290- Kannubhai

Jashbhai Patel and others v. Shri Tirumata Venkateswara Co-op. Housing

Society Ltd., Hyderabad and others.

The facts of the case are not apislicable to the case on hand.

27.

Where His Lordship held at para Nos.18 and 22 :

" If the appellants wanted to drive the benefit under

I

It is the contention of D2 that the suit is premature one. He relied upon 

a decision reported in :

-2013 (4) ALD 245- N.P. NagraJ v. TSrumala TIrupathI 
Devasthanams, TIrupathI, Chlttor District.

were filed in the year 1998 and 1999. If an agreement of »
sale stipulates time or date, for completion of certain 

formalities, any ^suit, filed for specific performance thereof, 

before the stipulated date, becomes

clauses 8 and 9 ,of the agreements, they, were under 

obligation to wait till the completion of 25 years, without

committing any default, as to payment of rents. The period 

of 25 years was to expire in the year 2001. However, suits

The suit was filed on 31.3.1994 i.s. 8 years after the date 

of Ex.A.1 came into existence. On rhe face of it, it is barred 

by limitation. Ex.A.2, even if It is taken as proved, did not

premature and thereby liable to be rejected. From a 

perusal of the plaint, in, its entirety. It Is evident , that the

31
' ■!

I
I
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The learned dounsel for the plaintiffs' relied upon decision reported in :

appellants are aware that the execution of the sale deed 

became Impossible, In the absence of permission from the 

Commissioner of Endowments. If they wanted to overcome 

that hurdle, the appellants ought to have made a prayer in 

that behalf. However, the relief claimed in the plaint 

proceeds .as though, there is no legal impediment for 
responder^ to execute sale deeds, and event is not taking 

place for Want of willingness on part of respondent ",

’MR 1979 ALLAHABAD 350- Bhagwan Das vs Smt. Chandra Kall, 
t

Where His Lordship held at para No.l4 r

" It may be that the wordings are not very happy but the 

question arises as to what was meant by obtaining 

permission. According to the case taken in the plaint it 

was agreed to between the,parties that the seller woUid 

obtain permission from the consolidation authorities as also 

acquire Bhumidhari rights and then execute the sale deed. 

This allegations is constrained in paragraph 2 of the plaint. 

This paragraph was not admitted by defendant but in her 

written statement there was only a simple denial and in 

additional pleas nothing was said against it. ' Essentiality in 

the additional pleas the very existence of the agreement 

was denied. The court below was of the opinion that 

because of Section 92 of the Evidence Act the plaintiff­

appellant could not be allowed to give evidence to vary 

add or alter the terms of the written Contract. As I have 

noted above it was clearly provided in the agreement itself 

that the sweller would obtain the permission for making the
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be referred back to the court below for a fresh finding

according to law".

29. It is the contention of the learned counsel for the plaintiffs' in written 

arguments that in in view of the decision, reported in -AIR 1993 SC 2449- T.M. 

Balakrishna Mudaliar vs M. Satyanarayana Rao And Others^, the purchaser is 

entitled to file a suit for, specific performance on the basis of a contract of 

sale only after acquiring title over the property sold under the document by 

the vendor. Here, the facts of the case are not applicable to the facts of the 

case on hand. The contention of the plaintiffs' is that D2 shall execute sale 

deed ?ft:er getting sale deed from DI temple in his favour, D2 also submitted 

in his written arguments' that he has no valid title to execute sale deed in
i ' '

favour of the 1st plaintiff. As per the recitals of Ex.A4, D2 has to execute 

sale deed in favour of the 1st plaintiff after getting sale deed from Dl temple,

rjk/i’- I
. . . ! ■ ■

sale. In other words. It was In contemplation of. the parties

that the seller was to take certain steps with a view to 

execute the sale deed. It would, therefore, be a case fully 

covered by the decision. In Motl Ram's case (supra). In 

other words. It was an agreement by a sirdar to execute 

the sale deed after acquiring Bhumidhari rights. Since the 

Bhumidari rights were actually obtained subsequently the 

benefit of the same would be available to the plaintiff­

appellant in view of Section 43 of the Transfer of Property 

Act read with Section 13 (a) of the Specific Relief Act. The 

plaintiff-appellant was thus fully entitled to the specific 

performance of the contract. However, since the court 

below has not given any finding as to whether defendants 2

■ and 3 were bona fide purchasers for value without notice of 

the earlier contract by defendant No.l in favour of the 

' plaintiff for sale of this property, this matter would have to



Dictated to the Persona

30. 1SS.UE NO.2 :

7b what relief ?

the 1* plaintiff unle ss D2 obtain sale deed from Dl temple, 

premature. Hence,

in the result, suit Is dismissed without costs.

Assistant of this court, corrected and pronounced by me in open

34

So, unless D2 get sale deed in is favour from Dl temple he cannot execute 

regular sale deed in favour of the 1st plaintiff. It is submitted by the learned 

counsel for the pla ntiffs at page No.l9 of his written arguments at Coloumn 

No.2 that • Sven iccord/hg to the recitals of Ex.A-4 sale agreement the 

2nd defendant Is ^gfead to receive the balance of sale consideration from 

the 1st defendant and executed a regular sale deed in his favour only after 

he getting patta from Government i.e. a sale deed In his favour from the 

1st defendant and no time Is stipulated for performance of the contract 

according to Secticn 55 of Indian Contract Act In the absence of the time 

stipulated in Ex.A-1 and on the other hand it is clearly recited that the 

execution of the svie deed will be only after obtaining a title deed by the 

2nd defendant frofn the 1st defendant in respect of the plaint schedule 

property, the cause of action for the suit arose only after obtaining a regular 

title deed by the 2^'‘ de^ndant from the 1^ defendant'. The suit is filed to 

direct both Dl andjD2 jointly execute sale deed in favour of the 1®* plaintiff 

conveying title ovef the suit schedule property in terms of hand letter cum 

agreement of sale under Ex.A4, dated 10-08-1998 and in pursuance of orders 

Of the Commissioner Endowments, dated 16-11-2011. Dl Is not at all a 

party to Ex.A4 and po way concerned to Ex.A4 hand letter cum agreement of 

sale. In view of thd proceedings under Ex.Al, sale deed has to be executed 

only in favour of the highest bidders. So, the 1’‘ plaintiff is not entitled for the 

relief of specific petformance of contract basing on Ex.A4 hand letter cum 

agreernent of sale as D2 has no valid title to execute sale deed in favour of

So, the suit is 

his issue is answered against the plaintiffs.
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court, this the 24“ day of December, 2016.

1

For PLAINTIFFS : For DEFENDANTS;

Pocmpgnts marked

For PLAINTIFFS :

1.

For DEFENDANTS :

-NIL-

i

I
I

■ t-b.

PWl: V.Venkata Prasada Reddy.
PW2 : K.Srlramulu.

DWl: P. Sura Reddy.
D\N2 : A. Bala Bhaskar Reddy.

SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, 
DARSI.

I

i

S.C.j.
Darsl.

// Appendix of evidence H 
Witnesses examined

Ex.Al ; Proceedings in RC. No.M2/2259.98. dated 15-09-1998 issued, 
by the Commissioner, Endowments Department, Andhra Pradesh, 
Hyderabad.

Ex.A2 ; Certified copy of registered sale deed, dated 20-01-2012 executed 
by the 1^ defendant in favour of Sanikommu Rarnanjaneya Reddy 
and another.

EX.A3 : Certified copy of extract registered sale deed, dated 19-01-2012 
executed by the 1^ defendant in favour of Gadhamsetty 
Venkateswarlu and another.

EX.A4 *: Agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998 executed by the 2"“ defendant 
in favour of the 1®* plaintiff.

Ex.A5 : Receipt, dated 11-06-1998 issued by Executive Officer of DI temple 
in favour of the 2"'* defendant in respect of deposit in participation of 
auction.

Ex.A6 : Receipt, dated 01-07-1998 issued by Executive Officer of DI temple 
in favour of the 2"** defendant in respect of l/3rd amount deposited 
by the 2"“ defendant, dated 01-07-1998.

A'



ears, employee.

Plaint presented on ; 01-02-2012 and filed on : 01-02-2012

VALUATION ; I
Rs.2,11,750/-, on which a court fee of Rs.4’62w’ls’p5<i"oS^.39 
S.V. Act.

u- u o" 11-06-1998 when D2 was declared as

his favour after obtair^lng sale deed in his favour from DI and subsequently when D2 
suppresshg the suit Agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998 in collusion with the DI 
temple officials, tiyin^ to obtain a sale deed in his favour, at Darsi Village and Town 
cour?^chediule property is situated which is within the jurisdiction of this

“4!* feeand jurisdiction the suit is valued at
. ----- 1 of A.P.C.F. and

1. Sri Seetharamdswamy Temple, represented by it's Manager, 
Darsi Village andiMandal, Prakasam District.

2. Poiamreddy Sura Reddy, S/o.China Veera Reddy, Hindu, aged about 55 
years, r/o.Boddikurapadu Village, Thallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

... DEFENDANTS... . j .... . , . .. ■ . .. . . ... : .. . ..

This suit IS filed for directing the defendants jointly to execute and 
register a regular seie deed in favour of the plaintiff No.l. conveying title over 
the suit schedule property in terms of the hand letter -cum- sale agreement 
dated 10-08-1998 ^nd in terms of the proceedings, dated 16-11-2011 at his 
expenses* and put the plaintiff No.l in possession of the suit schedule 
property, and awardi costs of the suit.

BETWEEN :
1. Vedururl Venkata Prasada Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy, 

Hindu, aged 33 years, employee.

2 Vedururl Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy, 
Hindu, aged 31 years. Employee.

3. Vedururl Venkata Kotl Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy, 
Hindu, aged 31 years; :

4. N.Venkata Salieja, W/o.Venkateswara Reddy, Hindu, 
aged 35 years, hjouse wife.

All ai^e residents! Of Bbddikurapadu Villate, Thallur Mandal, 
Prakasam District. ... ~ .i. PLAINTIFFS

AND \
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IN TriE COURT OF SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE sss DARSI

PRESENT: SRI S.RAMANAIAH, 
SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, DARSI.

Saturday, the 24“* day of December, 2016

ORIGINAL SUIT NO.12/2013
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December, 2016.

TABLE OF COSTS

FOR DEFENDANTS

C.M. & F.C. not filed
1

N I L

Rs.26,178-00

I .

I ■

I

Given under my hand and the seal of the Court, this the 24* day of 
imher [

/. that the Suit be and the same is hereby dismissed;
ii. that the piaintiffs do bear their own costs of Rs.26,178-00 Ps. and DI and

D2 do bear their own costs of Rs.NIL (C.M. and F.C. not flied): 
1

(Piaint scheduie herewith appended).
I ■ ' .

Stamp on vakalath...
Stamp on plaint

. Stamp on process....
Advocate fee .

. . Typing charges

I

I
)

TOTAL.
1

SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE, 
DARSI.

This suit coming on 13-12-2016 for final hearing before me in the 
presence of Sri V.ftamana Reddy, Advocate for Plaintiffs and of 
Sri V.Srlnlvasa Sastry and Sri S.M.V.L. Narasimha Rao, Advocate for 
Defendant Nol, and of Sri V.Ranga, Advocate for Defendant No.2 and 
upon perusing the material available on record, and upon hearing: the 
arguments and having stood over for consideration, till this day this Court 
doth order and decree;

FOR PLAINTIFFS
Rs. 2-00 

4,626-00 
150-00 

21,200-00 
200-00

; S.CJ.
• ■ ■ . • ■■■■.. ■ v:?' ■

Note; The exhibited documents and non-exhibited documents which are marked have to be taken 
back by the parties concerned with in the stipuiated time with an undertaking to produce the same 
as and when required by the Court.



1

Between;

...flaintiffis.

...Defendants

I

/ 
if

IN THE COURT OF THE VI ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE ::: MARKAPUR 
Present: Sri TRi^a Venkatadri,

VI Additional District Judge, Markapur.

Tuesday, this the 28* day of March, 2023.

APPEAL SUIT NO.12 of 2017

AND
1. Sri Seetharama Swamy Temple, Rep. By its Manager, Darsi 

Village and Mandal, Prakasam District.
I.. Polamreddy Sura Reddy S/o.China Veera Reddy, Hindu, Aged

about 55 Years, R/oDoddilriu-apadu Village, Thallur Mandal, ....Respondents/Defen
Prakasam District. j dants.

The present appeal preferred against the Decree and Judgment dated 24.12.2016 in 
OS.No.12/2012 on the file of Senior Civil Judge’s Court, Darsi.

Between: j
1. Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy.
2. Vedururi Ashok Reddy @Ve^ta Reddy.
3. Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy.
4. N.VenkatoSailaja. j

All are residents of Boddikurapadu Village, Thallur Mandal, 
Prakasam District.

Vs.,
1. Sri Seetharama Swamy Temple, Rep. by its Manager, Darsi 

Village and Mandal, Prakasam District
2. Polamreddy Sura Reddy. J

!

This Appeal Suit coming on 30.01.2023 for final hearing before me in the presence of Sri 
P.Rala Ranga Reddy, Learned Advocate for Appellants/plaintiffs and of Sri M.Sri Rami 
Reddy, learned Advocate for Respondent No.l/Defendant No.l and of Sri J.S.RJCrishna 

.. . t. . ■ ' .

t

1. Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, 
Aged 37 Years, Employee. |

2. Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy, 
Hindu, Aged 35 Years, Employee.

3. Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, Aged
35 Years, Housewife. ■ |

4. N.Venkata Sailaja, W/o.Ven^teswara Reddy, Hindu, aged 39
Years, Housewife. 1 ‘ ’
All are residents of Boddikurapadu Village, Thallur Mandal Appellants/PlaintifF
Prakasam District. 1 s.
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r M
S«^, Adiooli for Respondent NoJdMendant noj. upon heeius the AdvocoKs on 

judgment of the lower conn, giounds of appeal, oral and documentary to te ® ■«»”> uud havlig stood over for consideration till2
gay, tnis uomt deuvered tqe follnwing--

JUDGMENT

1. This appeal is preferred by the AppeUantsZPIaintiffs against the Decree and Judgment 

passed in O.S.12/2012 dt.24.12.2016 on the file of Senior Civil Judge’s Court, Darsi, and prays 

to set aside the same by aUOwing the appeal in favour of AppeUantsZPIaintiffs.

2. Appellants herein are the plaintiffs and Respondents herein are the defendants in the said 

suit. Hence, the parties herein, herein-after, for sake of convenience, wfll be referred to as 

they were arrayed in the Said suit as Plaintiffs and Defendants.

4. Plaint presented 6^ 01.02.2012. Plamt filed on .01.02.2012, THal Court Judgment 

pronounced on 24.12.2016; and Memorandum of Appeal was preferred on 20.02.2017 and filed 

on 01.03.2017.

Case of the plaintiffs, in brief, is as follows:

Originally DI is having an extent of Ac.07.99 14 cents of land in R.S.No.349/2 and the 

same was divided into 38 plots and put the same in public auction which was conducted 

onll.06.1998 and firom out of 38 plots. D2 on behalf of the plaintiffs participated in the pubUc 

auction and declared as the highest bidder for the sale consideration of Rs.2,11,750/- for the 

extent of Ac.0.38 !4 cents bearing plot No.27, The said auction was confirmed vide proceedings, 

dtlS.09.1998 apart from di other extent of properties for which the auction was conducted on 

the same day. As per the proceedings, dt.15.09.1998 vide RC.No.M2/2259-96 issued by the 

Commissioner, Endowments department, Hyderabad, according to Serial No.22. D2 was declared 

as highest bidder for the extent of Ac.0-38 14 cents bearing Plot No.27 in S.No.349/2 situated at 

Darsi Town and Mandal. Prakasam District belonging to DI and the plaintiffs are shown as Co­

joinders according to Column No.8 of the details furnished alongwith • the proceedings, 

dt.15.09.1998. ;

14. On the date of the auction D2 on behalf of himself and the plaintiffs paid an amount of 

Rs.20.000-00 to DI and later he paid an amount of Rs.50,000/- towards the bid amount out of 

the total bid amount of Rs 50.000/- towards the bid amount out of the total bid amount of
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Rs.2,11.750/- under receipt, dated 1.7.1998. Thus, DI paid an amount of Rs.70,000/0 to DI 

towards bid amount. Subsequently, DI having agreed to sell the suit schedule which was
. ? 1

purchased by him in the public auction conducted onll.06.1998 by DI to the 1” plaintiff for the 

sale consideration of Rs.2,1 l,750A and received an amount of Rs.97,000/- and executed a hand 

letter cum agreement of sale, dt.;io.O8.1998. D2 agreed that he will receive the balance of sale 

consideration only after Government issued patta in his favour and register a regular sale deed in 

favour of the 1“ plaintiffs. So, according to the hand letter cum agreement of sale dt.10.08.1998 

D2 is liable to execute a registered sale deed in favour of 1* plaintiff on receipt of balance of 

sale consideration from him only after obtaining a title deed by from from DI with regard to the 

suit schedule property. '

1'4. ' Though the highest bidders including D2 in the auction which was-conducted on 
.i

11.06.1998 have made several efforts to get the sale deeds from DI and finally they have 

obtained orders from Hon’ble High Court in W.P.No.5874 and 12504 of 1996 dt.Ol.10.2010 and 

as per the Orders the Commissioner, Endowment Department, Hyderabad on receipt of 

recommendations from the Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department, Ongole accorded 

permission to DI to collect the balance of 2/3rd amount from the highest bidders as they paid 

l/3rd amount already, by collecting interest at the rate of 18% per annum from the date of 

'confirmation of the auction held oh 11.06.1998 ie.,15.09.1998 and get register the plots in favour

of the bidders, through an order, dated 16.11.2011 in R.Dis.No.N2/15708/2010.

14, D2 having agreed to sell the suit schedule property which was purchased by him on his 

behalf and on behalf the plaintiffs in the public auction, dt.11.06.1998 conducted by DI, to the V'

- plaintiff and executed hand letter cum agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998 after receiving an amount 

of Rs.97,000/- from the 1* plaintiff, surprisingly D2 trying to obtain the regular sale deed in 

respect of the suit schedule property in collusion with DI offici^ in his favour, thou^ the 

plaintiffs are shown as co-jointers! D2 is highest bidder according to Column Nos.7 and 8 of the 

details furnished along with the proceedings, dt.l5.09.1998. D2 or the plaintiff Nos.2 to 4 are not 

entitled to get a regular sale deed^ in respect of the suit schedule property except the 1“ plaintiff 

in terms of the hand letter cum agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998. The plaintiff Nos.2 to 4 have no
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objection to get a le^arjsale deed by 1" plaintiff, jointly from the defendants conveying tide'' 

over the suit schedule prtjperiy in favour of the 1“ piainliff on payment of the balance of bid 

amount of Rs.1,41,750/- afer deduction the amount of Rs.70,000/- which was paid under receipts 

dated 11.06.1998 and 01.07.1998 to dl by D2 on his behalf and on behalf of the plaintiffs 

14. The 1“ plaintiff is always ready and willing to pay the balance of sale consideration 

amount of Rs.1,14,750/- to D2 in terms of the hand letter cum agreement of sale dt.10.08.1998, 

but the same is not paid since Dl did not choose to come forward to execute regular sale deeds in 

favour of the highest bidders according to the proceedings in RC No.N2/2259/96, dt.15.09.1998 

till the proceedings in R.pis.No.N2/15708/2010, dt 16.11.2011 issued by the Commissioner, 

Endowmente Depj^ent, Hyderabad. Soon aferfte pi5ceedngs, dt.l6.11,2011 tagh th^ 

plaintiff demanded D2 to execute a regular sale deed is to be registered in his favour by Dl on 

receipt of the balance of die bid amount with interest, D2 giving evasive repUes and postponing 

to perform the hand letter cum agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998 and on the other hand, it is learnt 

that taking ^vantage of the recitals of the proceedings dt.16.11.2011. D2 with a malafide 

intention by suppressing the and letter cum agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998 in coUusion with 

temple officials trying to ^et a regular sale deed in his favour in respect of the suit schedule 

property. Hence, the suit.

14. Dl filed written statement denying the allegations of the plaint. It is admitted that D2 is 

the highest’bidder for the suit schedule ie., plot No.27 in the auction was confirmed by the 

Commissioner, Endowments, Hyderabad.D2 paid Rs.70,000/- to Dl. Dl submitted that there is 

no necessity to Dl to coUuile with D2. Dl is obliged to execute sale deed in favour of D2 only 

provided he pays the balance of bid amount with 18% per annum interest get the sale deed ettb^r 

m his name or in his name alongwith his nominees numbering not mote than five in all provided 

he fulfills as per the terms jand conditions of the auction. Dl has to act at the choice of D2 only 

so far as the execution of the sale deed is concerned. The suit is very speculative and premature in 

nature. The plaint averment^ and recitals in the alleged hand letter cum sale agreement shall come 

intopicture and play only after D2 obtained sale deed from D1.D2 himself has not derived any 

nght or title in the suit schedule property by the date of the aUeged hand letter cum sale
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agreement and it is null and void and faceless and V‘ plaintiff drives no any scintilla of rights 

whatsoever by virtue of such an invalid agreement which is nonest in law. So, it is unenforceable
j ■ ■' " '•

and dead horse. J

14. D2 filed Written statement denying the allegations of the plaint and submitted that D2 is 

not aware that in Column No.8 the plaintiffs were shown as cojoinders in the proceedings of DI. 

He paid an amount of Rs.70,000/- under due receipt infavour of DI in terms of the auction 
if

proceedings held on 11.0-6.1998 and it is his own money. Neither the plaintiffs nor anybody else 
i

contributed any amount, so if at all any document with DI showing the plaintiffs as co-joinders 

that is not at all binding on D2 md those proceedings will not affect the rights of D2. Even 

according to the pleadings of the plaintiffs there is no recitals at all in the plaint that they have 

paid any amount out of the amount of Rs.70,000/- paid by D2 in favour of DI as per the auction 
•» t' '

proceedings, dt.11.06.1998 and thus the plea of the plaintiffs as co joinders will not stand. The 

plaintiffs are nothing to do with the auction proceedings conducted by DI under which D2 

became the highest bidder in respect of the suit schedule property. D2 has no necessity to sell the 

suit schedule property either in favour of the plaintiffs or in favour of anybody else and the 

alleged stamped agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998 relief upon by the plaintiffs is nothing but a 

fabricated and forged document and the signatures contained in the agreement is not that of D2 

since it is forgery. D2 became highest bidder of the suit schedule property for an amount of 

Rs.2,11,750/- in the pubUc auction conducted on 11.06.1998 and he paid an amount of 

Rs.70,000/- in favour of DI as oh the date of confirmation of sale. It is the contention of the
• ■/ ■ ' ' ' ■

plaintiff that they have purchased the suit schedule property from D2. for an amount of 

Rs.2,11,750/- which is equal to the highest bid amount in respect of the suit schedule property.
>1 - ’ f.. . »

Selling of the suit schedule property for the same price in favour of the plaintiffs particularly in 

case of their no contribution of the amount by D2 in favour of DI. There is no privity of contract 

in between DI and the plaintiffs.^ The plaintiffs did not participate in the auction proceedings or 

they did not contribute any amount paid by D2 in favour of DI. Even as on the date of alleged ' r'
agreement of sale, the sale was not confirmed in favour of D2 and so he had no right to alienate 

•I . ' ' ‘ .
the suit schedule property as on the date of the suit schedule property either in favour of the 

10'k,• -c- ’ )' ■
" I *

l-l-i



dt.19.01.2012 executed by
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plamtiffs or in favour of ^ybody else at any point of time. The aUegations in the plaint that on 

the date of auction D2 pajd an amount of Rs.20,000/- and later an amount of Rs.50.000/- out of 

the bid amount of Rs.2,11,750/- under receipt, dt.1.7.1998 in favour of DI by D2 and on behalf of 

the plaintiffs, is nothing but absolutely false. Passing of consideration of Rs.97,000/- as earnest 

amount, does riot arise and the said allegation is nothing but absolute false. The scribe arid the 

attestors of the alleged agreement of sale, dt. 10.08.1998 are no other than the henchmen of the 1* 

plaintiff and it was fabricated with their assistance. Plaintiffs filed the suit for unlawful gain with 

an unholy intention to cause loss and trouble to D2 on account of political factions in the village 

and also existing disputes) The aUegations in the plaint that the plaintiffs are always ready and 

consideration to D2 in terms of the aUeged hand letter cum sale 

agreement dt.10.8.1998 and the same is not paid since D2 did not choose to come forward to 

execute a regular sale deed, is also nothing but absolute false. The suit is barred by limitation. 

The aUeged agreement of sale is relied upon by the plaintiffs, is inadmissible under law for want 

of stamp duty, penalty and; registration. There is no cause of action for the suit. Hence, prays the 

court to dismiss the suit with costs. 1
. . i .

issues plea^gs. the trial court framed the foUowing issues and also additional

1. Whether the: plaintiff is entitled for specific performance of the 
contract as prayed for?

• 2. • Whether the'suit agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998 is true, valid
underthelaw? i
3. • Whether theplaintiffs are ready and wUling to perform their part of 

obligation smce the date of agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998? 4. TowhatreUef?

14. To prove the case, on behalf ofUie platans, PWl and PW2 were examined, got marked 

EX.A1 to Ex.A6. On behall of the defendants, DWl &.DW2 were examined and no documents 

were marked on their behalf.

14. Ex.Al is Ptocee^gs in RC.No.M2/2259.98 ^ted 15.09.1998 issued by the 

Commissioner. Endowment Department, Andhra Pradesh. Hyderabad. Ex.A2 is Certified copy 
of Registered sale deed, di2o.Ol.2Oi2 executed by the 1* defendant in favour of Sanikommu 

Ramanjaneya Reddy and Another. Ex.A3 is certified copy of extract registered sale deed, 

the 1“ defendant in favour of Gadhamsetty Venkateswarlu and
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(ii)

(iv)

(V)

. .1
i

‘ another. Ex.A4 is Agreement of sale dt.10.08.1998 executed by the 2“* defendant in favour of the 

1“ plaintiff. Ex.A5 is Receipt, dt.ll.06.1998 issued by Executive Officer of DI tensile in favour 

of the 2“* Hpfendant in respect of deposit in participation of auction. Ex.A6 is Receipt, dt.l.7.1998
> ■ i ........ ___

issued by Executive Officer of dl temple infavour of the 2”** defendant in res^ of l/3rd amount 

deposited by the 2“^ defendant, dt.1.7.1998. ,

14. After full pledged trial, the trial court dismissed the suit without costs. Hence, aggrieved 

by the Decree and Judgment dt.24.12.2016 passed in O.S.12/2012, the plaintiffs herein preferred 

this Appeal, with the following grounds that;

The court below failed to consider the case of the Appellants in its proper 
perspective and ultimately went wrong in holding that the 1’‘ Appellant/lst 
plaintiff is not entitled for the relief of Specific Performance of Contract of 
Sale basing on Ex.A4 Hand letter cum Sale agreement as the 2“ Respondent 
has no valid title to execute the Sale deed in favour of the 1“ Appellant unless 
hft nhtained the Sale deed from the 1“ Respondent Temple. , ■

(iii) The trial court while holding that Ex. A4 suit agreement of sale dt.10.08.1998 is
true and valid imder law and the 2“* respondent by giving Ex.A5 nad Ex.A6 
receipts has entered the same with 1“ appellant on additional issue rio.l md by 
holding that the appellants are always ready and willing to perform their part 
of cotnract and tire cause of ction for the suit arose from 16.11.2011 when the 
Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department, Ongole, issued 
prooPf^ingR to the Manager of the 1“ Respondent Temple to register the Sale 
Peeds in favour of the highest bidders on Addition^ Issue no.2, blit 
erroneously held that the suit for specific performance basing to tire Ex.A4 
Agreement of Sale cum Hand letter is permature as the 2“* respondent has not 
obtained a regular sale deed in his favour fi»m the 1“ respondent Temple and 
unless the 2"® respondent obtained sale deed from r‘ respondent temple the 
appellants are not entitled for the relief of specific performance of Ex.a4 
agreement of sale cum hand letter.
The trial court failed to consider the provisions of STO.13(l)(b)(d) of the 
Specific Relief Act and a finding with regard to the' applicability of the 
decisions in AIR 1972 AP178 and AIR 1979 Allahabad 350 cited on behalf of 
the Appellants, while dismissing the suit erroneously on arrival of a finding 
that the suit for specific performance is premature as the 2“* Respondent has no 
valid title over the plaint schedule property as he did not obtain a regular sale 
deed from the 1“* respondent temple. /
The trial court failed to consider that the I®* Respondent temple instead of 
contending that there is no privity of contract between the Appellants md 1“ 
Respondent and no obligation to execute a register sale deed ou^t to have 
execute a register sale deed conveying title over the plaint schedule prope^ 
alongwith 2“ respondent jointly in favour of die 1“ Appellant in case the trial 
court holds that the 2"^ respondent executed Ex.A4 sale agree^nt cum hand

(i) The Judgment 'and decree of the court below ate contrary to Law, weight of 
evidence and probabilities of the suit.
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letter aj it executed the sale deeds already in favour of the highest bidders 
■ Sv joinders in terms of Ex.Al proceedings, dL15.09.1998 under

nx.Az qna BX.A3 etc.
(Vi) The trial cpurt instead of dismissing the suit on arriving an erroneous 

conclusion that tte suit is premature ought to hve granted a decree for specific 
performno! of Ex.A4 sale agreement cum hand letter of directing both the 
responc^ts jomfly to execute a register sale deed in favour of the 1“ appellant 
conveymg title over the plaint schedule property,

14. For the above grounds and the grounds that would be urged at the time of hearing of 

appeal, lhe appeUants/plaintiffs sought interference in the Decree and Judgment of the trial court 
in OS.No.12/2012 dated 412.2016 and to set aside die same by allowing the appeal.

14. Heard both sides, besides written arguments filed by AppeUanbTlaintiffs and Defendants.

The counsel for thd AppeUants«>laintifB submitted the follow^ dtatidns alongwith the 

written arguments. ■
Seeram TirapathaUa (died) jua-L.Rs and othe« v. NJ^ageswam Rao and other^ 

2019 (3) ALD 75, wherein it was held that Specific Reli^Act. 1963 - Sec.9 - Suit for Specific 

Petformance of agreement to sell- Cannot be said to do premature merely because it y^as filed 

before expiry ttf three manihs fixed fdr perfb^e. yyhen as per the terms ofExAl agreement 

^■21-06d985phintiffagreedtOprovideam6untfordischargecfmortgaged^^

- 7 brfore IQ.Q7.1985. btd e»en b^ore smd date arrived defendant no.l executed sale deed in 

favour of defendant no J or\ 2.7.1985. contrary to terms ef^Al ^And on coming to know of the 

same, plaintiff issued notit^ and later filed suit rfier receiving a litigious reply under Ex.A4- 

Contention that suit is prerriature. accordingly, rejected as misconceived and untenable.

Balwanfsingh AppbUant v. R^jaram, Respondent in First Appeal NO.191. of 1973 

dt29.07.1974, reported in'Affi 1975 Rgjasthim 72, wherein it was held that Contract Act. 

Sec.32 - Contingent contrda - Agreement to sell land - Vendor agreeing to pay Government 

dues and obtairi necessar^ Sanad- Contract is not contingent-Vendee entitled to specific 

performance. '
■ • ■ ■■ i • .

Rojasara Randibhi^ Dahyabhai v. Jani Narottsimdas LaUubhal (dead by L.Rs) and 

another, in AIR 1986 Sufireme Court 1912, wherein it was held that; Specific Reli^ Act - 

Sec.l3 - Agreement far sale rfland - Obtainihg tfperrrtissiori of authorities to use it as village
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Laxman Tatyaba Kankate and Another v. Smt Ihrainati harishchandra Dhatrak, 

AIR 2010 Supreme Court 3025, where in it was held that "Bar to sale under

Resettlement Act also disappears once permission of Government is obtained - Sec.13 and 20 

also protecting right of plaintiff- Decree passed far specific performance cannot, therefore, be

site a precondition for execution of sale deed - Contract held not contingent bta specifically 

enforceable - Suptfor specific perform acne filed within 3 years (ffter obtaining permission - Not 

barred by limitation.

Now, the following points will arise for determination of this Appellate Court:

faulted."

B.L.Narasiinha Rao v. Vatti Venkata Ranga Pardhasaradhi and oOi^, reported in 2021

(6) AID 528 fAP>-

The scheme of the Act is that the Endowments Tribunal constituted under Sec. 162 of the 

1987 Act is the Tribunal which would resolve disputes arising under this Act, however, the power 

of the Tribunal to decide disputes is restricted to the disputes set out in Sec.87 ofthe Act and such 

other provisions, such as Sections 83 and 84 of the 1987 Act. Sec.151 clearly shows that the Bar
. -It '

against' proceedings being initiated before' any other forum is restricted to those legal 

proceedings or disputes far which, a provision is made under 1987 Act, Consequently all 

disputes or issues for which there is no dispute, resolution mechanism under this Act can be 

raised before the Civil Courts or such other appropriate forum as may be found by the aggrieved

person.
'! • .■ ■

M/f.SAh'ofi Enterprises v. SnU.Godawari (deceased) Thr. LRs and others., reported in 

AIR 2022 Supreme Court 4388, .

it was held in that haviiig accepted agreement to sell md recript of earnest amount, 

dffendants could not be permitted to take d stand on one hand that suit could not be filed bffore 

TTC Certificate was obtained and r^enue records were corrected and on other that they were 

entitled to alienate the suit property-Decree of suit in favour of plaintiff, proper.
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1. Whether thejplaiiitiffs are entitled for specific performance of the
contract as prayed for?

2.

' •!
i

Whether the suit agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998 is true, vaUd 
under the lav?

3. Whether thei plaintiffs are ready and willing to perform their part of nMigatinn 
smce the date of agreement of sale, dLlO.08.1998?

4. Whedier the ;trial court has passed the Judgment erroneously with any irregularities 
or illegally and if so, whether this court interference is requited or not?

5. lb what relief?

13. PointNo.2:

Whether the suit agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998 is true,^vaUd .
under tee law?

Before answering the point ho.l, it is necessary to answer tee point no.2 and 3 and hence, 

point no.2 is herewith discussed as follows:

I perused tee evidence of PWl, PW2, DWl and DW2 and Ex.Al to Ex Ad' On perusal of 

tee evidence of PWl, it reveals that as per tee evidence of PWl, Ex.A4 is tee agreement of sale, 

dt.11.08.1998 executed by b2 in favour of 1“ plaintiff^ But, tee recitals of Ex.A4 it was executed 

by D2 in favour of plaintiff no.l stating teat D2 purchased land to an extnet of of Ac.0.38 cents

under plot no.n belonging to DI temple and he agreed to sell tee same to plaintiff no.l for a 

consideration of Rs.2,11,730/- and received an advance of Rs.97,000/- and he agreed to receive 
tee remaining balance of ’sale consideration, after obtaining patta from Government for tee 

agreement of suit schedule property. As per Ex.A4, D2 agreed to execute register sale deed after 

getting patta from Government in respect of tee suit schedule property. But tee contention of tee 

plaintiffs is teat D2 executed Ex.A4 in his favour. On tee other hand, D2 contended that Ex A4 is 

forged one and it is fabricated document and tee signature in Ex.A4 does not belongs tn him 

plaintiff also deposed in hisjevidence that D2 participated in tee auction conducted by DI temple 

and became highest bidder; for a total consideration of Rs.2,11,750/- and he paid Rs.70,000/- 

towards bid amount from but of tee total bid amount of Rs.2,11,750/-. D2 agreed to sell tee 

property to him and exe:uted Ex.A4 and now taking tee advantageof tee recitals of tee
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proceedings of the Commissioner, Endowments Department, Hyderabad dt. 16.11.2011, the
I

defendant no.2 with malafide intention by suppressing ExA4 agreement of sale in collusion with 

bl temple officials trying to get a regular sale deed in his favour in respect of the suit schedule 

property, hi order to execute the execution of Ex.A4, the evidence of attestor of Ex.A4 who is 

examined as FW2 is very much crucial. On perusal of evidence of PW2, he deposed that D2 

executed the hand letter cum agreement of sale dt.10.08.1998 on a stamped paper and according 

to the recitals of Ex.A4, he agreed that he will receive the balance of sale consideration only after 

Government issued patta in his favour and then execute regular sale deed in favour of the plaintiff 

no.l. One Rachapudi Venkata Subba Rao is the scribe of Ex.A4. PW2 is only one of the attestor 

and one Shaik Nannessa is another attestor ofEx.A4, D2 subscribe his signature on Ex.A4 in 

their presence after receiving the part of sale consideration at Boddikurapadu Village. But in the 

cross examination, PW2 deposed that he knows plaintiff and D2 and he knows the contents of; 

Ex.A4 and it was scribed by the scribe at the house of scribe. He also deposed about the survey 

number as 27 and the extent is Ac.0.38 14 cents. The stamped paper covered under Ex.A4 was
i ' » ■ *

purchased by plaintiff no.2. , ,

14. On the other hand, on perusal of the evidence of DW2 who is examined as DWl, deposed 

that Ex.A4 was fabricated one, he never executed Ex.A4 in favour of pladntiff no.l. Further 

deposed that politically himself and plaintiff no.l are enemies. Further deposed that by the date of 

execution of Ex.A4, the sale was not confirmed in his favour and no tight acquired by him to 

convey the suit schedule property to others.

14. On perusal ofthe evidence of PWl, PW2 and DWl with Ex.A4 it reveals, that by the date 

of execution of Ex.A4, D2 who is alleged to have been executed ExA4 was not have any right 

over the schedule property and that right would be fallen on to the . defendant no.2 

whenever the Defendant no.l has executed registered sale deed in favour of D2 who is 

alleged to have been become a highest bidder and after obtaining the balance of sale 

consideration only. As per evidence of DWl who is D2 herein, he has to obtain sale deed from• ' 1 .
DI temple in his name and then only he has a right to execute sale deed in favour of plaintiff 

no.l, if he really entered into agreement with plaintiff no.l under Ex.A4. But toe plaintiff no.l is
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no where proved that has piu-tidpated In the aiution on his (lialntW no.l) h«.haif and 

paid the amount to tito jil M in behalf of plaintiff no.l and if really D2 participated 

in the said aucddii on b^df of plaintiff; why the plaintiff no.l was' agiin reeldhg telief of 

obtaining the sale deed iitom D2 on obtaining the sane from pi ’ Piirthm- in his cross 

exanination h^ deposed tl{iat he dqtosited Rs.20,0b0Z- before auction, bl temple issued receipts 

for the said ^oiinti The contention of Plaintiff no.l is that he proved the execution of Ex.A4 by 

examining h^eff asWi md PW2 and further thb receipts under Ex.A5 aid ^.A6 were issu^ 

and there is a recital in E3f.A4 that those receipts are given to the plaintiff no.l. But, during th<. 

cross examihiation ofpwl, he paid Rs.5(),00Q/- and deposit^ Rs.M,600/-, for that DI fcmpte 

issurf receipts unda Ex.^ and iEx.A6 to him. But there is no proper e^lanaffnii to why 

those reedpts were hi the haiids of 1“ plaintiff. Further, a person who averred or relied on ahy 

document, such person mu st prove the contents of such document about its gerininity and it is the 

burden on the plaintiffs he^ to i«pve the execution of Ex.A4 agfeemerit of sale b^ p2Zbwi. 

Accordingly, the plaintiffs^ ;ae unda obUgation to pibye foe same but they fail^ to prove'toe 

exeditionbf£itA4^Aedi^dahth6.2ZbWt.y '

14. Thou^ the leame^ counsel for the plaintiffs submitted the above citations m not 

applicable to lhe case on my hand. Furtha, when the execution of Ex.A4 was put forth by the 

aroellants/plaintiffs, and a^ ifae same was dem^ by the defendants, then it is the burden bn the 

plaint^s to prove about the execution of the dociuMrits ie., Ex.A4, as toe dftffindniii^ thp 

execution toe ddeument^ it is burden on the plaintiffs to prove it. Furtoet the cduh^ for the 

PW1/D2 argued t^at if Defendmt nd.2 had participated in toe auction on behalf oftoe 

plaintiffis, it ihi^t Imye written in toe a^toeht of sale. As wdl as toe suit ag^itot of 

does not ^v^ the pui^ of selling toe land to toe 1“ plato^by DZ: If redly; DZwhs iii 

ne^ of money he toi^t to ^ve ree^ toe amount fifom 1“ plaintiff

temple authoritia about the contras arrived by both the parties and request bl to execute the 

sale deed in favour of plaintiff no.l after receiving balance of sale consideration from hith; 

Fbrtoer no titte h^ been ^transferred in favoiir of D2 on toe date of aUeged agreement of 

sale. As per toe terms of aui tion, toe highest bidder can refer his nominee to whom toe sde deed

v;..
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to be executed, the D2 has not referred any names muchless the plaintiff no.l. But, fhoD2 is 

declared as highest bidder in that auction for Rs.2,11,750/-. On perusal of the evidence of DW2 

who is DI temple deposed in his cross examination that they used to register the sale deed to the
--------------- ( :■ -

highest bidder in the auction. He does not know about the co-jointers which are shown in Ex.Al, 

whereas he admitted that DI registered sale deed, on 20.04.2012 in favour of Sanikommu 

Ramanjaneya Reddy and Ravi China Kasi Reddy, Sanikommu Ramanjaneya Reddy is highest 

bidder and Ravi China Kasi Reddy are cojoinder. As per Ex.Al die names of highest bidders and 

names of cojoinders are shown.

14. Further, it is an admitted fact that the D2 is the highest bidder and the plaintiffs are shown 

as co-joinders. It is also an admitted fact that D2 is the highest bidder and the auction conducted 

onll.06.1998. DW2 cross examined by D2 and during cross examination he deposed that after
• i ■

case is clear in the court, DI addressed a letter to D2 to get a regular sale deed for payment of the 

sale consideration. Subsequently, the plaintiffs filed the suit, hi the chief examination DW1/D2 

says that he has no necessity to pa^cipate in the auction on behalf of the plaintiffs and he has no 

obligation to execute registered sale deed in favour of the plaintiff no.l and there is no privity of 

contract with plaintiffs. On perusal of Ex.A4, which shows that it is executed by D2 in favour of 

plaintiff no.l Stating that he agreed to sell the plot no.27 in R.S.No.349/2 of Darsi which is 

Ac.0.38 Vi cents for Rs.2,11,750/- and he received Rs.97,000/- as advance from the 1“ plaintiff 

and the remaining the sale consideration should be paid after he getting sale deed in his name 

from DI. In this aspect, the plaintiffs no where proved that whether the D2 has participated in 

auction for plot no.27 alongwith for the plots alleged by the plaintiffs and why D2 participated on 

behalf of plaintiffs, if not participated on behalf of plaintiffs why the receipts under Ex.A5 and 

Ex.A6 are in the hands of 1“ plaintiff, if he participated on behalf of plaintiffs, why the D2 did
C i

not referred the names of the plaintiffs to the auction purchaser, and further though the plaintiffs 

deposed that Ex.A4 was executed by D2, why the plaintiffs did not send the same to handwriting 

expert to prove it whether the Ex.A4 was executed by D2 or not, further more the plaintiffs no 

where explained properly that under what reasons the D2 has participated in the auction on behalf 

of plaintiff no.l, and failed to do so in those aspects, hence, basing on the evidence, this court

I.,’I*!.*!*■»;iiS .
. r I • ' . .
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finds that Ex.A4 is not trufe, valid and binding on the defendants and accordingly, the issue no.l is 

answered against the plaintiffs.

PointNo.3: i

Perused the evide^e of PWl, PW2, DWl. DW2 with Ex.Al to A6. The main argument 

of the Defendant no.2 is that he never executed Ex. A4 sale agreement and the same is created and 

forged one. and he has no title over the suit schedule property as he did not obtain any regular 

sale deed from DI temple, the plaintiffs are not entitled to seek for specific performance of 

contract of sale. dt. 10.08.1998 said to have been executed by him infavour of 1“ plaintiff and the 

present suit is a premature one and also barred by limitation as the same, is filed beyond three 

years in the year 2012 from the date of Ex.A4 agreement, dt.10.08.1998. He relied upon the 

decisions reported in 2013 (4) ALD 245 and 2013 (6) ALD 579 (DB). as per the decisions, 

execution of sale deed impossible in the absence of permission from the Coinmissioner, 

Endowments Department and without obtaining the deed from vendor/Dl, the agreement of sale 

alleged to have been entered by D2 under Ex.A4 in favour of Plaintiff No.l is not hold good 

under the law, there is no stipulation time for performance of contract under Ex.A4 and further 

the sale deed wiU be only after obtaining the title deed by D2 from vendorZDl temple in respect 

of suit schedule property, only the cause of action for the suit will arose. According to.the 

Ex.A4, the cause of action for filing the suit will arose only after passing of the orders by the DI 

dt.16.11.2011 and the present suit is filed in the year 2012 is within the period of limitation and 

according to Article 54 of Indian Limitation Act. Even if it is in the limitation, the plaintiffs are 

no where explamed that they are ready and willing to perform their part of contract to obtaining 

the sale deed from D2 afteri obtaining the title by D2 from DI. Further the plaintiffs did not give 

any notice to the defendantmo.l or 2 about their contentions in view of Ex.A4 even before fiUng 

the suit and no where they Reposed either oral or by documentary evidence to show that they 

are ready and willing to perform their part of contract. Further, no where the D2 has. not 

taken the plea that plaintiff ho. 1 is not ready and willing to perform his part of contract.. Further, 
the D2 has not obtained aiJy sale deed from DI temple. Further. more particularly, as the point
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no.2 was answered against the plaintiffs ie., the Agreement of sale under Ex.A4 dt.10.08.1998 is 

not true, valid and binding on die'defendants, the question of ready and willingness to Obtain 

regular sale deed from D2, does nt t arise. Hence, the point no.2 is answered accordingly against 

the plaintiffs.

Point No. r.

Whether the plaintiffs are entitled for specific performance of the 
contract as prayed for?

Perused the evidence of PWl, PW2, DWl, DW2 and Ex.Al to Ex.A6. On perusal of

Ex.A4 it clearly shows that D2 has to be executed a sale deed in favour of plaintiff no.l after 
■■■ t

obtaining the title from DI. But, tiU filing of the suit, the D2 has not obtained any sale deed from 

DI and hence, as the D2 has no title over the petition schedule property, no right was acquired by 

D2 from DI to register a sale deed in favour of plaintiff no.l as per the terms of agreement of sale 

. covered under Ex.A4 and the plaintiffs did not prove that Ex.A4 is true, valid and binding against 

the defendants as answered by this court in point no.2 and as such there is no such necessity to 

show their readiness and willingness to perform their part of contract as the said issue was 

answer^ against the plaintiffs and that too they failed to show any readiness and willingness'to 

perform their part of contract, and there is no plea of defendants regarding to the readmess and 

willingness of the plaintiffs to pe^orm their part of contract, unless and until D2 obtain the sale 

deed from DI the plaintiffs cannot enforce the alleged agreement of sale and they cannot have 

any cause of action against D2 and therefore the suit is premature and liable to be dismissed. 

The citations submitted by the counsel for the plaintiffs are not applicable to the present Case on 

my hand. Though die counsel for the plaintiffs argued that the purchaser is entitled to file a suit 

’ for speeifie performance on the basis of a contract of sale only after acquiring title over the 

■ property sold under the document by the vendor. D2 submitted in his written arguments that he

has no valid right and title over the plaint schedule property to execute the sale deed in favour of 

the plaintiffs. Further more, DI is not at aU party to the Ex.A4 and no way concerned to Ex.A4 

band letter cum agreement of sale. In view of the proceedings under Ex.Al, sale deed has to be 

• executed only in favour of the highest bidders. So, the 1* plaintiff is not entitled for the relief of 

specific performance of contract basing on Ex,.A4 hand letter cum agreement of sale as D2 has
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no vaUd tide to execute sale deed in favour of the 1“ plaintiff unless D2 obtain sale deed as D2 

has no valid tide to execute sale deed in favour fo the 1“ plaintiff unless D2 obtain the sale deed 

ffom DI temple; Hence, the issiie no.3 is answered agaiijist the plaintiffs

■ 'Pointno.5:''■

Since, the point np.l to 5 were answe^ against die plaintiffs, the trial court has righdy 

appreciated toe evidence of witnesses and pronounced toe Judgment and decree in OS12/2012 

on 24,12.20I6by toe Sen^ Civil Judge, D^, this court is riot necessary to interfere the decree 

and Judgment in 08.12/3012, accoi^gjy, toe point is answered against the plaintiff^ and 

accordingly, the Appeal Suit is liable to be dismissed withnnt costs/

PomtNo.6; <

To what relief? ; .

In toe^iilt, toe Givay^d is dismissed without costs, accoidingty the

Decree and Judgtoentp^sed by toe Senior Givir judge, Darsi in O.S.Nd.l2/2()12 dt.24.i2.2016 

is hereby confirmed. < i; '

of Manto2?2^ my dictatipn by Stenographer, corrrcted arid pronounced by me, this the 28* day

S’^T^RtyaVfenltotadri; <.

I VI ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE,
MARKAPUR. .

J APPENDIX 0FEVIDP.NGF.
^0 oral nor dd^eritary evideiice was let in dn either side in this appeal) 

■■■■■"■. ' ?• '■■■ ■ ■■■ < ■;

! ; . < . S^TR^aVenkatadri, -
J... .'..VIA-DJ..

..... ! ' ■ . ■ ■ ■ . ■

Copytd:. ■ ■
■ ■■ ■■ ■ •/ 7 ■■ ■ 7.'• .. .

The Senior Civil Judge, i
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IN THE COURT OF THE VI ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE MARKAPUR

s.

...Defendants

This appeal is preferred by the Appellants/Plaintiffs against the Decree and Judgment

Appeal filed on 01.02.2012

.. ..Respondents/Defen 
dants. ,

< Vs.,

1. Sri Seetharama Swamy TBrnple, Rep. by its Manager, Darsi 
Village and Mandal, Prakasam District.

2. Polamreddy Sura Reddy.

Present: Sri T.R^a Venkatadri, 
VI Additional District Judge, Markapur.

Tuesday, this the 28* day of March, 2023.

APPEAL SUIT NO.12 of 2017

AND
1. Sri Seetharama Swamy Temple, Rep. By its Manager, Darsi 

Village and Mandal, Prakasam District
2. Polamreddy Sura Reddy S/o.China Veera Reddy, Hindu, Aged

• about 55 Years, R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, Thallur Mandal, 
Prakasam District.

The present appeal prefer ed against the Decree and Judgment dated 24.12.2016 in 
OS.No.12/2012 on the file of Senior Civil Judge’s Court, Darsi.

Between:
1. Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy.
2. Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy.
3. Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy.'
4. N.Venkata Sailaja.

All are residents of Boddikurapadu Village, Thallur Mandal, 
Prakasam District. '

passed in O.S.12/2012 dt24.12.2016 on the file of Senior Civil Judge’s Court, Darsi, and prays 
to set aside the same by allowing the appeal in favour of Appellants/Plaintiffs.
Appeal presented on 01.02.2012

Valuation: As this is an appeiriagainst the decree and judgment of the lower court, the appeal 
•is valued on the valuation of the suit i.e., on Rs.2,11,715/-; on which a court fee of Rs.4626/- is

I -

Betwera: ’
1. Vedururi Venkata Prasada R^y S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, 

Aged 37 Years, Employee. j
2. Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy, 

Hindu, Aged 35 Years, Employee.
3. • Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy) S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, Aged

35. Years, Housewife.
4. N.Venkata SaUaja, W/o.Venkateswara Reddy, Hindu, aged 39

Years, Housewife. I
All are residents of Boddikurapadu Village, Thallur Mandal, ....Appellants/Plaintiff 
Prakasam District.
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iii)

For Respondent

(Cost memo and fees certificate not filed by either side)

1

VIA.D.J, 
MARKAPUR.

Stamp on Vakalat

Stamp on appeal 

Stamp on process 

Advocate fee 

Typing charges

Total ,

that this Appeal Suit be and the same is hereby DISMISSED;

that there be noi order as to costs (No CM & FC filed by either side). 
Given under my hand and the seal of the court, this the 28* day of March, 2023.

VI ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, 
PRAKAS AM AT MARKAPUR.

TABLE OF COSTS -
For Appellant

® exhibited and non-
0. a condWo.

i '

paidu/sec.49 ofA.P.C.F.MS.V.Act. .

This Appeal Suit coming on 30.01.2023 for final hearing before me in the presence of Sri 
P.Bala Ranga Reddy, Ljearned Advocate for Appdlants/plaintiffe and of Sri M.Sri Rami 
Reddy, learned Advocate for Respondent No.lZDefendant No.l and of Sri J.S.R.Krishna 
Sastij, Advocate for the Respondent NoJZDefendant no J. upon hearing the Advocates on 
record, upon perusal of the judgment of the lower court, grounds of appeal, oral and documentary 
evidence and other materid available on record and having stood over for consideration tiU this 
day, this Court delivered the following:-this Court doth order and decree:

i)

ii)
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Immovable p ^operty Sale deed document for Rs.2,79,500/- 

On 13.12.2011

document DETAILS
. Sri Sitaiamula Vari Devasthanam is having absolute rights over the following 

schedule immovable property. For that schedule property having absolute rights an 
extent of Ac.7.00 54 cents out of total Ac,34.05 cents as per the orders of Andhra 

. Pradesh Endowments Department Commissioner, Hyderabad No.M/d2/3 130/1992 
dated 28.07.1993, conducted open public auction on 11.06.1998. In that said 
auction, you are the highest bidder for Rs.2,79,000/- (Rupees Two lakhs seventy nine 
thousand only) of the schedule property and as per the orders vide RC 
No.M.2/2259/96 dated 15.09.1998 of Hindu Endowments Departent Commissioner 
»nfirmed that you are the highest bidder. Thereafter, the Commissioner' 
Endowments Department, Hyderabad’s orders No.R.D.S.No.S2/15708ffi010 dated 
16.11.2011 the schedule , property on which I am having absolute rights for 
Rs.2,79,000/- (Rupees Two lakhs seventy nine thousand only) i.e., Rs 93167/- 
(Ninety three thousand one hundred and sixty seven only) paid during open auction

: in favour of: The residents of Rajampalll Village, Darshi Mandal, Prakasam District

1. Bandaru Venkateswariu, aged 42 years, S/o Yogaiah
2. Arigeia Koteswara Rao, aged 42 years, S/o China Kotaiah
3. VenkJepu China Venkaframmaiah aged 47 years, S/o Pedakotaiah
4. Arigeia Nagesh Babu, aged 41 years, S/o Nagaiah
5. Singamsetti Ankaiah, aged 59 years, S/o Bangaraiah.

Written and given immovable property sale deed document by :. The present
Exectee Officer Sri Bhimavarapu Krishna Reddy, aged 38 yearn, S/o^Vera Reddy 

■ te resident of Andanki Town) on behalf of Sri Sitaramulu Vari Devasthanam, Darsi 
village and Mandal. Prakasam District.

English Translation 
SALE DEED DOCUMENT



■

Land of Devasthanam - Towards this 215 links

East 
South 
West 
Links 
North

©/ «
time and for remaining balance amount of Rs.1,86,333- (Rupees one lakh eight six 
thousand three hundred and thirty three only) paid to the Darsi Syndicate Bank 
account No.364l 2200048353 of Sri Sitaramula Vari Devsthanam by you today. 
Hence, the amount have to be paid is paid by you. Hence, ori behalf of Sri 
SitaramUla Vari peyd^hariam, I am handing over the schedule property to you toddy 
and given this sale deed document? Being you are the highest bidder, you and your 
heirs shall possess this property vyith all absolute rights and enjoy all easement rights 
forever. Now onWards, there shall rtot be any rights to the Sri Sitaramula Vari 
Pdvasthanam, Darsi? And it is certified that not alienated the schedule property in the 
pa^ and hot given for guarantee? Court and written this Sale D^ed document. If any 
disputes arise in the future in regard to the schedule property ai| will be solved by Sri 
Sitararnuia Vari Devasthanam, Darsi expenses. You have to pay all relevant taxes 
for the schedule property and for that filed concerned forms in your favour. This 
immovable Sale Deed document is written and given by our own consent.

in between of these boundaries an extent land of Ac.0,21 % cents Or 1040.6 

Sq. yards With ail cortitnon roads, canals hghfe? ;
Schedule property is not assigned. Schedule property either hot belongs to 

Government or Government agencies. For that riot given as guararitee or security. 

Fixed the correct value for the schedule property. It is certified that in the schedule

SCHEDULE
Plot N0.01 of Ac.0.21.1/2 cents dr 087 Hectors or 1040.6 Sq yards of vacant 

land out of total AC7;99 ^ cente iri the grand total larid of Ac.34.00 cents iri Suryey 
No.349/2? Darsi: Grarri- parichayat Darsi Wlandal, Darsi Sub DiVisibh. Markapurrim 
R D , Prakasarti District bounded by \

Plot No.02 - towards this side: 100 links. ;
30 links wide road - 215 links

; Property of Karria Suryanarayana Reddy - towards this side ; 100



RULE-3 STATEMENT

Sd/-

L

. i

i

V
I

Extent
1040.6 S.Y

1'

52?*^

Government market value Rs.7,29,000/-
Ullage D.No. Survey No. Extent Rate per 1 S.Y Doc. Value

Rs.7,29,000,.(Yerukala colony area) >
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South:
ROAD

Description of property

0/0l.(EX)VEMIREDDY CHENNA

01

0/0

Bl

OARSI

Built up:

l.(EX)MADASU 
NAGESWARARAO

1140/2015 [ 
of SRO 
DARSI(806

House No: 
, 1-119.
Bounded by 
North: 
PLOTNO.23 
SITE

Vol/PgNc 
CD No Doi 

No/ 
Year 

[ScheduleN

1141/2015 [ 
of SRO 
DARSI(806

Survey No:
1-0 - ,349/2,
Flat No: Apartment:

SI 
No.

74687376
Extent:
1839.2 Y

My 03-201:

Nature & 
Mkt.Value

Name of Parties 
Execatant(EX) & 
^^imants(CL)

_ _ ------------------------
is. REDDY

2.(CL)VEMIREDDY NAGA

1 .(EX)VEMIREDDY CHENNA 
Mkt.Value:Rs. REDDY

J3-2015 2.(CL)MODULLA
(P) 07- Cons.Value:Rs. SRINIVASAREDDY
03-2015 296000

. I. • .

Sri/Smt:
TE JA having searched for a statement giving 
particulars of registered acts and encumbrances if 
any, in respect of the mentioned property.

0/0 
CD_Volum€ 
237 
1212/2013 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

(P)0'y 1

W
%

|/0^
is?Value:Rs. PRASADA REDDY

East: West:
30 LINKS 30 LINKS 40 LINKS
ROAD ROAD ROAD

Reg.Date
Exe.Date
Pres.Date Con. Value

0> 0101 
bl5 Sale Deed

K! • • ■ ;
Government of Andhra Pradesh
Registration and Stamps Department
•TATEMENT OF ENCUMBRANCE ON PROPERTY
Date: AppNo: ‘ Statement No: Village: Ward - Block: Sur
22-05-2024 12.-55.-58 240522294977

PlotNo/BiNo:
,24,

(R) QI- 0101 
03-2015 Sale, 
(E) 07- yj.

0101 
Sale Deed
Mkt.Value:Rs. 2.(CL)THOTA

03-2013 271040 MADHUMOHANRAO
(P)122- Cons.Value:Rs.

387.2SQ.YdsBoundires:[N]; 03-2013 272000 . ■
DEVASTHANAMLAND[S] ' ?
30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]:
KOTHA PADMAVATHI

VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA
COLONY W-B; 1-0
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 24
EXTENT: 227.67SQ.Yds
NEARD.NO.1-119
Boundires: [N]: KARNA
VUAYABHASKARAREDDY 03-2015
SITE IS] 20 FT WIDTH (P) |
DAARI [E]: EXECUTANT 03-gQr^<2! 
SITE[W]: 20 FT WIDTH 
DAARI
Link Doct:1126/2012 of 
806
VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA
COLONY W-B^-0
SURVEY: 349!/2 WOT: 24
EXTENT: i27.Bs^.Yds., 

’'■'NE^Djfcni9 
„ Bo^S^s:[N]:KARH 

vuaySbhaskarj^ 
SITE,[S]20FTOtf 
DAARI [E]: Aft W 
DAARI [W]:1^J|^ 
DAARI
Link Ooct:1126/2012 of SRO 
806

03 VILL/COL: (R)22-
DARSI/ERUKALA 03-2013
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (E),22- 
SURVEY: 34911 PLOT: 15
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:



Nature &

l*res.Date Con. Value

}

&

l.(EX)AKfflATI

} 

1

SI 
No.

0/0 .
CD_Volum6

IRO

0/0 
CD_Volume 
237 
1211/2013 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

Name of Parties 
£xecutant(EX) & 

Claimants(CL)

Vol/PgNc
CD No Doi

No/|b
Year"

[ScbeduIeN

0/0 
CD Voluine 
236 
722/2013 [1 
ofSRO

. DARSI(806

(E)23- 
02-2013 
(P)23- 
q|-2013

135520 2.(CL)AMBATI
Cons.Value:Rs. RAMULAMMA 
136000

PLOT NO. 15 SITE PV]: 
MADASU 
NAGESWARARAO PLOT 
NO.15(REMAINING SITE) ; 
LinkDoct:1015/2012 of SRO 
806 
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 •

(R)22-

• l.(CL)YAGNAM a
VENKATESWARAREDDY

a

l.(CL)KOTHAPADMAVATHI 
,2.(EX SU 

Cons.Value:Rs.^^^’

HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
484SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]: 
30 LINKS RAKAPOKALA 
ROAD[S]AMBATI 
RAMULAMMA SITE [E]: 20 
LINKS WIDE 
RAKAPOKALA ROAD [W]: 
AILURIRAMANAREDDY, 
PADIGAPATI

, ■ Reg^Bate Nature & 
Description of property Exe.Date MktValue

^A'lT*^.^

LinkDoct:37 
806

06 VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA p 
COLONY@Rs700W-B:l-0 (t)23- ] 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 34 02-2013 338800

-------™ ^^23. -

SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 15
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (R)22- OlOl 
145.2SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]: 03-2013 Sale Deed 
DEVASTHANAM LAND [S] 22- Mkt.Value:Rs.
30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: 03-2013 101640

(P)22-
03-2013 102000

(R.)23- 0101
0?-2013 Sale Deed

Mkt.Value:Rs. 2.(EX)AMBATI 
• BALANARASIMHAREDDY

Cons.Value:Rs.
02-2013 340000

04
PLOT NO. 16 SITE [W]: 
THOTA 
MADHUMOHANRAO 
PLOT NO; 15 SITE 
LinkDoct:1015/2012 ofSRO 
806
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 34 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
193.6SQ.Yds Boundires: 
YAGNAM 
VENKATESWARAREDp’ 
SITE [S] RACHAI^W 

05 VEERABRAHMAJS^fvi
TALLAPU7 
VENKATA HOUSE

RAKAPOKALA RO ADWl 
P/^ 
VE... 
SITE

■

0101 
'^-2013 Sale Deed.

Mkt.Value:Rs. BALANARASIMHAREDDY. 236
135520 2.(CL)AMBATI . ... * 723/2013 [1

. ofSRO
•; -DARSI(806



1^1

•

l.(EX)AMBATI
M)23-

)
0

1

Name of Parties 
£xecutant(EX) & 

Claimants(GL)

0101 
Sale Deed

0101
Sale Deed

0/0 
CD_Volum« 
236 .
719/2013 [1 
ofSRO

- DARSI(806

0/0
CDVolume 
236
'llXH'Ql?, [1
ofSRO
DARSI(806

Q/Q .
CD_Volum£ 
236 
720/2013 [1 
ofSRO
DARSI(8O6

(R);23- 
02-2013

SI 
No.

VENKATESWARAREDDY 
SITE 
K<

Vdl/PgNt 
CD No Doi 

No/ 
Year 

[ScheduleN

02-2013 
(P)‘23- 

242SQ.YdsBoundires:[N]: 02-2013 
AMBATI 
BALANARASIMHAREDDY 
SITE[S]BOGIREDDY .■ 
THIRUPALUREDDY, 
AILURI SUBBAREDDY 
ETC PROPERTY [E]: 
IPPALA KONDAREDDY 
SITE [W]: RAKAPOKALA 
CEMENTROAD •.r

• (R)23- 
02-2013 
(E)23- 
02-2013 
(P)23- Cons.Value:Rs. B. 
02-2013 136000

I

0101
Sale Deed
Mkt.Value:Rs. BALANARASIMHAREDDY
101640 2.(CL)VEMIREDDY 
Cons.Value.Rs. ANJIMDDY 
102000

l.(CL)DULAM
RAMAKRISHNAREDDY

Mkt.VaIue:Rs. 2.(EX)AMBATI
169400 BALANARASIMHAREDDY
Cons.Value:Rs.
170000

Reg.Date Nature & 
Exe^Date MktVailue 
Pres.Date Con. Value

. Description of property 
.X

^tVENKATESWARLU site & 
BATA .
LinkDoct:3705/2012 ofSRO 
806
VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700 W-B; 1-0 
SURVEY; 349/2 PLOT: 34 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
193.6SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]: 
RAKAPOKALA ROAD [S] 
CHEEMALADINNE 

07 ADINARAYANA&
GURAVAIAH HOUSE [E]: 
YAGNAM 
VENKATESWARAREDDY, 
AMBATI RAMUL AMMA 
SITE [W]: VEMIREDDY 
ANHREDDYSITE 
Link Doct:3705/2012 of SRO 
806
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 34 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: <.- 
145.2SQ.Yds Boundires: [nM . 
RAKAPOKALA ROAq 

08 CHEEMALADINNB,. %
guruvarjunarA^I^ 
HOUSEjE]: PA^IGJ^^I

^t:^/2012 <rf

‘ ’-I?-:,

l.(CL)PADIGAPATI
Mkt.Value:Rs. VENKATESWARARTODY
135520 2.(EX)7^ATI

lALy^AMlMHAREDDY

,, rf* ■
■

02-2013 
(P)'23- 
02-2013

rsiTE

806.'^=. . f•’’US, ■ • I

09 VILL/COL:
. darsi/eruMla'I 

COLONY@R^OO;^: 1-0 (E)23- 
SURVEY: 349/2W)T: 34 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT;



I

0101

llofSRO

♦
DAR
COL 
SUR^

l.(CL)DUNPA 
SRINIVASAREDDY

236 
718/2013 [1 
dfSRO 
DARSI(806

Reg.Date

0/0 
CD_Volumc: 
234

SI 
No.

0/0 
CD_Volums

RAKAPOKALA BATA [S] 
010

%,W23- 
;W2-2013

Name of Parties 
Executant(EX) & 

Claimants(CL)

ANJIREDDYSITE[W]: 
DULAM 
RAMAKRISHNAREDDY 
SITE 
Link Doct:3705/2012 of SRO 
80<r
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 34 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
193.6SQ.YdsBoun(iires:[N]: SSr 
30 LINKS WIDE

11 RAKAPOKALAROAD[S< 
RAKAPOKALA ROAD [Ejl 
YAGNAM .
VENKATESWAR/teMy ’ 
SITE [W]: RAKAP^^®/ 
BATA
LinkDoct:37i 
806

RAKAPOKALA BATA [E]: 0^-2013 135520 
Cons.Value:Rs. BALANARASIMHARRnnv 
136000

Vol/PgNc 
CD No Doi 

No/A 
Year^ 

[ScheduleN

0/0 
l.(CL)IPPALAKONDAREDDY 

135520 2.(EX)AMBATI 
Cons.Value:Rs. BALANARASIMHAREDDY

. • 0/0 .
CD_Volum£ 

. 236 
■ 717/2013 [1

of SRO 
DARSI(806

RUKALA
(@Rs'

HOUSE: 1-11| 
193.6SQ.YdsS 
30 LINKS WID]

, RAKAPOKALA ROAD [S] (E) 23-

AMBATI ’ ' (P)23-
BALANARASIMHAREDDY 02-2013 
SITE [W]: AMBATI 
BALANARASIMHAREDDY 
SITE
Link Doct:3705/2012 of SRO 
806

13 VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (B) 07-

. , . Reg.Date Nature &
Description of property Exe.Date Mkt.Value 

]^s.Date Con. Value

LinkDoct;3705/2012ofSRO ■ 
806
VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA
COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 34 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
193.6SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]: (R) 23- 
RAKAPOKALABATA[S] 02-2013 Sale Deed
SHAIK PEDA BACHA, (E) 23- . Mkt.Value:Rs.
SHAIK CHINA BACHA 02-2013

^^^“BEDDY (P) 23- 
02-2013 136000

(R) 07- 0101 
01-2013 Sale Deed

Mkt.Value:Rs.

1. (CL)AILURI
23^ '' Mkt.Value:Rs. RAMANAREDDY

2. (EX)AMBATI

Bs: [N]: (R) 23- 0101 . 
02-2013 Sale Deed l.(CL)GONGATI 

Mkt.Value:Rs. VENKATARAMANAREDDY 236 
2.(EX)AMBATI 716/2013 [1

■ of SRO^ 
DARSI(w6

«.........

; ^^^SaieDeed

135520
Cons.Value:Rs. BALANARASIMHAREDDY 
136000



14

I

0/0 
CDVolume

Description of property

Voi/PgNc 
CD No Doi 

No/ 
Year 

[ScheduleN 
58/2013 [1] 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

(R) 06- 
09-2012

Name of Parties 
Executant(£X) & - 

Claimants(CL)

‘ 2.(EX)SEELAM 
Cons.Value:Rs. VENKATESWARAREDDY 
195000

0/0 
CD_Volume 
IIS 
3185/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

Q/Q 
CDVolume 
230 
3705/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

Si 
-No,.

“^SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 32
■HOUSE; 1-119 EXTENT:

1.(EX)JINUGU SIVAREDDY
’• 2.(CL)BHAVANAM 

VENKATESWARAREEifiY

12-2011 
(P)13- C 
12-2011 f

■< ;

f?/ -

’%WfeRI

16262i)/^<u
“raiSipi'aJc 2.(CL)AMbA11

BALANARASIMHAREDDY

Reg.Date Nature & 
Exe.Date MktValue 
PreS.Date Con. Value

I 
01-2013 247000 
(P) 07- 

278.3SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]; 01-2013 
30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [S] 
30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: 
PLOT NO.31 SITE [W]; 
EXECUTANT 
SITE(SEELAM 
VENKATESWARAREDDY 
SITE) 
Link Doct:1059/2012 of SRO 
806 
VILL/COL: 
DARSVERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 34 
HOUSE; 1-119 EXTENT: 
2323.2SQ.Yds Boundires: 
[N]: 30 LINKS WIDE ROAD (E) 13- 
[S] BOGIREDDY 
THIRUPALU,AILURI 
SUBBAREDDY, 
RACHARLA BRAHMAM 
ETC PROPERTY [E]: 20 
LINKS WIDE ROAD [W]; 40
LINKS WIDE ROAD
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700W-^., 
SURVEY 349/2 PLOBjl^ 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTEN^^ 
217.8SQ.YdsBfciires;[N]:

15 TEMPLE SlTO [Si 30 LINKS

TinM?ATHIREDDYi^te’'’^?^-^^2 
; [W]:Pi»rNois,A^'*’ .

Link Doct:199^/20B^RO
■■■806 > I ■

16 VILL/COL: (R) 02-
DARSI/ERUKALA 08-2012
COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0 (E)02- 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 16 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:

0101 l.(CL)THINDI
Sale Deed THIRUPATHIREDDY ’
Mkt.Value:Rs. 2.(EX)JINUGU SIVAREDDY ' 229 

3184/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

08-2012 152460
(P) 02- Cons.Value:Rs.

217.8SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]; 08-2012 153000 
TEMPLE SITE [S] 30 LINKS 
WIDTH RAKAPOKALA 
BATA [E]; JINUGU 
SIVAREDDY REMAINING 
SITE [W]; BHAVANAM 
VENKATESWARAREDDY ' 
SITE

■ j'-r

% j. ■■■

(R)02.1- 0101
08-2012 Sale Deed 

Mkt.Value;Rs. 
152460 
Cons.Value:Rs. 
153000

jSl^SO LINKS



Nature &

i

(P)16-

1810
I

19

Name of Parties 
Executant(EX) & 

Claimants(CL)

Mkt.Value:Rs. 609840 
Cons.Value:Rs. 610000

HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:
20 1113.2SQ.Yds AC 0.23 

Boundires: [N]: 30 LINKS 
WIDE BATA [S] 30 LINKS 
WIDE BATA [E]: PLOT 
NO.29 SITE [^: 30 LINKS 
WIDE BATA

W-B: 1-0 (i) 18- 
feT: 16

0/0 
CD_Volum£ 
223 
1944/2012 [ 
of SRO 
DARSI(806

0/0 .
CDjVblume 

, 223 
1990/2012 [ 
ofSRO
DARSI(806

Vol/PgNc 
CD No Do.

No/A 
. Year™ 
[ScheduleN

SI 
No.

1. (CL)JINUGU SIVAREDDY
2. (EX)SRI SEETHARAMA . 

. SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI

; . 0/0 , 
CD_Volum« 

, 226 
2375/2012 [ 
.of SRO

' bARSI(806

COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 
SURVEY: 349/2PLOT: 30

l.(EX)MODULLA 
. - , ,  KOTIREDDY

3O^LINKS WIDTH BATA [E]: 06-2012 194810 2.(CL)VEMIREDDY CHINA 
Cons.Value:Rs. NARISIREDDY 

06-2012 196000

(i) 16- 0101 
05-2012 Sale Deed 
(E)3O- Mkt.Value:Rs, 
Oi-2012

0/0 
CD_Volum£ 
226 
I’iieHQn [ 
of SRO 
DARSI(806

l.(CL)MODULLA 
KOTIREDDY

'• 2.(EX)SRI
g I ■ a f I *

(1^)30- Cons.Value:Rs.™'^^^S^'^
Oi-2012 780000 ILMPLE

17
VENNAPUSA 
vuayalAkshmi site 
[W]:MODULLA 
KOTIREDDY SITE

iJs^PXTENTl 
YdsBoundires:,.r 

TEMMLANb [S] 3f^ 
LINKS WIDE^^^» 
LINKS WIDWOAB^ 
PLOTNO.15^g>; \ 
VILL/COL: .
DARSimiKALA

0101 
^ 0^0|2 Sale Deed

W3-
12-2011

(
LinkDoct:1944/2012ofSRO " 
80(5
VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA
COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 30
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: w
278.3SQ.YdsBoundires:[N]: l.(CL)VENNAPUSA

18 30 LINKS WIDTH BATA [S] S\^27.s-"^^^-^’^^^YALAKSHMI
30 LINKS WIDTH BATA [E]: , < 2.(EX)MODULLA
I^OT NO.29 SITE [Wl: ■ 4 KOTIREDDY
VEMIREDDY CHINA 196000

■ NARISIREDDYSITE
Link D6ct:1944/2012

VILL/COL: . ■
DARSI/ERUKAii
GOLONY@i^
SURVEY:

87f

- Reg.Date Nature & 
Description of property Exe.Date Mkt.Value

Pres.Date Coii. Value

LinkDoct:1990/2012 of SRO 
806
VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA
COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0 !

. SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 30 '
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (R) 16- 0101 
278.3SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]: 06-2012 Sale Deed 
30 LINKS WIDTH BATA [S] (E) 16- Mkt.Value:Rs.



,WAMY
22

[A NARAYAN A
•DY

■ 3.(CL)PARELLARAMESH

24
(P) 30-

0101

I-

LINKS WIDE BATA [W]: 
PLOT NO. 11 SITE

1.1 
SI

0/0 
CD_Volum« 

. 221 :
1407/20121 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

04-2012 
(E)09-

S1 
-No.

■■

25 VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA

. COLONY @Rs700W-B: 1-0 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 3 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
185.33SQ.Yds Boundires: 
[N]: DEVASTHANAM 
LAND [S] 30LINK WIDE

0/0 
CD_Volum« 
221 
1522/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

Vol/PgNc 
CD No Doi 

No/ 
Year 

[ScheduleN

(R)18- 
04-2012 
(E)07- 
02-2012 
(P)08- 
02-2012

0/0 
CD_Volume 
221 
1514/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

(P)09- 
12-2011

l.(EX)SRI 
SEETARAMASWAMY

• TEMPLE,DARSI

(R)07- 
04-2012 Sale Deed 
(E) 07- 
04-2012 
(P)07- 
04-2012 130000

S^a^e of Parties 

Executant(EX) & 
Claimants(CL)

0101 
Sale Deed 
Mkt.Value:Rs. 
931700 
Cons.Value:Rs. 
932000

IM' (R)09- 
I 04-2012 

IT: (E) 19- 
,:[N]: 12-2011 

PLOT NO.9 SITE [S] 30 
LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: 40 01-2012

, HOUSE: 1-1 ifcx 
. 1331SQ.YdsB^

0/0 \
CD Volume 

•221 
. 1442/2012 [

ofSRO

1. (CL)BETHA “•
venkatAsubbareddy
2. (CL)CHAMIREDDY PEDA 
GURAVAREDDY
3. (CL)RAGIPINDI 
SRIHARINARAYANAREDDY
4. (CL)VOODALA 
SUBBANARASAIAH
5. (EX)SRI
SEETHARAMASWAMY 
TEMPLE,DARSI 
l.(EX)BOLLINENI 0/0
GOVINDAIAH CD_Volume

Mkt.Value:Rs. 2.(CL)BOLLINENI PRAVATHI 221 
129731 1378/2012 [
Cons.Value:Rs. - ofSRO

DARSI(806

SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 4 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:

‘ 1331SQ.Yds Boundires:
Z"* 30 LINKS WIDE ROAJ

30 LINKS WIDE R%^
30 LINKS WIDE RC®
KARNA , $ 
SURYANARA&JAI^

... %
D.^RSVERUKAL.\
COLOW@Rs7fl(),y<l> •
SURVEY 34^^pW^^»0

Reg.Date Nature & 
Exe.Date MktValue 
Pres.Date Con. Value

0101 
Sale Deed 
Mkt.Value:Rs. 
1185800 , 
Cons.Valui^.’ 
158637^^^1

■

;0^9 J Sale Deed 
Mkt.Value:Rs.

2.(CL)YEDURU BASIREDDY
DARSI(806

0101 
Sale Deed l.(EX)SRI SEETARAMA
Mkt.Value:Rs. SWAMY TEMPLEJIARSI
779240 2.(CL)VENNAPUSA
Cons.Value:Rs. SESHIREDDY 
1017000

PLOTNO^'

Description of property

^^VILL/COL: 
: DARSI/ERUKALA

COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 33 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:

21 1113.2SQ.Yds AC 0.23 
Boundires: [N]: 30LINK. 
WIDE BATA [S] 30LINK 
WIDE BATA [E]: 20LINK 
WIDE BATA [W]: 40LINK 
WIDEBATA 
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0 (R) 16- 
SURVEY: 34,912 PLOT: 35 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
1694SQ.YdsAC0.35CENTS 12-2011 
Boundires: [N]: 30 LINKS 
ROAD [S] GOVERNMENT 
SITE [E]: 30 LINKS ROAD 
[W]: 20 LINKS ROAD 
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0

{>.,(>2012 931700 
i]:'"(P) 11-04- Cons.Wue:Rs. 
^:2012 1050000



26

• ■ I

27

28

•s:

3.(EX)SRI

I

11

SI 
No.

l.(CL)KOPPURAVURI 
YOGESWARAMMA

fc®e:Rs. 
L9>1

1158/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 3 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
185.33SQ.Yds Boundires: 
[N]: DEVASTHANAM 
LAND [S] 30LINKWIDE 
BATA [E]: 40 LINK WIDE

Name of Parties 
Executant(EX) & 

Claimants(CL)

0/0 
CD_Volxime 
221 
1377/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

0/0 
CDJVolume 
220 
1235/2012 [ 
ofSRO

. .DARSI(806

o: 
(E)19.

0/0 
CD_Volume

t8- 0101
0^3 Sale Deed

l:[N]: 30 LD 
|]30LINK§i 
^AS>W 

NARAYANAI 
[W]:KARNA^ 
ETC SITE
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA

-Vol/PgNc
CD No Doi

No/ Il
. Year^

; [ScheduleN

PLOT NO.IO SITE [E]: 40 
LINKS WIDE BATA [W]: 
PLOT NO.8 SITE

0/0 
l.(EX)BOLLINENI " CD_Volum£ 

■ GOVINDAIAH
CBiis.Value:Rs. of SRO^^2

'130000 , ‘ . •DARSI(806

1. (CL)BOLLINENI SATYAM
2. (EX)BOLLINENI

Cons.Value:Rs.<^VINDAIAH
130000

1 l.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA 
Mkt.Value:Rs. SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI 
880880 2.(CL)YERRAMSETTY 
Cons.Value:Rs. VENKATESWARARAO 

U-2011 1043770
>OTE
EDDY i 

i ,
i . . '

BATA [E]: 40 LINK WIDE 
BATA [W]: PLOTNO 2SITE 
Link Doct:1060/2012 of SRO 
806
VILL/COL;
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0 ! 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 3 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
185.33SQ.Yds Boundires:

' [N]: DEVASTHANAM 
LAND [S] 30LINK WIDE 
BATA [E]: 40 LINK WIDE 
BATA [W]: PLOTNO 2 SITE 
LinkDoct:1060/2012 ofSRO i 
806
VILL/COL:
DARSFERUKALA
COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0

(iQ 01- 0101; I 
04-2012 Si 
(£)O7- 
0^-201^'^

. BATA [W]: PLOTNO 2 ST 
Link Doct:1060/2012 of S] 
806
VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@RsM^ W-BH-O 
SURVEY: 3,^^tOT: 6 
HOU! 
125^ 

' BoB
ROA] 
[E]: K

SURVEY; 349/2 PLOT; 9 ■ 
29 HOUSE: 1-119 EXTfeNT:

(fc) 07- 0101
04-2012 Sale Deed
(E) 07- Mkt.Value:Rs.
04-2012 129731
(P)07.
04-2012

; ..

COLO^@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (R) 24- 0101
i-2012 Sale Deed

MktValue:Rs. 2.(CL)MARAMNAGIREDDY 220
133ISQ.Yds Boundires: [N]: 12-2011 931700 3.(EX)SRI
30 LINKS WIDE BATA [S] .(P;)30- Cons.Value:Rs. SEETHARAMASWAMY'-
DT in oT-m, rm. .n 0^.2012 961'536 .. TEMPLE,DARSI

i ■ * . “
i

Reg.Date Nature & 
Description of property £xe.Date Mkt.Value 

. Pres.Date Con. Value



Description of property

'i)■ .

. l.(CL)KARNA
(E) 13-

SIKOTIREDDY0101

»DY

1 ■
0101

12-2011

34 VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA

1. (CL)’
2. (cy

Name of Parties 
Executant(EX) & 

Claimants(CL)

0/0 
CD_Volume 
220 
1151/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

0/0 
CD_Volum« 
220 
1145/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

- 0/0.
CDVolume 

.220 
‘ 1144/2012 [

ofSRO 
DARSI(806

Q/Q
CD_Volum€ 
220 
1126/2012 [

0/0 
GD_Volum€ 
220 
1146/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

VoVPgNc 
CD No Doi 

No/ 
Year 

[ScheduleN

SI -
No. -

4. (CL)MUNAGALA 
VENKATANARAYANAREDDY
5. (CL)ATLAPEDA 
KONDAREDDY
6. (CL)PALAKOLANU 
VENKATAREDDY
7. (EX)SRI SEETHARAMA 
SWAMY TEMPLE 
T.(CL)VEMIREDDY

_______ CHENNAREDDY 
Mlct.Value:Rs. 2.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA 
1287440 SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI

l.(EX)SRI •. ; 
SEETARAMASWAMY 
TEMPLE,DARSI . . 
24CL)BOTLA 
VENKATESWARLU

1. (CL)BALLAGIRI SEENAIAH
2. (GL)VEMIREDDY 
JAYARAMIREDDY
3. (CL)PALAKOLANU 
RAVIGHANDRAREDDY

Mkt.Value;Rs. 
1287440 
Cons.Value:Rs. 
1288000

KANNEGANpiM

VILL/fibL;

SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 8 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:

SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 5 
3Q HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:

Reg.Date Nature & 
Exe.Date MktValue 
Pres.Date Con. Value

■ ‘. ‘A ■
“'ViLL/COL:

'DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700W-B:l-0 (R)24- 0101 

03-2012 Sale Deed 
Mkt.Value:Rs. SURYANARAYANAREDDY 

1331SQ.YdsBoundires:[N]: 12-2011 931700 2.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA 
30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [S] (P) 13- Cons.Value:Rs. SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI
30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: 12-2011 932000 
PLOT NO.4 SITE [W]: PLOT 
NO.6SITE 
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (R) 22- 

03-2012 Sale Deed
Mkt Value:Rs. N^ 

Coiis.VaIue:&^KMb\£AMASWAMY 
'g "^LEJJARSI

S’ # > 

. *■

< ■ 

(#Wk%)101 
’ * ’ 3 Sale Deed 

i-- JU. j^iiNis.s wiuc DAiALsi - Mkt.Value:Rs.
PATHAKOTA 0^2012 609840
VENKATAREDDYPLOT ‘^(P)30- Cons.Wue:Rs. 
NO.26 SITE [E]: 30 Oli-2012 610000
WIDE BATA [WI: I
KANNEGANDllA '

• VENKATg^W^^ PLOT .

■ DARSI/ERUK^fc,'^5 
COLONY@rBoO 1-0 (R) 22- 

03-2012 Sale Deed 
(E)09- 

- 12-2011 
IN]: GOVERNMENT LAND (P) 09- 
[S] 30 LINKS ROAD [E]: 20 12-2011 
LINKS ROAD [W]: 40 
LINKS ROAD

■ f 1 "
* (R)21- 0101 

03:2012 Sale Deed 
COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0 (E) 69- ; ’ 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 24 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:

COLONY@rB00^^: 
SURVEY: 349?S1L^: 14 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
1839.2SQ.YdsBoundires:

(E) 20- 
1331SQ.YdsBoundires:[N]: 01-2012 931700 
30 LINKS WIDE BATA [S] (P) 30- 

p-PLOTNO.il SITE [E]: PLOT 01-2012 932000 
<>NO.9 SITE [W]: PLOT NO.7 

SITE
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0, 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 21 

• HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: , 
871.2SQ.Yds Boundires: [isf ,^i20ft 
30 LINKS WIDE BATA [SI 
PATHAKOTA . Ofe:"' *

^^^W)30-



-OT:

VENKATESWARLU

A

’ SWAMYTEMPLE

i(CL)DUDDU 
HANUMANTHARAO

A

SI
No,

Name of Parties 
Executant(EX) & 

Claimants(CL)

0/0 
CD_Volums 
220 
1069/2012 [ 
ofSRb 

A ■

Gb_Voium£ 
‘ 220

1065/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

0101 
-2012 Sale I

iffUires: [N 
^/i^r^.BATAM 
©;25-SitE:[g]^^^

[DE

i.(qyKARNA SUBBAREDDY 

seetaramaswamy

! Rs: 3.(CL)K^A MANGAMMA

bARSi(806

Vol/PgNc- 
CDNoDf J

No/H 
Year 

[ScheduleN 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

■

0101 
03-2012 Sale Deed

1839.2SQ.YdsBoimdires:
[N]?PLOtNQ.23 SiTE[S]

CbjZolUme 
220 
idW/2dl2[ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

0101 :
0(3-2012 Sale Deed 
(E)30. Mkt.Value:Rs.
Oil-2012

Cons.Value:Rs:
Oii-2012 780000 „

PLOT NO.3SfrE[W]: PLOT : R.

(E) 19- Mkt.Value:Rs. 
643720

-----
koi'^12 ■„ 6'44000 ■

1.(EX)SRI .
SEETHARAMASWAMY 
TEMPLE,DARSE

viuue.i^s. ■. mxTvr a'tcc'xiza -bt tt

. "> ';e
, , ■ 0101
Oj-2012 Sale Deed
Ofc 19- : 
12-2011,

; ^Keg.Date Nature & 
Description of property £xe.Date Mkt.yalue 

Presj)ate Con. Value

(P)09- Cons,Value:Rs. 
12-2011 1575667

30 LINKS ROAD [E]: 30
LINKS febAb[W]: 40 T

■ VILL/COt:'. .
DARSIZERUKALA
CDLONY@^700 W-B: 1-0 (fe) 16- 
SUkVEY: 349/2 PLbT: 1 -
HbUSE: 1-119 EXTENT;

- 11134Sb.YdsBdundires;
iNiiiTEMPLE LAND [S] 30 (P) 30- 

■:< LINKS \^eRbAD[E]y z"
PLOTNO 3 SfTF PWl Pf bt '
Nb;isrrE 
VlLL?CbL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@k^dd 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 7 :■ 
HpU^: 1-119 EXOTT:

- , 1282.6SQ.Yds Boundires:
■ ■ [N]: 3QLlto ROAD [S] :

^OtNb:i2SITE[E]:
PLbrNb.8Sltfe[W]H 

. , MANcrilNENI . ;
SMtTOSARAbAND
OTHERSSTTE
VILI7GOL:

. . DARSIZERUKAL/ 
COLbNY@Rs70d 
Purvey 349^

■■ HOUSE: l-liW 
919:6^.’i " '
30^^

pEb'^fe
LINKS^

■ . VlLL/CbB-B
DARSI/ERUk^ 
eOLOl^^fe^ (R) 15- 0101 
SURVEY 349/2 PLQT: 37 03-2012 Sale Deed 

3g HOUSE; 1-119 EXTENT: (E) 19- ' : ZZZ„ 
162i,4SQ.Yds Boundires: oi-2012 1134980 
[N]: 30 iJNl^TViDE BATA (P) 30- 
[S] GANbAVARAMBATA oi-2012 
[E]: PLOT Nb.38 SITE [W]: 
PLbtNb.36 snE z , ;. z ?

39 VILlTCOLi ^15-
DARSIZERUKALA 
CbLbiSrY^700W-B: 1-0 
SURVEY; 349/2 PLOT; 3

1. (EX)SRI . 0/0
SEETARAMASWAMY GD^Volpme

Mkt.Value:Rs. TEMPLE,DARSI 220
2. (CL)BELUMSUBBAREDDY 1060^012 [

CfclS-'

(E) 09- 
12-2011 ,

2:(EX)SRI
!
TEMPLE,DARSi

- 4.(CL)YAtHAM 
RAMA>toDDY

■ - ■ w.. ■
■ . .■ ,•

• S ■ : ■

WZ. z... ,
f::^,'^fc®;(CL)MANCHlNENi 

VKOKATARAG . .
Ms. 2.(CL)MANCH1NENI
5 SRINIVASARAO ’ 

2n^Vaue:Rs. i(EX)SREE SEETHARAMA '
• bARSI(806

LW' ' ■ U'■ ' ■

^;zl-PZ ci) 15- l.(CL)GM)AMSETfY 
VENKATESWARLU .-

Nirt.Vdue:Rs.

1135000



Description of property

15- 0101
l.(CL)SEELAM

(E) 13-

010115-

■ PLOT NO.2r SITE [S] 30

15-

[N]:TS]

911

43

- Lilt

Nature & 
Mkt.Value

0101
Sale Deed

l.(EX)SRI 
SEETARAMASWAMY

0/0 
CD_Volume 
220 
1059/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
DARSI(806

0/0.
, CD_Volume 

220 
1023/2012 [ 
of SRO 
DARSI(806

0/0 
CDJVolume 
220 
1057/2012 [ 
of SRO 
DARSI(866

’ 0/0 
GD_Volumc 
220

Sl 
■No,

0/0 
CD_Voluin« 
220

. 1056/2012 [ 
of SRO 
DARSI(806

Vol/PgNc 
CD No Doi 

No/ 
Year 

[ScheduleN 
of SRO 
DARSI(806

SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 32 
.n HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 40

Reg.Date
Exe.Date
Pres.Date Con. Value

0101 
03-2012 Sale Deed 
(E)19- 
12-2011 

[N]: PLOT NO.7 SITE [S] 30 (P) 30-
01-2012 915000

ttit^alue;Rs. VENKATAREDDY 
boo

Cons.Value:Rs. 3.(CL)BOLLINENI 
0112012 780000 GOVINDAIAH

Cons.Value:Rs. SWi
30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: 12-2011 491453

1. (CL)BANDARU 
VENKATESWARLU
2. (EX)SRI SEETHARAMA 
SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI
3. (CL)ARIGELA

SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 26 
.. HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 41

(P)30-
I-------

’ HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:
1113.2SQ.Yds Boundires;
[N]: TEMPLE LAND [S] 30
LINKS WIDE BATA [E]: 40
LINKS WIDE BATA [W]:
PLOT NO.2 SITE
VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (R; 

03-2012 Sale Deed 
Mkt.Value:Rs. VENKATESWARAREDDY

556.6SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]: 12^2011 389620

[1^ 
Name of Parties 

Executant(EX) & 
Clmmants(CL)

LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]:
PLOTNO.ll SITE [W]: 
MEDAM NARAYANA SITE

44 VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700W-B; 1-0 (E) 03-

(R) 13- 0101
03-2012 Sale Deed-

Mkt.Value;Rs. TEMPLE,DARSI

^.2 SITE [W]:

SURYANARA>N^
AND OTHER| PR6^]

■ -VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKAff
COLONY@Rs700W-B: 1-0 (R)14- 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 12

■ , HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
1306.8SQ.Yds Boundires:

03-2012 
(E)13-. Mkt.Value:Rs. KOTESWARARAO 

■ I 728420 4.(CL)PHANIDAPU CHINA 
Cons.V^ue:Rs. VENKATRAMAIAH .
729000 5.(CL)ARIGELANAGESH 

BABU 
6.(CL)SINGAMSETTY 
ANKAIAH

l.(CL)AVISINENI 
n SATYANARAYANA Mkt.Value:Rs. /tjy-icdt 

914760 2.(bA)SRl 
wi n SEETHARAMASWAMY . C<™-Val«e:R!.TEMPLE_DARSl

2.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA 
TEMPLE,DARSI

V,. ''

SaleDiy i^ l.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA 
SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI 
2.(CL)PATHAKOTA

30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [S] (P)13- 
m T TXTVO \17TTM3 DPk APk TTJl. in (oAl 

PLOT NO.31 SITE [W]: 2'0' 
LINKS WIDE ROAD 
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (R;

03-^2012 
(E) 13- 

871.2SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]: 12.120ir , 
T«T /-XT’ -fc.Tx-i m-. ciTTn-r; ren -iq /-rj-v -i q , '1

- LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: 30 12^20^. 
LINKS WIDE ROAD [W]: ' . 
PLOT NO.25 SITE < 
VILL/COL: 
DARSI/ERUKALA 
COLONY@Rs700% 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLO 
HOUSE: 1-119.EXTENT: 
1040.6SQ.Yd^>bidires: 
[N]: TEM^ Mto [S] 30 ifeOll ...Lurfrti^AD [E^,;-^3r



Nature &
Description of property

HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (P)03-

220

t s

!

c6lONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (k) 1 
SUkVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 15 r OS 
HOUSE: l-119EXT^t:

■■ ■ ■

P^EETHARAMA

SI 
No.

0/0
CD_A/bluitne 
220 
1015/2012 [ 
ofSRO 
bARSI(806

Ot)RAVICHINNA 
s^SIREDDY

in dectrc^ic search, they are meant for registering 

the 0EC are those discovered wUh reference to the description of 
le appikiaints at the time of Registratiorii

- H®'*eyer in case of any conflict, originai data shali preyaii.
5. in d^se systom responds by "Da^ Not Found", for conflimation approach SRO concern/
6. Result:'4iS but of 66 are iiiciuded in the statement*

‘‘ *AsjtiDg gribe* 7-. Call 14400. ”

Vol/PgNc 
CDNor^

No/W
Year" 

[ScheduleN 
1017/2012 [ 
of SRO 
DARSI(806

Name of Parties 
Executant(EX) & 

Claimants(CL) -
I

2.(CL)THALLAPUREDDY

tf^toMMU ■ 0/0^
IAMEYAREDDY Cp_Yblum€
ffSEETHARAMA 220
TEMPLE,DARSI 1016/2012 [

... ofSRO
bARSI(806

SURVEY:349/2PLOT:25 Ote-2012 6
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (P) 03- Cons.Value:Rs. VENKATAREDDY 
9i9.6SQ.YdsBbundires:[N]: 012-2012 644000 ' 
kAnnegandla
VENKATESWARLU PLOT 
m2isrrE [S] 30LiNkk 

■WlbEBATA[E]: I
PATHAKOTA 1/
VENKATAREDbY PLOT 
n6.26 SITE [W]: 20 LINKS 1 

\ wibEB^... ■ ■. k
. .VILL/COL-.; -"..I.. ■/.

darsiMrui^la
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (R) il- 
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: I t 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:

PLOT NO;08 SITE [S] 30 
LINKS WibE BATA [E]: 
PLbTNb.lOSITE[W]: 
PLOT NO. 12 SITE
VnX/COL:
DARSI/ERUK^A

SliWEY: ^9/2 PLOT: 15 r oi

919.6SQ:Yds k^iresi 
. TEMPLE LAND (Sj 30

LINKS WE RoM[I 
pl6tno.16site^ 
LINKS WIDE

DisciairiierzA^

’*^eg.bate Nature & 
kxe.Date Mkt.Value
Pres.Date Con. Vallie

1. This^^pblt' i^^iiformatii
2- Bpund^, Extent bnd 

offlbere Felber-
3. thb ehcumbrbiW-----—

properties furni^d^
■ . ........................................................ ................................................................................................................................................................................................................ ................................................................................................................................................................

5. in c^se systom responds by "Dat^ Not Found", for confirmation approach SRO concern. /

5^.^, xj- 6161
00:2612 Sale Deed

X ,------------i    . - 1^.. Jf — — .. ..... . ...M

1331SQ.YdsBounaires: [N]: 01-2012 931700 .

01-2012 932000 
■'■■■■ kW

'. ■ '

3%^6Wr'.-.-.■'k-
iB^Sale Deed l.(eL)MADASU

Mict.Value:Rs. NAGESWARARAO - 
mi 643720 2.(ExisRI SEETHARAmA

1 , 13- C6ns.Value:Rs. SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI 
M2-2OII 644000>

^/■'.■k ■ .. .k. / .-

V'-' / k.k..
■ ■■ ■ ■■< ••

(Ej20-' Mkt.Value:R^, 2| 
n'l noi^AA

(P>30-



-.S'

<3'

2011

932000

*

i;

(R) 07-04- 0101  
2012

0/0 
rn vniii

v' .■

0/0 
CD_Volu 
?21 
1407/20 
of§RO 
DARSKfi

0101 
Sale Deed

i-

OW-
. ■5.

■ :

I

PLOT NO.5 SITE

_VILL/COL:
/wnDARSI/ERUKALA
'S<^QLONY@Rs700 W-B; 1-0 W 2®"®^

ffi) 19-12- Mkt.Vaiue:Rs. sriHAWNARAYANAREDDY
2011 931700 4.(CL)VOODALA
(P) 30-01- Cons.Value:Rs. subBANARASAIAH 
2012; 932000 5.(EX)SRI

SEETHARAMASWAMY 
TEMPLE,DARSI  

....''•'•I- ‘ 

¥ '

1. (CL)BETHA - 
VENKATASUBBAREDDY
2. (CL)CHAMIREDDY PEDA 
GURAVAREDDY
3. (CL)RAGIPINDI

4.(CL)VOODALA

SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 10 2012 
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 
iSBlSO.Yds Boundires: 
IN]; PLOT NO.9 SITE [S] 
SO LINKS WIDE ROAD 
[E]: 40 LINKS WIDE BATA 
[W]: PLOT NO.11 SITE;

VILL/COL: 
dAi^i/erukaM

. COLONY@Rs700 WB: 1-0 
SURVEY: 349f2 PLOT: 3 
HOUSE: 1,li9iEXTENT:

931700



728420 O

V-

1. (CL)BANDARU 
VENKATESWARLU
2. (EX)SRI SEETHARAMA 
SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI
3. (CL)ARIGELA

5. (CL)ARIGELA NAGESH 
BABU
6. (CL)SINGAMSETTy 
ANKAIAH

0/0 
CDJZolu

<•

1.(CL)AVIS1NENI 
C ATVa M AD AVAM A

VILL/COL:
.-JkDARSI/ERUKALA
( h)cOLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0
'^SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 1

HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:

■*2 [NJ: TEMPLE LAND [S] 30 2011
LINKS WIDE ROAD IE]:
PLOT NO.2 SITE [W]:
KAltNA
SURYANARAYANAREDDY
AND OTHERS PROPERTY;

■J- -VILt/GOL:'.'. .. .>
IWlSI/ERl^
CGLONY@Rs;70O^fl-O 
survey: 349j^ PLOT: 12 gale Deed

* j
(R)1S-O3- 0101 SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI 0/0 -
2012 Sale Deed 3.(CL)ARIGELA CD^Volu

10W."^d.Y(te Boundires: (E) 13-12- Mkt.VSlUeilte. KOTESWARARAO 220
----  ‘i: 4.(CL)PHANIDAPU CHINA 1056/20: 

in 13-12- Cons,vaue:Rs. VENKATRAMAIAH ofSRO
2011 729000 S.(CL)ARIGELA NAGESH DARSI(8
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Lr.No. 3/2024 Date: 06.07.2024.

1
1 
t

English Translation

Executive Officer’s Office, 
Sri Sitarama Swamy Devasthanam: 

Darshi Village & Mandat 
Prakasam District.

to
Sri Polam Reddy Sura Reddy, 
S/o China Veera Reddy, 
Boddikurpadu Village, 
Talluru Mandal, 
Prakasam District.

Sir,

Sub: Endowments 
the order t 
Vijayawada J Sri Polam 

No.27 in Ac.0.38.5 cents ir 
Swami Devasthanam 
Prakasam.

Department - Regarding the amount payable by you on 
given by the Commissioner, Endowments Department, 

Reddy Sura Reddy for registration of Plot 
in Survey No.349/2 of the land of Sri Sitarama 
District, Darshi Village, Darshi Mandal,

Ref: D-D.Dis.No.M2'/COE-10022(31)/02/2023, Dt: 14-05-2024 of 

Commissioner, Endowments Department, Vijayawada.
■■*... ******

In the above reference, the land of Ac.07.99.5 cents entitled to Sri Sitarama 
Swamy Devasthanam in Sunzey No. 349/26 in Darshi Village, Damhi Mandal 
Prakasam D^tnct, divided into 38 plots and sold by public auction on 11-06-1998 In 
the said public auction the Commissioner confirmed the highest bidder and given 
orders vide Proceedings, Rc.No.M2C259/1996, dated15-09-19985 The 
commissioner. Endowments Depamnent. Vijayawada has given orders that for Plot



..

No.27, an extent land of Ac.0.38.5 cents of land should be registered to 
Polamreddy Surareddy, who was the highest bidder.

As per the order in the above reference you have to be paid 2/3 share total 
amout is Rs. 1,41,750/- from 15-09-1998 to 15-07-2024 (approx.) for 25 years and 10 
months at the rate of Rs.25515/- per annum with simple interest. Rs.6,59,135/-, the 
original amount of Rs.1,41,750/- is the total amount of Rs.8,00,885/- and the basic 
value of the said area is about Rs. 15000/- at the rate of 5% of Rs. 13,97,550/- 
together plus I.e, the amount payable is Rs.21,98,435/- to the concerned temple 
official if not paid, then can take further action.

Yours faithfully, 
Sd/- 

Executive Officer 
Sri Sitarama Swamy Devasthanam 

Darshi Village & Mandal. 
Prakasam District

Submitted to
1. The Commissioner, Endowments Commissioner, Gollapudi, Vijayawada
2. The Deputy Commissioner, Endowments Department, Guntur
3. The District Endowments Officer^ Endowments Department, Qngole for necessary 
action.
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Survey No.
NotificadDn Number

Other Reference Holder Name1 1 1339 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
2 2 5.6 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
3 3/2 3.97 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
4 3/15 0.01 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
5 3/3 0.53 •RC/E5/490/2016 1V07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
6 3/4 0.54 RC/E5/490/2016 1V07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
1 3/5 0.53 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
8 3/6 0.89 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
9 3/7 0.96 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
10, 3/8 Q.T7

11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
. 11 3/9 1.01 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM

12 3/10 0.84 RC/E5/490/2016 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM11/07/2017
13 3/11 0.59 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
14 3/12 0.05 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
15 3/13 0.14 RC/E5/490/2016 U/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
,16 3/14 .0-94 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2017 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM

Notification 
Date

S. 
No. Extent(SqYaids/Acres)I Village 

Name
DARSI- 

(0813011)
DARSI- 

(0813011)
DARSI- 

(0813011) 
DARSI- 

(0813011)
DARSI- 

(0813011)
DARSI- 

(0813011)
DARSI- 

(0813011)
DARSI- 

(0813011)
DARSI- 

(0813011)
DARSI- 

(0813011) 
DARSI- 

(0813011)
DARSI- 

(0813011) 
DARSI- 

(0813011) 
DARSI- 

(0813011) 
DARSI- 

(0813011) 
DARSI- 

(0813011)

7'.-
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Survey No. Extent(SqYaitls/Acres) Notification Number Other Refennce Holder Name1275 347/lA 0.28 RC/E5/490/2016 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
1276 348 1.69

1277 349/2 38.5 01/0272012
1278 3i&r2. 34.05 RC.NO.M2/9576Z2016 04/06/2016
1279 349 . 2.95 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2015 blST COLLECTOR PKSM
1280 350/7 0.07 RC/E5/490/2616 '

DIST COLLECTOR PKSM11/07/2015
1281 351/6 0.38 RC/E5/490/2016 .11/07/2015 , DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
1282 353 0.89 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2015 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
1283 354 1.02 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2015 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
12M 355/9 1 RC/E5/490/2016 DiST COLLECTOR PKSM11/07/2015
1285 356/13 0.28 RC/E5/490/2616 ‘ bisT Collector PKSM11/07/2015
1286 358 1.34 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2015 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
1287 36 V2 0.11 RC/E5/490/2016 li/07/2015 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
1288 362 0.78 RC/E5/490/2016 11/07/2015 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
1289 363 , 0.56 RC/E5/490/2016 . ' » 11/07/2015 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM

369 '1290 0.51 RC/E5/490/2016 ' 11/07/2015 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
^i/11291 0.1 RC/E5/490/2016 . 11/07/2015 DIST COLLECTOR PKSM

i

r
f

s. 
No.

t
i

il/07/2015
Il

r

Notification 
Date 

li/07/2015

DIST COLLECTOR PKSM ■ 

SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE 
, COURT, DARSI

ENDOIVMENT

Seetbarama Swamy 
temple, Darsi

ENDOWMENT LAND

RC/E5/490/2dl6 
• t

LA 76/12 OS 12/2012

Village 
Name

DARSI-
(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI- 

1(0813011) ■ „
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)
DARSI-

(0813011)

.tr.-r-.

< ■

t' *

'i*' f

.H
‘ V I.
• ■! (

H
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English Translationif

Remarks

{
1 2 3 4 6 7 8- 9 10 13. . 11 . .. 12 14: 15

^9-2Gl 12.305 4.90.0i puhha i i) Others

2G2 .0.365 : 0.15.0

Total 12.69

12.0 
9

Polareddy 
Sura Reddy

5.14 
0

Name of 
proposed

■ -registered 
’ holders ;

■■

I ji
IZJ

5 ■■■■■ - ■

DDri 
Sitafama 
swamy 
temple 
land:
l)Dri 
5itarama 
swamy 
temple 
land..

Illfhl,
PARTICULARS OF THE PROPSED SUB DIVISION 

IT 
g.

«

- Polafeddy 
Sura 
Reddy S/o 
China Vera 
Reddy

APPEN6dC-V2
. B.0.N034 (a) Pa^gi^ph i2 (a) Standirtg 6ni6r:No;i9a (^

Statement of subdivision in the Village of ( No.61Darei>Dafei Maridal:Pra

a ijii
CLASSIFICATION SURVEY

AREA AND ASSEMENT _ 
Name of 
registeiB 

: d holders
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, V OOWSRMMeNT OP ANBMRA PRADESH , ; >'?^,eHIMWM6H?'SPfif>ARTMENT

...................................., - frt- 
MS»aioRS’'®'Wv;.: .
Gndpwnipnlfi OeiMsIthifSfO* . GoH^udi,
PraMsant^OlsW ^JA- ■

(Throuift tom'sBlQoer, Endovwents Dopartwem, Guotur)

•'' j^a/3i 7446JaO21..Qat6diQ4>QlR262$,
■■••■■ ..... ,

■ ®‘’‘’ ■ •■/ i ' . ■ '

Sub:. Endov^Bofe feepartrneht-^ Sri Seethara^
Prakasam District - Permission lo Register Plot 

Mq> dfMO.38 % Cfs covered in Sy.No.34g/2 of Darsi Vllage which 
was^^h’^^iiblfe AuCfiOh hefdm 1 ^GS-1998 * in favour of Sri

Reddy, Higher Bidder - Clariffcatiort fesiied - 
Regarding. ■“ Perrnissfon fer NOd - Re®.-Report sUbr^

Ref:'- 1Rc.No'M!l722S9/98, Dated; 15^09-1998 from the Commissioner, 
EndbwmentslDepartment, A.P,, Hyderabad

2, R.piS,i>lQ.N2/15706/2010, Dated:16-11-2011 from the Commissioner.
. Efldbwments Department, A.P„ Hyderabad.

R&Mo^CGeTi8625(42W20/2O18, Dated:16-(M-202
AP., Goilapudi.

5 Letter fito. 11/2024, Dated; tS-12-2024 from the Executive Officer of the 
■ subject temple.l -

I subrnit that in the reference S'” cited, the Executive Officer of the Subject temple 
has submitted report that fh^ temple is having an extent of Ac.34.05 Qts covered in 
Sy No. 349/2 of Darsi Village and Mandal and that out of the above an extent of 
Ac 10 00 CIS was put in public auction as 28 plots in the presence of the Deputy 
Commissioner, Endowments pepartment. Guntur in the public auction held on 11-06- 
1988 and that in lire said auction as many as 31 persons took participated in public 
auction by paying the Initial deposit of Rs.lO.OOOZ- each and the same was knocked 
down ,n favour of the respecliva highest bidders and the same was confirmed by the 
Commissioner. Endowments Department, a.p„ V|jay»wada.. in the reference 1« cited ' 
and that due to the matter went on litigation by Darsi Motor Workers Field Association

o( WP No.687d/198B and WP No.l2604/1B98 and that in view of the above 
Wigato me respective higtmst blddeis have not paid the balance 2/3- bld amn,« 
h™ ..d Iha, ,b„ aaid Wbsvere disposed indte year 20W . « ""

hdad. l.» ccmmlssloner, Endowents Department Hyderrbt^d’ m“

sol Itugislered the plots by paying ilia a™"''t"'"*'2? bidders 

■ Reb-y Who „ mo or pmtno arhae n? Sura
^'^.--ib,n.e,„,o„dp,somi,od.ge.mg,mer,mo^
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eSBScX

ateo dtamfesad « 28-03-2023 and R'
D^rtd Caurt. •'*!«^J7-„,2023betoe4WH'>"''>‘®‘^'8'^^ 

s::’i3Mfe^«i‘^ -'«fl» « peod^ M W g seefiW W pawjsadO »

r^p™ST^XZ,rEXX oepadn^n.. 
has*«nM.he reporton■ .

wiih « paeert- W^*.™’ bid^t ha».» P .»
gs^lO^g^OOj^of^Wum eft baiic value wWch;;i? hign^; an^^^

.......fc ww lhe fem Srt'^siS ^p«^w,a#«« dy ......

W22238ra024oftttieHon'be High Courtttatlh'e Endofenents DepartoantAuthorrties 

i^^«^feg^,i£^zfeadb;dfe^ ■
ite A igSs>^,
<i^tect irt will regjs^r We'-^igHe^t^cter .

, in thl^ cenft^^O submit 
MaMai; Fi^sam^^bfis pyb!‘sbed>ftderj^^t»^^^ 
un0e( the afJmmjstfptiye contrQl of Deputy. Gommissioner, riep^ftmei^-
Gunmf 3rtd; h is W managefneni of^ri^HUSii^ba Raiih J^

■ Pte.; Vfe js qlassiM^as tbe.

. fe«^ftcaiWciiedi:toa<tb^bfpubliMw6t^^ 
af^ntpn.c(>ft)^^ fetlepqsft ofWaCS^CKfb^

■ . h '■

NiVei^ S^ilaia,

Hfetasl Odder at. «e lime pubfe: auitlort art th« di^ to the disp^
:'‘ i ^*^.^der and hieeo-iomdais/ the higheet bidder did not pay the M'lt bid afedtint 

‘ «that Itie matter went on iitigaBon between the higttost ' ''

=-<■■; ,^<:;y,4;;.:;.,
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. 1

biddoi Dt plot No 2? a^-his M..)O,nders and that while. Ih,e lileaMn ,s pending bsfore 

:thtf Hon'bte Htgfc.ptMirt; the highest faidcier eeme forward to pay the 2/3 ’ batance 
■ amount and requested hrtegrster the plot in his favour in the reference 4^^ cited, tne 
‘Commissidner. Endotymenls Department A.P.. Gdfiapudi. Vijayawada has been 
pleased to accord betrnission on obtaining report from the then Executive Officer and 
the then District ^i^i^hts Officer Ongote, Prakasam Distnct witli a co^®oh to 
collet 5% of cost as on the date of registration or

' whtehewer hisW aidphation, apart from r^Uecting 2/3^ bafance amount, vvhh strnpte 
rate of intemstattherateof lfi%iifom thelate of «>nf»rmatipn o(satei,e. jR^

'. tS98'toitltda^^^^^.' ■..-

Jrt pursuaho^ Of Jhe ,above permission, the Highesf Bidder paid an amount
I 21,98335/* by wafidf SOD’S and requested the Executive Officer to get register the 

plot noi?., Nw W bfflcer seeki^ permi^lon to register the ptot in fevour

of the Highest Bidder, the Registration Authorities seeking NOG. I also submft that 
’ while the matter stood thus, one Sri Vennapusa Seshi Reddy, S/0. Chenna Reddy fiisd

tn® tn^et ppcftreasfc yarue of the (aha$ situateq m Smyey No'349r2G of parsi ViRage ana /3 r
PfaKasim Disrrtct of esteot Ac 0.38 5 cents Plot no 27 as iifeigial arbitrary and causing huge loss to

(tie exchequer consequently prayiog thts. Hohbfe Court to direct the respondents 2 io 3 to 
toWecti^e basic v>tutr of the land at the fate of hs4S Qaof per square yard from the 6th 

rtS^Orttfeiii befng tl^ j^tq cqhsWeraUon fdr^e;U^^

ViHagq and Mantfal Praitassm cftetrlct of extent AC O^B 1/2 (jents Plot no ar.and the said W P
. is pending for disposal

, It is therefore, requested that the Cornrnissionerf gndowmefJis Department, A.R, 
Vijayawada may be pleased to examine the above facts narmted In Supra aM 
suitable orders to the Executive Offieer of the subject temple so as to enable to proceed 
further in the above matter as per rules and to communicate early oiders io th© above

■ matten

15« report O^:l6-tt.W4 alt«g wilb^ te
in 1116 tetewnce 5» Citea for f^our of la« (MRKii aM fssiM of *rtr oniare 
matter. .,A . . ■*

Nour Of ta« jMiwl aw fssus irfftrtK oniais in «» *<we

■V'

Yours faith^h^

■ 5^w?ne?i!s, (Meer

Copy to the Executive Officer subject ' . .

F
f
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OF 2025
■I

IN

OF 2025W.P. NO.

Between:

..Petitioner/s
AND

.—-I- -•

1. Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy, 
S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 45 years, 
Occ: Employee. R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

2. Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy/ 
S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 43 years, 
Occ:Farmer. R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Tallur Mahdal, Prakasam District.

3. Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy, 
S/,o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 42 years, 
Occ: Employee, R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

4;N.Vehkata Sail^a,'b/6.Subba Reddy, 
;Vy/9,Venkate^ara;l^ddy, Hindu, aged years, 
Occ:House wif^o.boddikurapadu Village, 
Tallur Mahdal, Pral^sam District.

1. The State Andhra Pradesh, 
Rep. by it's Principal S^^tary,/ 
Endowrhents peF^itth^jW 
Secretariat Buildings,.yeldgapudi, 
Guntur District-522503.

2. the DWict;Coiiitofr^^ 
Prakasarn District, pngple.

3. The CdmnilSsiOner, 
Endowments bepartmeht, 
A.P.Viiayawada.<

MEMOfVKNDUM OF WRIT PETITION MISC. PETITION 
jUNDBRSEC. 151 OF THE C.P.C.)

-._1_ IN the HIGHXOURTQF ANDHRA.P^^^

LA. NO.
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Amaravati
DATE: 10.02.2025

.. .. •'^F .- --- '

Counsel W W Petitioner

4.the District Enclovvrnent Officer^ 
in^oWtneiii^ l^part^ - -' 
Ongole, Prakasam District

5,The Assistant CommissioneG 
EhdoWerife Department, 
phgpte^ Prak^em District.

Seetharama Swamy Temple, 
WbyW^Gi^ve 
.&rSiiR)wnX Matii^^

-I^Pol^ti^ySui^Red^^ 
i^b<Mirta;V6era

y^ars^ 
R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, 
Thallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

T ■■■■■■ -T'■■ ; ' . , ‘ '.;Respondent/s

- — - For the -reasons-5t^ied‘ in-the^ a^da^il^ied^in^
^Petition it is heiieby praY^ that this ;Hon'|3le Court iniay be pleased oipiR^GT the 

to 6 to maintain 9atusrQuo?in all aspects' including the 
execution of ariy Registered Sa deed/s.pe^ihing to the extent of Ac.0-38172 
Cehts bearing Plot No,27 situated iri ’SiN6.349Z2’(Ni^:S.NQ;349/2p2y^^a^^^  ̂

Town and Mandcil, prakasem District pendina^sfjpsal,of t^^ 
pending dispdsal"df the above WirpetitiohT^lxilp^'^
bs this Hoiit)le Court may deems fit just and proper in the circpmi^^^ ^ t^

Case. ■••-.■.
I I I ...ia ....a. a   . - • , » > •»•...> • «>**..> >4... W... .. . « M. ■ ' «*■>> ■ * >. . ...... ........................... >■ • ~ ~ a• •••>>. »
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Prakasam District

I.A.NO. OF 2025

IN

OF 2025W;P.NO.

DIRECTION pet:

f
Filed by:

 k'..  

Counsel for Petitioner

i

J

IX

I 
10 
0) 
2

 <0

 §
§

IN THE HIGH COURT OF= ANDHRA PRADESH AT- 
AMARAVATI

GvjciovO

J

------- or §

M/s Anilkumar Devalaraju, (10471) 
’Advocate'"’^”

, \ FEB 21125
■SSSiRroF^Pj^^^^
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