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- MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION
(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)
(UNDER ART. 226 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA)

- IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI
W.P. NO. " OF 2025
‘Between:

1.Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy, .

- S/0.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 45 years,
Occ: Employee. R/o.Boddikurapadu Village,
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

" 2.Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy,
S/0.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 43 years,
- Occ:Farmer. R/o.Boddikurapadu Village,
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam Dlstrlct

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

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

AND

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. o

4.The District Endowment Ofﬁcer,
Endowments Department,

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

..Petitioners



6.The Sri Seetharama Swamy Temple, .
Rep.by its Executive Offi icer,
Darsi Town & Mandal. Prakasam District.
7.Polamreddy Sura Reddy,
S/o. China Veera Reddy,
Hindu, aged about 67 years,
R/0.Boddikurapadu Village, :
Thallur Mandal, Prakasam District, Respondent/s

The address for service on the above named Petltloners is that of their
counsel Anilkumar Devalaraju, (C.C.No. 10471), Flat No.1A, Block-C, Brundavan
Heights, Ajithsingh Nagar Vijayawada-520015, Ph. 9177225389

For the reasons stated in the accompanying affi davit, it is hereby prayed that
this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to issue appropriate Writ, Order or direction
more partlculalry one in the nature of WRIT OF MANDAMUS declaring the action
of the Respondents No 3to 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 Petrtloners dt 03 02 2025, as illegal, arnitrary, and violation. .of_principles-of- -
natural Justlce and in violation of Articles 14, 21 & 300-A of the Constltutlon of
India and consequently direct the Respondents No.3 to 6 to execute a Jomt
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
srtuated in S.No0.349/2 (New.S.N0.349/2G2) at Darsi Town and Mandal, Prakasam
Dlstrlct in compliance of the proceedlngs 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 ngh Court of A. P by considering
the Representatlon of the Petitioners dt.03.02.2025 and to pass such other order
or-orders-as-this Hon'ble Court may deems fit j ]USt and proper in the crrcumstances
of the case.

Amaravati o Counsel for ¥ie
DATE: 10.02.2025 _ '



- INTHE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATT

wepNO.  of 2025
Between:
Vedururi Venkata Prasada ReddyA ‘
. ( . ..Petitioners
AND '
" 1) The State of Andhra Pradesh & Others
.Respondents
LIST OF EVENTS ' :

ANNEX!:JRE =I

- R CoE ' Page |- Para
S.No Date .| Description of the Events Nosin | No.in
- s ' Affidavit Affidavit -

| 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.0-
38.1/2° Cents bearing Plot
No.27 situated in S.No0.349/2
(New.S.N0.349/2G2) at Darsi
Town and Mandal, Prakasam |
1 10.02.2025 | District in compliance of the| 2
proceedings, dated 15-09-1998
vide Rc.N0.M2/2259-96 issued
by the 3rd Respgndent in terms.
of the Order .dt.01-10-2010
| passed in W.P.- No0.5874 and.
12504 of 1998 by the Hon'ble
High Court of AP by
considering the Representation
of the Petitioners
dt.03.02.2025, as- Iillegal, |
arnitrary, and violation of
principles 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 situated in S.N0.349/2
(New.S.N0.349/2G2) at Darsi

| Town and Mandal, Prakasam

District in- compliance of the|
proceedings, dated 15-09-1998
vide Rc.N0.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 |

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.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

TFender—Cum—Public-—Auction...

.- .’| Notice dt.25.05.1998 -and -the |.
+ 7 | ‘Auction was* conducted on 11-1..

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 costs’. _Hence the
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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 ' Rc:.No.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 bid 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

‘petition before -the Hon'ble

High Court and:ithe 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,

7 Enddwment Department, on

PR




A

@

receipt of recommendations

| from the Respondent No.5

accorded permission to

| Respondent No.7 to collect the

balance auction amount of |
2/34, as already paid 1/3rd |
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 on 11-06-1998 i.e., on 15-

09-1998 .and to- register the |-
plots in favour of the highest
bidders.

10.02.2025

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 “pattainhis [

- [favour and :register~a regular| - ;|
. .|.sale.deed inzour-favour-At.this [ - - .}
‘| juncture, the Petitioniers 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 favourof the
'highest bidders. So, the 1%t

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 no valid title tc
execute sale deed in favour of
the 1 plaintiff unless D2 obtain
sale deed from D1 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.N0.297 of 2023 before the
Honble High Court and the

same is pending:adjudication.

10.02.2025

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, . _
Doc.No.1407/2012 on the file




of SRO Darsi. Etc.

10.02.2025

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
Responderit 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
duction 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

1998. As the Respondent

-said representation of the
Petitioners herein and also

regular - registered “sale ~ deed

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

Respondent authorities went to

Prohibited —iist:~ -Also- ~the"|

W.P. No0.5874 -and 12504 of |

authorities did not consider the |

i

| an extent of sub-division of the

Pp— __p.ro‘ce.e.din‘g_'.___.t,om_..__.erx,ercut‘e.. - a.__ it mr mrimene v e e e . e e e e

s bbb e A e e e ¢
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| Respondent- No.7.- - without
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SEVIEE T ! said property for proceeding

B s with Registration to bypass the
+ - | Prohibited list by sub-division
; of S.R.N0.349/2G as
’. S.N0.349/2G1 & 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,

ANNEXURE-II

Under Article 226 of Constitution of India.

" Amaravati . ¢ | Co@or zetitionér/s

DATE: 10.02.2025

W



IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH AT AMARAVATI

'W.P.NO.- -  OF 2025
Between: |

1.Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy,
S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 45 years,
Occ: Employee. R/0.Boddikurapadu Village,
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District. '

2.Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy,
S/o0.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 43 years,
Occ:Farmer. R/o.Boddikurapadu Village,
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

3.Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy,

S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 42 years,
Occ: Employee, R/0.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/0.Boddikurapadu Village,
- Tallur Mandal, Prakasam District. .

: , ~ ..Petitioner
AND

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.

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

7.Polamreddy Sura Reddy,

S/o. China Veera Reddy,

Hindu, aged about 67 years,

R/0.Boddikurapadu Village,

Thallur Mandal, Prakasam DIStI’ICt , _
~..Respondent

AFFIDAVIT
I, Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy,S/o Subba Reddy, Hlndu aged
45 years,Occ: Employee R/o.Boddikurapadu Village, Tallur  Mandal, |

Prakasam District now having temporarily come down to Amaravati, do
hereby solemnly and smcerely affirm and state as follows:

1, I subm'it that I am the 1% Petitioner herein and as such I am well |
acquainted with the facts of the Case and I am also deposing the Affi davit
" on behalf of other Petltloners also. '

2. I submit that _present Writ Petition is filed challenglng the action of
the Respondents No 3to 6 in not executlng a Joint Registered Sale deed in
favour of the Pet|t|oners 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 proceedlngs 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 Couit of A.P by
considering the Representatlon of the Petitioners dt.03.02, 2025, as illegal,

- arnitrary, and VIolatlon of prlnc1ples of natural justice and in vnolatlon of



s Q)

A ; _,:'Articles 14 21 & 300-A of the Constitution of India and consequently direct
the Respondents No.3 to 6 to execute a J0|nt 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 the3rd Respondent in terms of the Order dt.01'-'10-'201'0 passed

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

: conSIderlng the: Representatlon of the Petitioners dt.03.02.2025;in the
e mterest of justice and to pass such other order or orders as th|s Hon’ble
- Court may deems fit just and proper in the circumstances of the case.

3. Itis Submitted .that, Respondent No.5 temple is having an extent of
_':-'{':'Ac 07-99.1/2 Cents of and in R.S. N0.349/2 and the same was divided into
38 plots and put the same in public auctlon 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
'-f'-'mentioned as "The highest bidder at the time of registration Can obtain the
Re;q/:s'trat/'on of -Deed 'e/the( in his favour or in favour of others not
" exceeding five members nominated by him at their own costs”. Hence the
Petitioners herein being: nominated by Respondent No.7 part|C|pated in the
."said publlc auction along with him and been declared as the hlghest 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 sa|d auction was  confirmed by vide
Proceedlngs .dated -15-09-1998 in Rc.N0.M2/2259-96 issued by the
: 3“’Respondent -and..that - the Petltloners were shown as co-jointers at
. Column No.8. of- Serial No.22, E'and the Respondent No.7was declared as
,hig'hes_t bidder for.the .extent of Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents bearing-PIot No.27 in S.
N0.349/2 situated at Darsi Town and Mandal, Prakasam Distfict. On the



date of the auctron Petitioners paid an .amount of Rs.20 000/-
Respondent No.7 and he lnturn 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, an amount of Rs 70,000/- is paid towards b|d amount.
Subsequently the hlghest bidders including Respondent No.7filed Writ
petition 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 Commlssroner Endowment Department, on
receipt of recommendatlons from the Respondent No.5 accorded permission
to Respondent No.7 to collect ‘the balance auction amount of 2/3", as
already pald 1/3rd 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 on 11-06-1998 i.e., on 15 09 -1998 and to register the
plots in favour of the highest bidders.

5. 1Itis 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 recelved an amount of Rs.97,000/- and

also executed a hand letter -cum- agreement of sale, dated 10-08- 1998 in
favour of the. Pet|t|oners 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 Petitioners herein filed O. S.No.No.12 of 2012 on the fi le of Senior C|V|I
Judge Court Darsi and the same is d|sm|ssed on dt.24. 12 2016 W|th 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 1st plalntlff is not
entitled for the relief of specrf‘ ic 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 D1 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.N0.297 of 2023 before the Honble H|gh Court and the same is pending
adjudication. o | '
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 thefRegistration 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 fauthOrit'ies had executed Joint Registered Sale
Deed in favour of the ‘highest bidder and also . Co-Jointers; ie;

- Doc.N0.1056/2012, Doc.No.1407/2012 on the file of SRO Darsi. Etc.

7. Itis submitted that, the Petitioner herein submitted a Representation

+°dt.03.02.2025 to the ReSp_ohidents No.3 to 6 in compliance of the aection

':"'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 confi rmation of the
auction held on -11-06-1998 i.e S 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 proceedrng with Registration to bypass the Prohibited Ilst by
sub-division of S.R.No. 349/2G as S.N0.349/2G1 & 349/2G2 to execute 3
registered Sale deed infavour of the Respondent No. 7. The said illegal
| actions of the Respondent authorities are berng challenged in the present.
Writ Petition. Hence, this Writ Petition,

8.. Inthe circumstances stated above the Petitioner has no efficacious
alternative ‘remedy; except to-seek the redressal before this Hon'ble Court
seekrng the mdulgence of this Hon’ble Court to exercrse the extraordlnary'
original jurisdiction . vested in this Hon’ble Court by vrrtue of Article 226 of
the Constitution of India.

9. The petitioner has not filed any writ petltron suit or ' other
proceedings for the relief or relieves sought herein.

10. It is therefore prayed that this Hon'ble Court rnay be pleased to issue
appropriate Writ, Order or direction more partlculalry 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 pertarnrng 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.N0.349/2G2) 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 rn terms of the Order dt.01-10-2010 passed in W.P.

No.5874 and 12504. of 1998 by the Hon'ble H|gh Court of AP 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 & 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 situated in S.No. 349/2



I(New.'S.Nq.34_9/2G2) at Darsi Town and Mandal, ‘P,rak_a_sa‘m_ D_istr_i,ct,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 cas{a.

11. Itis 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 aeem fit and proper in the circums_tancgs of the
- case. | ' '
. O

"

I Deponent
Solemnly and sincerely affirm this

the day of 10.02.2025 ‘}
and signed his name in my presj!ence.

'; - BEFORE ME
S '
AD“_VOCATE ;7 Amaravati

o .
VERIFICATION STATEMENT
I,"Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy ‘S/o0.Subba Reddy, being the petitioner/
Pperson 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 Iar'gguage. Hence verified at Amaravati on this the
day of 10.02.2025 - - ' -

Adv@teQ '

t

|

; |
ll Deponent
|

KR \
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To,
1. .The Commissioner,
© Endowments Departmeit,
A.P.Vijayawada. '
- 2. The District Endowments Officer,
Prakasam Districl. Ongole, |
"~ 3. The Assistant Commissioner,
Endowmenls Depanment, '
Ongole, Prakasani District,
4. The Executive Officer,
Sri SeetharamaSwamy Temple,
Darsi Town &Mandal Prakasam Dlstrlct

e

From: R l

1. VedururiVenkataPrasada Reddy,

S/o.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 45 years; Occ: Employee

2. Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy,

S/o0.Subba Reddy, Hinduy, aged 43 years, Occ:Farmer,

3. VedururiVenkataKoti Reddy, |
- §/0.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 42 years, Occ: Empluyee

4. N.VenkataSailaja, D/o.Subba Reddy,
W/o.Venkateswara Reddy, lel\du, aged 47 years,

Occ:House wife.

All are residents of Boddikurapadu Village, TallurMandal, Prakasam Distnct

Sub: Representation. | e
Ref:1.Proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 vide Re.No. M2/2259-96 {ssued by.

the Commissioner, Endowments Department.
2.Rules of Tender Cum Publlc Auctlon Notice dt. 25 05.1998.

|

Respected Sll', | _ ll
| -It Is submitted that,Sri Se‘etharamaSwamy Temple,Darst 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 was divlded 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
PolamreddySura Reddy particlpated in the public auction and been declared as
the highest bidders for the sale consideration of Rs, 2 11,750/- for the extént of

: Ac.0-38.1/2 Cents bearing Plot No.27. The sald auction was confirmed vide

Proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 in Rc.N0.M2/2259-96.

R | ~ Scanned with CamScanner



It is submitted that, as per the Condition No.14 of the l::"jme of registration
dt.25.05.1998, it is mentioned as “The hlghest bidder At ef our df others flOt
Can obtain the Reglstration of Deed either in his favour or In fav -

exceeding five members nominated by him at their ovw/n costs © 259.95 ssued
As per the said proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 vide Re. No. MZ/Z .

by the Commissioner, Endowments Department, Hyderabad at Serlal No.22,
PolamreddySura Reddy was delcared 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 TOWﬂ and
Mandal, PrakasamDistrict andwe are shown as co-jointers according to Column
Noia of the detalls furnished along_ with the said pmceedings, dated 15-09-1998.
On the date of the auction wé paid an amount of Rs.20,000/- to PolamreddySura
Reddy and heintumn pald an amount of Rs. 50,000/~ towards the bid amount out
of the total bid amount of. Rs.2,11,750.under recelpt, dated 01-07-1998. Thus, an ..

amount of Rs.70,000/- 1§ paid toward§ bid amount.
Subsequently the Hon'ble ngh Court was pleased to pass Order dt.01-10-2010

passed in ‘W.P. No.5874 and 12504 of 1998, and as per the sald orders the 5
Gornmlssloner, Endowment Department, on receipt of recommendations from the
Assistant Commlssloner, Endowments Department Ongole accorded permission _
" to E.O of sald Temple to collect the balance of 2/3rd amount from the highest
| bidders as they paid 1/3rd amount at the time of auction, by collectrng 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 regnster the plots In favour of the highest
bidders, through an arder, dated 16-11-2011 in R. Dis. No. N2/15708/2010 |
It Is submitted that, PolamreddySura Reddyalso 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 pattais issued in his
lavour and reglster a regular sale deed In our favour. In the sald context we also
filed O.S.No. No.12 of 2012 on the file of Senior Civil Judge Court Darsi and the
same Is dlsmlssed on dt.24.12.2016 with an observation that “In view of the

proceedings under ExA1 sale deed has to be executed only in favour of. the

Scanned with CamScanne__r



S ‘-"

highest bidders. So, ".‘"’ 1"pluln_ll(|’ Is -not entitied for the reller of specific:
performance of contract basing on Ex.Adq hand felter cym dgreement of sale as

- .D2 has na valld title 1o 2xecute sale doad |n favour of the 1 plaintiff unless D2
oblaln sale deed from D1 temple. So, the syt Is premature.”, Against the sald

Judgment we also fled first Appeal AS.No.12 of 201
k 1~ 11 v 7 an d lh
.dismissed on dt.26.03.2023 and 1y ¢ same Is also

. S.A.N0.297 of 2023 before the Honble
- adjudication, :

It Is submitted as peﬁ' 'ther' as
Notice dt.25.05.1998, “The hig
~ the Registration of Deed el*her

per the Condition No.14 of the Rules of Auction
hest bldder At the time of registration Can obtain
In his favour or In favour of others not exceeding

Nominated the Co-Jointers, you authorities had executed Joint Registered Sale

Deed In favour of the highest bidder and also Co-Jointers; le;

Doc.No.1056/2012,Doc.No.1407/2012 on the file of SRODarsi, Etc. |
CItis sg_pmltted that, as saidPolamreddySura Reddy executed a hand letter -cum-
-agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998, to sell away his entire share to us, we filed

the aboye sult seeking registration of Entire Property under Plot No.27 as per
said agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998. |

It is submitted that, in compllance of the auction Condition No.14, you have

executed Registered Sale Deeds Jointly in the Name of Helghest Bidder and Co-

Jointers as mentioned in  sale deed bearing Dac.No.1056/2012,
Doc.No.1407/2012 on the file of SRO Darsi. ete. -

Hence we reserve our right to claim the enﬁre share of the said Plot No.27
belonging to PolamreddySura Reddy, basing on the Agreement he executed in
our favour. | s | |
Meanwhi_le in compliénce of the auction Condition No.14, wé'r'equést your
éufhoyity fo kindly execute P registered Sale Deed jointly in the name of

. PolamreddySura Reddy as highest bidder and in our names as Co-Jointers as per

B Scanned with CamScanner
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'“IEPmceedlngs. dated 15-09-1998 vlde Re. No.M212259-96 Issund by the L
.- tommlsloncr, l:ndowments Deparlmnnl. Niso' we hereby undertake 10 pay the ' '
balance Sale conslderauon along wlth Intcrcst at lhc rate of. 18 % per annum .
- frum the date or eonﬂrmatlon or the auctlon held on 11-06-1998 |e., _on 15-09- S
T O S UL S PN RIS (L R R .
'We further request your authorlty not to recelve any balance sale conslderauon
from saldPolamreddySura Reddy and also request you nol: to execute any
istered sale only ln hls favour wlthout glvlng us any prlor notice or opportun\ty
of hearing Falllng whlch we. will be put to serlous Irreparable loss and lnjury. S
Hence thls Representatlon. e R
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* Consignment Number
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s
¥

 BookedAt . - ‘BookedOn  Destination

Tariff Article Type Delivery Delivery .
. _ Pincede Locatlon Confirmed On
Paﬁabhipuram(Guntur) "03/02/2025 520601 : 41 30 Inland Speed Vuayawada : 64/02/2025
S.0 ‘ 11:41:21 . : Post GPO » 16:17:12
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| Date i ~ Time . ~ Office ; ' . 'Eﬁelnt
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_ ﬂ4/02/2025 03 22 20 -' : Vjayawada RS TMO - Item Recelved
; 04/62/2025 . 02 51 15 b' Vijayawada' NSH _' : ltem Dnspa_tched
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0022025 230427 ViayawadaNSH ~ HemRecelved .
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© 0310212025 154801 Pattabhipuram(Guntur) S.0 ltem Bagged
- 03/02/2025 1:41:21 Pat.t"at‘Jhipufam(Gum‘ur) 5.0 " tem Booked
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B bents
"~ villate,

" English Transiation
Ad'vei"'ti'se"lf'ient for Sale of DeVaSt_hanérh :
Land-Cum- Open Public Auction _ B
An extent of Ac.10.00 Cents of Agriculture land in total extent of Ac.34.05
in Survey NQ. 349/2 bgl_ongs to Sri Sitarama Swamy Temple situated in Darshi

Prakasam Distric_t as a part of first phase, an open auction will be hled at 10.00

AM on 11.06_.9_8 in the premises of Sri .Ayya'ppa SWamy_ a\/ailable in the said place in

the presence of Endowments Depa‘rtmentlofﬁcers in the form of plots as per the

orders of the Commissioner of Hyderabad R.C. No. M2/31 30/92, _date_d 28—7793' and

" Government orders_No'.5438f‘4/E IV-1/96-3, dated 2971'0-96. |

CONDITIONS FOR PARTICIPATION IN AUCTION .

-

1. Those who wish to participate in the tender-cum-public auction along with their
.offer along with DD for Rs. 20,000/- in the name of Darshi Shri Sitarama Swamy Wari

Devasthanam Executive Officer in a sealed envelope to be handed over to the

Exebutiv_e'Ofﬁcer either in person or by regist_ered post before the public auction,

- 2.The sealed tender covers received by the édction supervisqr shall be opened in the
~ presence of the tenderers before the opening of the public auction.

A

~ 3. The auction will be Iéuncﬁhed: with the highest price received: in the sealed teﬁder.-

1 _ . _
4. Tenderers and others are {also subject to the conditions of the auction before

| paying Rs. 20,000/- can participate in the auction by paying the bricé.

Other important conditidns:

e B
i



5. Thrs auctron is conducted by the Executrve Oﬂ' icer under the supervrsron of’ Hrndu

Relrgrous Endowments Department Deputy Commrssroner of Guntur rn the presence
of Assrstant Commrssroner 3 ‘ '

"-"-.'6 Those who want to partrcrpate rn thrs auctron must pay Rs 20 000/— (Twenty;..'-.'*"'

Thousand) can partrcrpate rn the auctron

7 At the end of the auctron the prrce of the other party except the prrce of the rarser -
) erI be returned as the prrce of the auctron AT :

" 8 Thrs auctron erI be cancelled in the name of the hrghest brdder subject to the order o
'_ 'of approval of the Commrssroner of Endowments Hyderabad

ras [P . [ C e

. 9. The department has the rrght to stop the old auctron from cancellrng the old auctron'

'and re-perform the auctron rf the whole of the auctron of the senror “singer rs-__' o
h consrdered to be not correct

10 After' :‘"ompletron of the auctron the brdder has to pay 1I3rd of the total of hrs."_j'
- 'auctron plus the orrgrnal auctron prrce If the auctron is not pard rn thrs way, the prrcei
pard at the begrnnrng of the auctron erI be credrted to the: temple account as a "

delrnquency, but the auctron erl be returned and the Ioss from the auctron erI be
recovered from the ﬁrst hrghest auctron hoIder

11 Wrthrn 15 days of the approval order of the Commrssroner of Endowments

_ Department Hyderabad the transferee shaII pay the remarnrng 2/3 of the auctron fee"f'v '

. rn fuII and get regrstered at therr own expense In case of non-payment of the frrst.
' auctron 1I3rd of the auctron money pard at the end of the f rst auctron rs to be-
. credrted to the Devasthanam account under delrnquency However any Ioss rncurred_--'

- in the oId auctron erI be recovered from the f rst hrghest brdder R



I

; 12 The Executrve Offrcer or the Auctlon Monrtorrng Oft" icer shaII have powers to stop

_ |
: or postpone the auctron forrany reason whatsoever

l

13. Brdders shouId check the area of plots of reaI estate for saIe accordrng to the plan

fi le and take part in the auctlon before the auction. After the auctlon was dlsmlssed
the temple had nothlng to do with the.above pIot

14 The decrsron to reglster the entire land purchased by the hrghest brdder to hrghest
bidding amount at the time of - Tegistration in the name of hrghest brdder or in the

name of hrghest bidder and some other persons nominated by hrm (up to 5 persons)
" at thelr own expense ' ‘

15, Immediately after registration of sale of immovable_p'roperty the purchase
property shall be taken over by the highest bidder.

16. Neither min‘ors nor'insolvents shall pa_rticipate in the auction.- h

17. Under no crrcumstances brdder shall vrolate the old condrtrons In case of such

vrolatron itis decrded to deposﬂ the entire amount paid by him to the account of the

,temple and recover the Ioss from the first brdder by re-auctlonrng the said property.

18. If the sale of the |mmovable property is rejected by the Commissioner. Revenue
Department Hyderabad, 1/3rd of the amount (including interest) pard by the brdder'
will be refunded No |nterest shaII be given on such amount.

19. Decision of the registrant to regrster at hrs own expense by payrng stamp duty on

the regrstratron prrce or the auctron fee whrchever is hrgher

20. Those who have dues or other transactrons with this temple are meIrgrbIe to -
partrcrpate in this auctron




DARSHI
25-5-1998

BH. Veera Reddy
 Executive Officer



—_ 2.4 4} @E‘ DP},,
‘Officeé of the Commis '
ndowments Depa:tment :1g?f:ﬁyd.<

:.M2/2259/96 D ted : 15,

V;akasam Dist. - Darsi (M)-Da:si (V)- ‘
sle, Sale of land in Tender-cum-public-
Y - Sale Conf‘rmation = Orders - Issued.

s Endowments'Deparﬁme
.- 3r4 Seetharama Swam
auction held on 11.

N !
'3130/92 Dt. 28.7.93. .
/L.:v-1/96 -3, Dt, 29.10.96,

'1.65 dt. 23.6,98 and 20.8.98 ,
’1onerc Endoumen’t.s Department. Guntur.

. © 1. Commr's Order Ng
2.  Govt. Mémo.No. 54

3. Rc. No. A5/4428/9a
. from the © y. Comm

' In ‘the - circumstances :epo; py the Deputy Commissioner, Endowments
Department, Guntur and in exerc of powers vested in him under rule
14 of rules framed u/s 80 read _ﬁ_!j.'{:h'Sc-ction 153 of APC & HRI and E.Act . .
30/87, the qunissioner,'hndowmfnts Depertment, A.P., Hyderabad,
) he:eby confi:ms the sale of . ‘an&,belonging to, Sri Scetharama Swamy
" Temple, Darsi Village, Darsi (M), Prakasam Dist., in favour of the
" highest bidders as detailed below: .

P
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Memo.NO

S —— e ameaips

P . . . ; 2 : 20 [ - | _ ' . . : .--?ﬁ i
; PR ! _ _ : S !
- " Name of the Village Plot Sy.No. Extent - Amount Name of the Highest ‘Name of the Co-j_o:l;g,:ers. .
-~ -Ig. & District. No. _.Ac.___Cts. Secured. _Bidder. — -
i.—gﬁ 2. 3. 4. S, 6 . 7. ) 7. . 8. —
T:mplzethazamg‘ Swamy .1 = 349/2 0. 21)% 2,79,500 Sri B.Venkateswrlu 1.Sri Nagesh Babu.
Darsi 'I.‘own, Da:si : : ’ : - 2.5ri A.Koteswara Rao.
: “,}a":al o L L ' : '3.Srt I. Ankaiah.
. Prakasam D:l.st'.. S . P : S 4.Sri P.V. Ramaiah.
o | -2 "  0.23  2,07,000 Sri K.Rami Reddy = 1.Sri Y.Ramana Reddy
o ' ' 2.5ri K. Pitchi Reddy
3.5ri K. Subba Reddy
: : o ‘ o _ 4.5ri G.Venkata Subb_a.ia'h,
3. " . 3 " 0.23 2,99,000 - -Szi.-s.bovir_\dayia_'a ‘1. Sri.5.Koti Reaay" '
' ’ T S 2. Sri M.Brahma Reddy
A o o o 3. Sri M.Subba Reddy
- | o I | 3
4. e . 4 LM 0.27% 3,98;§, Sri P Ramesh .. ~ 1. Sri.N.Basivi Reddy
’ ' ' o L / S : - 2. Sri N. Venkateswarlu .
e e _ e R ©~ °3. Sri P. Venkateswara Rac
5. | " | - " 0..275' : 3.57._600 Sri K. Surya Nax:ayana 1. Sri K.Gopala Reddy
' ' Reddy : ‘2. SrikYenkata Reddy
' 3. K. Ramana Reddy.
: . : 4. Sri. K.Venkateswara
' _ : ' Reddy.
6. w 6. n 0. 25 4,03, 000 Sri ;’ :enka:eswara R I Sri G. Venkattamaigg
a0. - . 2. Sri.Ch.Srinivasa Rao
L % A“—y;){é / B B ‘3. Sri.U.Subramanyam.
o : : o (Ag T 4. Sri K.Dhanunjaya Rao.
P | | £ .,5 > “.q,ﬁqu - | |
. m / 3/[ 1 P ) contd- [ .3- Y g
o o ‘ : Endowme’nts/Depaﬂmem ' ..
@ | S L | o ._ s
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7. st Seetharamaswam Temple ' S L " . ateawa,
Darsi Town, Darai l};andaf}e 349/2 7 0:26% 3,04,750 Sri M.Srinivasa. 1. gré M. .Venkaceswara
iprakasam Dist y ' Rao ; R80e o

,2;5r1.14.Venka£a Rao
3.Si1 K 'Eswara Prasad

8. - " n 0.27% '3.'30-.000‘ - Sri K.Nageswara 1.5ri K.Koti Reddy

) : Reddy * 2.5riSVenkateswara
. -Reddy.
o - 3. Rami Reddy.
9. " - ‘9 0.27% 3,71,250 . Sri M.Nagi Reddy 1.Smt.KiYogeswaramma
- i : : : 2.5mt.P.Koteswaramma.
- "3.Smt.M.Ve nkatasubbamna .
4.3mt.P. Subba Ratnamma -
o 10 '5ri U.Subba |
-7 10. " 10 . 0.27% 3,30,000 S5ri 1.Beétha Verkata
. . ) Narasaiah. " Subba  Reddy.
2.5ri Ch.Peda Gurava
Reddy.
3.5r1 Harinarayana
* Reddy.
- | 0. 27‘5 3, 30, 000 Sri S. Ramanja 1.5r4 S
. " \ .3ri S.Venkata Subba

2. Sri V.Venkataswarlu

-4}.Sr1 R. China Kas{i

Reddy.
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! - 235 ~ o
- : 4 ¢ . . .é!g
[ N : I8 .
3. 4. 50 60 7. .
LA 2. - S _—
12. Sri Seetharama Swamy | | o SR e
Temple, Darsi Town, '349/2. 12 0.27 ° 2,70,000. Sri A.Satyanarayana Jeinders list not
Darsi Mardal, : furnished.
Prakasam Dist. ' ) ) _ ] _ T T
13. " w13 .0.15  1,35,000 Sri L.Venkateswarulu ~do-
- 44l - 'w 14 o0.38 4,37,000 .Sri P.Venkata Reddy 1. Sri A.Peda xonaa Ready
S ’ ) ' 2. Sri B. Kotaiah.
o 3. Sri N.Prasanna Kumar.
: 4. Sri B.Ravichandra Reddy.. ..,
@ | 5. Sxi M.Venka\'.a *Nat.ayana Bow
_ 6. Sri E.Jayarami Reddy. -
- " 15-- 0.19 - 1,61,500 Sri M. Nageswara Rao 1. Sri T.MadBu Mohan Rao *
' 15- | - : ' : ‘ 2. ‘Smt. Nagaratnam.
LY
3. 5ri K.Narasaiah . . - _
-~ "4. Smt. P.Subbaratnam. —-"&:...5
: , . ' 1.26.000 Sri G.Siva Redd Co-Joinders list not
16, Sri 7 18 048 128 - : Y furnished.
- " " - 21 0;—18 1,62,000 Sri B. Venkateswarlu 1.Sri B._Subba Rao
17°'i , _ ' ' ' 2.Smt. B.Ramanjamma.
' 3.Smt.B.Bhaqyamma. -
;. ’ ' : 00 Sri K Venkateswar.lu Co-Joj.nders is
18. " / » ’ " v 22 019 ]'.'90'9 ' furnished-
. oo ,-/ VA /ea : ‘ 'Sri K.Nagayana Reddy "+ <do=
e Ty D AuVGTh 23 . 0.38 5,332,000 Sri K.Nagay _
. 19 Asst, Oon)mssmor P : - -
3/'1 ’-“ 3

. d ONGOLE

_ Endowments Department |

0_0500
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AN 2. . 3. 4. 5. s, 7. 8.
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20. Srt SQetharamaiS-T-. 349/2 24 0.38 ;6,08,000 Sri E.Chenna Reddy. 1. Sri E.Mala Konda Reddy

Darshi Twon,
Darsi Handal

_Prakasam Dist. .

211_ . -
8y
-

23.  *
240w
25, -
250 ) .
27, "

25 0.19 !2,18,500

" 26:0,18 '2,07,000

- 30 0.23'.ﬁ.84.obo

' 32 0.11% 1,89,750

- 33 0.23- 3,45,000
\*Jba(“fﬁ_"
A 15_5;11%&9?

.-;H' :  gmk~und&Ixunnmnm /
Q’L- al™ ONGOLE

Sri

:Sri

-Srd

.Szrj,-.

Sri

Sri

-—/3;

-T.Venkata Reddy

‘P.Venkata Reddy

P.Sura Reddy.

M.Koti Reddy
-M.Sdbba agddy

Ss. Venkateswara
Reddy.

S.Seshi Reddy’

P -

1. Sri

2. Sri L.Chinha Venkateswarluy.

3. Sri L. Venkateswara Redady
4. Sri L.Ramana Reddy.

1. Shaik Meera Saheb.

‘2. P. Narayana Reddy.

1. Sri Ch.Srinivasa Redady
2. Sri B.Peda- Koti Ready.

1. Smt. N.Venkata. Sailaja.

2. Sri V.Venkata Prasada Aeddy

3. Sr1 V. Vernkata Reddy
4., 5;1 Venkata Koti Redaqy.

E. Rami Reddy

E. China Narsi Reddy
Peda Koti Reddy

K. Venkata Reddy.

2. 3ri
l. Sri
2. Sri

1. Sri’
2. Sri

S. Koti Reddy
S. Anji Reddy.

Co-joinders list not
furnished.

A:..G s o



s 6 .3 — ;5;-
1;..’ 2. 3. - 4‘. 5' V 6 ) 7. 8.
1. 5r1 T. Kot{ ‘Ready

0.48 7,20,000

' Reddy.

) ’ . |
PRS2 R .

QL/
%o

f . 28. 5rd Seetha Rama 5 T..

B Darsi Town, - 349/72. 34

| S * Darsi Nardal, .

P ' Prakasam Dist..

" #9: - . 35 0.35 6,12,500

¥ . . .

E.‘. 30. " " 36 0.24 3,86,400
: 3 DT w 37 0.33 2,11,050
. Endown.lems Department

ONGOLE

Sri X. Bala Nazasimha

Reddy . ,
| | . 2 Smt.Y. Vara Lakshm

3. Smt. G. Butchamma.

| 4. Sri A. Nagi Reddy.

Szi K. Nbrayana Reddy Co-joinde:s list not

furnished.

Sri M. Ye]lamanda Do -

Sri G Venkateswarlu 1. Sx:i. G.a:inivasa
. .. "Rao.

o 2'. sri D. Hanumantha
E " Rao. .

'3.i$ri G.‘Krishna;
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The Execut_i‘,e Office;iof the subject temple is directed
to get the Sale deed tegig£ered in the aame of the Highest bidoe:

3nd it shoulg be executed at ghes e;.penses of the purchaser )
after co].lecung the enti:e Bid amo‘{_\nt._.

The sale Proceeds should be inv sted in: long term Deposit in

Nationalised Bank where 1n-.the f_emple is having ac« -ount in the .
joint account of Exeeutiv"‘* 'fficet and the Commissioner Endowmenis
Department, 4.p,, Hyde rab anii should.be entered in the registerec

of 1nvest-.mem-_s. It shoul noted in remarks ‘column boldly
d not be utilised for any other

sed or the £.D, encashed without

purpose. No loan shall be:
Specific permission of the:vcmmissioner Endowments . Depaftment'
A.P., Hyderabad. The F.D, g, shall bégent to the Deputy Commi-

8sioner, Endowments bepartment, Guntur as per this office Ci:culaz"
No. 22/92. De. 19. e 1992. B '

As .per this office ciroulax In~tructions No. 2/82,
dt. 4.1.1982, 2/3rd interest ace: ued on the F.D,R, ghall be

"utilised for the maintenance o 3?the institution and 1/3rd interest
- shall be invested in the Cumula ve Deposit Aecount in the same

Bank. After maturity the inte:est= invested in C.D.Amount shall be
added to. the Cazpus amount so t‘o impzm}e_ the financial position
of the institution. ' " '

"__e.nts Departme-nt} Guntur is
for énvestment of ‘amount and

~ The Deputy Commissioner. E
requested. to pursue further ac
sutmit ccmplianee :eport.

(BY onnsa OF 'raz c b

P.Narasimha. Rao,
issioner (G)

To!
1.

2 Copy to the Dy CommiSSidner
3. Copy to the Asst. Comnissio

4. Copy to ‘C' Sect_io_n_. ”%M

- Endowments
ne ;. ONGOL_
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COMMON ORDER: -

.
B @Ex(“?

HON'EBLE SRI JUSTICE NOUSHAD Al

l
it P ionNos 874&12 04 of 199

These two wirit petitions, relating to the same subject, are being

~ disposed of by this common judgment.

| W.P.N0.5874 of 1998 has been filed seeking a Writ of Mandamus
directing respondents1 1 tov3 not to alienate the fands in Sy.N0.349/2 of -
Darsi Village and’ I\;Iandal belonging to Sri Seetharamaswamy Vari
Temple, either by wlay of lease or on rent in favour of the fourth

respondent-assoclatlo? by declarmg the proceedmgs in

Rc.No.B5/7427/97, dated 21.01.1998 of 3 respondent herein, namely, the

Dustnct Collector, Prakasam Dustnct as illegal and without junsdlctuon

l

W.P.No.12504 'of 1998 has been fled by the 4th Respondent-
Association in W.P. No 5874 of 1998 seeklng a Writ of Mandamus dlrectmg ‘

the respondents thereln to fix-the market value of the land admeasuring an

extent of Ac.5.00 cents situated in $.N0.349/2 of Darsi Village and collect

the same from the members of the petitioner-association without resorting

to tender-cum-public auction.

'Land admeasuring an extent of Ac.34.05 cents .situated in.

"S.N0.349/2' of Darsi Village belongs to -Sri Seetharamaswamy Vari

Temple, Darsi. It appears that the State Government took a polidy decision

| -
."in the year 1997 to remove encroachments and widen R & B and

Panchayat roads through out the State. In |mplementat|on of the said

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

Mechanic Sheds from the road margins in Darsi Vlllage

' The Govemment issusd orders in G.OMs.No.560, General

~Administration (Genl.) Department, dated 22.02.1897, authorizing the

District Collectors to take over the lands of other departmenté for the

purpose of rehablhtatlon of the dlsplaced persons, without formal apprc;val

. ) ) Vo
Y e ey

e
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of the cohcer!ned departments Purportedly aeting under the said orders,
the District C(ollector |ssued orders in Rc.B5/7427/97 dated 21.01.1998,

earmarking Ac005 cents of vacant land for each automobile unit in
S.N0.349/2 oh payment of nominal rent, to enable the dlsplaced persons
temporanly td locate their units subject to condition that the Iand would -
remain wuth the Endowment Department and after five years, the
conce[ned d;_epartment would collect . market-related rents from the
rehabilitated Epersons. After identifying 99 mechanics- as eligible for
rehabilitation,t 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.

As the %Iand belongs 1o the temple and the same does not belong to

the Govemmient, 2™ respondent herein- viz., the Commissioner of

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

 with the allotinents. As the 3" respondent still pursued his order dated
21.01.1998, the petitioner in W.P.N0.5874 of 1998 filed the writ petition

seeking a diréct_ion,to the respondents not to alienate the said land.

The dlsplaced persons fonned an association, viz., The Darsi Motor

“Fleld and Handlcrafts Assoelet;on ‘Case of the Association is-that in
pursuance of the order of the Dlstnct 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' pldts and erected sheds. Some of them have cdnstructed pucca
- buildings and are eking out ttteir livelindod by pursuing their respective
avoeations. T[b'protect the interest of the members, the 4t Respondent-
Association filed W.P.No. 12504 of 1998 seeking to direct the respondents
o fix the market value of the Iand and allot the same in their favour without
resorting to Itender or public auction and not to interfere with the :

: possessmn and enjoyment of the said land.

+ The 4th Resbondent-Association admits that the land bel'ongs'tothe

tentple but pleads that the Co_tnmissioner of Endowments in his



l
/.
proceedings Rc. No M2/3130/1 992 dated 28 07.1993 drrected fo seII the

"~ landin tender-cum-publlc auctlon and the Govermnment.also issued Memo
" No.54384/EIV- 1/96-3|dated 29.10.1996 directing to drspose of the sald

land in tender-cum-pubhc auctlon The Association, therefore pleads that

the land be sold to its members dlrecﬂy without any tender or publrc

i

auction. . l

In the counter 'afﬁdavit filed in W.P.N0.12504 of 1998 on behalf of

the Commissioner of, Endowments and the Assistant Commissioner of

'Endowments, Ongole, admitted the fact that the Commissioner by order

dated 28.07.1993 granted permission to sell the land in publlc auction and
after approval of thelsame by the State Govemment by Order dated
29.10.1996, the Executrve Officer initiated follow up action. It has also-
been stated in the counter affrdavrt that the order issued by the State
Govemment in G.O. Ms No.560 dated 22.02, 1997 is not applrcable to the

temple lands. The Iand allotted by the said order of the_Dlstn_ct 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

Commlssloner of Endowments refused to accord permission for alrenatron

|n favour of the Association and as per the order of the State Government
dated 29.10.1996 to drspose 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 measunng Ac. 10.09 cents in publrc auction on 11 .06. 1998 and-

the ‘average rate of rent came to Rs. 12 lakhs per acre. The highest rate -
secured in the publlc auctron was Rs.17,500/- per cent. It is admrtted in the

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

'assoclatton and the Iand cannot be sold except in the public auction. The

average rate of land |n S.N0.349/2 secured in the public . auction on
11.06.1998 was Rs. 12 Iakhs per acre and the value of the Iand ‘occupied

by the Assoclatlon is more valuable than the said land sold in the
publrcatlon \



\t .
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_ The, Pnnclpal Secretary Revenue Department (Endowments) filed
‘affidavit in WPNo 5874 of 1998. Advertlng to the order issued in
G.O.Ms.No.Sép dated 22.12.1997 the ‘P.nnclpal Secretary admitted that in
spite of the: ; clarification issued by the Commissioner Endowments
Department vglde Ietter Rec. M2/2259/1996 dated 6. 02 11998 that the: Iand
belongs to the Temple (vide patta No. 1408), the Dlstrlct collector dld not

- take remedlal measures to rectify the situation arising out of his order
dated 21.01 1‘998 It has been admitted therein that the motor workers are
poor and are eklng outthelr livelihood by undertaklng motor repairs and as
the said 'p.ettv: motor workers have been in possession ever since 1998, it
has been prdposed to collect market ;/aloe and accordingly decided to
compensate the temple with a view to safeguard the interests of the
Temple. The Government through G.OMs.No 467, dated 01.04.2009
constituted a three Member Commlttee under Section 89 of the A.P.

'Chantable and Hindu Religious Institutions and Endowments Act1987on

permanent basls consisting of Joint Secretary to Govemment Revenue
(Endowrnents_) Department, A.F_'. . Secretanat,. Hyderabad; Joint
Commissioner, (‘Estates) Endowments Department O/o. the Qornmissioner
of -Endowments, A.P. Hyderabad; and Deputy Secretary to Govemment,
Law vDepartrr:ient AP, '.Secretariat‘H‘yderabad The government issued
dlrectlons to. 'the said Committee to |nspect the land for the purpose of i

fixing the market value after holding dlscusslons/negotiatrons with the
~ motor workers and submit a report.

The Committee accordingly submitted a report with certain
recor'nmendat;ions and the same was forwarded to the Govemnment for
consideration.

The Rieport of the Committee dated 26-05-2010 submitted to the
Govemment for consideration to the.extent relevant is as foIIows :

“1. The facts relating to Iocatlon, encroachments etc. as

revealed from physical verification of the site and verification of
records :

c. The autonagar formed by the occupation of certain auto



mechanics based on the proceedlngs |ssued by the then Dlstrrct
Collector, Prakasam, as part of rehabilitation of those whose shops _
have been removed to wrden 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 utlllzed for roads. The land excluding the roads is divided into
100 plots for aIIotment 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 vacanit as on this day and the
rest 54 are occupled 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 rs for office of the Association, and one is for " shopping
complex by the assogciation,

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

f. The so called lay-out has been provided with civic facllrtles and
|mportant|y electrical and water facility.”

B. Regarding Collector's prooeedlngs relating to i\utonagar :

-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 carrylng out
their. actrvrtres/busrness under the shade of trees”. The
_recommendatron to allot five cents of land uniformly to all those who -
have been evrcted for extending the road margins though appear to
be more than the requirement, it is not so because there is no
‘provision made i |n that order for roads and for other public utilities. As

such the occupants had to earmark some part of the Iand given to

|
them for these purposes and deveIOp the land for their busmess
establishments. )

b) The land ‘has been allotted with the condition that the larid
(property) in questlon 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 Iands ooeupled

1
|
f
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.a) The present basic value of the Iands in the V|c|n|ty of Iand in
survey : no 349/2 as certified by the Sub-Reglstrar is Rs 3,96,000/-,
However the then District Collector of Prakasam in his Istter to the
Chief Secretary in June, 2009 (Rc.E3/7427/97, dated 15-6-2009)
‘stated that 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 of the lands may be around Rs.15 Iakhs o 20 lakhs.

b) The views on the market value are varied for the reason that
there isi no way to correctly fix the market value as théere are no sale
transactlons in and around this land in the recent past. The land other
than the temple land here is agricuttural 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 evidént from the basis value certificate issued ‘by the Sub-
. Registrar. The rate of such lands is not comparable. The land on the
other side of the road (just by the side of the road) has Iocatlon
advantage and the higher rates which may be offered to such Iands

~also carinot be taken mto consideration for fixing the market value of
these lands . ‘

On the facts as extracted above, to resolve the issue the commlttee
made the foIIOng recommendatrons

“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
- inthe same vrllage where the temple is located. Such proposals can
be consldered by the Commlssloner Endowments as he ‘is
competeht to approve the exchange of temple lands if-itis in the
interest of institution. There may not be any legal hurdles in such
exchange In case of such proposal itis also necessary to consider
demandlhg suitable lease amount from the occupants of the plots in
the temple lands from the year 1998 as the temple suffered from loss
of rncomé it might have derived from such lands.

B. The Hon'ble ngh Court has issued orders to sell any land
belonglnq to temples of charitable institutions only through public
auction. Sale or lease of land through negotiations/compromise is not
permltted However, rf the Hon'ble High Court consrders the present
case as a special case and accords permission for compromlse the
followrng can be considered.




In vnew of the dlfﬁcultles in ascertainmg the present market
~ value for the land and’ consldenng 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 publlc auction of plots conducted by the E.O. of
- temple in the year 1996 and a compoundh interest of 10% (as the
average rate of interest eamed 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. ,Fu_rther,
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 publlc 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 the amount for the
land actually occupied by them. This will be determmed by a joint
survey by Asst. Commissioner, Endowments, Prakasam District and
Revenue Authorities represented by Tahsildar concerned and
Executive Ofﬁcer concerned '

~ The above proposal i |s made keeplng in view the clrcumstances
under which the Collector has allotted the land to the occupants of the

o 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 compensatlon for the temple property is
‘reasonable.”

.-

The AP: Charitable -and Hindu Religious Institutions and

] Endowments Act, 1987 (for short 'the Act) has been enacted, lnter alia, to
:* protect the charitable institutions and endowments.

Secnon 75 of the Act p_royldes that any lease, g'ift, sale, exchan__Qe or

. 'mortgage of an inam Iand granted for support or maintenance of charitable
" or religious rnstltutlon or endowment or for the maintenance of rellglous or

- public chanty or sennce shall be nuil and void, unless such transactlon not.

being a gift, is effected wrth the prior sanction of the Govemment. The

:
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Govemment may accord such sanctron |f the transactron |s necessary or

beneficial to the institutions or endowment orin regard to the Iand when it

is uneconomlcal to own and maintain and if the consideration i is adequate
and proper. . , : _ - . 4
Sectlon 76 of the Act prohlblts transfer of ryotwari patta of an inam
land grven to a service holder or other employee of a charitable or relrgrous
mstrtutlon or etndowment for rendenng servrce, and provrdes that any such
transfer does not vest any right or title in the transferee S
Sectlon 80 of the Act prohlblts gift, exchange- or- mortgage of any .
immovable property unIess any such transactron not belng a grft is affected
with the prior sanctron ofthe Commlssroner It provides for the oblrgatron of
the Commlsslbner to invite objectrons and suggestions before any such
sanctron is accorded through Gazette notrﬁcatlon and if such transactlon is

beneflcral to the mstrtutron or if holdrng such an |mmovable property is

' 'uneconomlcal fo own ‘or maintain”and” the consideration therefor is

adequate and:proper, sale shall be effected by tender-cum-publlc auctron
in the prescribfed manner. i also provides that the Government rnay, in
the interest of the tnstitution or endowment and for reasons to be
" recorded therefor in wrrting,~pernthe—sate of such immovable
< property, othérwise than by public auction. o :
'_ ltis _ﬂwus_evndent that neither Iese:nor.sale of endowment properly is
| perrnissible e)fcept for the purposes and in the manner provided under the
aforesald provrsrons of the.Act, In the scheme of the Act the District
Collector i is no way competent to deal with the endowment propertles The )
Act does not take cognizance of a Drstnct collector in relation to any of the
efforts reIatlng to religious or charitable mstrtutrons The District Collector,
Prakasam Drstnct therefore could not have assumed Jurisdiction, which is
not vested |n hlm by law, and allot the temple land purportedly under
G.OMs. No 560 dated 22.12. 1997
As drscussed supra, the State Govemment falrly admits: the above

.posrtron and tthe lapses on the part of the Dlstnct CoIIector The

Government, lhowever pleads that consequent upon the .order of the o

Dlstnct Collector, dated 21.01.1998 certain developments on ground have




b —————— —

taken place whlch have become ureversrble The Three Member

Commlttee referred tto supra conducted a detalled enqurry and made

o recommendatrons based on the ground realities. It is therefore urged that
 the report may be accepted in the interests of the lnstrtutlon .

Itis true that the Three Member Committee mspected the land and

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

extent' of land aIIotted is Acs 60 cents out of the 'said extent,

' approxrmately 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

occupled by the assoclatlon one is residential, six are residential-cum-

shops one is office accommodatlon and one is for shoppnng complex

- Some of the occupants have constructed pucca sheds and bu||d|ngs while
|

some sheds are temporary In nature. The layout has been provrded civic

facrlmes Keepmg 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

necessrty to rehabilitate them, the Committee recommended for aIIotment
of land on market value. The Committee havmg 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. -

LS

AII the counsel for the: respectlve parties, viz., Sri M.N. Narasnmha
Reddy on behalf of the petltloner in W.P.No.5874 of 1998 and Sri G.

: Pedda Babu on behalf of 4th respondent and tor the petitioner |n

WPNo 12504 of 1998*and Sri N.Sridhar Reddy, the leamed: Special
Govemment Pleader appeanng on behalf of the official respondents, are

present in the Count andfexpressed their consent and approval to the said-

proposal WhICh isas follows

1 The temple will be compensated in respect of the entrre extent of_

. - e o s ot b
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Ac 5.60 t:ents of land @ Rs .20, 886/- per cent.
2. The entrre amount erI be paid within 90 days from today ‘
3. The sald amount willbe deposrted in a natronalrzed bank to the
credit ofon Seetha Rama Swamivari Temple Darsi.
" 4. The mtérest accrued thereon anne will be utrllzed for the temple_
- subject to a maxrmum of 1/3rd onIy |f necessary, as a supplement' i
from other sources of i mcome _
5. The |eftover vacant plots, which are unoccupred due to stay orders of
this Court. since scattered and are not useful to yield any income to
e . - _
temple, the compensatron wrll include the sa|d plots aIso which are
wrthrn the total extent of Ac.5.60 cents
6 In addltion to the compensatron mentioned above the addltlonal

compensatron for the use and occupatron of the land by the aIIottees

(RPN S o e

will be pard @ Rs.1000 per cent for the entire penod-

(1 this clause is added with the consent of all the parties and in the

presenbe of all the |eamed counsel on Ilstrng the matter for belng.
'mentroned on 8.10.2010 -

o

‘.ln vrew of the peculiar circumstances Ieadlng to the allotment of the‘

. .land by the Drstnct CoIIector and the proposal to compensate the temple -
. as presented by the State Govemment as above and the same belng |

agreeable and accepted by all the concerned parties, the above proposaI '

~ is made as the order of the Court. This berng a consensus order in thel_ -

' _pecullar facts and clrcumstances of the case, the order should not be
consrdered as a precedent.

Both the writ pefitions are disposed of as above. There shall Ibe no
order as to costs. . o o

I "NOUSHAD ALL, J.
.. 7015t October, 2010. - . co
- October,

- Note: Despa'éch immediately. -
B/O
Skmr/Js.
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lN THE COURT OF SENIOR CIVIL jUDGE HHE DARSI

l PRESENT SRI S. RAMANAIAH. L :
‘SENIOR- CIVIL JUDGE, DARSI. = PERI

Saturday, the 24'*1 day of December 2016
NO

 BETWEEN :

1. Vedururl Venkata Prasada Reddy. 5/0 Subba Reddy,
: Hindu, aged 33 years, employee

- 2. Vedururl Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy. S/o Subba Reddy.
' Hmdu aged 31 years, Employee

3. Vedururl Venkata Kot Reddy, S/o Subba Reddy,
- Hindu, aged 31 years.

. 4. N.Venkata Sailaja, W/o. Venkateswara Reddy, Hlndu,
- aged 35 years, house wife. -

All are resldents of Boddlkurapadu Vlllate, ThaIIur Mandal :
Prakasam District. i , : T e PLAINTIFFS _

" AND

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

2. Polamreddy Sura Reddy, Slo China Veera Reddy, Hlndu, aged about 55
- .years, r/o. Boddlkurapadu Vllage, Thallur Mandal, Prakasam District.

DEFENDANTS

This suit comlng on 13-12 2016 for flnal hearlng -before me in the .
' presence of Sri V.Ramana Reddy, Advocate for} Plalntiffs and. of -
' Srl V.Srinivasa Sastry and Sri S.M.V.L. Naraslmha Rao, Advocate for
- Defendant Nol, and of Sri VRanga, Advocate for Defendant No.2 and
upon perusing ‘the materlal available on record and upon hearing the

arguments and havmg stood over for con5|derat|on till thls day this Court
dellvered the followmg ;

- bl,’ This - surt |s ﬁled for dlrectlng the defendants Jomtly to execute and
| reglster a regular sale deed in favour of the plalntlff No.1 conveymg tltle over
| the suit s_chedule property in terms of the hand letter -cum- sale.agree_ment,
| dated 10-08-1998 and in t!erms of the proceedings, dated 16-11-2011 at his
- expenses, and put the pla|nt|ff No.l |n possessmn of the suit schedule

property, and award costs of the sult
i

. cd Tt : . .
. .- . .
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02, Brief avermehts of theplaint are as follows

{

| o
Orlglnally Dl is havmg an extent of Ac 07-99 1/2 Cents of and in
R.S. No.349/2, and the same was diVlded into 38 plots and put the same in

public auction wherh was conducted on 11-06-1998 and from out of 38 plots,_

D2 on behalf of the plalntlffs particlpated in the public auction and declared
" as the hlghest bldder for the saIe conS|derat|on of Rs.2,11 750/- for the-
extent of Ac.0-38: 1/2 Cents bearing Plot No.27. The said auctlon was
confirmed vnde proteedlngs dated 15-09- 1998 apart from the other extent of.
properties for Wthh the auctlon was conducted on the same day As per the
B proceedings, dated 15-09-1998 vnde Rc No M2/2259-96 |ssued by the
Commissioner, Endowments Department Hyderabad - accordlng to Serial
No.22, D2 was deldared as highest bidder for the extent of Ac 0-38 1/2 Cents_ _.
- bearing Plot No 2'7 in S No. 349/2 situated at Darsi Town and Mandal,

Prakasam District belonglng to D1 and the plaintlffs are shown as co-jointers

accordlng to Column No. 8 of the detalls furnished along W|th the proceedlngs.

dated - 15- 09 1998

on the date of the"au'ctlon B2 on 'behalf' of himself :and the plalntiffs |
paid an amount of Rs.20 000/— to Dl and later he pald an’ amount of
Rs. 50 ,000/- towards the bld amount out of the total b|d amount of
Rs.2, 11 750 under recelpt dated 01-07- 1998 Thus, D1 pald an amount of
Rs.70,000/- to D1 lJowards bld amount Subsequently, Dl having agreed to
sell the suit schedule which was purchased by hlm in the public auctlon
conducted on 11-06-1998 by D1 to the 1% plaintiff for the sale con5|derat|on
of Rs.2,11,750/- and received an amount of Rs.97 000/— and executed ahand
letter -cum- agreement of sale. dated 10-08-1998 D2 agreed that he will
recelve the balance of sale conS|deratlon only after Government issued patta
in his favoiur and register a regular sale deed in favour of the 1% plaintiff. So,
accordmg to the ha wd letter -cum- agreement of sale dated 10- 08 1998 D2 is

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




‘of balanceof sale consideration from him only after obtaining a title deed by

him from Dl with regard to the suit schedule property.

Though the highest bldders including D2 |n the auction which was
' 'conducted on 11-06-1998 have made several efforts to get the sale deeds

'from‘ D1 and ﬁnally the),/' have obtained orders from Hon'ble High Court in
W. P No0.5874 and 12504 of 1998, dated 01-10-2010 and as per the orders the
Commlssmner, Endowment Department. : Hyderabad on receipt - of
recommendatlons from 'the Assistant Commissioner. Endowments
Department Ongole accorded perrmssnon to Dl to collect the balance of 2
2/3rd amount from the hI'ghest bidders as they paid 1/3rd amount already. by

|
Hcollectlng interest at the rate of 18 %. per annum from the date of

 confirmation of the aucti?on- held on 11-06-1998 i.e., on 15-09-1998 and'get.
. 'reglster the pIots in vaour of  the bldders. through an order. dated-
T 16-11- 2011 in R, Dis. No. II\12/15708/2010
D2 having agreed to sell the sut schedule property . which was
-‘ purchased by him on hls behalf and on behalf the piaintiffs in the publlc
auctlon dated 11-06-1998 conducted by D1, to the 1= plalntlff and executed
the hand Ietter -cum- agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998 after receiving
an amount of Rs.97,000/- f_rom the 1% plaintiff, surprisingly -DZ,.trying to
obtain aregular sale'deed in respect of the suit schedule property in collusion
' Wlth D1 officials i in his favour, though the plalntiffs are shown as co-jolnters
Dz is hlghest bidder according to ‘Column Nos. 7 and 8 of the detalls
~ furnished along with the.{proceedmgs, dated 1-5-09-_]_.998. D2 or the plalntlff' |
| Nos‘.. 2 'to 4 are not entitli_ed to get a regular sale deed in respect of th_e suit
_ ‘schedule property except the 1* plaintiff in terms of the hand Ietter -cum-
:agreernent of sale, dated-10-08-1998. The plaintiff Nost 2 to.4 have no- ':
.';ohjection to get a regular sal'e deed by the 1% plaintiff, jointly from the
_ defendants conveying'titlle over the suit schedule property in .fav:our of the - |
15‘ plaintiff on payment of the balance of bid,amoun,t of-Rs.1.41.7501- after
| deducting the amount of Rs. 70,000/- WhICh was paid under recelpts, dated
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11-06-1998 and 01-07-1998 to D1 by D2.on his behalf and on behalf of the
‘plaintiffs. L B

The 1% plalntlff is always ready. and wnllmg to pay the balance of sale.
con5|derat|on amodmt of Rs 1 14 »750/- to D2 in terms of the hand Ietter -cum-
agreement of sale.{ dated 10 08- 1998 but the same is hot: paid’ smce D1 did
not choose to com|e fonNard to execute regular sale deeds in favour of the
highest bidders. aclcording to the proceedlngs in Re. No N2/2259/96 dated
15-09-1998 till the proceedings in R. D|s No. N2/15708/2010 dated |
16-11-2011 |ssued by the . Commlssloner Endowments Department
. Hyderabad Soonl after the proceedlngs. dated 16- 11-2011 though the
1= plalntlff demandbd D2 to execute a regular sale deed is to be reglstered in

his favour by Dl on receipt of the balance of the bid amount wrth Interest D2

glvmg evasnve replles and postponlng to perform the hand |etter -cum-
agreement of sale, |dated 10-08-1998 and on the other hand, |t is Ieamt that
taklng advantage d)f the recrtals of the proceedlngs, dated 16-11-2011 D2
" with a- malaﬁde mtentlon by suppressrng the hand letter -cum- agreement of
" sale, dated 10-08-1998 in colIusnon with Dl temple officials try|ng to get a

regular sale deed | |n his favour in respect of the sunt schedule property

Hence, the smt

© 03, Dl filed Wl'ltth statement denylng the allegatlons of the plalnt It is
admitted that D2 |s,the highest bidder for the suit schedule property i.e. plot
No.27 in the auctlon conducted by D1 It is also admitted that the said
'auctlon was. conﬁrmed by the Commlssmner Endowments Hyderabad D2
paid Rs. 70 ,000/- tol D1. D1 submitted that there is no necessnty to D1 to
,collude with D2.. dl is obllged to execute sale deed in favour of D2 only
provuded he pays the balance of bid amount with 18 % per- annum interest
* thereon from the date of confirmation. It is DZ s prerogative and choice to
. get the sale deed elther in his name or in his name along with his nominees'

numbering- not more than five'in all provided he fulfills all the t'er"ms- and




| | |
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- conditions of the auction. ng has to act at the choice cf D2 only so far as the_ .
execution of the sale deed is concemed _
The suit is very speculative and pre-matured in nature. The plaint
averments and recitals m the alleged hand letter -cum- sale agreement
‘patently speaks that the aIIeged hand letter -cum- sale agreement shaIl-
| come |nto plcture and play only after D2 obtained sale deed from D1. D2
himself has not derived a:ny right or title in the suit schedule property by the .
date of the alleged hand Ietter -cum- sale agreement and it is null and void
and faceless and the 1= plalntlff derives no any scintilla of rights whatsoever
by vrrtue of such an |nva||d agreement which is non-est in Iaw So, it is
. ‘unenforceable and dead horse o _
o The proceedings in W.P. Nos 5874 and 12504 of 1998 are not germane :
- to the facts of this case and they are altogether dlfferent Absolutely there |
| are no merits in the surt and there is no cause of action for the suit and one
fmentloned in the surt is neither true nor tenable. The 1% plaintiff is not all
entitled to the reliefs claimed in the smt The suit itsalf is not maintainable
_ L.under law. The pIalntiff and DZ colluded and filed this suit to put D1 to
.' troubles and wrongful loss. Th|s court has no jurisdiction to entertain this suit

'and Endowments Trlbunal only has got |ur|sd|ct|on to resolve any dispute

pertalmng to the propertg/ belonglng to the. Endowments Hence, pray the

court that the smt may be dismissed with costs.

" 04. DZ filed written statement denying the allegat'ons of the plaint and
.submltted that D2 is not aware that in Column No.8 the pIalntiffs were shown
as co-jointers m the proceedmgs of D1, He paid an amount of Rs 70 000/-
- under due receipt i in favour of D1 in terms of the auction proceedings held on :

11-06-1998 and it is his c;)wn'money. | Neither the pIaintiiff's.nOr anybody else
. contributed' any amount' so if at all any document with D1 'shoWing 'the-_
- plaintiffs as co-jointers that is not at ali'binding on D2 and those proceedings

. -w_ill not affect the rights of D2. Even according to the oleadings"of the

A . : .
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- plaintiffs there is no recital at all in the plaint that they have paid-any amount
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out of the amount of Rs.70,000/- paid by ‘D2 in. favour of D1 as per the

~ auction proceedlnlgs. dated 11- 06-1998 and thus the plea of plaintiffs as

L co-jomters will not, stand The plalntlffs are nothing to do with the auction

proceedmgs condulcted by D1 under Wthh D2 became the hlghest bldder in.
vrespect of the suit SChedule property '

D2 has no nece55|ty to sell the su|t schedule property elther in favour of

the plaintlffs ‘or ln favour- of anybody else and - the alleged stamped

agreement of. sale, dated 10-08-1998 relied upon by the .plalntlffs is nothing
but a fabricated ag:_nd forged document and the signature contained in the
agreement is not tlllat 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 publlc auctlon conducted on 11 06-1998 and he paid
“an amount of Rs 70 000/- in favour"of D1 as on the date of confirmation of
sale Itis the contentlon of the plalntlff' 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 prlce in favour of the plalntlffs will speaks
volumes and that ltself indicates the falsehood of the plaintiffs partlcularly in
case of thelr no corltrlbutlon of the amount by DZ |n favour of D1. There is-no

privity of contract lln between D1 and the plalntlffs The plalntlffs did not
participate in the aUCtlon proceedlngs or they did not contrlbute any. amount
. paid by D2 in favoulr of D1 Even ason the date of alleged agreement of sale,
the sale was not conﬁrmed in favour. D2 and so he had no right to allenate
the suit schedule property as on the date of the alleged agreement of sale
dated 10-08-1998. lDZ never offered to sell the suit schedule property either
in favour of the plalhtlffs orin favour of anybody else at any point of time.
The allegatlons in the plalnt that on the date of auctlon D2 pa|d an
amount of Rs.20 OIDO/- and later an amount of Rs, 50 000/- out of the bid
amount of Rs. 2 11,750/~ under recelpt dated 01-07 1998 in favour of D1 by

D2 and on behalf of the plaintiffs, is nothing but absolutely false. Passing of
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consideration of Rs.97,0.001-' as eamest amount, does' not a'rise-"and the‘said N
| allegation is ‘nothing but absolute false. The scribe and the attestors of the
alleged agreement of | lsale, dated 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 factlons in the village and also
exusting disputes. The allegations in the plaint that the plamtlffs are always
ready and willing to pay the balance of sale consideration to DZ in terms of
the alleged hand letter -!-cum- sale agreement, dated 10-08-1998 and the
'Sam'e i.s not paid since bi did not choose to come forward to execute a
Ny regular sale deed, is also nothing but absolute false. The suit is barred by
I|m|tat|on The alleged agreement of sale lS relied upon by the plalntiffs, is
. |nadm|55|ble under law for. want of stamp duty. penalty and reglstratlon

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

may be dismissed with costs

" 05. Basmg on the above pleadings the followmg |ssues have been settled
for trial :

. 1. Whether the plaintiff is entitled for speclflc performance of
’ 'the contract as prayed for ?

2. To what rellef ? _

7 Durlng the course of hearlng the followung addltlonal issues are framed
on 28-09-2016 '

1. Whether the sult agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998 is
" true, valld under law ?

2. Whether the plalntlﬂ's are ready and wming to perform their

 part of obllgation since the date of agreement of sale, dated
| 10-08-1998 ? |

l e
b

06. Durmg the course of trlal PW1 and PW2 were examined .and got
marked Ex Al to Ex.A6 on behalf of the plaintiffs. DW1 and DW2 were

examined and no documents were_marked onbehalf_ of th_e de_fendants.

dp, . oy
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07. Plaéintiffs'and. D2 ﬁled written arguments. Heard D1,
08. ADDITION AL ISSUE NO.1 :

Whether the suit agreement of sale, dated 10-08-1998 is true,
valid under |Iaw ?

The pIa|nt|ffs filed wrltten arguments and submltted that, D2 |
part|CIpated in the! publlc auctlon which was conducted on 11-06-1998 in
respect of Plot No. 27 from out Ac.07-99 % Cents situated in R S. No. 349/2 of
Darsl Town and Mandal on his behalf and on behalf of the plaintiffs and he
was declared as hlghest bldder in respect of the suit schedule property for a
- sale con5|deration of Rs.2,11 750/- and the auction .was conﬂrmed wde
proceedlngs dated 15-09 1998 issued by the Comm|SS|oner. Endowments
Department, Hyderabad under Ex.AL. Thereafter, D2 agreed to sellthe sul
schedule property to the 1% plaintiff for the same extent of consideration and
on recewung Rs. 97 000/- as advance, executed hand Ietter -cum- ‘sale
agreement on 10- 08-1998 ln favour of the 1= p|a|nt|ff under Ex A4 whereln
he agreed to’ execute regular sale deed only after gettlng patta in respect of
the suit schedule property in his favour from Dl Thereafter D2 falled to get
execute regular sale deed on obtalnlng a sale deed from Dl in pursuance of

the proceedlngs dated 16-11-2011 |ssued by the Commlssmner On the
| Iother hand, suppressmg Ex A4 sale agreement executed in favour of the
s plalntlff in collusmn WIth D2, is vehemently trylng to obtaln reglstered
| 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
PW1 was cross exgamined. at length by counsels for D1 and 02 on several _
_ ,occasnons. nothing ; Els ellclted from hum to dlsprove the auctlon conducted on.
11- 06-1998 and thle proceedlngs under Ex.Al lssued by the Commlssmner,
Endowments Department Hyderabad and the vaI|d|ty and genumeness of |
Ex. A4 agreement of sale, dated 10-08- 1998 ln the further chlef examlnatlon
of PW1 ExA5 and Ex. A6 rece|pts were marked and DZ e||C|ted a srmple

I
. suggestlon WIth regard- to Ex A5 and Ex. A6 and PW1 gave answer to that
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o ' e s‘uégestion wherein PWl ?dmitted‘that'Ex.AS;and Ex.A6.are at thp?' time of thé’
* auction transaction. 'PWZ? says that Ex.A{l agreement written. on a -stamped -
'paper' and according to the recitals of the same D2 agré'ed that he will-
: recelve the balance of sale consideration only after Govemment issued patta . .
in h|s favour and then only execute a regular sale deed in favour of the 1
plaintiff and the terms and conditlons of Ex.A4 agreement were dlctated by . -
'D2 and one Rachapudl 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
,_ 5|gnatures on Ex Ad agreement in thelr presence and recelved part of sale
onsuderatlon at Boddikurapadu Village. Nothing is elicited to disprove the
. eicecutlon of Ex.A4 in favour of the 1% plaintiff from the cross examination of
l’W2 and the receipt of the'advance of Rsf97.000/- on 10-08-1998 from the 1= |
o plaintiff by D2. . | ‘
’ He further submltted that durlng cross examination DW1 says that
) except the 1 plaintiff he does not know the other plaintiffs and he does not
. know whether the plalntiffs 2 and 3 are the brothers and the 4"‘ pIalntiff is the
- 5|ster of the 1“ plalntlff and by the time of auctlon so many bldders
part|C|pated He does not know some of the people fonned as a group and
purchased the property in the auctlon He does not know the plot number
wh|ch he purchased in the auction. and he does not know how many plots E
‘were auctioned _before :_auctionlng- his plot. He:. does not know- before .
-conducting the auction there is a list prepared by the temp'le'containlng'the '
names of the bidders in respect of the sult schedule property He demed toa
’ suggestlon that along with him the plalntiffs 1to 4 are also in the l|st and all '
of them jointly partICIpated in- the auctlon Durlng the- further Cross
| examination, DW1 says that “many bidders partrcrpated for auctlon for
separate plots He does not remember how many bidders particlpated for
the auctlon for hlS plot and the upset price |s fixed for h|s plot.” The bidders
glven thelr names before blddlng and the bidders did not partucrpate as
groups headed by leaders He does not know whether heis. |n the CO-jOlnt list

Wige H,
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'of Endowments anng wnth the plaintiffs He has no |I|-fee||ngs W|th the |

| .
attestors and the sicnbe of Ex A4 He denied a suggestion that he is I|able to o

execute regular sa e deed in favour of the 1st pIaintiff m pursuance of Ex A4 .

_ agreement So, |n V|ew of the ewdence of DW1 it |s very much clear that he' o

- ,partimpated in the.: auction conducted by D1 |n respect of the su1t schedule'-':-: o

:'property and he was decIared as h|ghest bldder on payment of sale'

-consnderation amount of Rsz 11 750/- and he pa|d the deposlt amount of

Rs 20 000/— under [ExA5 receipt and Iater he paid Rs 50 OOOI- under Ex A6-"'

'.'receipt If reaIIy iD2 did not partlc1pate |n the auction on behaIf of thej"

vaalntiffs on paymbnt of Rs 20 000/— under Ex A5 towards earnest money_'." )

'_dep05|t and Iater p|a|d Rs 50 000/- to pool up 1/3rd of the b|d amount under'-

o Ex A6 the sald recelpts mlght be in possessmn of DZ but the same were ﬁIedI.

R i LA P

and marked on behalf of the pIaintiffs |t is cIearIy reveaIs that the sa|d '

receipts were given to the 1St plalntlff at the tlme of executlon of Ex A4 D2"

has to take steps for sending Ex A4 to an handwritlngexpert for comparison .

. of his 5|gnatures qn Ex A4 with that of h|s admitted" 5|gnatures""

. h|s admltte_i'f.'signaitures avallable on vakalath written statement: and hls?:_ B
'dep05|t|on recorded as DW1 |n V|ew of Sectlon 69 of Indlan Ewdence Act '
' Though they are Iong after 14 years. the SIgnatures on the sald document':

. were tallied wnth the slgnatures on Ex A4 saIe agreement Therefore. the '

-:__Court is_'_- .

s competent to verlfy the S|gnatures of D2 |n Ex A4 saIe agreement. W|th that of" -

plaintiff has established h|s case and proved the executlon of Ex A4 sale , a

agreement dated 1i0 08-1998 by D2 in favour of the 1St pIaIntIff R
He further si!lbmltted that DZ having c1ted a decision reported |n'{- o

) S o
.-AIR 1983 Bombay %1-, argued that |n the absence of proof of death of thef'

_scrlbe of Ex A4':’and non-examination of the relatlves of the sald scribe to-= SRR

: prove the handwritingof Ex A4 the plaintiffs fa||ed to prove the executi _n'of N

: Ex A4 whereas thé pIaIntiffs submitted that the ﬁrst attestor of Ex A4 Ex A4 .

was examined as PW2 and m aII aspects he says that the executlon of Ex A4

- transaction was tooL place in h|s presence, 1St plalntiff 2'“’ attestor and D2 at " .'- o
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Boddlkurapadu ViIlage Examlnlng of one of the attestor of Ex A4 is. enough S

to prove the executlon of Ex A4 accordlng to Sectlon 68 of Indlan Evndence

! Act and as such if the scribe |s not examlned in case he dles, the relatives :

' .who knows the hand wr|t|ng and the signature of the scribe, iS not examined
’.’It cannot be sa|d that the execution of Ex.Al, is not proved. On the other
hand, DW1 himself admltted durmg his cross-examlnatlon that at Iast that
the- scribe of Ex.A4 died and he has no |II-feeI|ngs with the attestors or scrlbe |
' of Ex.A4. In such an event there is no fatal to the case of the plalntiffs in non-'
' examination of the reIat|ves of the deceased scribe of Ex.A4, saIe agreement

in provmg the execution of the said document. Even D2 cited a decisio‘n

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

establlshed the executlon of Ex A4 sale agreement

69. - 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 Indlan
- Evidence Act, ‘if a document is aIleged to be s:gned or to have been written
wholly or in part by any person, the srgnature or the hand wrltmg of SO much
of the document as is all_eged to in that persons hand wntrng mu_st be
- . proved in his hand writing’. The scribe of th‘e doCumentis a crucial witness
IWho alone can speak ab0ut the execution oi the document ; but-. there is no
--attempt from the plalntlffs to comply W|th the Section 67 of. |nd|an EVIdence
Act.. So, non- exammation of the scribe or the person knowrng the hand
. ,vwriting and 5|gnature of the scribe is a fataI to the case of the plamtlffs and
| l,he is relying on decision. reported in -AIR 1983 Bombay 1- Section 67 of .
- Indian Evidence Act, requnres the proof of the hand wnting or sngnature upon

.a. document Writer of‘a document requnred to depose to the truth of

contents of the document Thus, the suit document Ex.A4’ |s not proved by

“the plalntlffs

e — it ot o =



"10. 'fPIaint'i'f'fs" marked Ex.Al to - Ex.A6.

&

' Ex'Al,is -the proceedings in

" RC. No. M2/2259.98, dated 15-09- 1998 lssued by the Commnssnoner.

Endowments Department Andhra Pradesh Hyderabad Ex A2 is the certlﬁed

copy of regrstered sale deed dated 20 01-2012 executed by D1 |n favour of

. Sanlkommu Ramanjaneya Reddy and another Ex.A3 is the certlﬁed copy of

extract reglstered sale deed dated 19 01-2012 executed by D1 in favour of
Gadhamseti Venkateswarlu and another. -Ex.A4. ls the agreement of sale,

dated 10-08-1998 executed DZ in favour of the 1St pIa|nt|ff Ex A5 is the

recelpt dated 11-06 1998 for Rs.20 000/- passed by the Executive thcer of

D1l in favour of D2 Itowards depoS|t for partIC|pat|on in the auction. Ex.A6 is

the recelpt dated 01-07-1998 for Rs. 50 000/-, |ssued by the Executlve

Ofﬁcer of Dl in favdur of D2 towards deposit of 1/3"’ bld amount

11. As per the 'evide'nce of PWl, Ex.A4 is the agreement of sale, dated
10-08-1998 execute'd by D2 in favour of the 1% plaintiff. As per the recitals of
Ex A4 |t is executed by D2 in favour of the 1+ pIa|nt|ff statlng that D2

|
purchased Iand an EXtent of Ac. 0-38 % Cents under Plot No 27 beIonglng to

D1 temple and he agreed to sell the same to the 1% pIa|nt|ff for a
con5|derat|on of Rs 2, 11 750/- and recelved an advance of Rs .97, ,000/- and
he agreed to recelve the remalnlng balance of sale consnderatlon .after

obtalmng patta from Govemment for the agreement of sunt schedule'

property As per Ex.A4 D2 agreed to execute reglster sale deed after getting

patta from Governrrl\ent in respect of the su1t schedule property. So, it is the
contention of the plalntiffs' that DZ executed Ex.A4 in h|s favour On the
other hand, D2 cohtended that Ex A4 is forged one. and it |s fabncated |
document and the SIgnature |n Ex.A4 does not belong to h|m The 1st pIamtlff

says in chief examn[natlon that D2 part|c1pated in the auctlon conducted by
D1 temple and became hlghest bldder for a total conS|derat|on of
Rs. 2,11,750/- and he paid. Rs.70 000/— towards bld amount from out of. the
total'bid amount of Rs.2,11,750/-. D2 agreed to seIl the property to h|m and |
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executed Ex.A4. The Comm|55|oner Endowments Department Hyderabad
|ssued proceedlngs on 16- 11-2011 and taking advantage of the recitals of the
said proceedlngs, D2 with a malafide intention by suppressmg -Ex A4
_ greement of sale in coiiu5|on with D1 temple officials trying to get a regular

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

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 |etter -cum- agreern.ent -of sale, dated 10-08-1998 on a stamped paper
and according to the recitals of Ex.A4, D2 has agreed that he will receive the
".'balance of sale considerati_on o_nlyr after Govémment issued patta in his
' ’favou:r and th&en. execute regular sale deed in favour of the 1% plaintiff.“ One.
Rachapudi Venkata Subba Rao i’s‘the scribe of Ex.A4. He (EW2) is one of the

| attestors and one Shiaic .Nannessa is another at:testor of Ex.A4, D2
: ‘_ subscribed his sighature on Ex.A4 in their presence after receivin_g the_part of
| sale consideratlon at Boddlkurapadu Village In the cross examination; 'PW?-'
:.stated that he knows thel 1% plaintiff and D2 and he knows the contents of
Ex. A4 Ex.A4 is scribed atl the house of the scrlbe Survey Number is 27 and
:" the extent |s Ac. 0-38 Y% Cents Ex A4 stamped paper purchased by the 1%

;plaintiff He denled to alsuggestlon that Ex.A4 is not executed by D2 and'

: ._nothlng was happened inhis presence and Ex A4 |s created by the attestors

|

and the scrlbe o |

13 D2 examined as DW1. " In the chief examination he says that Ex.Ad4isa
-fabrlcated document. He never executed any such document in favour of the' _
1 plaintiff. Politically himself and the 1 plaintiff are enemies.. By t_he date -
: of;Ex.A4‘. sale has notvbee'n 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
: .o.biigat.ion to execute Ex.l%:_i as alieged.by the 1 plaintiff_. There is no privity

| I :
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" of contract between Him and the 1= plaintiff. “He has to obt_ain"sale*deed from
D1 temple and if re'ial'ly there was any agre.ement in between him é})&'the:';a N
plaintiff he has to i@obt’a\in sale deed from D1 temple in the name of the 1%
plaintiff. But, theré is no such understanding with the pla:intiffs'for him. In
his cross examlnatlpn he stated that he paid Rs 50 000/- after auctlon and he
deposited Rs.20 oob/- before auction. D1 temple issued receipts for the said
amount. He. demedi toa suggestlon that the amount under the said receipts
glven by the pIalntlffs He denied to a suggestlonv ‘that he rece|ved_ "
Rs.97,000/- under I%x.A4 and agreed to execute sale deed aﬂer g:ett_ing patta
from Government. :He also denied to a suggestion that he gave receipts for
Rs.20,000/- and for Rs.50,000/- under Ex. A5 and Ex.A6 to the 1= pIalntlff at
the time of Ex.A4, He has no |||-fee||ngs W|th the attestors or scrlbe of Ex A4

14, The contentidn of the 1¢ pIaintiff is that he proved"the execution of
" Ex.Ad by examlnlng hlmself as PW1 and PW2 and further the recelpts under
Ex.AS and Ex.A6 were issued and as there is recntal in Ex. A4 those recelpts
are glven to the 15‘ plaintiff. As per the cross examination of DW1 he paid
Rs.50,000/- ‘and deposnted Rs. 20 000/- for that D1 temple issued recelptsl
under Ex.A5 and Ex A6 to hlm But, it is not known as to why those recelpts

were in the hands of the 1= p|a|nt|ff Further, the recelpts number are
* mentioned in the bt?ttom line of'Ex.A4.

15. The learned :tounsel for D2 submitted that, the person who is relying
upon'a document r%'as to prove thé contents of it, execution of the doéument
~and genumeness of‘ the same So. it |s burden on the plalntlffs to prove the
execution of Ex.A4 agreement of sale,. but they falled to prove the same andv :

the present swt |s not malntalnable under law. He relied upon decision
i . .

reported in:
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.~- . . =2013 (5) ALD 22.. ]oseph John Peter Sandy v. Veronica Thomas
Ra]kumar. '

Where There Lordships held at para No.16 :
, o

“ In Thiruvengada Pillai v. Navaneethammal and andthef;
AIR 2008 SC 1541, this Court held that when the execution_
of an unregistere]d document put forth by the plaintiff was
denied .by‘ the defendan-ts, the ruling thet it was for the
"~ defendants to esitahli'sh that the document was forged or
v‘concdcted is not a sound proposition. The first :appelllate
- Court proceededton the basis that it is for .the party who
asserts something to pr'ove that "thing; and -_as' the
defendants _alleged that the agreement ‘was forged, it wes
fdr' them to proive it, But the ‘ﬁrst abpellate Court lost .
sight of the fact that the party who propounds the
_document will have to prove it. It was the plaintlff who
had come to. Court alleging that the first defendant had
executed an agreement of sale in hIS favour The defendant
. havmg denied It[ the burden was on the _plaintiff to, provel ,.
that the defendant had -executed the agreement and ‘not on
the defen.daht to"prove the hegative". | o
The plaintiffs has come to court alleging that Ex.A4 «is_executed by D2

in favour of the 1% pIaintiff and the defendants denied the aIIeged,execution _

of Ex.A4. So, the burdenl is on the plalntlffs to prove that Ex A4 is executed
{
: by D2 in favour of the 1% plalntlff ¢

16, | have gone throughf a decision reported in :

-AIR 1983 BOMBAY_ HIGH COURT 1-
Om Prakash Berila v. vUnit Trust of India.

:':,,l":iksj . . .o ‘:3:7':"" by
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Where His Lordshlp held at para No. 11

.

"' Section 67 of the Act requ:res the proof of the' |
handwrltlng or signature upon a document If by mere
productlon of the origlnai document for the lnspectlon of
the Courtl the truth of its contents was proved prlma facre, '
the requ:)’ement of proof of the handwrltlng and of the

signature ppon it would be almost superfiuous

So, the reqmrement U/Sec 67, that the srgnature and handwrltlng must
be proved. Here, the plaintiffs filed Ex.A4 said to be executed by D2 As per
the contention of the Iearned counsel for D2 scrlbe |s crucial W|tness and the
wrlter of a document required to depose the truth of contents of the
document. Therefdre, Ex. A4 is not proved by the plalntlffs Ex.A4 scribed by
one Rachapudi Subba Rao and the said scribe was not exarhined.

PIaintiffs submitted in their written argUments that the first attestor of
Ex.A4 examined as PW2 and in all aspects he says that the executlon of
'Ex.A4’ transactlon iwas 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 pnnciple of Iaw the
evidence of scrlbe bf any document cannot be treated as a wrtness and the
evidence of one of;theattestors is enough to prove the execution of Ex.A4
agreement of s'ale!according to Section 68 of Indian Evidence Act. So, it
cannot be said that‘: the execution of Ex.Ad not proved by the plaintiffs. It is
the contention of the plaintiffs’ that in the cross examination itself DW1
admitted that the scrlbe of Ex.A4 died. Though he denied h|s signature in
Ex.A4, he has not taken any steps to send the document to hand writing
expert to establish tihat'the'signature in Ex.A4 is not belonging to him.

17. At this sta'ge, 't_he learned 'cou'n's'el for 'Dzlreii'ed ugona decision reported
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. . in-2013 (5) ALD 22 (SC) joseph john Peter Sandy v. Veronica Thomas Rajmur - -
~+ and another, stating that 'the person who is relying on a document has to
prove the contents of |t executlon of document and genumeness of the
same'. So, It is burden on the plaintiffs to prove :he executlon-of Ex.A4
.agreement of sale, but they failed to prove the same and the present suit is
not maintainable under law. On the other hand, the leamed COunléeI for the
plamtiffs submltted that the declsmn is not apphcabte as the pIamtiffs have"
_ establlshed the executlon of Ex.A4 through the evndence of PW2,

Perused the decision reported in:

-2013 (5) ALD 22 (SC)- Joseph John Peter Sandy v. Veronica Thomas
Rajmur and another. ' _

. “Where'_Their Lordshlips held at para Nos_.16 to18:
“ “ In‘ Thiryvenl'gada -Pr'liai V. Navaneethammal and.'a’nother, :
AIR 2008 SC 1541, this Court heid that when the execution
of an ‘unregi'st_ered docurnent put forth by the piaintiff was
denled by -the".det'endants, the ruling thatl_it. was.for the
. defendants to establish that the document was forged or
concocted is ‘not a sound . proposition. The first appeliate
Court proceeded on the basis that‘it_ is for *he party who
L, ‘aseerts something to' prove that 'thihg;_ and-"as_ the
" defendants alleg'ed that the agreement was forged, it was
for them to prove it. - But the first appellate Court lost
srght of the fact that the party who propounds the '
"document WIII have to prove it. It was the. plaintiff who
had come to Court alleging that the -first ‘defendant had
. executed 'an agreement.af sale in his favour: The-.defendant
having denled .itt,‘ the burden was ‘on the plaintiff 'to prove_
that the defendgnt had executed the agreement and not on

“the defendant ttl) prove the- negatlve
“o¥
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In K Laxmana V. Thekkayll Padmlnl and others, AIR a
2009 SC 951 thIs Court heId that when there ,are :

':SUSpICIOUS' clrcumstances regardlng the executlon of the

) _.the satlsfactlon of the Court and only when such .‘
L Irespons:blﬂlty IS dlscharged the Court would accept thefi?

B WIII as genume E ven where there are no such pleas, but o

L c:rcumstan' 'es glve rlse to doubt It‘ is on the propounder tov -

consclence of '_ the Court ' Susp:c:ous,

;_’theibnus IS also on the propounder to explaln them to.; L ‘

_ umstances arlse due to several reasons such as w:th

_ regard to genumeness of the slgnature of the testator, the

condItIons of the testators mlnd‘ the” dlspositlons made m"—"" o

. .the WI// pelng unnaturaI, lmprobable or unfalr or there '

'."mlght be other lndlcatlons ln ‘the WI” to show that the :

testators mlnd was not free In such a case, the Court~

Vel

v wouldj-naturally expect that aII Iegltlmate susplclon should S

- :‘the Iast WI// of the testator L - o ._
o In KrIshna Mohan KuI @ Nam Charan KuI and another . '
.v Pratlma Malty and others, AIR 2003 SC 4351, lt wasv: 7
= heId that when fraud mIs-representatIon or undue lnﬂuence'r. -;'-
. 'Is aIIegedIby a party ln a suIt normaIIy, the burden is onl l
: him to n prove such fraud ' undue . ianuence o.f:l': '.
misrepresentation But when a person is on a flduclary'.

-_._"7 relatlonshilo w1th another and the latter Is ln a pos:tlon of,'

1

be compI' er removed before the document IS accepted as_f‘_'.', )

‘actlve corlrf:dence the burden of provIng the absence of R

: '-fraud misrepresentatlon or undue Inﬂuence is upon the.'

B 'person lni the dommatlng pos:tlon, he has to prove that

'there was’falr pIay m the transact/on and that the apparent '

v n e e e e w
LT T




is the real, in other words that the transaction is genuine
and bona fide. :In such a case the burden of proving the
'g_ood faith of the transaction is thrown upon the dominant

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

~ confidence”.

éo, when vt'h.e execfution- " of _registered- document -put for_th 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 executi_on of the
documents, it is burden orfi the plaintiffs to prove it.

l

- 18, The learned ccunstel for the’ plaintiffs’ submltted that the plalntlffs
proved the due EXECLtIOI'l of Ex. A4 On the other hand the leamed counsel '
- for D2 submltted that. if really D2 had partlcipated in the auction on behalf of -
| the plaintiffs, that aspect i:night have recited in the.agreement of sale. There
is no need to keep 'the Tecital silent in the document. Further the suit
-agreement of sale does not reveal the purpose of selllng the land to the
,1“ plaintiff by D2. If really. D2 was in reed of money he ought to. have
receive_‘ the amount from tvhe 1 plaintiff and intimate the same to D1 temple
. authorities about the contract arrived by both the parties and request D1 to
- execute the sale deed in favour of the 1St plaintiff after rece|V|ng balance of
sale consnderatlon from h|m The way that was selected by the 1St plaintlff by
way of obtaimng agreement of sale from D2 cannot be Iegally perrmSSIble
~ No tltle has been transferred |n favour of D2’ on the date of alleged
. agreement of sale. As per the terms of au-:tlon. the hlghest bidder can refer
his nominee ‘to whom- the sale d‘eed to ke e)cecuted If that is the facility
- available wuth D2 he need not execute th= agreement of sale in favour the
1= plaintiff or anybody else Here, the dispute is that the due executlon of
Ex A4 agreement of sale between both the parties and Ex. A4 is not executed
by D2. Wherein it is the {contentlon of the 1* plaintiff that, himself and the

.*«"'L".l * :

* l ;".;':. |
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other plaintiffs are ’co-jointe'rs and D2 participated .in_the'c'aution on their
behalf and they paid some amount and D2 declared as highest bidder for
Rs.2,11,750/-. O n the date of auction D2 on behalf of himself and the other
plaintiffs. paid Rs.20,000/- and later Rs. 50 ,000/- to D1 temple from out of the
bid amount of Rs.2,11,750 under receipts, dated 11-06-1998 and 01-07-1998
respectively. DW2 who Is examined on behalf of D1 temple. In his' cross
examination he staf‘ted that they used to register the ale deed to the highest

bidder in the auct on. He does not know about the co-jomters Wthh are

shown in Ex.A1, wl'lereas he admitted that D1 registered sale deed on 20-04-
2012 in favour of Sanikommu Ramanjaneya Reddy and Ravi China Kasi
Reddy. Sanlkommu Ramanjaneya Reddy' is highest bidder and Ravi Chlna
Kasi Redddy is co-jomter As per Ex. A1 the names of hlghest bldders and
names of co-jolnters are shown So, as per the evndence ‘of DW2 sale deeds
were executed in dhe names of highest bidders and co-jointers, If D2 paid
Rs.20 000/- and Rs; 50 ,000/- under Ex.A5 and Ex. A6 and the same were come
into the hands of the plamtlffs If Ex. A4 is not executed by Dz how Ex.A5 and

Ex. A6 receipts are |n possession of the' plalntlffs, it is not explalned by D2.

19, Another argurnents of D2 is that if D2 purchased the suit schedule
' property for Rs. 2 11 ,7150/- why he sold the same to the 1% plalntlff Here. we
have to see whether Ex. A4 agreement of sale is executed by D2 or not. The
evndence of PW1 Is | !supported by the evndence of PW2. It Is.an admitted fact
that D2 is the hlghést bidder and the- plamtlffs are shown as co-jointers Itis
also an admltted fact that D2 is the hlghest bidder and the auctlon conducted

~on 11 06 1998 DV*Z cross examlned by D2, whereln he stated that after the ‘

case is clear in the!court D1 addressed a Ietter to D2 to get a regular sale
deed‘for payment oL the sale con51deratlon Subsequently. the plalntlffs filed
the sunt In the cl"lef examination DW1 says that he has no neceSSIty to
' partncnpate in the auctlon on behalf of the plamtlffs and he has no obligation

to execute registered sale deed_ln favour of the 1= plalntlff as aIIeged in the
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pIalnt There is no prlvuty of contract with the pIalntuffs As per the reC|taIs of
Ex A4 itis, executed by D2 in. favour of the 1st plamtrff statlng that he agreed' "
. to. seII the plot No.27 in R S No 349/2 of Darsn it is Ac.0- 38 1/: Cents for »'

Rs 2 11 750/- and he received Rs. 97 000/— as advance from the 1= plalntlff

and the remaining sale con5|derat|on should be paid after he gettlng sale

| deed in his name from D1. . °

20 The Ieamed counsel for D2 submltted that, mere proof of 5|gnature of
executant not sufﬁcnent Person relylng upon =uch document must further

thereof He relied upon a decnswn reported in:

-2011 (3) ALD 774- Chodi Mahalalcshmi v. Koppada Sathlra]u and
another. ' :

Where His Lordship held at para No 11:
- It is al'so"useful to refer -ta the,"decis.ian reported in |
N.Ethirajulu v. K.R. Chinnikrishnan Chettiar, AIR 1975 Mad..
‘ 333. Therefore, lin view of the above decision. the approach
of the Iower Co‘urt in placmg the burden on the defendant' :
‘ by mere admrss:on of the signatures on Exs. A1 and A2 is
., not correct,andlthe party seeking speci.'fic performance has
to prove ’ the 't??r'ms of the contract, the content.'s-.of -the' .
- agreement and aleo the passing of the cons:deratlon
Ewdently, as per Iaw of ewdence, the burden is-on the : '
. person who farls 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 aIIe'ged, by th_e
'-_nlaintifﬁ " If there is an evidenc'e on the sidé of the.plaintiff
to probablisev th'e truthfulness of conterits, then the nlea 'of
the defendant hlas to be put juxtaposmm and the Court can
deCIde as ta whether the plea of the defendant IS true or-

not. In a su:t for spec:flc perfarmance .where a decree is

T}.‘_,}I-.!_- o ' R 5’-‘
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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 rlghtly contended by the Iearned

Counsel for the appellant the Iower Court has erred in
l holding that the s:gnature on Ex.sA1 and A2 of ﬂrst.
.defendant and her husband entltles to draw the lnference

of the exdcutlon is not correct *,
' 1

As per the decision, the parties in the specific pe'rformance of contract
know the terms ofithe 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 shiows that D2 has entered into agreement of-sale with the-

i plaintiff—--Furthér; the pl-aintiff-catedorically deposed about‘ the Edﬁt’éﬁt’s’;of '
Ex.A4 and PW2 also supported the evidence of PW1. Accordmgly. this issue is

. answered in favour of the pla|nt|ffs

21 ADDITIONAL !:SSUE NO2:

Whether the plalntlffs are neady and wllllng to perform their

part of obllgatldn slnce the date of agreement of sale, dated
10-08-1998 ?. : B

It is thé" contentlon of the plaintiffs’ that: Dz 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 D1 te_mple, the plamtlffs ‘are ‘not entitled to seek for specific
-performance of- cohtract of sale, dated 10-08 1998 sald to have been
executed by him m favour of the 1st plaintiff and the present suit is a
premature one. and also barred by limitation as the same .is filed beyond
three' years in _tlhe year 2012 from the date of Ex.A4' agreement. dated
10-08-1998 and he relied upon decisions reported in ;201-:? (4) ALD 245- and
-2013 (6) ALD 5}9 (bB) . As per the decisions, execution of the sa_Ie deed is




- . impossible

in ‘the 'ab§ence- -df-' permission: from .the ..Com_rnissioner,
Endowments Department::_and nd 'pridr in that behalf wae r‘nade'and without
' obtaining the clearance/permission under 'ULC - Act and IT! Act etc., the
_ vendor of the sale agreer:nent is not entitled to execute a regular sale deed in
‘favour of vendeelpurchaser and in those circumstances the sunt for specific
performance of contract of sale arising in-those matters were dismissed.
_ Hence; the decision not applic'able in view of the clear recntals in Column.
" Nos.7 and 8 of the particulare ‘ofb the highest bidders and the names qf'
co-jointers mentioned in Ex.Al prdceedings ‘and that the arguments
advanced on behalf of D2, is not hold good under law. He further submitted
I that no time ‘stipulated ftq_ar‘ performance of the contract' under Ex.A4 -and on
| the other hand, it isvc'learlly recited the execution of sale d'eed will be only
" after obtaining title deed by D2 from D1 templé in respect of the suit |
schedule property, the ca‘use- of action for the suit'iaros.e .only after obtaining
regular title deed by D2 from D1 temple. As per the 'proeeedings in
R. Dis. No.N2/15708/201t'),'dated 16-11-2011; directed the then Manager of
D1 temple to collect the balanlce of 2/3rd amount from the highest ‘hidders
with interest at the rate.of 18 % per annu_m from the date of cdnﬁrmatien

under Ex. A1 dated 15-09-1998 and régister the piots in'faveur of the hi:ghest
" 'bldders So, the cause of actlon for filing the suit will arose only after the
passing of the orders, dated 16- 11-2011 and the_present smt is filed in the -
year 2012 is within the period ‘of limitation accordmg to Art|cle 54 of Indian
Limitation Att and the d[aintifts did not cho:os_e to canvass,that the_pl_aintiffs
are not ready and Willing to perfdrm their part of contract nor ad'duced any
: -evidenc‘e'on his beh-alf except sirnply deposing that he is not liable to execute |
a reéular sale d'eed in favour of the '1." plaintiff in tenns ot Ex.A4 sale
agreement. There is no need to adduce any evidence to show that the
‘plalntlffs are ready and wﬂhng to perform their part of contract from the date
of Ex. A4 sale agreement |tse|f So, the present suit is filed in the year 2012

.whlch is wnthln the perlod of limitation under Article 54 of Indlan leltatlon
" ,; .l ped
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Act.

- 22, During cross examination 'DW2 ‘denied to a~'suggestion that the

1 plaintiff demanded D1 to register the. sale deed in his favor as per Ex.A4

- _agreement of sale1 but D1 refused it at the mstance of D2. In the cross

examination DW1 admltted that the Endowment Department mformed that
the case at Hon'blq High Court is cleared of and that pay the remalnlng sale
" consideration with mterest at the rate of 18 % per annum and- get regular
sale. deed He d|d not get regular sale deed In the chief’ examlnation DW1
says that he has no obligatlon to execute the reglstered sale deed |n favour
of the lst plalntlfé as alleged.in the plalnt As per the contents of the suit
agreement he has! to register the sale deed |n the name of the 1st upl‘alntiff
after obtalning sale deed from Govemment but he does not understand what
was the need of obtamlng sale deed from Government He has to obtain sale
deed from D1l temple and if really there was any contract of sale W|th the
plaintiffs, he has tOl obtalnlng sale deed from Dl temple in the name of the
plalntlffs Therefore', as per the contentlon of D2 he has not taken plea that
_ the 1%t plalntlff is not ready and wnlllng to perform h|s part of contract As per
the contentlon of lthe 1= plalntiff in the year 2011 the Commlssmner,
Endowments Department Hyderabad |ssued proceedings and the sult Is filed
in the year 2012 anp therefore, the suit is within tlme lt is suggested to PW1
by D2 that he has no r|ght to ask D2 about the registratlon of the plot as it
© was not reglstered in favour of him, PW1 denled the same So, as per Ex. A4
agreement of sale, iafter gettlng sale deed by D2 from D1 temple, he has to
execute regular salé deed in favour of the lst plaintiff Tiil now D2 has not |
- obtained sale- deed from D1 temple Therefore the question of ready: and
- willingness to obtalrl regular sale deed from DZ does not arise. The decisions
relying by D2 reportied in -2013 (4) ALD 245- and -2013 (6) ALD 579- are not
' appllcable to the facts of the: case on hand. In Ex.A4 it is clearly reclted that

the executlon of the sale deed wnll onIy after obtalnlng a title deed by D2
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from D1 temple in respect of the suit schedule property.
‘D2 relied upon a decision reported in : v _
-2013 (6) ALD 579 (DB)- Hotel Asrani Pvt. Ltd., Secunderahad v,
- Trilok Singh (dled) per LR and anothen |
' Where Thelr Lordshlps held

. He admitted that he dld not make any request to the _
defendants to comply with the condltlons as to obtaming of

‘certificates under uLc Act and IT Act etc. Even to find .
fault with the defendants, the plalntlff was under the
obligation to tcLII them that is ready with the ‘balance of .

_ sale cons:deration and they must perform their part of the

N
[

_ contract. \
| The readiness -and Willinpness on the. pa'rt of
the purchaser under an agreement of sale - is not a
phenomenon that is expected to ex:st jUSt on the date of
"f' ling of the suit or .on the date of depos:tion : ilts
: obligatlon to be ready with the balance sale cons:deratlon
'commences with the signing of contract and it is required
-_to be present tiII the contract is concluded "'Thouph it is
" not equivalent 1to state that he must demonstrate that he
"possessed of ad'equate means and was w:lllng to pay It to

¥ the other party,l both these important lngredients contained_ '
lln the Forms extracted. above, are thoroughly missing in the
- | instant case “. [l o
: In Ex.A4 there is no contentlon that D2 shall obtaln sale deed

- from Govemment Itis r}eated that after D1 executed sale deed in favour of

o Dz then the plaintiff can’get reglster the sale deed after payment of balance

L

!
of sale conS|derat|on So, the facts of the deC|Sl0n are not appllcable to the

e
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facts of this case.

23. Further, there is no pIea in the wrltten statement of D2 as per the
arguments of the lleamed ‘counsel for the plaintiffs' regardlng the readlness-
~and wﬂlmgness of the plaintiffs to perform their part'of contract and that

there is no obli.gati bn to adduce any 'do-cur;nentary evidence o'n behalf of the

plaintiffs to prove tnat they are always ready and willing to perform thelr part
of contract. Even though the 1st plalntlff submitted that the plaintiffs are
having Ianded propprtles no such problem will arise to deposit the balance of
sale consideration along with interest at the rate of 18 % per annum from the
date of Ex.Al proq!'eedi;ngs on the balance of .sale consideration within the
time stlpulated by thls court in the decree that may be granted DZ has not
'cross examlned PW1 that he has not performed h|s part of contract As per'
the recitals of Ex. A4 after getting sale deed in favour of D2 from D1 temple
~ then only D2 has to execute regular sale deed in favour of the lst plalntlff

As per the proceedllngs of Assnstant Commlssmner, Endowments Department

Ongole, dated 16- 11-2011 the Manager of D1 temple was granted permlssmn
to reglster sale dqeds in favour of the highest bldders on recelpt of the
balance amount wmh mterest 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 plaintiff is ready and'willing to perform his part. of contract.

24. |SSUENO.1:

Whether the plalntiﬁ is entltled for speclﬁc performance of
contract as prayey for ? :

The leamed cbunsel for the plamtlffs submltted that the suit is flled for
specuflc performance of contract of sale, dated 10 08 1998 dlrectmg the
defendants jomtly to execute and register a regular sale deed in favour of the
1st plamtlff conveying title over the sult schedule property in terms of Ex.A4

sale agreement, dated 10-08-1998 and in terms .of the proceedings, dated
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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

the 1st plaintiff after getting sale deed from D1. So, D2 is liable to execute

_regular sale deed and c.onvey title in respect 'of_ the suit schedule property in |

favour of the 1st plaintiff in terms of Ex.A4 only after D2 obtained regular
sale deed from D1. Though D1 contended that there is no privity_ of contract
between the plaintiffs and D1 and as such there is no obligation to execute

\register sale deed in favour of the 1st plaintiff as claimed by'hiro along With
D2 in terms of Ex.A4 sale agreement, except his oral evi_dence'no other
evidence has been adduced on behalf of D1. By virtue of Ex.Al proceedings

D1 is not.only liable to e_xecute 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 -AlR 1993 SC 2449-

|

..25. The learned couns‘el for D2 submltted 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%

plaintiff and execute regular'sale deed ih'his.fayour. So, unless and optil D2

obtain sale deed from D1 the plaintiff cannot enforce the alleged agreement

of sale and he cannot have cause of action against D2 and therefore the suit
- ..is premature and liable to beldismiss}ed. He -reIieo upon decisions reported in
-2013 (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 p|airitiff

must also prove his entitiement 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 I|m|tat|on in
ﬁlmg suut '

, : -
el . - R T
B
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26. Itisthe contentlon of the plaintiffs' that purchaser under agreement of

sale is entitled seek for specific performance on the basns of agreement of

: -.sale after- the ve}\dor acqwred tltle over the property sold under the

document by the vlandor Here, in the case on hand, D2 has not obtalned sale
deed from D1 temple and that the plaintlffs submltted that they filed the su1t

within three years from the date of proceedlngs, dated 16-11-2011 |ssued by

- the Commlssmner, Endowments and S0 the suit is within tlme | have gone

through a decusuon reported in:

-2012 (3) ALD 432- Kota Sivaram prasad V. Nagandla Veera
Brahmam-. P

- Where: H|s Lordshlp heId at para Nos:11 and'12:
”--The' staljting point of Iirnitati'on for ffling suits for specific
'performance is the date, on WhICh the party, who: is under
.obllgatlon to perform his part had refused to do so ‘under
Art/cle 54 vof the Schedule to the Act. In the absence of any
averment m the contract such demand is required to be
'. made befpre explry of. three years from- the .date of
agreement‘ Itis only when a stlpulatlon ex,wts to the effect

i
that the transaction can be concluded at a Iater pomt of o

time, that @ different approach be_comes- possible.

Even if the lst respondent can be said

to have, mdeed demanded Venkateswarlu to execute sale )

: 'deed aﬂ‘er| expiry. of three years, ‘suit ought to have been
r"led w:thlh three years ‘from the date of lnactlon on the
part of Venkateswarlu It is not necessary that refusal must

be spec:flc or in any partlcular form. If a demand was .




=)
made and nothing positive is forthcoming, refusal can’ be
: i | .
implied *. '

o *

et

It is the obllgatlon on the part of D2 to execute regular sale deed in ‘
favour of the 1st plalntlff after getting sale deed by D1 The proceedlngs of
the Endowments Commissioner, dated 16-11-2011 :s not disputed and the
| suit is filed in the year 2012 and' that It is within time. The learned counsel for

: the_'plyaintiffs also relied upon a decision reported in :

[}

=-AIR 1972 AP 178- Abdul Hakeem Khan vs. - Abdul Mannan
- Khadrl. g :

" Where Their Lordships held :
“ In the case, as the date fixed for performance' is after the
sale-deed in fat/our 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 agreement of -sale In . favour of Bharat Krlshl Co.
Ex. A-30, it w_as prowded that the par.tles' contemplated
_ completing theitransaction by the first rveek of September,
1950 and in case the vendors are, for any reason not able
. to complete the same on or before 10"' September, 1950 |
the vendor shall make over possess:on of the land etc
_lmmediately_ thereafter and time was cons:dered as the
essence' of the contract He therefore, argued that as
. ExA-1 provided that the transfer in favour of the plamtiff
should be completed at the time of the trancfer of lands in
favour of Bharat Krishi Co., reading the two agreements_
) together, lt w:ll‘appear that the tlme for perfarmance of the |
~ agreement in favour of the plaintiff would be 10”'

September, 1950 flxed and referred to in ExA-30 We are

T : '
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'not"‘inclined to agree with this contention.

it is no doubt true that under the agreement
Ex A-30 lt was contemplated that the transactlon shouid be:
‘campieted befare 10" September, 1950. But Ex.A-1 does _
not refer to that date, but states that the transfer in favour
of the pl(alntlff shouid be completed after the . Iands are
'transferred In favour of Sri Seetarama Rao and others, that
is Bharaté'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 w:thin three years from that date, ‘the

suit was rightly held to tbe within time by the trial court .

Further, he rélied upon a d:e“cision reporte'd in:
-2008 (5) | ALD" 571- '..G.Vera Brahmam v. Gopalapuram
Sammakka and ahothen B ' ' )

Where Their ﬂordships held at para No.11‘ :

" “ The lower Appellate Court ‘on the other hand, examined
'.the matter, in detall, not only w:th reference to the
relevant prov15mn of law but also the precedents on the "
- Issue. In her written statement the respondent raised a
specific plea of llmitatlon 'For one reason or the other, the
Trial Court dld not frame an Issue. |t must be remembered
that even where a plea of Iimitation is- not raised Section
3 of the :leltatlon Act casts a duty on the Court to
' 'examlne that questlon A serious lapse, that occurred in
the Trial Court was rectlf' ed by the lower Appellate Court
"'ExA-l is dated 24 1986 According to the appellant.
himself th]re balance cons:deratlon was to be paid w:thln

- one year The payments under Est 2 and A.3 are said to

* have been |made on 30.4.1990 and 30.11,1992, respectively.




., 31 <

_ e
The suit was filed on 31.3.1994 l.e. 8 years after the date
’ } . A S . " .
‘of Ex.A.1 came into exi;stence. On the face of it, it is barred
by limitation. Ex.A.2, even if it is taken as proved, did not

amodnt_ta acknowledgement, since it was made nearly four

years after Ex.A.1”.

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
jashbh‘ai Patel and others v. Shri Tirumala Vénkateswara Co-op. Housing

Society Ltd., Hyderabad and others.

The facts of the case are not applicable to the case on h_a'nd.

27. ltisthe c‘ontention of D2 that the suit is premature one. He relied upon

a decision reported in :

-2013 (4) ALD 245- N.P Nagraj'

_ v. 'Tirumala Tirupathi
Devasthanams, Tirupathi, Chittor District. ) o

';'Where His Ldrdship heid at para Nos.18 and 22 : |
“ If the appellants wanted to drive the» beneflt under
'_ clauses 8 and 9 ,of the agreements they were_ under
’ obllgatlon to wait tlll the completion of 25 years, w:thout
commlttlng any default as to payment of rents. The period
~ of 25 years was to explre in the year 2001. However, suits
| yvere filed in the year :1998 and 1999. If an agreement of
, sale stipulat'es time . or date, for-‘ completion of | eertain
_ formalities, any :s'uit, .ﬂled for specific perfor_mance thereof,
before the stipulated date, becomes
. premature and \thereby llable to be rejected. From a

perusal of the plalnt, in, its entirety it is ewdent that the

*
W [ TER
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appellants are aware that the execution of the sale deed

32

P 5

became iinpossible, in the absence of permission from the
Commlssioner af Endowments If they wanted to overcome.
that hurdlle the appellants ought to have made a prayer in
that behaif However the’ relief claimed in the plaint
proceeds ;as though, there is no Iegal impediment for
responden!t to execute sale deeds, and event is not taking ,.

‘place for inrant of u)lllingness on part'o.i,r respondent “.

The leamed dfoun'sel for the plaintiffs' relied upon decision _reported in:

-AIR 1979 ALLAHABAD 350- Bhagwan Das vs Smt. Chandra Kall.
Where His- Lordshlp held at para No.14:.-

* It may be that the wordings are not very happy but the
questlon arises as to what was meant by obtaining
permission. According to the case taken in the plaint it
-was agreéd to .between the .parties that the seller would
obtain per:mission from: the consoiidation authorities as also.
acduir_e 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-
-wrltten statement there was onIy a srmple denial and in
additional pleas nothing was said against it.” Essentiality in
the addltlonal pleas the very exrstence ‘of the agreement.

- -was denied The court Abelow ’l;as of the opinion“that" :
' ._because of Sectlon 92 of -the Evldence Act ‘the plaintiff-" "
appellant could not be aIIowed to give: ewdence 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 suieller would obtain the permlssion for making the
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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 r/vould, therefore, l_)e a case fuIIy _
‘covered by the decisiorr, in Motl Ram's case {sdpra). In
other words, it was an agreerhent by a sirdar to ‘execute
the sale'deed after acquirr'ng Bhumidhafi rights. Since the |
' Bhumidari .righs were actually ebtar'ned subsequently the -
benefit of the same would be -at/aila-t)te to tde- hlaintiff- _
apﬁellant 'inl vieur of Section 43 df the Transfer of Property
Act read with .S_I'ection 13 (a) of _the Specific Relief Act. The
| pIaint_iff-appeI»Iaht -w'as thus fully entitled to the .speciﬁc
performance of, the _. t:bntract.. However, Sir;_te tl;e court
below has not given any' ﬁnding as to whether defendar;te 2
~and 3 were bona f_i.d'e: purchasers for value without notice of
. the earlier ctontract by defendant" No.l in favour -of the :
; plamtlff for sale of this property, this matter would have to
: be referred back to the court below for a fresh flnd|ng.
' accordl_ng 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 .p_"urchaser is

entitled to file a suit for, specific performance on the basis of a contract of

-salev,_o_nly after acqu‘iring title 'o_ver the prqpert_y sold underﬁ;the- document by

the vendor. Here, the facts of the case are not applicable to the factai of the

case on hand. The contention of the plaintiffs’ is that D2 shall execute sale .

. -deed after getting sale deed from D1 temple in his favour, D2 also submitted -

_in his written arguments that he has no valid tltle to execute sale deed in

{

favour of the 1st - plamtlff As per the recitals of Ex.A4,-D2 has to execute

_sa!e deed in favourof the lst plaintiff after getting sale deed from D1 temple.

b REN ’ ’
: “‘.}”‘""‘-" i . . -

I
S
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So, unless Dz,,g"et sale deed in is favour-fr"om.. Dl""‘tem.pl'e he cannot execute |
regular sale deed i‘n favour 'of'the' 1st plaintiff. it is submitted by -the Iearned
counsel for-the plaintlffs at page No. 19 of his written arguments at Coloumn
No.2 that ' .Even accordrng to the recrtals of Ex. A-4 sale agreement the
2nd defendant is Jgreed to receive the balance of sale consrderation from
the 1st defendant and executed a regular sale deed in hlS favour only. aiter
he getting patta frpm Government ie. a sale deed in his favour from the
1st defendant and’ no time is stipulated for performance of the contract
accordrng to Sectiqn 55 of lndran Contract Act. In the absence of the time
stipulated rn Ex A-14 and on the other hand it is clearly recrted that the.
executlon of the sale deed wrll be only after obtalnlng a tltle deed by the
2nd defendant from the lst defendant rn respect of the p_Iaint schedule
property, the cause of actlon for the suit arose only after obtarnrng a regular
title deed by the 2'1" defendant from the 15‘ defendant '. | The sunt is ﬁled to
direct both D1 and: D2 jomtly execute sale deed in favour of the 1= plalntiff
| ‘conveylng tltle over the sunt schedule property in terms of hand Ietter cum
agreement of sale under Ex A4 dated 10 08- 1998 and in pursuance of- orders
_ of the Commlssioner Endowments, dated 16-11-2011 D1 is not at aII a
.party to Ex Ad and no way concemed to Ex A4 hand letter: cum agreement of
' saIe In view of the proceedings under Ex. A1 sale deed has to be executed
onIy in favour of the h|ghest bidders So, the 1= plaintiff is not entitled for the
_relief of speciﬁc pei'formance of contract basmg on Ex.A4 hand letter cum
agreement of sale as Dz has no vahd t|tIe to execute sale deed in favour of :
the 1% plamtiff uniebs D2 obtam saie deed from D1 temple S0, the suit is

premature Hence. thls issue is answered agamst the plaintiffs

|
30. Lss_eug_,g =

Tb what relleif ?
i

In the reSuIt.é?ult is dismissed WIthoUt.'costs_.

D.Ictated to the Persona ‘Asslstan't of'this court, corrected and pronounced by me.-ih' open .




court, this the 24* day of December, 2016. o !

R .

SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE,
c DARSI.
- I/ Appendix of evidence //
Witnesses examined
For PLAINTIFFS : ‘ .. For DEFENDANTS_: :
PW1 : V.Venkata Prasada Reddy - DWa1: P Sura Reddy. s
PW2: KSrlramulu o . DW2 A. Bala Bhaskar Reddy

Documents marked
For PLAINTIFFS :

Ex.Al : Proceedings in RC. N0.M2/2259.98, dated 15-09-1998 issued -
: by the Commissioner, Endowments Department, Andhra Pradesh,
. Hyderabad.
" Ex.A2 : Certified copy of reg|stered sale deed, dated 20-01-2012 executed

by the 1 defendant in favour of Samkommu Ramanjaneya Reddy
and another.

.. Ex.A3 : Certified copy of extract reglstered sale deed, dated 19-01-2012

executed by the 1* defendant in favour of Gadhamsetty
. . Venkateswarlu and another.

T Ex.A4 G 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 Executlve Officer of D1 temple

in favour of the 2™ defendant in respect of deposit in partlc1pat|on of
auction.

Ex.A6 . Receipt, dated 01-07-1998 issued by Executive Officer of D1 temple
' in favour of the 2" defendant in respect of 1/3rd amount deposited
by the 2™ defendant, dated 01- 07-1998
. For DEFENDANTS :
-~ =NIL-

Darsl.

e



IN THE COURT OF SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE ::: DARSI

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

Saturday, the 2_4‘h déy of ﬁete_mber,_ZO_lG
BETWEEN : - S o

1. Vedururl Venkata Prasada Reddy, S/0.Subba Reddy,
Hindu, aged 33 years, employee. L o
¥ .

2. Vedururl A"shb;} Reddy @ Venkata Reddy, S/0.Subba Reddy,

- Hindu, aged 31 years, Employee.

3. Vedururi Venkata Kotl Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy,
Hindu, aged 31 years: ", -~ =~~~ o

- 4. N.Venkata Sallaja, W/oVenkateswara Reddy, Hindu,
aged 35 years, hi use wife. . " R

All are residents| of Boddikurapadu Villate, Thallur Mandal
} _Prakasa_mDis;riét._- e e e e

i’ PLAINTIFFS -~
AND -

1.Srl Seéthiralﬁqswaihy Temple, represented by it's Manager,
Darsi Village and'Mandal, Prakasam District. C "

2. Polamreddy Sura Reddy, S/o.China Veera Reddy, Hindu; aged about 55
years, r/o.Boddikurapadu Village, Thallur Mandal, Prakasam District.” .
e "« DEFENDANTS

_ This ‘suit is filed for directing the deféndants jointly to execute and

register a regular sale deed in favour of the plaintiff No.1. conveying title over

the suit schedule property 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.1 in possession’ of the suit' schedule

property, and award costs of the suit. N

_ Cause of a,_ctton for the suit arose on 11-06-1998 when D2 was declared as
highest bidder in the sale of the suit schedule property in the public auction
conducted by D1 temple and the sale was ‘confirmed and on 10-08-1998 when D2
executed the suit hand letter cum agreement of sale. in favour the 1% plaintiff
agreeing to sell the spit schedule property and execute and register a sale deed in
his favour after obtaining sale deed in his favour from D1 and subsequently when D2
suppressing the suit agreement of sale, dated -10-08-1998 in collusion with the D1
temple officials, trying to obtain a sale deed in his favour, at Darsi Village and Town

where the suit schedgule property is situated which is within the jurisdiction of this
court. . o o ' . . Lo

VALUATION : Forf the purpose of court fee ‘and jurisdictio’n the suit is valued at
Rs.2,11,750/-, on which a court fee of Rs.4,626/-'Is paid U/Sec.39 of A.PC.F. and
S.V. Act. o : : '

Plaint presented on : 01-02-2012 and filed on ; 01-02-2012




This suit comlng on 13-12-2016 for final hearlng before me in the
. presence of Sri- V.Ramana 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 'evailable on record, and upon hearing ’the

arguments and having stood over for con5|derat|on, till this day this Court
doth order and decree;

i. “that the Suit be and the same is hereby dismissed;
ii. that the plaintiffs do bear their own costs of Rs.26,178-00 Ps. and D1 and
- D2 do bear their own costs of Rs.NIL (C.M. and F.C. not filed); '

(Plaint schedu'le herewith appended).

Given under my hand and the seal of the Court this the 24* day of
December, 2016. _ _ .

'SENIOR CIVIL jquE.
. . . - . o DA_RS'-
TABLE OF COSTS ’
T ' . FOR PLAINTIFFS  FOR DEFENDANTS
Stamp on vakalath.......... wei.  'Rs. 2-00. S
Stamp on plaint.......cccceeeennnnn 4,626-00 C.M. & F.C. not filed
., Stamp on process........... Leuee 150-00 : .
" ‘Advocate fee...... Ceerrrseasendees 21,200-00 NIL
. . Typing charges............ v 200-00 '
TOT‘ALlTIIIIIIIII. RS-26,178-00 :
" 5.CJ.

L

it
&

‘Note: The exhibited documents and-non-exhibited documents ‘'which are marked have to be taken
- back by the parties concemed with in the stipulated time with an undertaklng to produce the same

- as and when required by the Court.

T
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_ Prakasam District.

‘ S
. I | |
IN THE COURT OF THE VI ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE ::: MARKAPUR

Present: Sri T.Raja Venkatadri,
V1 Additional District Judge, Markapur.
-t - ' .
Tuesday, this the 28" day of March, 2023.
‘ .

APPEAL SUIT NO.12 of 2017

Between:

Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy S/o Subba Reddy, Hmdu, '
Aged 37 Years, Employee.

Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy,
Hindu, Aged 35 Years, Employee

Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy, Hmdu, Aged
35 Years, Housewife. -

N.Venkata Sailaja, W/o. Venkateswara Reddy, Hmdu, aged 39
Years, Housewife. \

All are residents- of Boddik‘}lrapadu Village, Thallur Mandal, ....Appellants/Plaintiff

Prakasam District. S.

AND

" Sri Seetharama Swamy Temple, Rep. By its Manager, Darsi

Village and Mandal, Prakasam District.

Polamreddy Sura Reddy S/0.China Veera Reddy, Hindu, Aged - -
about 55 Years, R/o Boddlkurapadu Vxllage, Thallur Mandal, ....Respondents/Defen
dants,

The present appeal preferred against the Decree and Judgment dated 24.12.2016 in

0S.No.12/2012 on the file of Senior le Judge’s Court, Darsi.

Between: S i
-Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy

. Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy.

1.

2
3.
4.

_ Prakasam District.

11

Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy.
N.Venkata Sailaja. '

All are residents of Boddikurapadu Village, Thallur Mandal,

«..Plaintiffs. -

l Vs,

.. Sri Seetharama Swamy Temple, Rep. by its Manager, Darsi

Village and Mandal, Prakasam District. _
Polamreddy Sura Reddy.. ° l , . e Defendants

}

t
This Appeal Suit coming on 30.01 2023 for final hearing before me in the presence of Sri

PBala Ranga Reddy, Learned Advocate for Appellants/plaintiffs and of Sri M.Sri Rami
Reddy, learned Advocate for Rupondent No.1/Defendant No. 1 and of Sri J.S.RKrishna



Sastry, Advocate for thr'.l Respondent No.2/Defendant no.2, upon heanng the Advocates on.
record, upon perusal of the judgment of the lower court, grounds of appeal, oral and documentary.

evidence and other matenal available on necord and havmg stood over for consrderatron till this
day, this Court delivered ﬂre following:-

1

y ~. JUDGMENT ,

1. This appeal is preferred by the Appellants/PlamtJﬂ's against the Decree’ and Judgment :
passed in O.S. 1212012 dt. 24 12.2016 on the file of Senior Crvrl Judge’s Court, Darsi, and prays
to set aside the same by allbwmg the appeal in favour of Appellants/Plaintiffs..

2. Appellants herern are the plamtrffs and Respondents herein are the defendants in the said-
suit. Hence, the parties herein, herein after, for sake of convenlence, will be referred to as
they were arrayed in the said suit as Plainliffs and Defendants .

4. Plaint presented ofi'0102.2012, Plaist filsd ‘on 01,03.3012, Teial Court Judgment -

pronounced on 24.12. 2016, and Memorandum of ‘Appeal was preferred on 20.02. 2017 and ﬁled
on 01.03.2017.

5. Case of the plaintiﬂ‘s in hrief is.a's follows' A .
Ongmally Dlis havmg an extent of Ac. 07 99 % cents of land in R. S No 349/2 and the
same was divided into 38 plots and put the same in public auction whrch was.-conducted
on11.06.1998 and from out of 38 plots D2 on behalf of the plamtrffs parucrpated in the public
-auction and declared as the highest bidder for the sale consideration of Rs.2,11,750/- for the
extent of Ac.0.38 % cents beanng plot No.27. The said auction was confirmed vide proceedings,
dt.15.09. 1998 apart from th other extent of properties for which the auctron was conducted on
the same day As per the broceedmgs, dt.15.09.1998 vide RC.No.M2/2259-96 issued by the
Commissioner, Endowrnents department, Hyderabad, according to Serial No 22, D2 was declared
as highest bidder for the extient of Ac.0-38 Y2 cents bearing Plot No.27 in S.No. 349/2 situated at
_ Darsi Town and Mandal, Prakasam District belonging to D1 and the plaintiffs are shown as Co-

Jomders accordmg to Column No 8 of the details fumrshed alongwith - the proceedings,
dt.15.09.1998. ; L _
14. On‘the date of the auction D2 on behalf of himself and the plaintiffs paid an amount of

'Rs.20,000-00 to D1 and later he paid an amount of Rs.50,000/- towards the bid amount out of

the total b1d amount of Rs 50 ,000/- towards the bid amount out of the total b1d amount of




[ 3
_ . . :

.Rs.2,11,750/- under'_ receipt, date!d 1.7.1998. Thus, D1 paid an amount of_Rs.-70,000(0 to_Dl- :
towards bid amount. Stxbset;uently, l)l having agreed to sell the suit schedule ._Which' was
purchased by hxm in the public allcuon conducted on11.06.1998 by D1 to the 1 plaintiff for the
sale consrderauon of Rs.2,11, 750/1- and recelved an amount of Rs. 97,000/- and executed a hand
" letter cum agreement of sale, dt.; 10 08. 1998 D2 agreed that he will receive the balance of sale-

* consideration only after Govemment issued patta in his favour and regrster a regular sale déed in -
' favour of the 1* plaintiffs. So, acc‘:ordmg to the hand letter cum agreement of sale dt.10.08.1998

‘D2 is liable to execute a registeréd sale deed in favour of 1* plaintiff on receipt of balance of
sale consideration from him only ‘fter obtaining a title deed by' from from D1 with regard to the
suit schedule property. " ‘l

14, - Though the highest bidcfers including D2 in the auction which'was-‘conducted on
11.06.1998 have made several e‘fforts to get the sale deeds from Dl and ﬁnally they have
obtained orders from ‘Hon’ble Hrgh Court in W.P.N0.5874 and 12504 of 1996 dt.01.10.2010 and
| as per the Orders the Commrssroner, Endowment Department, Hyderabad on recerpt of

recommendauons from the Assistant Commrssroner, Endowments Department Ongole accorded

permission to Dl to collect the balance of 2/3rd amount from the highest brdders as they pard

“1/3rd amount already, by collecung interest at the rate of 18% per annum from the date of -

conﬁrmatnon of the auctron held on 11.06.1998 ie., 15 .09.1998 and get register the plots in favour
' of the brdders through an order, dated 16 11. 2011 in R. D1s No. N2/15708/2010.
I4, D2 havmg agreed to sell the suit schedule property which was purchased by h1m on lus
behalf and on behalf the plamtrffs in the public auction, dt. ll 06.1998 coriducted by D1, to the ls‘
+ plaintiff and executed-hand letter cum agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998 afteri recervmg an amount |
. of Rs. 97 000/- from the 1% plarntrff surpnsmgly D2 u'ymg to obtain the regular sale deed in
' respect of the suit schedule property in collusion with D1 ofﬁcrals in his favour, though the
plaintiffs are shown as co-jointers.f D2 is highest bidder accordlng to Colum_n_'Nos.'l and 8 ot;_ the
details l’umished along: with the prloceeding_s, dt.15.09.1998. D2 or the plaintiff Nos.2 to 4 are not
‘entitled to geta 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



ob]ecnon to geta regular sale deed by * plamttﬁ' Jomtly from the defendants conveymg trtle

over the suit schedule property in favour of the * plarnuff on payment of the balance of bid

H

* amount of Rs.1,41,750/- after deduction the amount of Rs.70,000/- which was patd under recetpts

dated 11.06,1998 and 01 07 1998 to d1 by D2 on his beha.lf and on behalf of the plamttﬂ's

14. The 1* plaintiff i 1s. always ready and willing to pay the balance of sale consrderatton

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 sutce Dl did not choose to come forward to execute regular sale deeds in

favour of the hrghest brdders aceordmg to the proceedmgs inRC No.N2/2259/96 dt. 15 09 1998
till the proceedings in RDIS No. N2IlS708/2010 dt. 16.11.2011 issued by the Commtssroner,

Endowments Department, Hyderabad Soon after the proceedings, dt 16 ll 2011 though the 1“ .

plamhff demanded D2 to execute a regular sale deed is to be reglstered in his favour by Dl on
recelpt of the balance of the bid amount with mterest, D2 giving evasive replies and postpomng

to perform the hand letter dum agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998 and on the other hand 1t is leamt

that taking advantage of lthe recrtals of the proeeedmgs dt. 16 11.2011. D2 w1th a malaﬁde, '

. intention by suppressmg tbe and letter cum agreement of sale, dt 10.08.1998 in collusron w1th

L]

temple ofﬁclals trymg to get a regular sale deed in lns favour in respect of the suit schedule
property. Hence, the suit.

14." DI filed wntten statement denying the allegatrons of the plamt It is adnutted that D2 1s

the highest bidder for the sutt schedule 1e plot No 27 in the auctton was conﬁrmed by the

Commrsstoner, Endowments Hyderabad.D2 paid Rs.70,000/- to Dl DI submttted that there is

no necesstty to D1 to collude with D2, D1 is obhged to execute sale deed in favour of D2 only -

provrded he pays the balande of bid amount thh 18% per annum mterest get the sale deed either

in his name or in his name alongwrth hJS nominees numbenng not more than five in all prov1ded
e fulfills as per the temts :and conditions of the auctton D1 has to act at the chorce of D2 only
so far as the executlon of the sale deed is concerned The suit is very speculatlve and premature in
nature. The plamt averments and recitals in the alleged hand letter cum sale agreement shall come
into picture ‘and play only after D2 obtained sale deed from D1. D2 hrmself has not denved any

right or title in the suit schedule property by the date of the alleged hand letter cum sale




o
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. agreement and it is nuil and Void and faeeless and lSt plaintiff duves no any scintilla of nghts _

whatsoever by virtue of such an invalid agreement which is nonest in law So, itis unenforceable
. b .
and dead horse : i

14, D2 filed written statement denying the allegauons of the plaint and submitted that D2 i is
not aware that in Column No.8 the plainuffs were shown a3 co;omders in the proceedings of D1.
He paid an amount of Rs.70, 000/- under due receipt infavour of- D1 in terms of the auction _
proceedmgs held on 11.0-6.1998 and it is his own money. Neither the plamttffs nor anybody else
" contributed any amount, so if at all any document with D1 showing the plaintiffs as co-Jomders
that is not at all binding on D2 and those proceedmgs will not affect the. nghts of D2. Even
accordmg to the pleadmgs of the plamtiffs there is no rec.tals 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 D1 as per the auction
proceedings, dt.11 06 1998 and thus the plea of the plamtiffs as co Jomders will not stand The
plamtiffs are notlung to do w1th the auction proceedings conducted by D1 under which D2
- became the highest bidder in respect of the suit schedule property. D2 has no necessrty to sell the
Slllt schedule property either in favour of the plainttffs 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 eontair-.ed in the agreement is not that of D2 -
smce it 1s forgery D2 became hrghest brdder of the suit schedule property for an amount of
: Rs 2,11 750/- in the public auction coiiducted on :11.06. 1998 and he paid an amount of
_> Rs.70,000/- in favour of Dl as oln the date of conﬁrmat:on of sale. It is the contention of the
plainuff that they have purchaséd the suit schedule property from D2 for an amount of
“Rs 2,11 75(M— which is equal to the highest bld amount in respect of the suit schedule property.
3 Selhng 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 D1. There is no privity of contract -
in between D1 and the plaintiffs. "l“he plaintiffs did not partieipate in'the auction proceedings or
they dld not contnbute any amounlt paid by D2 in favour of D1. Even as on the date of alleged

agreement of sale, the sale was not conﬁrmed in favour of D2 and s0 he had no nght to alienate

the suit schedule property as on the date of the suit schedule property either in favour of the
. {
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plaintiffs or in favour of anybody else at any point of time. The allegatlons m the olaint that onv :

6

the date of auction D2 patd an amount of Rs 20,000/- and later an amount of Rs.50 000/- out of
the bid amount of Rs 2, 1117501- under receipt, dt.1 1 1998 in favour of D1 by D2 and on behalf of
the plaintiffs, is nothing but absolutely false. Passmg of consideration of Rs. 97 000/- as eamnest _
amount, does not anse anid the said allegation is nothing but absolute false. The scnbe and the

attestors of the alleged agreement of sale, dt. 10 08.1998 are no other than the henchmen of the l"

plaintiff and it was fabncated with their assistance. Plamnffs ﬁled the suit for unlawful gam w1th
an unholy intention to cause loss and trouble to D2 on account of political factrons in the vrllage
and also exrstmg drsputes1 The allegations in the plaint that the plaintiffs are always ready and
wﬂlmg to pay the balance nf sale consrderatlon to D2in terms of the alleged hand letter cum sale
agreement dt.10.8. 1998 and the same is not pard smce 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 alleged agreement of sale is relied upon by the plainitiffs, is madmrssxble under law for want

a~

of stamp duty, penalty and reglstranon There is no cause of actlon for the suit. Hence, prays the

- courtto drslmss the su1t w1th costs. ' *

14.  Basing on the pleaﬂmgs, the trial court framed the followmg issues and also addmonal
issues. : .

L. Whether the -plaintiff is entitled for specrfic performance of the
_ contract as prayed for?

+ 2.+ Whether the'suit agreement of sale dt 10 08. 1998 is true, vahd
under the law? !

3. * Whether the plamtrffs are ready and w1llmg to perform their part of
obhgauon since the date of agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998? 4, To what relief?

14, To prove the case, On behalf of the plamtrffs PW1 and PW2 were exammed, got marked

. Ex Al to Ex A6. On behalf of the defendants DWl & DW2 were exammed and no documents

'

were marked on their behalf

" 14, ExAl is Proceedmgs in RCNOM2/2259 98 dated 15 09 1998  issued by the

] Comrmssroner. Endowments Department, Andhra Pradesh Hyderabad Ex. A2 is Certified copy

of Registered sale deed, dtj,20 01 2012 executed by the 1¥ defendant in favour of Sanikommu

‘Ramanjaneya Reddy and .ganother. Ex.A3 is certified copy of extract registered sale deed,

-dt.19.01.2012 executed by the 1 defendant- in favour of Gadhamsetty ‘Venkateswarlu and .~




¢

96

i

| 7
\.

l another. EJ_&.A4 is Agréement of sa;le dt.10.08.1998 executed by the 2" defendant in favour of the

1¥ plaintiff. Ex.AS is Receipt, dt.1l.66.1998 issued by Executive Ofﬁcef of D1 temple in favour

of the 2™ defendant in respect of (%e'posit in participation of auction. Ex.A6 is Receipt, dt.1.7.1998

issued by Executive Officer of d1 templo infavour of the 2™ defendant in respect of 1/3rd amount

: . |
deposited by the 2™ defendant, dt.1.7.1998.

.

_ 14. - After full pledgéd trial, the trial court dismissed the suit without costs. Hence, aggrieved

by the Decree and Judgment dt.24.12.2016 passed in 0.5.12/2012, the plaintiffs herein preferred

this Appeal, with the following grbunds that; .
. . i

“d)

i)

)

‘(V).

@

The Judgment land decree of the court below are cpntrary' to Law, weight of

" evidence and pf\bb_abilities of the suit. :

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/1st

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

he obtained the Sale deed from the 1 Respondent Temple.-

The trial court while holding that Ex.A4 suit agreement of sale dt.10.08.1998 is
true and valid under law and the 2™ respondent by giving Ex.AS5 nad Ex.A6
receipts has entered the same with 1% appellant on additional issue no.1 and by
holding that the appellants are always ready and willing to perform their part
of cotnract and the cause of ction for the suit arose from 16.11.2011 when the

 Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department, Ongole, issued

- proceedings to the Manager of the 1* Respondent Temple to register the Sale
Deeds in favour of the highest bidders on Additional Issue no.2, but = -
~ erroneously held that the suit for specific performance basing to the Ex.A4.

Agreement of Sale cum Hand letter is permature as the 2™ respondent has not

- obtained a regular sale déed in his favour from the- 1 respondent Temple and

unless the 2°° respondent obtained sale deed from 1% respondent temple the -
appellants are not entitled for the relief of specific performance of Ex.a4
agreement of sale cum hand letter. o ST

The trial court failed to consider the provisions of Sec.13(1)(b)(d) of the
Specific Relief Act and a finding with regard to the’ applicability of the
decisions in AIR 1972 AP 178 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" Respondenthasno .
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 1" Respondent temple instead of
contending that there is no privity of contract between the Appellants and ™
Respondent and no- obligation to execute a register sale deed ought to have
execute a register sale deed conveying title over the plaint schedule property
alongwith 2 respondent jointly in favour of the 1% Appellant in case the trial

court holds that the 2 respondent executed Ex.A4 sale agreement cum hand
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'letter as it executed the sale deeds already in favour of the hrghest bldders

.. alongwith the joinders in terms of Ex.Al proceedings, dt.15.09.1998 under o
" Ex.A2 dnd Ex.A3 etc.

(vi) The tnal .court mstead “of drsxmssmg the suit on amvmg an erroneous
conclusion that the suit is premature ought to hve granted a decree for specific
performance of Ex.A4 sale ° agreement cum hand letter of directing both the
respond-ts jointly 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 heanng of

appeal, the appellantslplamuffs sought mterference in the Decree and Judgment of the trial court
in OS.No.12/2012 dated 24 12. 2016 and to set aside the same by allowing the appeal
14. Heard both sides, besrdes wntten arguments filed by Appellanthlmntlffs and Defendants
- The counsel for the Appellants/lenuffs subrmtted the followmg citations’ alongwrth the '
written arguments. ' ‘ ‘
Seeram Ttrapaﬂtahmm (died) per L.Rs and others v, N.Nageswara Rao and others,
2019 3) ALD 75 wherem it was held that Spectﬁc Relzef Act, 1963 Sec.9 — Suit for Spec:ﬁc
Pen"ormance of agreement to sell Cannot be sald to do premature merely because it was filed
before expny of three months ﬁxed for pen‘ormam:e, when as per the terms of ExAI agreement
dr21, 06 1 985 plarnu_ﬂr agreed to provzde amount for drscharge of mongage debt due to defendant
- 7 before 10 07. 1985 but‘ even before satd date arrived, defendant no. 1 executed sale deed in
Javour of de_fendant no. 7 on 2 7 1985 contrary to terms qf Ex.AI And on commg to know of the _
same, plarnt‘tﬁr tssued notrce and later ﬁled Suit aﬁ'er necerwng a lmgrous reply under Ex.A4 -
Contention that surt is premhture, accordtngly, rejected as mtsconcewed and untenable _
Balwantsingh Appellant V. quaram, Respondent in First Appeal NO.191 of 1973
dt.29 07.1974, reported in AIR 1975 Rmasthan 72, wherem it was held that Contract Act

Sec.32 — Contmgent contract Agreement to sell land — Vendor agreelng to pay Govemment'

dues and obtam necessary Sanad Contract is not cormngent -Vendee enntled to- speczﬁc

pen‘ormance._ : . _ .
Rojasara anjibhai Dahyabhai v. Jani Narottamdas Lallubhai (dead by L.Rs) and
another, in AIR 1986 Supreme Court 1912, wherein it was held that; Specific Relief Act -

Sec.13 - Agreement for sale of land - Obtammg of permrsszon of authonttes 10 use tt as village



~sife a precondttion for execution: of sale deed — Contract held not contingent but specifically

enforceable — Supt for specific perform acne filed within 3 years after obtaining permission — Not

barred by limitation. .

Laxman 'l‘atyaba Kankate and Another v Smt Taramatn lumshchandra Dhatrak,

AIR 2010 Supreme Court 3025, " where in it was held that “Bar o sale under

'Re-settlement Act also disappears once permission of Government is obtained - Sec.13 and 20

also protecting right of plaintiff — Decree passed for specific performance cannot, the’refore, be

: faulted. ”

B. L.Naraslmha Rao v. Vatti Venkata Ranga Pardhasaradhz and others, reported in 2021
(6) ALD 528 (AP)-- | )

. The scheme of the Act is that the Endowments Thbunal constttuted under Sec 1 62 of the
1 987 Act is the Tribunal whzch would resolve disputes arising under this Act however the power

of the Tribunal to decide disputes is restncted to the disputes set out in Sec.87 of the ‘Act and such

: 'other prov:szons, such as Sectzons 83 and 84 of the 1 987 Act. Sec 1 51 clearly shows that the Bar

agatnst proceedings bemg initiated before any other forum is restncted to those legal

proceedings or disputes for which, a provision is made under 1987 Act, Consequently. all

. disputes or issues for which there is no dtspute nesolutton mechamsm under thts Act can be

raised before the Civil Courts or such other appropnate forum as may be found by the aggrteved

person. ‘ - '
} .

Ms.Shivaki Enterpnses 1 Smt.Godawan (deceased) Thr. L.Rs and others reported in

B AIR 2022 Supreme Court 4388, ,

it was held in that hawng accepted agreement to sell and recnpt of earnest amount, .

defendants could not be permitted to take a 'stand on one hand that suit could not be filed before :

. ITC Certificate was obtained and révenue records were corrected-and on other that they were '

entitled to alienate the suit pr_operty — Decree of suit in favour of plaintiff, proper.
!
l -
°8 ‘l ’
o - e -, n.f:' =

12. Now, the followmg pomts will arise for detemnnatxon of this Appellate Court

- ‘-,‘5 ""'
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1. Whether the plaintiffs are entitled for specrﬁc performance of the
contract as prayed for? :

l

2, Whether theasurt agreement of sale, dt 10.08.1998 is true, valrd
under the law? _

3. Whether the plaintiffs are ready and willing to perform therr part of oblrgatron
since the date of agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998? .

4. Whether the trial court has passed the Judgment erroneously with any nregulantles
or illegally and if so, whether this court: mterference is required or not?

5. To what relief?

13.  PointNo2:

Whether the suit agreement of sale, dt.10.08.1998 is true, valid .
‘under the law? :

Before answering the point no, l itis necessary to answer the pomt no.2 and 3 and henoe
pomt no. 2 is herewith drstmssed as follows | - _ . h

I perused the evidence of PWl PWZ DW1 and DW2 and Ex Al to Ex A6 On perusal of | .
the evidence of PW1, it reveals that as per the evrdence of PWl Ex A4 is the agreement of sale, |
dt 11.08.1998 executed by D2 in favour of 1¥ plamtrff But the recrtals of Ex A4 rt was executed.
by D2 in favour of plamtlff no. 1 statmg that D2 purchased land to an extnet of of Ac 0 38 '/z cents
under plot no. 27 helongrng to D1 temple and he agreed to sell the same to plamuff no. 1 for a
- ‘consideration of Rs. 2,11 750/- a.nd recerved an advance of Rs.97,000/- and he agreed to recerve‘
the remaining balance of isale consrderatron, after ohtalmng patta from Government for the
agreement of suit schedule |property As per Ex A4, D2 agreed to execute regrster sale deed aﬂer.
gettmg patta from Govemment in respect of the suit schedule property But the contentron of the

plaintiffs is that D2 executed Ex.A4in his favour. On the other hand D2 contended that Ex.A4 is

- forged one- and it is fabncatled document and the srgnature in Ex A4 does not belongs to hrm l“

plamtlff also deposed in h1s evrdence that D2 parucrpated in the auctron conducted by Dl temple
and becamie hrghest brdder for a total consideration of Rs 2, ll 750/- and he pard Rs 70 000/-
towards brd amount from out of the total bid amount of Rs 2 11 750/- D2 agreed to sell the

property to him and exehuted Ex.A4 and now takmg the advantageof the recrtals of the
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proceedings of the Commissioner, Endowments Department, Hyderabad dt.16.11.2011, the

defendant no. 2 with malafide mten‘tron by suppressing Ex.A4 agreement of sale in collusion with
D1 temple officials trying to get a regular sale deed in his favour in respect of the suit schedule

property In order to execute the execution of Ex A4, the evxdence of attestor of Ex.A4 who is

: exammed as PW2 is very much cruclal On perusal of evidence of PW2, he deposed that-D2

executed the hand letter cum agreTmelt of sale dt.10.08. 1998 on a stamped paper and accordmg '

to the recitals of Ex.A4, he agreed that he will receive the balance of sale consideration only after

Government issued patta in his favllour and then execute regular sale deed in favour of the plaintiff

_ no.1. One Rachapudi Venkata Sub;ba Rao is the scribe of Ex.A4. PW2 is only one of the attestor

14. On the other hand, on perusal of the evrdence of DW2 who is exammed as DW1, deposed

and one Shaik Nannessa is anothtjer 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 1* 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 % cents. The stamped paper covered under Ex.A4 was
purchased by plarnuff no.2. '

7

that Ex Ad was fabncated one, he never executed ExA4 in favour of plarntrff no. l Further :

deposed that polmcally hrmself and plmntrﬁ no.1 are enemies. Further deposed that by the date of

execuuon of Ex.A4, the sale was’ not conﬁrmed in his favour and no right acqurred by him to

convey the smt schedule property to others.

e

- l4.' On perusal of the evidence of PWl PW2 and DW1 wrth Ex A4 it reveals that by the. date

4

of executron of Ex.A4, D2 who is alleged to have heen executed Ex.A4 was not have auy rlght

-over the schedule property and that ‘nght would be fallen on to vthe_defendant no-.2

whenever the Defendant no.1 has executed registered sale deed in favour of D2 who ls '

alleged to have been beeome a ‘highest bidder and after obtalnlng the balance of sale

conslderation only. As per evrdence of DWl who is D2 herem, he has.to obta.m sale deed from :
: Dl temple in lus name and then only he has a right to execute sale deed in favour of plaintiff

no. 1, 1f he really entered into agreement wrth plamtrﬂ" no.l under Ex A4 But the plamtlff no.l is

e r}-z‘,a," . P
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‘ no where proved that D2 has participated in the auction on his (Plaintiﬂ’ no. 1) behalf and '
paid the arnounts to the p1 by D2 ¢ on hehalf of plaintiff no.l and if really D2 had parttcrpated -

- in the sard auctron on behalf of plarnuff why the plamtrﬁ' no.l was' agam seelnng rehef of” i

obtarmng the sale deed 'from D2 on obtammg the same from Dl Further m hrs cross .
exammauon he deposed that he deposrted Rs 20 000/- before auctlon Dl temple 1ssued recerpts_- o
for the saxd amount The cl:ontenuon of Plamuff no 1 is that he proved the execuuon of Ex A4 by- S '

: _- exammmg hrmself as PW]I and PW2 and further the recerpts under Ex AS and Ex 'A6 were rssued'_ .

and there rs a recrtal in Ex A4 that those recerpts are grven to the plamuff no. 1.‘- But, dunng thel s

cross exammauon of DWl he pard Rs. 50 000/- and deposrted Rs 20, 000/- for that Dl temple',' L ‘

rssued recerpts under Ex A5 and Ex A6 to h1m But, there is no proper explanatlon as to why_-_

thm recelpts were in the hands of 1"t plamtiff Further a person who averred or rehed on any
. |

: document, such person must prove the contents of such document about 1ts genulmty and it 1s the T

: burdu on- the plamuffs hercm to prove the executron of Ex A4 agreement of sale by D2IDW1 -

. Accordmgly, the plamtrffs are under obhgatron to prove the same but they falled to prove the -

-
A

-.“-"““ﬁonofEx.A4bythedefendantno.ynw1 Lo

‘ 1'4.. ’I'hough the leamed counsel for the plamtlffs subnutted the above crtauons are not-'.'"

apphcable to the case on my hand Further, when the execuuon of Ex A4 was put forth by the__ '

' appellants/plamuffs, and as the same was demed by the defendants then 1t is the burden on the o

plamuﬂ's to prove about the execuuon of the documents ie., Ex A4 as the defendants demed the o |

'execuuon of the document, 1t is burden on the plamtlffs to prove 1t Further. the counsel for the

’DWl/D2 argued that 1f the Defendant no. 2 had parucrpated in’ the aucuon on behalf of the

plamuffs rt mrght have wntten m the agreement of sale As well as the suit agreement of sale "

does not reveal the pu of selling the land to the 1" plaintrﬂ’ hy D2 If really, D2 was in -

temple authonues about the contract amved by both the partres and request Dl to execute the-.. o

sale deed in’ favour of plalnnff no 1 after recervmg balance of sale conslderatron from hrm :
Further no title has been ‘transferred in t‘avour of D2 on the date ot’ alleged agreement ot"

| sale As per the terms of aut‘:uon the hlghest brdder can refer hrs nommee to whom the sale deed '
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fto be executed, the D2 has not referred any names muchless the plamtrff no.l. But, the D2 is

declared as highest bidder in that auction for Rs 2,11,750/-. On perusal of the evidence of DW2 )

- who is D1 temple deposed in his éross examination that they used to reglster the sale deed to the
- t
l‘_hrghest bxdder in the auctron He does not know about the co-_]omters which are shown in Ex.Al,

' -lwhereas he admmed that D1 reglstered sale deed.on 20.04.2012 in favour of Sanikommu

Ramanjaneya Reddy and Rav1 Ch:na Kas1 Reddy, Sanikommu Ramanjaneya Reddy is hrghest

~ bidder and Ravi China Kasi Reddy are cojoinder. As per Ex.Al the names of hlghest bidders and

names of cojoinders are shown.

14, Further, it is an admitted falct that the D2 is the highest bidder and the plamnffs are shown '

i
as oo—jo_inders. It is also an admitted fact that D2 is the highest bidder and the auction conducted .

‘onil 06 1998 DW?2 cross exarnined by D2 and during cross examination he dephsed tllat-after
case is clear in the court, D1 addressed a letter to D2 to get a regular sale deed for payment of the
 sale consideration. Subsequently, the plamuffs filed the su1t In the chief examxnanon DW1/D2
: says that he has no necessity to partlcrpate in the auction on behalf of the plamnffs and he has no
. obligation to execute registered sale deed in favour of the plamtrff no. 1 and there is no pnvxty of

contract with plaintiffs. On perusal of Ex A4, whlch shows that it is executed by D2 in favour of

plamnff no.1 stating that he agreed to sell the plot no. 27 in RS No 349/2 of Darsr which is

" Ac.0.38 %2 cents for Rs.2,11, 750/- and he recerved Rs.97, 000/- as advanee from the 1% plamtxfl:' :

and the remarmng the sale consrderauon should be paid after he getting sale deed in h1s name
: from Dl In this aspect, the plamtrffs no where proved that whether the D2 has paruclpated in
auction for plot no.27. alongw1th f;)r the plots alleged by the plamnﬁ"s and why D2 parncrpated on

behalf of plaintiffs, if not partlcrpated on behalf of plaintiffs why the recelpts under Ex.AS and

' Ex.A6 are in the hands of 1* plaintiff, if he participated on behalf of plaintiffs, why the D2 did
* mnot referred the names of the plaintiffs to the auction purchaser, and further though the plaintiffs -

deposed that Ex.A4 was executed hy D2, why the plaintiffs did not send the same to handwriting

expert to prove it whether the E)[r A4 was executed by D2 or not, further more the plamnffs no
[
‘ where explamed properly that under what reasons the D2 has parncxpated in the auction on behalf

of plamnff no.l, and farled to d? so in those aspects, hence, basmg on the evrdence, thls court .

“:T{',’:-%'« . . F“' S
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finds that Ex. A4 is not true, valid and bmdmg on the defendants and accordmgly, the issue no. 1 is '
answered agamst the plamuffs _ ' o

Point No.3: | |

Whether the plamrm“s are ready and willing to perform their part of abligatidn since
the date of agreement of sale, dt.10.08.19987 :

Perused . the ev1dence of PW1, PW2 DWl DW2 w1th 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 utle over the suit schedule- property as he did not obtain any regular
sale deed from D1 temple the plamttft‘s are not entitled to seek for spectﬁc performance of
 contract of sale. dt.10.08.1998 said to have been executed by hun infavour of 1 plaintiff and the
 present su1t 1s a premature one and also barred by lmutatron as the same is filed beyond three
years in the year 2012 from the date of Ex A4 agreement, dt.10.08.1998. He rehed upon the
decisions reported in 2013 (4) ALD 245 and 2013 (6) ALD 579 (DB), as per the decisions,
execution of sale deed is 1mposs1ble in the absence of pemussron from the Comnussroner
Endowments  Department and without obtmmng the deed from vendor/D1, the agreement of sale
alleged to have been entered by D2 under Ex.A4 i m favour of Plaintiff No.1 is not hold good,
under the law, there is no supulatton ume for performance of contract under Ex.A4 and further
the sale deed will be only after obtalmng the ntle deed by D2 from vendorlDl temple in respect
of suit schedule property, then only the cause of action for the suit will arose. Accordmg to, the
~ Ex.A4, the cause.of action Ifor ﬁlmg the suit will arose only after passmg of the orders by the Dl

dt.16.11.2011 and the present suit is filed in the year 2012 is w1thm the period, of hmltatlon and
according to Atticle 54 of Indlan Limitation Act. Even if 1t isin the hmrtauon, the plamuffs are
no where explamed that they are ready and wdhng to perform their part of contract to obtammg
the sale deed from D2 after! obtalmng the title by D2 from D1, Further the plamtlffs did not give
any nonce to the defendant .00 1 or 2 about thexr contentions in view of Ex.A4 even before filing
the suit and no where they deposed either oral or by documentary evidence to show that they
are ready and willing to perform their part of contraet Further, no where the D2 has. not
. taken the plea that plaintiff jno.l is not ready and willing to perform his part of' contract,, Further,

the D2 has not obtained an%y sale deed from D1 temple. Further, more particularly, as the point




.- the plaintiffs.
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no.2 was answered against the plamtrffs ie., the Agreement of sale’ under Ex.A4 dt 10.08.1998 is
not true, v ahd and binding on the ldefendants the question of ready and wrllmgness to obtain

regular sale deed from D2, does not arise. Hence, the point no.2 is answered accordmgly agamst

Point No. l

Whether the plaintiffs are entitled for spec1ﬁc performance of the
" contract as prayed for? _

Perused the evidence otf PW1, PW2, DWI, DWZ 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.1 after

obtaining the title from D1. But, till ﬁhng of the suit, the D2 has not obtained any sale deed from

" . ‘D1'and hence, as the D2 has no ntle over the petrtron schedule property, no rrght was acquired by

‘D2 from D1 to register a sale deed in favour of plamtrff no.l as per the terms of agreement of sale

.covered under Ex. A4 and the plam}trﬁ’s did not prove that Ex A4 is true, valid and bmdrng against

. -

the- defendants as answered by thrs court in point no.2 and as such there is no such necessrty to
“show therr readmess and wﬂhngfress to perform thelr part of contract as the sard 1ssue was

' answered agamst the plaintiffs and that too they failed to show any readmess and wrllmgness to

perfom -their part of contract, and there is no plea of defendants regarding to the readmess “and

- -willingness of the plamtrffs to perform therr part of contract, unless and until D2 obtam the sale

-+ deed from D1 the plaintiffs cannot enforce the alleged agreement of sale: and they cannot have

any ‘cause of acuon against D2 and therefore the suit is premature and hable to be drsnnssed.

| -
The crtatrons submitted by the counsel for the plaintiffs are not apphcable to the present case on

my hand Though the counsel for the plamnffs argued that the purchaser is enntled to file a suit

for specrﬁc performance on the basrs of a contract of sale only after acqumng title' over the

""'property sold under the document by the vendor D2 subnntted in his wrrtten arguments that he |

: 'has no valid right and title over the plarnt schedule property to execute the sale deed m favour of
:'the plaintiffs. Further more, Dl is not at all party to the Ex A4 and no way concerned to Ex. A4

* hand letter cum agreement of sale In view of the proceedmgs under Ex. Al sale ‘deed has to be

- executed only in favour of the htghest brdders So, the 1St plamnﬁ is not entrtled for the rehef of '

g specific performance of contract basmg on Ex, A4 hand letter cum agreement of sale as D2 has
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" no valrd utle to execute sale deed in favour of the l‘“ plamtrff unless D2 obtam sale deed as D2-
has no vahd tltle to execulhe sale deed m favour fo the l“t plarntlff unless D2 obtam the sale deed o
' from Dl ternple Hence, the 1ssue no. 3 rs answered agalnst the plamtrffs

Pomt no 5

Srnce. the pomt no l to 5 were answered agarnst the plamtlffs, the tnal court has nghtly,

, apprecrated the evrdence of wrtnesses and pronounced the Judgment and decree in OS 12/2012 '

_ and Judgment m OS 1212012 accordmgly, the pornt 1s answered agamst the plarntrffs. and .
accordmgly, the Appeal Surt is lrable to be drsnussed wrthout costs ’

PoimNosi
Towhatrelref"

3

: '. In the result the Crv11 Appeal No 1212017 is drsrrussed wrthout costs accordmgly, the

. Decree and Judgment p: -"sed by the - Semor ClVll Judge, Darsr in o s No 12/2012 dt. 24 12 2016 .

i 1s hereby confirmed

o

g Typed | to my drctatrtm by' FS_t'enographer,, corrected and pronounced by nre, thls the 23";_ day K
- ofMarch 2023 LT e T o o
e Sd/-TRaJaVenkatadn

o S vmnnmomwrsrmcrmuen
R . MARKAPUR. - -

4 APPENDIX OF EVIDENCE

(No oral nor documentary evrdence was let in on erther srde in thrs appeal)

BB SdI-TRa_]aVenkatadn
e o VIA.D.J

copyto-""-"';.- _ T -
'TheSemorCrvrlJudge, STl S S o o

e copyr




o (w6)

(\ o 1
"IN THE COURT OF THE VI':ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE ::: MARKAPUR

Present: Sri T.Raja Venkatadri,
VI Additional District Judge, Markapur: .

Tuesdayl, this the 28“‘ day of March 2023. .

I
APPEAL SUIT NO.12 of 2017

Between K

" 1. Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy S/o. Subba Reddy, Hlndu.
Aged 37 Years, Employee.’

2. Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy, S/o.Subba Reddy, o
Hindu, Aged 35 Years, Employee.

3. - Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy, S/o. Subba Reddy, Hindu, Aged _
35 Years, Housewife.

4. N.Venkata Sarla_]a, ‘Wio. Venkalteswara Reddy, Hindu, aged 39
Years, Housewife. l

All are residents of Boddlkurapadu Village,- Thallur Mandal.. ....Appellantsll’laintit‘f .
Prakasam District. _ .
All \D .
1. Sri Seetharama Swamy Temple, Rep. By rts Manager, Darsr
Village and Mandal, Prakasam District,

2. Polamreddy Sura Reddy S/o. Chma Veera Reddy, Hindu, Aged

.about 55 Years, Rlo Boddrkurapadu Village, Thallur Mandal Respondentsll)efen .
Prakasam District. o o . dants. .

The present appeal preferred against the Decree and Judgment dated 24 12. 2016 in
08.No. 12/2012 on the file of Semor Crv:l Judge ) Court Darsi.
Between
1. Vedurun Venkata Prasada Reddy
* 2. Vedururi Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy.
3. ‘Vedururi Venkata Koti Reddy
4. N.Venkata Sallaja

All are residents of Boddrkurapadu Village, Thallur Mandal,

Prakasam District. ....Plaintiffs.

'Vs.,

1. Sri Seetharama Swamy Temple, Rep. by its Manager, Darsr :
Village and Mandal, Prakasam District. '

2. PolamreddySuraReddy. - R ....Defendants

This appeal is preferred by the Appellants/Plaintiffs agamst the Decree and Judgment
passed in 0.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 allowing the appeal in favour of Appellants/Plaintiffs.

Appeal presented on 01.02.2012 Appeal filed on 01.02.2012

' Valuation:  As this is an appeal agamst the decree and _]udgment of the lower court, the appeal
.-is valued on the valuation of the su1t i.e., on-Rs.2,11,715/-; on which a court fee of Rs. 4626/- is
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paid wsec.49 of APCF, and S.VAct, . ) | |

This Appeal Suit ¢oming on 30.01.2023 for final heéring befbre me in the presence of Sri
PBala Ranga Reddy, Learned Advocate for Appellants/plaintiffs and of Sri M.Sri Rami
Reddy, learned Advocate for Respondent No.1/Defendant No.1 and of Sri J.S.RKrishna
Sastry, Advocate for thé Respondent No.2/Defendant no.2, upon hearing the Advocates on
record, upon perusal of the judgment of the lower court, grounds of appeal, oral and documentary
evidence and other material available on record and having stood over for consideration till this _
day, this Court delivered the following:-this Court doth order and decree : '

i)  thatthis Appeai Suit be and tilq same is hereby DISMISSED;

if) . that the Decree'and Judgment passed by the Senior Civil Judge, Darsi in 0.S.12/2012
dt.24.12.2016 is hereby confirmed; and _ ‘

iii)  that there be noif order as to costs (No CM & FC filed by either side). __
Given under my hand and the seal of thie court, this the 28" day of March, 2023.

- VIADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE,

P . PRAKASAMATMARKAPUR.
TABLE OF COSTS - ' :
L . ForAppellant . For Respondent
Stamp on Vakalat - _ b
Stamp on appeal . - —_— ) ‘ S .

: . : (Cost memo and fees certificate not filed by either side)
Stamp on process . '
Advocate fee
Typing Chaiges _

Total

' A VIADJ,
Note: Both parties/parties concerned in this case are herei)y informed that the exhibited and'no.n-
exhibited documents should retrieve within the stipulated time on a condition that “the same
should produce as and when required by this court”, C

i
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E SALE DEED DOCUMENT

Immovable property Sale deed document for Rs.2, 79 500[-
. ) On 13. 12 2011

. In favour of ; The reS|dents of Rajampalli Village, Darshl Mandal, Prakasam District
o 1. Bandaru Venkateswarly, aged 42 years, S/o Yogaiah
2. Arigela Koteswara Rao, aged 42 years, Slo China Kotalah
3. Venldepu China Venkatrammalah aged 47 years, Slo Pedakotalah
4. Angela Nagesh Babu, aged 41 years S/o Nagaiah.
. 5. Singamsetti Ankaiah, aged 59 years S/o Bangararah

; 'ertten and glven immovable property sale deed document by

The present
,Executlve Offlcer Sri Bhlmavarapu Knshna Reddy,

aged 38 years S/o Vera Reddy
* . (the resident of Andankl Town) on behalf of Sri Sltaramulu Vari Devasthanam Darsi
vrllage and Mandal Prakasam District.

- o : - DOCUMENT DETAILS o .
Srl Sitaramula Vari Devasthanam is havung absolute nghts over the foIIowmg

; schedule immovable property For that schedule property havmg absolute rights an

extent of Ac.7.00 % cents out of total Ac.34.05 cents as per the orders of Andhra

* .. Pradesh Endowments Department Commlssmner Hyderabad No.M/02/3 130/1992 ,
-‘dated 28 07. 1993 conducted open public auction on 11 06 1998
‘ auctlon you are the highest bidder for Rs.2,79, 000/-

In_that ‘said
(Rupees Two Iakhs seventy nine
o thousand only) of the schedule property and as per the orders vide . RC
No.M. 2/2259/96 dated 15.09.1998 of Hlndu Endowments Department Commissioner,

confirmed that you are ‘the hlghest bidder.  Thereatter, the Commnssnoner.

Endowments Department Hyderabad s orders No.R.D.S.No. S2/15708/2010 dated

1611 2011 the schedule property on which I am havm

g absolute nghts for
Rs 2, 79, 000/-

(Rupees Two lakhs seventy nine thousand onIy) ie., Rs 93 167/-
. (Ninety three thousand one hundred and srxty seven only) pald durlng open auctlon
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.trme and for remarnrng balance amount of Rs 1, 86 333- (Rupees one Iakh erght six

‘thousand three hundred and thrrty three onIy) pard to the Darsr Syndrcate Bank
'account No 36412200048353 of Srr Srtaramula Van Devsthanam by you today

.
. "

_Hence the amount have to be pard rs pard by you Hence on behalf of Srr' _
’ Srtaramula Varr Devasthanam I am handrng over the schedule property to you today_ -'
and grven thrs sale deed document Berng you are the hrghest brdder you and your

herrs shaII possess thrs property wrth aII absolute rrghts and enjoy aII easement rrghts-_* -

forever Now onwards there shall not be any rrghts to the Srr Srtaramula Varr

" Devasthanam Darsr And rt is certrt' ed that not aIrenated the schedule property rn the |

- past and not grven for guarantee Court and wrrtten thrs Sale Deed document L any- P

| drsputes arrse rn the future rn regard to the schedule property aII wr|| be solved by Srr'
Srtaramula Van Devasthanam Darsr expenses You have to pay aII relevant taxes' o
- -for the schedule property and for that filed concerned forms rn your favour Thrs o

rmmovable SaIe Deed document is wrrtten and grven by our own consent

_ SCHEDULE : -
PIot No.01, of Ac 0. 21 1/2 cents or 087, Hectors or. 1040 6 Sq yards of vacant

' 'Iand out of total Ac 7 99 1/z cents in the grand total Iand of Ac 34 00 cents rn Survey
"No 349/2 Darsr Gram panchayat Darsi Mandal Darsr Sub Drvrsron Markapuram- '

| R. D Prakasam Drstrrct bounded by : S
' East_ o Plot No. 02 towards thrs srde 100 |rnks

o 80uth o 30|rnkswrde road 215|rnks A A .
| West Property of Karna Suryanarayana Reddy = towards thrs srde 100'
North . Landof Devasthanam“-_'-' Towards this'215I'i_"nks"_fj}“-' -

|n between of these boundarres an extent Iand of Ac 0 21 1/: cents or 1040 6_- L
o __'Sq yards wrth aII common roads canals rrghts ' " . S . _ :
| _ Schedule property rs not assrgned Schedule property erther not beIongs to'
_Government or Government agencres For that not grven as guarantee or securrty ..

.....

' Frxed the correct value for the schedule property It is certrf ed that rn the schedule -
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property there are no co_?onut, mango, orange, .sweet le

future if found: in inspection, will be paid deficit fee. This land available near land

" RULE-3 STATEMENT |

| Government market v'alue‘Rs.7,’29,000/-'

"Extent Rateper1SY  Doc. Value
~ “Darisi '1-119 - 34972 - 10406 S.Y Rs.700/- o RsL7,29,’0_00/—_
(Yerukala colony area) - | o - '

.
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Government of Andhra Pradesh

"Registration and Stamps Department -

| ""ATEMEN.T OF ENCUMBRANCE ON PROPERTY

 KOTHA PADMAVATHI

. Date: - AppNo: ‘ Statement No : Vlllage Ward Block 8urvey No
- 22-05-2024 12:55:58 240522294977 74687376 DARSI - 1-0- , 349/2,
House No: Plot No/Bi No Extent: - Builtup: FIat_No : - Apartment:
1119, 24, - 18392Y - . - -
- . Bounded by P . - . SnlSmt
North: 2(? llj:\?KS _ an fltN-Ks _ Xgej:lks TEJA having searched for a statement giving
PLOT NO.23 ROAD ROAD RO AD partlculars of registered acts and encumbrances if
“SITE i - _ any, in respect of the ment|oned property.
. ‘ Volng Nc
S ) Reg Date Nature & Name of Parties CD No Do
'No Descriptlon of property Exe.Date Mkt.Value Executant(EX) & No/
U Pres Date Con. Value . lalmants(CL) Year
- i ~ [ScheduleN
- VILL/COL:
- DARSI/ERUKALA
.COLONY W-B: 1-0
" SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 24 ‘ ,
EXTENT: 227.67SQ.Yds  (R)07- 0101 0/0
NEAR D.NO.1-119 = 03-2015. Sale, ' 1 (EX)VEMIREDDY CHENNA
o1 Boundires: [N]: KARNA (E) 07- Rs. REDDY 114112015
" VIJAYABHASKARAREDDY 03-2015 é 2. (CL)VEMIREDDY NAGA £SRO
SITE [S] 20 FT WIDTH (P) 07+ €an s”Value :Rs. PRASADA REDDY ' % ARSI(806
DAARI [E]: EXECUTANT » 296000 - _
SITE [W]: 20 FT WIDTH
DAARI :
- Link Doct: 1126/2012 of §
806 "
VILL/COL: ) s
oo ‘ 00
Sale Deed - 1 (EX)VEMIREDDY CHENNA
A 07- Mkt.Value:Rs. REDDY - . -
ARAR 4 By 032015 227670  2(CL)MODULLA st
LW (P)07- - Cons.Value:Rs. SRINIVASAREDDY . ;
\ﬁbﬁ{ 03-2015 296000 - 'DARSI(806
Link Doct: 1126/2012 of SRO
806 _ v |
- 03 VILL/COL: ' (R) 22- 0101 1.(EX)MADASU 0/0 .
- DARSI/ERUKALA 03-2013 Sale Deed NAGESWARARAO ‘CD_Volume
'COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (E) 22- Mkt. Value:Rs. 2.(CL)THOTA 237
SURVEY: 349/2PLOT: 15 03-2013 271040 - MADHUMOHANRAO 1212/2013 |
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (P)l22- Cons.Value:Rs. of SRO
387.2SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]: 03-2013 272000 DARSI(806
DEVASTHANAM LAND [S] :
30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [E}:

i
e
:



. ' ' - - “Vol/Pg Nc.
§] ' . Reg ate Nature & - Name of Partles .+ CDNoDé: .
No. - Description of property * ExeDate  Mkt.Value o Executant(EX) & - No/
o : ~ Pres.Date Con. Value - ‘Claimants(CL) . Year
o ' A : [ScheduleN
PLOTNO 15 SITE [W] S :
MADASU
'NAGESWARARAO PLOT
- NO.15(REMAINING SITE).
Link Doect:1015/2012 of SRO
806

'VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA

COLONY@Rs700 W-B:1-0
" SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 15

HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:  (R)22- o101 0/0

145.28Q.Yds Boundires: [N]: 03-2013 Sale Deed CD_Volume
o4 DEVASTHANAM LAND [S] (E)22- - Mkt Value:Rs. ;gz))?gADMAVAm 237
30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: 03-2013 101640 ‘NAGE > AO o 12112013 |
.PLOT NO.16 SITE [W]: (P)22-  Cons.Value: Rs S of SRO
THOTA 03-2013 - 102000 ; . DARSI(806
MADHUMOHANRAO 5 S
PLOTNO:15SITE - -~ -~ -~
Link Doct:1015/2012 of SRO
806 ;
VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 34 -
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: :
193. GSQYdsBoundxres [N B . o
YAGNAM 2)23- - 0101 - L S0/ .
Sale Deed l(EX)AMBATI o .CD_Volume
Mkt. Value:Rs. BALANARASIMHAREDDY 7236 .
135520 2.(CL)AMBATI L ‘723/2013 [1
Cons.Value:Rs. RAMULAMMA .0 77 . of SRO
136000 .. w...o. .. DDARSI(806
06 VILL/COL: & R)23- - o101 - 1{CL)YAGNAM -~ = - '0/0 '
- DARS/ERUKALA 102-2013  Sale Deed ° VENKATESWARAREDDY - ' CD Volume -
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (E) 23- Mkt Value:Rs. 2. (EX)AMBATI . . 236-.
- SURVEY: 349/2PLOT: 34  02-2013 338800 BALANARASIMHAREDDY . 722/2013 [1
-~ HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (P) 23-  Cons.Value:Rs. ' . of SRO )
- 4848Q.Yds Boundires: [N]:  02-2013 340000 - S .~ . DARSI(806
 30LINKS RAKAPOKALA o . : L
ROAD [S] AMBATI '
RAMULAMMA SITE {E]: 20
LINKS WIDE .
' RAKAPOKALA ROAD [W]:
-+ - *-AILURI RAMANAREDDY,
. ' PADIGAPATI




SI | - Reg Date - Nature &
N Descrlptlon of property Exe.Date Mkt.Value -

. Pres Date Con Va.lue L

. VENKATESWARLU SITE &
- BATA .
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: N o
193.65Q.Yds Boundires: [N]: (R)23- o101

RAKAPOKALA ROAD [S]
. CHEEMALADINNE B2 M v
07 -mﬁﬁiﬁjﬂ Ep 022013 135520
' YAGNAM * (P)23- - Cons.Value:Rs. BAL
- VENKATESWARAREDDY, >2013 136000
AMBATI RAMULAMMA
SITE [W]: VEMIREDDY
ANJIREDDY SITE

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: :

145.25Q.Yds Boundires: | g;‘:; b‘ee 1
 RAKAPOKALA ROAD) Ml Ve oo R,
08 CHEEMALADINNE 022013 101640

()23-

102000
23- o101
o 02-2013 Sale Deed -

COLONY@RS: B:1-0 (E)23- Mkt.ValueRs.
SURVEY: 3492 PIOT: 34 022013 169400
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:  (P)23- Cons.Value:Rs.
-2428Q.Yds Boundires: [N]: ~ 02-2013 170000 '
BALANARASIMHAREDDY -
SITE [S] BOGIREDDY . -
THIRUPALUREDDY,
AILURI SUBBAREDDY
ETC PROPERTY [E]: ‘. ;
IPPALAKONDAREDDY ' - i R
SITE [W]: RAKAPOKALA . - ! |
CEMENTROAD 7 \

) N ;Q‘[‘hﬂw * m o g

: S \d‘«‘am o (“,‘..\m«h..ﬂg

v Y 1('1
a0, Y HEs ‘«'““5’

12y .
Name of Parties.
Executant(EX) & -
- Claimants(CL)

« &

1.(CL)PADIGAPATI

Mkt Value:Rs. VENKATESWARAREDDY
2 (EX)AMB,

1 (EX)AMBATI

BALANARASIMHAREDDY

2.(CL)VEMIREDDY

Cons.Value:Rs. ANJIREDDY

e

1. (CL)DULAM |
" RAMAKRISHNAREDDY -
2 (EX)AMBATI -~ *

g v

Vol/Pg Nc
CD No Do
"No/
. Year
[ScheduleN -

0/0

CD_Volume
236 -
721/2013 [1

- of SRO

DARSI(806

00 .

CD_Volume
236 -

720120131

of SRO

. DARSI(806

- 0/0-.

CD_ Volume

336 .
BALANARASIMHAREDDY

719/2013 [1 -
of SRO

" DARSI(806




1
No.

0 10 SHAIK PEDA BACHA,

L]

Reg Date

Descrlption of property Exe.Date

Lmk 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:

193.6SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]:

RAKAPOKALA BATA [S]

SHAIK CHINA BACHA

HOUSE [E]: VEMIREDDY
ANJIREDDY SITE [W]:

DULAM

- RAMAKRISHNAREDDY

SITE

 VILL/COL:

DARSI/ERUKALA

COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0

Link Doct: 3705/2012 of SRO -

‘SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 34

HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:
193.65Q.Yds Boundires: [N]: (R) 23“ .

Pres Date. -Con. Value |

®23-

02-2013

(B)23-
102-2013

P23
02-2013-

_ RAKAPOKALA ROAD [Em]*;'". o

YAGNAM

. VENKATESW,

.
i

SITE [W]: RAKAPO} b

BATA

- 806 . @3“

viLgfors
DARgH

COLOR:
SURVE

cﬂu.

W"‘Yz

12 RAKAPOKALA ROAD [§]
RAKAPOKALA BATA [E]:

- AMBATI

SITE [W]: AMBATI |
BALANARASIMHAREDDY

SITE

Link Doct:3705/2012 of SRO

806

13 VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA
. COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (E) 07-

: Ry

Link Doct: 3703@12 of SRO Lo

02-2013
(E) 23-
02-2013
(B) 23-

- BALANARASIMHAREDDY 02-2013

H
H

b
(ﬁ)07-' -

01-2013

Nature & -

Mkt.Value

0101
Sale Deed-

Mkt Value:Rs. 1 (CL)IPPALA KONDAREDDY

135520

Cons.Value:Rs. BALAN § DDY

136000

135520

Cons. Value: Rs BALANARASIMHAREDDY

136000

0101 .
Sale Deed

Mkt Value:Rs. VENKATARAMANAREDDY

135520 -

Cons.Value:Rs. BALANARASIMHAREDDY

1 36000

0101
Sale Deed

Name of Parties .

Executant(EX) &

2.(EX)AMBATT

1(CL)AILURI

‘Mkt.Value:Rs RAMANAREDDY

2.(EX)AMBATI

1.(CL)GONGATI

2.(EX)AMBATI

1.(CL)DUNPA
SRINIVASAREDDY -

Mkt.Value:Rs. -

‘ Clalmants(CL)

- of SRO/™
' DARSI(s6

" Vol/PgN¢
CD No Do: .
"No/

Year ™

- [ScheduleN

0/0
CD_Volume
236
718/2013 [1

'of SRO

DARSI(806

000 -

CD_ Volume

. 236

" 717/2013[1
of SRO '

- DARSI(806

ol '
© "'CD_Volume
- 236 .

716/2013 [1

o0
" CD_VOlunK Vo

234



: SE

-NoQ-_.

153

_ : - o “Vol/Pg N¢
. Reg.Date: Nature & Name of Parties =  CD No Do
'Description of property Exe.Date - Mkt.Value: .:: = Executant(EX) & - No/
RS - "+ - Pres.Date Con. Value ‘ Clalmants(CL) - ‘Year

Aoty ' ' I B o [ScheduleN
\SURVEY: 349/2PLOT: 32 - 01-2013 247000 3. (EX)SEELAM - 58/2013 [1]
- 'HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (P)07- Cons.Value:Rs. VENKATESWARAREDDY ~ of SRO
- 278.35Q.Yds Boundires: [N]: 01-2013 195000 S , : - "DARSI(806
- 30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [S] ' ' . ' . o
30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: - SR
PLOT NO.31 SITE [W]
- EXECUTANT
SITE(SEELAM -
VENKATESWARAREDDY
SITE) '
Link Doct:1059/2012 of SRO
806 + -
VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA

- COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0

HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:  (R)06- 0101

14

16

SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 34

. 0/0 o
2323.25Q.Yds Boundires: ~ 09-2012 Sale Deed"; - CD’ Volume
[N]: 30 LINKS WIDE ROAD (E) 13- = Mkt Valug:] 2300
[S]BOGIREDDY =~ = 122011 162624 - 37052012

_ 2(CL)AMBATI | |
THIRUPALU, AILURT (P)13- . CopiiNalliefRs. " of SRO
SUBBAREDDY, 122011 2085¢0%  BALANARASIMHAREDDY . 1, preqg
RACHARLA BRAHMAM ' o
ETC PROPERTY [E]: 20
LINKS WIDE ROAD [W]: 40
 LINKS WIDE ROAD :
VILL/COL: . -
. DARSVERUKALA
COLONY@Rs700 W o o
®o2- o1 .. . 00 -
08 2012 - Sale Deed ' 1(EX)JIINUGU SIVAREDDY .CD_Yolume :
Mkt. Value: Rs. ‘ 229
152460 A AREDDY . 3185/2012
- Cons.Value:Rs: Y of SRO
Bi2 153000 . . . DARSI806 -
VILL/COL: - ot "1‘.(CL)TI-11NDI', | © 00 .
DARSIVERUKALA 082012 Sale Deed. ~~ THIRUPATHIREDDY " CD_Volume

- COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 _(E) 02-- Mkt.ValueRs. 2. (EX)JINUGU SIVAREDDY 239

- SURVEY: 349/2PLOT: 16  08-2012 152460

* SITE.

. 3184/2012 [
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:  (P) 02- - - Cons.Value:Rs. - of SRO
217.88Q.Yds Boundires: [N]: '08-2012 153000 ~ DARSI(806
TEMPLE SITE [S] 30 LINKS | ' ’
WIDTH RAKAPOKALA =~

BATA [E]: INUGU

SIVAREDDY REMAINING

SITE [W]: BHAVANAM ‘ % |
VENKATESWARAREDDY - * J“ S
|



Sl
. No.

- 806

17

18

. 30 LINKS WIDTH BATA [E]: ;

20

' DARSI/ERUKALA

'NO.29 SITE [W]: 30 LINKS

b Reg Date
Description of property Exe.Date

Link Doct:1990/2012 of SRO | ‘ |

VILL/COL:

'DARSI/ERUKALA

COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 10 | -

- . SURVEY: 3492 PLOT: 30 . -

HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: . (R) 16-
278.38Q.Yds Boundires: [N]: 06-2012
30 LINKS WIDTH BATA [S] (E) 16- -
30 LINKS WIDTH BATA [E]: 06-2012
VENNAPUSA ®) 16-
VIJAYALAKSHMI SITE 06—2012
[W]: MODULLA -

KOTIREDDY SITE :
Link Doct:1944/2012 of SRO

806

VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 30
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:
278.35Q.Yds Boundires: [N]:
30 LINKS WIDTH BATA [S]

[R) 16-..
06-2012 -
(E) 16-
06-20]

PLOT NO.29 SITE [W]:
VEMIREDDY CHINA .
NARISIREDDY SITE * = 4
Link Doct 1944/2012 £ SR
806 :

| P;_;20»12

12-2011

5, :
VILLICOL: B i

COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (R) 16- -

- SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 30 05-2012
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (E) 30..-
1113.28Q.Yds AC 023 - . 01-2012
Boundires: [N]: 30 LINKS (P) 30-
WIDE BATA [S] 30 LINKS 01-2012

WIDE BATA [E]: PLOT
WIDE BATA

Prel Date Con. Value

0101

i3 Cons Value Rs KOTIREDDY

Nature & Naine of Parties
Mkt.Value Executant(EX) &

Claimants(CL)

Sale Deed 1L.EX)MODULLA
Mkt.Value:Rs. KOTIREDDY _

194810 2.(CL)VEMIREDDY CHINA
Cons.Value:Rs. NARISIREDDY

196000 -

oma\ﬁ |
s..;.’ ﬁ' 1(CL)VENNAPUSA
VikiValue:Rs, VIJAYALAKSHMI .

481 . 2(EX)MODULLA

0101

Sale Deed E - |
Mkt Value:Rs. - l (CL)JINU GU SIVAREDDY

. 609840

61 0000

o101 ‘1(CL)MODULLA
Sale Deed _

o. KOTIREDDY -
Mkt. Value:Rs. ,
779240 . 2.(EX)SRI -

' SEETARAMASWAMY
Cons.Value: Rs TEMPLE
780000

b

o
| CD_Volume

2(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA . - 223
'Cons. Value: Rs, SWAMY TEWLE JDARSI" .

hﬁwvavlﬁ;rqt.'
CD No Do

No/.
. Year ®
[ScheduleN

- .

0/0
CD_Volume

226

2376/2012 [
of SRO

. DARSI(806

.00 .
- CD_Volume
T . 226
o 72375/2012 [
" of SRO ,
o DARSI(806

1990/2012[
of SRO -
DARSI(806

0/0 '
CD:_Volume
223 :
1944/2012 [

. of SRO

DARSI(806



Reg.Date Nature & Name of Parties

1\?}, . Déscﬁpﬁ'ﬂn of property ExeDate Mkt.Value Executant(EX) &
LR Pres.Date Con. Value - Claimants(CL)
. o :",. ) i . i ) . . . ¥
' .f"tVILL/COL: o _
- DARSI/ERUKALA |

COLONY@RS7T00 W-B: 1-0 . ..
SURVEY: 349/2PLOT: 33  (R) 18- 0101

" HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 04-2012 Sale Deed 1.(EX)SRI SEETARAMA

21

. WIDE BATA [E]: 20LINK 022012 1017000
'WIDE BATA [W]: 40LINK -

(E)07- Mkt Value:Rs. SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI -
ngfnﬁing[‘;?]Aﬁ)&ﬁK 02-2012 779240 2. (CL)VENNAPUSA
WIDE BATA (&1 30LINk () 08-_ Cons.ValueRs. SESHIREDDY

- WIDE BATA

22

- Boundires: [N]: 30 LINKS  (P)09-. Cons. Valu&i

" _HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:
23

24 '133ISQ..YdsB

25

DARSUERUKALA -
" ‘COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0-

- 30 LINKS WIDE ROAD): I*S]u

. VILL/COL:

DARSI/ERUKALA -
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (R)16- 0101
SURVEY: 349/2PLOT:35  04-2012 Sale Deed
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (E)09-  Mkt.Value: Rs
16948Q.Yds AC 0.35CENTS 12-2011 1185800 ,

JKARNA NARAYANA
ROAD [S] GOVERNMENT = 122011 1586374 REDDY
SITE [E): 30 LINKS ROAD '

[W]: 20 LINKS ROAD
VILL/COL:

SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 4 W LEX)SRI |
D3ce SEETARAMASWAMY
) Mkt Value:Rs.
042012 931700 . . JEMPLE,DARSI
(P 11-04- Cone ValueiRs, 2(CLYEDURU BASIREDDY"
112012 1050000 3.(CL)PARELLA RAMESH

-1331SQ.Yds Boundires: [N

30 LINKSWIDER-; HE]

KARNA & F

1 (CL)BETHA

T '~ 2.(CL)CHAMIREDDY PEDA -
' R)09-.- 0101 - GURAVAREDDY
04-2012 Sale Deed . o
(E)19- Mkt.Value:Rs. >{CLIRAGIPINDI - -

.. , -Value:Rs. Gp 1A RINARAYANAREDDY -
_ difts: [N]: 12-2011 931700 S COvoomata
PLOT NO.9 SITE [S] 30 (P)30- ConsValue:Rs -

~ 'LINKS WIDE ROAD [E}: 40 01-2012 932000 ?‘(JEB)?)QII‘{IARA ASAIAH.
o ‘Il;%IFrSN‘gIﬁES%‘gA wi: " SEETHARAMASWAMY -
PLOT NO. . TEMPLEDARSI .
VILL/COL: * ‘®)07- 0101 ~  1(EX)BOLLINENI
' DARSIERUKALA 04-2012 SaleDeed  GOVINDAIAH

COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (E) 07- Mkt.Value:Rs. 2. (CL)BOLLINENI PRAVATHI
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 3 04-2012 129731

HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:  (P)07- Cons.Value:Rs. - -
185.338Q.Yds Boundires: 042012 130000 :

[N]: DEVASTHANAM o

LAND [S] 30LINK WIDE -

"

A2 ‘ e o
IR X PN r‘ s L. :ﬂﬂﬁl“’.‘l‘,“,‘-‘“‘.f“k‘i !

VENKATASUBBAREDDY
00

Vol/Pg Nc
CD No Do
-'No/

Year

‘[ScheduleN

0/0 .

CD_Volume
221 g
1522/2012[ :
of SRO

" DARSI(806

00
CD_Volume
221
1514/2012 [
of SRO

'DARSI(806 -

00" .
CD_Volume

1221

14422012 [
of SRO .

“DARSI(806

CD;VOII]IHE
221 - .
1407/2012 [

-.of SRO

DARSI(806

00

CD_Volume
221 -
1378/2012 |
of SRO
DARSI(806



S1
No.

26

27

29

Reg.Date Nature & S ! - .CDNo Do
Delcrlptmn of property ~ ExeDate Mkt .Value Executant(EX) & No/ ¢
- Pres. Date Con. Value Claimants(CL) ... Year
. | ' ; ‘[ScheduleN
BATA [E]: 40 LINK WIDE : '
. BATA [W]: PLOTNO 28ITE "
Link Doct:1060/2012 of SRO
806 ' o
VILL/COL: A . |
DARSIV/ERUKALA Lo B o
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 o ‘
SURVEY: 349/2PLOT:3 ~ (R)07- o101 0/0
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: 04-2012 Sale Deed - . 'CD_Volume -
185.338Q.Yds Boundires: () 07- Mkt.Value:Rs. ;g%ggﬁm SATYAM o1
[N]: DEVASTHANAM -~ 04-2012 . 129731 GOVIND AIAH 1377/2012 [
LAND [S] 30LINK WIDE ~ (P)07- Cons.Value:Rs, ~ = " " ~of SRO
BATA [E}: 40 LINK WIDE 04-2012 130000 DARSI(806
BATA [W]: PLOTNO 2 SITE ;. T
Link Doct:1060/2012 of SRO | -
806 '
VILL/COL:
" DARSIVERUKALA _
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 . .
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 3 - 0/0 :
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: - .'CD_Volume
185.335Q.Yds Boundires: ‘221 . :
[N]: DEVASTHANAM 1376/2012 [
LAND [S] 30LINK WIDE of SRO _
BATA [E]: 40 LINK WIDE ‘ DARSI(806
. BATA [W]: PLOTNO 2 SIT, : ,
Link Doct: 1060/2012 of SRG
806 2
- VILL/COL.:
. 0101 L S 2 0/0 S
12 -Sale Deed 1.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA CD_Volume -
Mkt.Value:Rs. SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI 220 L
880880 2.(CL)YERRAMSETTY - 1235/2012[ -
Cons.Value:Rs. VENKATESWARARAO "of SRO .~ "
1043770 ' - .DARSI(806
. VILL/COL: | o o
-DARSI/ERUKALA e L : :
-~ COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 “(R) 24-' 0101 1.(CL)KOPPURAVURI 0/0
SURVEY: 349/2PLOT: 9 - 03-2012 Sale Deed YOGESWARAMMA CD_Volume
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (B)19-  Mkt.Value:Rs. 2. (CL)IMARAM NAGIREDDY 220 '
13318Q.Yds Boundires: [N]: 12-2011 931700 3.(EX)SRI . 1158/2012 [
. 30 LINKS 'WIDE BATA [S] . (P)30- - Cons.Value:Rs. SEETHARAMASWAMY "~ - of SRO
* PLOT NO.10 SITE [E]: 40 0ﬂ-2012 '961536 TEMPLE,DARSI DARSI(806
- LINKS WIDE BATA [W]: ' : .

H
-8

Namé oi‘ Parties

PLOT NO.8 SITE

|
|
i
|
|
l

. -Vol/Pg N¢



w

. , o Vol/Pg N¢ .-
‘s - Reg.Date Nature & Name of Parties - CD No Do .
No. Description of property Exe.Date. Mkt.Value - Executant(EX) & - No/
ORI L : Pres .Date - Con. Value Claimants(CL) " . Year
. ; R [ScheduleN
- *VILL/COL: . ' AR S
- 'DARSI/ERUKALA ‘ o
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (R)24-- 0101 : 00
~ :SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 5 03-2012 Sale Deed 1 (CL)KARNA CD_Volume
' g HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (B)13- Mkt.Value:Rs. SURYANARAYANAREDDY 220
" 1331SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]: 12-2011 931700 2.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA . - 1151/2012 [
30 LINKS WIDEROAD [S] (P) 13- Cons.Value:Rs. SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI "~ of SRO
30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: 12-2011 932000 ' v _ o DARSI(806
PLOT NO.4 SITE [W]: PLOT :
NO.6 SITE -
' VILL/COL: ' v
DARSI/ERUKALA L - -
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 10 (R)22- o101 - 0/0
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 8 03-2012 SaleDeed - CD_Volume
31 'HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: (E) 20-  Mkt.Value:Rs. NA(;JE 220 -
1331SQ.Yds Boundires: [N]: 01-2012 931700 . S 1146/2012 [
30 LINKS WIDE BATA[S] (P)30- Cons. Value:Rs SWAMY: - of SRO .
PLOT NO.11 SITE [E}: PLOT 01-2012 932000 MPLE,DARSI "DARSI(806
NO.9 SITE [W] PLOT NO. 7 - ' -
SITE :
' VILL/COL: A
DARSI/ERUKALA '
' COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 21 ' o
- HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT 0101 S ' 0/0
Sale Deed - éé%);% ASW AMY - CD_Volume
:’.;'32 30 LINKS WIDE BATA [. Mkt.Value:Rs. TEMPLE,DARSI 220
- PATHAKOTA 609840 2.(CL)BOTLA - ' 1145/2012 [
- VENKATAREDDY-BL Cons.Value:Rs. VENK ATESWARLU of SRO
NO.26 SITE [E] 30 610000 - . - S DARSI(806
. . 1(CL)BALLAGIRI SEENAIAH
e g . 2(CL)VEMIREDDY - -
- VILL/COL: S ' - JAYARAMIREDDY b
- DARSVER : S 3 (CL)PALAKOLANU
~ COLONY@Rs700 'B: 1-0 R)22- 0101 R.AVICHANDRAREDDY - - 0/0.
" SURVEY: 349/2'PL:@T: 14 032012 SaleDeed - 4(CL FMUN AGALA -CD_Volume
33 HOUSE: 1-1I9EXTENT:  (E)09- Mit.ValueRs. VSENIEAT AN ARAVANAREDDY 220
=~ 1839.28Q.Yds Boundires: - 12-2011 1287440 : . 1144/2012 [
: : 5(CL)ATLA PEDA -
. [N]: GOVERNMENT LAND (P) 09- Cons.Value:Rs. KONDAREDDY of SRO
[S]30 LINKS ROAD [E]}: 20 12- 2011 1288000 6.(CL)PALAKOLANU DARSI(806
. LINKSROAD [W]:40 - - B TR T '
- LINKSROAD = ) S !
et : - 7.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA
: e R : . SWAMY TEMPLE
34 VILL/COL: o Tm®y21- o0 1.(CL)VEMIREDDY - 0/0
-DARSVERUKALA - 03-2012 SaleDeed - CHENNAREDDY - CD_Volume
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (E) 09- Mkt Value:Rs. 2.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA 220
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 24  12-2011 1287440 SWAMY TEMPLE,;DARSI 1126/2012 [
" HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: " ' . :
i y —
e T i



Vol/Pg Ne-.

g R eg Date Nature & - ~ Name of Parties CD No D( )
No __D_gscription of property' ‘Exe.Date Mkt.Value Executant(EX) & ~ No/
e T SRS res.Date Con Va]ue . - Claimants(CL) - ~ Year -
. L ‘ _ ‘ L S [ScheduleN
1839 ZSQ Yds Boundlres (‘l’) 09-.

[N]: PLOT NO.23 SITE ‘[S] 1!2-2011
30 LINKS ROAD [E]: 30 ; L
LlNKSROAD[W] 40

VILL/COL: -~ . Ll !'"

¥

36

. PLOTNOS SITE(W],
. MANCHINENI -

R

®[NJ: 30 LINKS ROAD/[S] -

@) 09-

oo

12-2011 |

12 644000 .

ConsValueRs_ -
1575667 P S

§dgoGe

SWAMY TEMPLE

VENKATESWARLU

e 1(CL)'GADAM'SETTY
PLOT: 17 * 03-2012 Sale Deed. - X&N%QEFSWARLU
.. HOUSE: 1:119 EXTENT: ~~ (E) 19- MktValueRs -~
1621.48Q.Vds Botindires: - 01-2012 . 1134980 . %gmfwm
* [NJ: 30 LINKS WIDEBATA (F)30-". Cons. Value:Rs. 3CLDUDDD. L
" [S] GANGAVARAM BATA oi-zolz. 1135000, * HANUMANTHARAO .
[E]:PLOTNO3SSITE[W]: | - . -, MANUMANTHARAO -
PLOTNOJ6SITE ' ’ I :
39 VILL/ICOL: - - - - )15- oo1 - l(EX)SRI Lo e
- DARSUERUKALA . 032012 SeleDoed ~ SEETARAMASWAMY -
. COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (§)19- Mkt Value:Rs. TEMPLEDARST
I"_SURVEY MIZPLOT:3 122011 '779240 2(CL)BELUM SUBBAREDDY

., ofSRO

DARSI(806

.. DARSUERUKALA S e S
: COLONY@Rs700W-B 10 @16 o0 ;%&WASUBBAREDDY o
'SURVEY:349/2PLOT:2.  08-2012 Sale Deed - SEETARAMASWAMY . CD Volume .
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:.  (E).30- Mkt Value RS. TEMPLEDARSI 220
~7" 1113:28Q.Yds Boundires: . - 01-2012 779240 3 (CL)KARNAMANGAMMA 1075/2012 [
~ [NJ:TEMPLE LAND [§] 30 (P)30- . ConsValueRs '3 (CL)YATHAM Dbt . ofSRO-
LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: - 011 2012 780000; R DARSI(806
PLOTNO3SITE[W] PLOT | i SR
_ NO.ISITE . |
- VILL/COL: L :
 _DARSIERUKALA . 1 = o o :
- " COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 ! B o L
' SURVEY: 3492 PLOT: 7. . (R)15- 0101 . (CL)MANCHINENI 0/0
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: '~ 03-2012 Sale Déed" ' .. .- CD_Volume =
'1282 6SQ Yds Boundn'es , '.(E) 09- dRmleRs, 2. (CL)MANCH]NENI N 220 .-

. 106912012 [
Gons! ‘value :Rs. 3.(EX)SREE SEETHARAMA :
;;898000

of SRO

Lo DARSI(806'V"' B

- SRINIVAS'ARAO'AND ,‘
'OTHERS SITE -
VILL/COL: -~ - o
- DARSI/ERUKALA@ R |
o COLONY@Rsmov&?* Y15 o101 l(EX)SRI - f0/0
: 012 Sale Deed SEETHARAMASWAMY . CD_Volume
)- MktValueRs . 2220 S
- S TEMPLEDARSI - )
2001 643720 NN ANDLA 106512012 [
30- Cons, Value:Rs. - of SRO:

e DARSI(8(I)6‘ o

., 0/0 o
' ,'-:”CD Volume‘ L

220 -

106412012

of SRO:

DARSI(806-' R

CD: Volume
20




.81
_-No.

Q

40

Nature &

- Reg.Date Name of Parties
: Descnptlon of property Exe.Date Mkt.Value . Executant(EX) &
Pres.Date Con. Value Clalmants(CL)
HOUSE: 1- 119 EXTENT (P) 30- Cons. Value Rs. 3. (CL)BOLLINENI
" .+ 1113:28Q.Yds Boundires: 0112012 780000 -GOVINDAIAH
N]: TEMPLE LAND [S] 30 : ' '
_ - LINKS WIDE BATA [E]: 40
LINKS WIDE BATA [W]: .
PLOT NO.2 SITE
" VILL/COL.: :
' DARSI/ERUKALA : 1
COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (R)15- 0101
SURVEY: 349/2PLOT:32  03-2012 SaleDeed 1 (CL)SEELAM
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT: = (E) 13- Mkt.Value:Rs. VENKATESWARAREDDY
- 556.65Q.Yds Boundires: [N]: 12-2011 389620 . 2.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA
- .30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [S] (P) 13-

41

'LINKS WIDE ROAD
VILL/COL: .
DARSIVERUKALA
. COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (R) 15-
~ _SURVEY: 349/2PLOT: 26 0312012
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:  (E) 13-
* 871.28Q.Yds Boundires: [N]: 12:2011
‘PLOT NO.2I'SITE [S]30 ~ (P)13-,.

'LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: 30

. PLOT NO.25 SITE

~ VILL/COL:
'DARSIVERUKALA -

" COLONY@Rs700 W:

‘VILL/COL: 4
. DARSVERUKAEA

-30 LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: 1212011
- PLOT NO.31 SITE (W]: 20

12220
LINKS WIDE ROAD [W]: e

- COLONY@Rs700 W-B:1-0 (R) 14-

43

SURVEY: 349/2PLOT: 12 . 03-2012
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:  (E) 19-
1306.8SQ.Yds Boundires: 12-2011

* [N]}: PLOT NO.7 SITE [S] 30 (P) 30-
. LINKSWIDEROAD [E]: ~ 01-2012
~ PLOT NO.11-SITE [W]:
' MEDAM NARAYANA SITE
VILL/COL: - ®) 13-
DARSI/ERUKALA 03-2012

COLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (E) 03-

491453

~Mkt:Value:Rs.

Cons.Value:Rs. SWAMY, TEMPLE,DARSI

1.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA
usRs. SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI
6@"%&4{3" 2 (CL)PATHAKOTA .
nsValue:Rs. VENKATAREDDY

1(CL)BANDARU

 VENKATESWARLU - = |
" 2(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA
0101 SWAMY TEMPLE ,DARSI -
Sale Deed = 3.(CL)ARIGELA
. Mkt.Value:Rs. KOTESWARARAO - .
728420 4.(CL)PHANIDAPU CHINA
Cons.Value:Rs. VENKATRAMAIAH
729000 5. (CL)ARIGELA NAGESH
o BABU
6. (CL)SINGAMSETTY
ANKAIAH :
gla‘;; Deod - L(CL)AVISINENT
Mkt Value:Rs SATYANARAYANA
.Value:Rs. .’ :
914760 2.(EX)SRI
Cons.Value:Rs. %mls WAMY .
915000 ST
. 0101 1 (EX)SRI
Sale Deed* SEETARAMASWAMY
TEMPLE,DARSI

, .
T
B,

,.."

ot b ke e b

Vol/PgNc¢

.CDNoDoi .-
‘No/ -
Year -

[ScheduleN |

‘of SRO
~ DARSI(806

0/0
CD_Volume
220 '
1059/2012 |
of SRO :
DARSI(806

00" -

CD - Volume
220
1057/2012 |
of SRO

~ DARSI(806 -

00
- CD_Volume

220

- 1056/2012 [
. of SRO
- . DARSI(806

0/0 .-

. CD_Volume
12200 .
1023/2012
. of SRO

DARSI(806

© 0/0°

CD_ Volume
220 '



PLOT NO.16 SITE [Wi ""a, e

— ,eg:ﬁate

t A

Vol/Pé Nc '

a . Nature& Name of Parties CDNoF’

No Description of property Exe.Date -Mkt.Value ~ Executant(EX) & No/®
to C res Date Con Value Clalmants(CL) Year X
L Coe l R *  [ScheduleN

SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 25" 09-2012 643720 QLo (CL)THALLAPUREDDY 1017/2012]
HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT; (P) 03-° Cons Value Rs. VENKATAREDDY o - of SRO.,
- 919, 68Q .Yds Boundlres [N] 0h-2012 644000 U DARSI(806
: VENKATESWARLU PLOTJ- B IR
© NO.22 SITE [S] 30 LINKS '
.. -WIDE BATA [E] '
' -_PATHAKOTA AR
- VENKATAREDDY PLOT o
' .NOZGSITE[W’] 20L1NKS‘.-"
o WIDEBATA ‘ Sy
3 ,VILL/COL B S
B COLONY@Rs700W-B 1-0 (R) 13- 0101 00 L
- SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 11 - 03-2012. Sale Deed “. CD: Vol_ume

45 HOUSE: 1119EXTENT ' ([i)20-:"_ MktValueRs 2§E 220,
* 13318Q.Yds Boundires: [N] 1012012 - 931700 P ' 1016/2012[ _
"PLOT"NQ.08 SITE' [S] 30 (P) 30-" Cons.Val " of SRO"

LINKS WIDE BATA [E] 01-2012 93200 SIREDDY ' DARSI(806'
PLOT NO.10 SITE [W] Lo T - :
PLOT NO.12 SITE ’
VILL/COL ' o
DARSVERUKALA ~ - | SR
'-'._COLONY@Rs700W-B 10" (R)1 ' R 000 PR
.~ .SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 15 " 03 *Sale Deed 1(CL)MADASU ) - CD: VOlume" .
- ZG:E'HOUSE 1-119'EXTENT: ‘_-'j‘MktValueRs NAGESWARARAO o 220
- 919.68Q.Yds Botindires: [Nj#&40: o11 . 643720 - ' 2.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA' B 1015/2012[
TEMPLE LAND S} 30 F13-°  Cons.Value:Rs. SWAMY TEMPLE DARSI - of SRO
LINKS WIDE ROA u’w [E*r]a.].‘g -2011. 644000 - DARSI(806-

) ';'aré"not dsed in electronlc search they are meant for reglstering
lng for the search resuit.

the eEC are those dlscovered wrth reference to the descrlptlon of
he applidants at the time of Regrstratron '

- 4, All efforts are mad _accuracy pf data However in case of any conﬂict origmai data shalI prevall
5, In case system responds by "Data Not Found" for conf' rmatlon approach SRO concern
6 Result '46 out of 66 are mcluded in the statement v

| .“.’Askin "H'Bnbe 2-Call 144[)0 "




PLOTNO5 SITE S
Vgﬁ;ﬁ% LA T VENKATASUBBAREDDY -
£ 7 2(CL)CHAMIREDDY ] PEDA o0

OLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0 (R) 09-04- 0101 -.
__ GURAVAREDDY .~ |
SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 10 2012 -  SaleDeed 3 (CI)RAGIPINDI . glz)l_Y01U,

) .
Y

LA T
e

. PR

HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:  (E) 19-12- MKt .Value: Rs SRIHARINARAYANAREDDY a7 ,2’6,_ e

+47..13318Q. vds Boundires:: 2011 931700 = ,

© IN]: PLOT NO.9 SITE [S]  (P) 30-01- Cons.Value: Rs. ‘s‘é%lgxggl?:s]‘:m 7| ofsrO

30 LINKS WIDE ROAD .2012 7932000 SEosRI - ! parsi@
[EJ: 40 LINKS WIDE BATA .. S SEETHARAMASWAMY
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s

A

VILL/COL:
DARSI/ERUKALA
OLONY@Rs700 W-B: 1-0

/SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 1
- HOUSE: 1-119 EXTENT:

1040.65Q.Yds Boundires:

_[N]: TEMPLE LAND [S] 30

- “LINKS WIDE ROAD [E]: |
~ . PLOT NO.2 SITE [W]:
. 'KARNA |
" SURVANARAYANAREDDY: -
- AND OTHERS PROPERTY. '

“; VILL/COL:

12012
(E) 13-12-
2011

®) 13-12- -

2011

. DARSIERUKALA, -

. COLONY@Rs700

?iiBf

. - SURVEY: 349/2 PLOT: 12

b HEOTeE. 1. AAGTTYTENT

(R) 14-03-
2012

(R) 15-03- e
. Sale Deed
“MKt; Value Rs
- 728420

"\ 1(CL)BANDARU .

‘VENKATESWARLU

. 2.(EX)SRI SEETHARAMA

0101

“Cons. Value Rs
729000 o

-SWAMY TEMPLE,DARSI
3(CL)ARIGELA =
KOTESWARARAO -
'4(CL)PHANIDAPU CHINA '

‘VENKATRAMAIAH

“5.(CL)ARIGELA NAGESH
'BABU

6. (CL)SINGAMSETTY
ANKAIAH

. 0101

S-_ale-D'eed o

1. (CL)AVISINENI

‘c ATVANTADAVA !\TA

_.0/0 S
*CD. Volu
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. _ . English Translation

o Executive Officer's Office,
* - Sri Sitarama Swamy Devasthanam,
| Darshi Village & Mandal,
 Prakasam District. _

- LrNo. 32024 Date: 06.07.2024,

To o B
Sri Polam Reddy Sura Reddy, -
Slo China Veera Reddy, :
Boddikurpadu Village,
Talluru Mandal,
Prakasam District.

Sir,

Sub: Endowments pe;_iartmen’t - Regarding the amount payable by you on
the order given by the Commissioner, Endowments Department,
Vijayawada to1 Sri Polam Reddy Sura Reddy for registration of Plot

N0.27 in Ac.0.38.5 cents in Survey No.34912 of the land of Sri Sitarama

Swami  Devasthanam District, Dafshi_ Vilags, | Darsty Mt
. Prakasam. , = T

" Ref: D-D.pis.No.M27C0E-19022(31)/05/2023,‘ Dt: ‘14.,-05'-262-4‘ of
Commissioner, Endowments 'Depaﬂment, Vijayawa_da. -

*****"-
Co R

In the.abdve referehqé, the land of Ac.07.99.-5"cenfs entitled to Sri Sitarama |

~ Swamy Devasthanam in Survey No. 349/26 in Darshi Village, Darshi Mandal,

- Prakasam District, divided into 38 plots:an'd sold by public au_’ctio‘n on 11-06-1998. In _
the said public auction the Commissioner confirmed the highest bidder and given- .
orders  vide Proceedings - Re.No.M2/2259/1 996, dated15-09-19985.  The

Commissioner, Endowments?Department. Vij_a_yéwadal has given orders that for Plot




¢
No.27, an extent land of Ac.0.38.5 cents of Iand should be reglstered to Sn S
Polamreddy Surareddy, who was the h|ghest bldder o B b

As per the order in the above reference you have to be pa|d 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 srmple 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 |e the amount payable is Rs.21,98, 435/- to the concerned temple |
official if not pald then can take further actlon

- Yours faithfully, .
- Sd/-f .
 Executive Officer =~~~
Sri Sitarama Swamy Devasthanam
- Darshi Village & Mandal.
‘ Prakasarn,_District- , :
;_Submltted to L . e ' ' : B
1. The Commlssloner Endowments Commrssroner GoIIapudr Vuayawada

-2, The Deputy Commissioner, Endowments Department, Guntur .

_ 3. The District Endowments Officer; Endowments Department, Ongote for necessary ,
_ actlon _
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GOVERNMENT OF ANDHRA PRADESH RURAL PROHIBITED PROPERTY REPORT
» ; Dlﬂﬂtl. PRAKASAM, Mandal: DARSI, Village: DARSI - (0813011) ] .

‘ NS‘.". Survey No. Extent(SqYardyAcres)_ Yqilal;g: Notification Number Notil;;ctaetion Other Reference qudér Name
1| o 1333 (&’}ggfi) ROES/4302016 | 110772017 | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM :
2| 2 56 ((]))s?gosﬁ) RC/ES/490/2016 | 110712017 | - DIST COLLECTOR PKSM :
3| an a7 ((]))a?:l;osﬂ) RC/ES/490/2016 | 11/07/2017 | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM -
4 | ‘s 0.01 @h10sy| RCESHS0Z016 | 1w07a0rs DIST COLLECTOR PKSM -
5| 3m 053 (&‘}ggﬁ) RO/ESMS0/2016 | 11/0712017 | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM -
6| wa 054 (g}ggﬁ) RC/ES/490/2016 | 11072017 | pisT COLLECTOR PKsM .
7| s 053 (&‘;gosll;) RCESAS02016 | 110772017 | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM
8 | a6 089 ((,138?;:11;) ROMRSMS02016 | 11072017 | - DIST COLLECTOR PKsM .
9| w 0% &“}ggfi) - RCESMO02016 | 11072017| DIST COLLECTOR PKSM -
.| . 077 | oesory|  RCESM02016 | 1womaors DIST COLLECTOR PKSM .

a3 101 ((l))aﬁg()sﬁ) RC/ES/49012016 | 1140772017 | pisT COLLECTOR PKSM .

‘12| 30 084 &ﬁgﬁ) RCESAS02016° | 11072017 | DIST COLLECTOR PKsM -
B3] 3m 059 ((]))s??osﬁ) RC/ES/43012016 (11072017 | DIST COLLECTOR PKsM .
4] 005 ' &‘};‘:ﬁ) RC/ES/49012016 | 11/072017 | - DIST COLLECTOR PKSM .

R 014 ((,))s}g:ﬁ) ROMESI4902016 | 110712017 | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM | -
1| a4 094 &‘};‘05111) RC/ES/4902016 | 110712017 | Dist c':OLLl_choRPKsM -
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oy
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- T e o

o | survey o, Extent(SqYards/Acres) ‘g‘:‘:ﬁe " Notification Number "“'f;“““  Other Reference noldérName__
1275 34714 0.28 (&ﬁ:ﬁ) RC/ES/4902016 | 11/07/2015 | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM - -
1276| 348 1.69 , ((l))fﬁgosﬁ) " RC/ES/49072016 11072015 | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM : -

S 3 . i1 - } .

; DARSI- : ; SENIOR CIVIL JUDGE Seetharama Swamy
1277|3492 385 esom)| LA761205 122012 |ovvzausz|  SEMOR CIVIL UL et Do
1278| 34912 405 «%‘gosll;) RC.NO.M2/9576/2016 | 04/06/2016 ENDOWMENT ENDOWMENT LAND
1279| a9 295 &‘};‘5‘1‘;) RC/ES/490/2016 | 11/07/2015 | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM .
1280 3507 0.07 «%‘}goslli) RC/ES/490/2016 * | 11/072015 | DIST COLLECTOR PKsa -
1281 3506 03 (&ﬁ:ﬁ) RC/ES/49072016 | 11/07/2015 | . DIST COLLECTORPKSM. | & .« ..
1282 353 0.89 @aoy|  RCESMS0206- | ivorzors | pist COLLECTOR PKSM . -
1283|354 102 (&%051‘;) ‘RC/ES/43072016 | 11/07/2015 | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM -
1284|  355/9 1 ((l))aﬁ(?ﬁ) RCES4902016 | 100772015 | DIST COLLECTOR PReag -
1285 35613 08 | Chisonny| ¢ ROESUS0216 © | wwomors | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM -
1286| 358 134 Ohta0ny|  RCESMS0Z08 | 10772015  DIST COLLECTOR PKSM - -
1287 3612 011 ' ((l))a?gosﬁ) RO/ESA9072016 | 11/07/2015 | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM .
1288 362 0.78 @130ry|  RCESMS0201 . | w70  DIST COLLECTOR PKSM - -
1269| 363 056 &‘}goslli) ~ RC/ES/430/2016 . .| 11/07/2015 | DIST COLLECTOR PKSM -
1290 369 051 ooisony|  RCESMS0206 - | 1072015 | prss COLLECTOR PKSM -

369 . (0813011) ES) | -
1201 3w 0.1 ((l))aﬁt?ﬁ) RC/E5/490/2016 * | 11/07/2015 | DIST COLLECTORPKSM. | *. . .
:
! i ‘.
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- English Translation.

'«‘f“
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. APPENDDGV2 .

... BONG.34 (a) Paragraph 12 (a) Standifig Ordér No:198 (K) of 844 - - o
'S't'atement‘"Ofr5ubdi4\"/isi'dn In:the village of (- No.61: Darsi)-Darsi'Mandal: Prakasam: District

=

AREA AND' ASSEMENT e . !PARHCULARS OFTHE PROPSED UB-DIVISION . . R Remarks

' - y -h Name of

- ‘| 'proposed. -
“| .registered -
{7 holders- -

s for

sub division

PN

“Name of -
"~ registere -
. d holders .

- Number of

. cist- .~
3 ‘éign_afure‘ of
- parties -
Area
. Reasons for
‘ _'submiss’ion in the

Y

nu. Q_r Iett_er'

reference to
Assessment
, "
1
W
Ri
Reason

" Moquired
.. exent with:
. Column(3)

poramboku

Dry wet or
-+ Extent: -
" according in

* 'Sub divigon.

+

field fit for
clubbing and

Survey No
W Assessmen
* | Assessmen

5 Je6 7 g8 o 9. . 10 .. fu.- 12 o |43 - |14 o 15

PR R N R T _ |

e 0 | fSttarama g e TP

9 | swamy. {.punha ;| 349-2G1 12.305 -..{-4.90.0 1.
T - 'Iand e - i ., oLt TS N L .
i S . N IR E) N
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” by way of WP No.5874/1988 and WP No.12504/1068 and
mgamn the respeclive highest bidders have not paid the ba
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«<t 0 - Endowments Depariment,
ol - AP, Gollapudt,
A Vijayawada -

sommissloner, Endawmenis Dopartment, Guntur)

£oretheon s : e .
wiignts Departmerit — Sri Seetharama. Swamy Terple — Darsi
#hd Mandal - Prakasam District ~ Permission to Register Plat
0,38 ¥ Cts covered in Sy.No.349/2 of Darsi Vilage which
ublic Auction heldom 11-08-1998 — in favour of Sri
u Suta Reddy, Highest Bidder - Clarification issued -
ig ~ Permission for NOC = Reg. -Report submitted.

Ref:- -1. Rc.No.M2/2256/98, Dated:15-09-1898 from the Commissicner,
Endowments|Department, A.P., Hyderabad S
2. R.Dis:No.N2/15706/2010, Dated: 16-11-2011 from the Commissionet,

L . .. Endowments Deperiment, A.P., Hyderabad."

DICOE-19025(42)/28/2018, Dated: 16-04-2024 fromthe
nete EfdoWments Department, A.P., Gollapud, Vijayawada.
6022(31)/2128 i Dated14-05-2024 from the
~ Commissianer, Endowments Departiment, A 'P., Gollapld|, Vijayawada
.5 Lelter No.11/2024, Dated: 18-12:2024 from the Executive Officer of the
-subjecttemple = - . o T : K
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N ’_: 1 submit that in the "r;qference 5 cited, the Executive Officer of the §ubject temple
has submitted report that the temple is having an extent of Ac.34.05 Cfs'cuvered in
'Sy No.349/2 of Darsi anlagel and Mandal and that out of the above an extent of -
Ac 10 00 Cts was put in,puplic auction as 28 plots in the presence - of the Deputy

Commissioner, Endowments Department, Guntur in the public auction held ‘on 11-06.-

1898 anr:’ that .in the said autl;tlon as many as 31 persons took Parflcibat ed inpublic B
auction i itial ¢ ' ( a ' o '
: y paying the initial ;’ieposlt of Rs.10.00.0(- each and the same was knocked

}do'm'm favour of the respective highest bidders and the same was confirmed by the
Commissioner, Endowments Department, &.p,, Vijayawada. s

N : it . in the reference 1< cited
and that .due to'the matter wenl on litigation by Darsi Mator

Workers Field Assdciat_iun
that in view of the above
| lance 2/3% bid amount in-
posed"in“;he year 2010 and that in the teference
er, Endowments Department, Hyderabad - adcord.ad -.
18 In favour of the respective Highest Bide ing’
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rate of interest at

jon on obtammg report from the then Execuhve Officer and
'nt's Ofﬁcer Ongole, Prakasam stfnc‘t with a condrtron to

& of 18% from the Yate of confirmation of sale i.e.. from 15.08-

~ of the nghest Bldder the Registration Authorities seeking: NOC

" whﬂe tha matter stood thus,. one Sri Vennapusa SEShl Reddy, S/0. Chenna Reddy ﬁ!bd- _

Prakdssm District of extent Ac 0.38 5 cents’ Plot no 2'.' as illegal arbitrary and causmg huge toss !o
the temp!e excheqiser. cansequently praying zms Hanbfe Cpurt to direct the respondems 2to 50
oMect @ne basie value' of the land. at the fate of Rs.15 00/ per square yard from the &th

L mspondmu being tha '_:,considerauon foe. thie lanus situaeed in Survey No 34812G of Darsi
V:nage and Mandal Prakisain. dtstrict of eitent Ac n-&s 1!2 cens Plut no 27" and lhn sad WP
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is pendmg for dzsposal

heve oo lt ts merefore nequested that the Comm:ss:oner Endowmems Depamnem AP,
- Wayawada imay. be- pieased to examine the abave facts narrated in Supra and :ssue

| suxtable orders to the Execunve Oﬂ'eer of the sub;ect temple soasto enabée to p'aceed
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B matter.
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E{e plot m his favour In the reference 4* cited. tne

.enis Departmenl AP, Gouapudn Vijayawada has been

f fand cost as on the date of reg:strahon or Rs. 10, 00,0005
fion, apart from cellectmg 2/3% balance amcum thh semp!e- '

iecutwa Oﬁioer seekmg pe'nxssmn fo regtster the plor in. faveur__-
| also submit that



MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION MISC PEI'lTION
' (UNDER SEC. 151 OF THE C.P. C ) o

© ' Secretariat.Buildings, Ve
B Guntur Dlstrlct-522503. o

_'._'_._.I.N.T iE HIC I:I CQLJ_RT,OF ANDHRA. PRADESH AT AMARAVATI B

CTIANO. . OF2025
N
W.P. NO.  OF2025

Between:

1.Vedururi Venkata Prasada Reddy,
S/o0.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 45 years,
Occ: Employee. R/o. Boddlkurapadu V|IIage, :
Tallur Mandal, Prakasam DIStrICt :

- 2. Vedururl Ashok Reddy @ Venkata Reddy,
S/0.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 43 years,

- Occ:Farmer. R/o. Boddlkurapadu Village,
Tallur Mandal Prakasam District.

3. Vedurur| Venkata Koti Reddy, ; .
- §/0.Subba Reddy, Hindu, aged 42 years,

‘Occ: Emponee, R/o. Boddlkurapadu Village, -
' Tallur Mandal Prakasam DIStrICt

4N, Venkata Salla]a, D/o Subba Reddy, ' o
- :W/o.Venkateswara:Reddy, Hindu, aged 47 years, S L s
. Occ:House wif R/¢ oddlkurapadu V|IIage, o S
- Tallur Mandal, P istrict T

N . peitioner/s
AND ' " i i B L

1 The State of Andhra Pradesh
- +Rep. by it's Pr|nC|paI Se etary, ,

" Endowments Depértn h
s, Velagapudi,

L _Prakasam D|str|ct --Ongole. L - o e
3. The. Commlssmner I | | e

- - Endownients’ Department-

' .A P. \f]ayawada _—
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\cknowledgement No.:

REV010214256

fuesday, Feb 11, 2025 11:34:24 AM
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Prakasam District -
v

IN THE HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PIiADESH AT-
AMARAVATI

CLANO. | OF2025
N

W.P.NO. - © OF2025

ch@
Endo©

DIRECTION PETITION

.Filed by

M/s An||kumar Devalaraju, (10471)
~"Advocate

Counsel for Petitioner
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