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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
THURSDAY, THE TWENTY THIRD DAY OF APRIL

TWO THOUSAND AND TWENW SIX
:PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE APARESH KUMAR SINGH
AND

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE G.M. MOHIUDDIN
WRIT PETITION NOs: 25572,40476 OF 2018, 17474,23842,23908 OF 2019,

14861 0F 2020,24029 0F 2021 AND 28636,39435, 39464,39473 AND
39485 0F 2022 AND 9942 0F 2026

W.P.No.25572 of 2918
- **Behtleen

,b
1. Vijendra Kumar Tiwari, S/o. Late Sri Gokaran Nath Tiwari

2. Rajendra Prasad Tiwari, S/o. Late Sri Gokaran Nath Tiwari

3. Smt. Savitri Devi, W/o. Late Sri Krishnakanth Tiwari

4. Ramesh Kumar Tiwari, S/o. Late Sri Krishnakanth Tiwari

5. Rajesh Kumar Tiwari, S/o Late Sri Krishnakanth Tiwari (Died per LRs 9 to 11).

6. Rakesh Kumar Tiwari, S/o. Late Sri Krishnakanth Tiwari

7. Sunil Kumar Tiwari, S/o. Late Sri Krishnakanth Tiwari " ."*'

L Smit. Sunita Pandey, D/o. Late Sri Krishnakanth Tiwari

9. Smt Rama Tiwari W/o. Late Rajesh Kumar Tiwari

l0.Siddharth Tiwari S/o. Late Rajesh Tiwari

11.Anandi Tiwari D/o. Late Rajesh Kumar Tiwari

(Petitioner Nos.9 to 11 are brought on record as LRs of deceased
Petitioner No.5 as per Court Order dated: 2611012021 Vide l.A.No.1 of
2021 in W.P.No.25572 of 2018)

...Petitioners
AND

1. The Government of Telangana, Represented by the Principal Secretary,
Endowments Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The Chairman, Endowments Tribunal, State of Telangana, Hyderabad.

3. The Member, EndowmentsTribunal, State of Telangana, Hyderabad.

4. The Commissioner, Endowments Department, State of Telangana, Tilak
Road, Hyderabad.

S. The Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department, Hyderabad, O/o. The
Commissioner, Endowments Department, Tilak Road, Hyderabad.

...Respondents
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Petition under Arlicle 726 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue an order, direction or a Writ, one in the nature of a V/rit of Mandamus,
directing the Member, []ndovrments Tribunal, State of Telangana, Hyderabad, the
3'd Respondent herein, to cc,mply with the provision contained in Rule 23 of the
Telangana Charitable arnd Hindu Religious lnstitutions and Encowments Tribunal
Rules, 2010 and also direcl: the Government of Telangana, represented by its
Principal Secretary to tne Government, Endowments Department, Hyderabad, the
1't Respondent herein tc afford an opportunity of hearing the Pe itioners before the
first Respondent pronounces any orders pursuant to the referring >f the matter to the
Government under Rul,e 22 (2) of the Telangana Charitable ard Hindu Religious
lnstitutions and Endownrents lribunal Rules,,2010.

lA NO: 1 OF 2018

Petition under Sr:ction 151 CPC praying that in the circu nstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
all further proceedings before the Government of Telangana represented by its
Principal Secretary, EntJowments Department, the first Respondent herein, pursuant
to the order dated: 16.07.20'18 in O.A.No.2 of 2018 (on the file of the Endowments
Tribunal, Telangana State, Hyderabad) referring the matter tc, the Government,
pending disposal of WP.No.25572 of 2018, on the file of the High Court.

The petition corning on for hearing, upon perusing th,: Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 24.A7.2018 and 03.08.2023 made herein and upon hearirg the arguments of
SRl. T. SANJAY RAO Advoc;ate for the Petitioners and Mr. Pottilari Sridhar Reddy,
learned Special Governrnent Pleader attached to the office of th: learned Advocate
General for the Responctents,

W.P.No.404Z0 ol2EL8

Between:

Teegala Yadi Reddy, S/o. Late Dhan Reddy

Teegala Mahender Relddy, S/o. Late Ram Reddy

Teegala Dayakar Reddy, S/o. Late Ram Reddy

Teegala Chandra Recldy, S/o. Late Sathi Reddy

Teegala Jagan lVlohan Reddy, S/o. Late Sathi Reddy

Teegala Goverdhan Fleddy @ Gopal Reddy, S/o. Late Salhi Reddy

Teegala Madhava Reddy, S/o. Late Venkat Reddy

Teegala Sai Roop Reddy, S/o. Late Sanjeev Reddy
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AND

...Petitioners
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1. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary (Endowment
Department), Secretariat, Saifabad, Hyderabad.

2. The Assistant Commissioner of Endowment, R.R., District, O/o. Endowment
Office Boggulakunta, Abids, Hyderabad.

3. 9ti Balaji Venkateswara Swamy Temple, Badanpet Village, Saroornagar
Mandal' Rep' by its Manager' 

...Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue a writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the portion "in case of disagreement the Chairman shall
address the Government" of Rule 22 (2) of the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and
Hindu Religious lnstitutions and Endowment Tribunal Rules 2010 made under
GOMs.No.180 Revenue (Endowments-l), Department dated 28-02-2011 as adopted
by the State of Telangana under GOMs No.38 Revenue (Endowmente*- l)
Department dated 09-04-2015 as unconstitutional, ultra vires and violative of Articles
14 and 50 of the Constitution of lndia apart from contrary to the provisions of AP
Charitable and Religious lnstitutions and Endowments Act, 1987 and consequently
set-a-side thg notice issued by Telangana Endowment Tribunal, Hyderabad in
OA Nq.457 of 2015 dated 08-10-2018 by treating the OA.No.457 of 2Q15 as allowed.

lA NO: 1 OF 2018

. Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
of all further proceedings including making any order or decision by the
1st Respondent over the judicial orders dated: 08-10-2018 made in OA.No.457 of
2015 of the Endowment Tribunal, Hyderabad in pursuance of the reference notice
dated: 08-10-2018 of Telangana Endowment Tribunal, Hyderabad, pending disposal
of WP.No.40476 o12018, on the file of the High Court.

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 14.11.2018 and 03.08.2023 made herein and upon hearing the arguments of
M/s. L. PRABHAKAR RF-DDY Advocate for the Petitioners, Mr. Pottigari Sridhar
Reddy, learned Special Government Pleader attached to the office of the learned
Advocate General for the Respondent Nos.1 and 2 and Mr. JAGAN MOHAN REDDY
KOTHA Advocate for the Respondent No.3,

W.P.No.17 47 4 ot 2019#

Between:

1, Teegala Yadi Reddy, S/o. Late Dhan Reddy

2. Teegala Mahender Reddy, S/o' Late Ram Reddy

*+ ^.



4

3. Teegala Dayakar Reddy, S/o. Late Ram Reddy

4. Teegala Chandra Redcy, S/o. Late Sathi Reddy

5. Teegala Jagan Mohan Reddy, S/o. Late Sathi Reddy

6. Teegala Goverdhan Reddy @ Gopal Reddy, S/o. Late Satl'i Reddy

7. Teegala Madhava Reddy, S/o. Late Venkat Reddy

8. Teegala Sai Roorc Reddy, S/o. Late Sanjeev Reddy

AND
...Petitioners

1. The State of .r'elangana, Rep. by its Principal Secratary (Endowment
Department), Se':retar at, Saifabad, Hyderabad.

2. The Endowments Tribrrnal for the State of Telangana, Barl atpura, Hyderabad.

3. The Chairman-Cum-District Judge, the Endowments Tribl nal for the State of
Telangana, Barkatpura, Hyderabad.

4. The Member, the lindowments Tribunal for the St;lte of Telangana,
tsarkatpura, Hyd eraba d.

...Respondents

Petition under ,\rticle 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated ir the affidavit filed therewith, the High Ccurt may be pleased
to issue a writ, order or d rection more particularly one in tl e nature of writ of
prohibition directing the resg:ondents not to proceed further in t).A.No.457 of 2015
including pronouncing the orders as per the letter of tlte 1st respondent
dated 25-A7-2019 cons;equently declaring the action of the 1st respondent in taking a
unilateral decision to concucer with the orders of the Member of the Tribunal in
O.A.N0.457 of 2015 a,s per the letter No.12683/Endts.ll(A1)12019 dated 25-07-2019
addressed to the Chairman-Cum-District Judge, Telengana End rwments Tribunal to
pronounce the orders in O.A.No.457 of 2015 as illegal, arbitray, unjust, cotrary to
established principles of lau,, violation of principles of natural ju:;tice and violation of
Article 14 of Constitutir>n of lndia

lA NO: 1 OF 2019

Petition under Secticn 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support r>f the writ petition, the High Court miry be pleased to stay
of pronouncing the orders tly the Respondents in OA No.457 tfi 2015 on the file of
Endowment Tribunal, i'lyde'abad by suspending the letter No.1:1683/Endts.ll(Al)12019
dated 25-07-2019, of ihe 1st respondent, pending disposal of W P.No .17474 of 2019,
on the file of the High Court,

The petition comirg on for hearing, upon perusing he Petition and the
affidavit filed in surpport thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 16.08.2019 marde in l.A.No.1 of 2019 and 03.08.2023 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of tvl/s. L. PRABHAKAR REDDY Advoce te for the Petitioners,
Mr. Pottigari Sridhar Reddy, learned Special Government Pleader attached to the

office of the learned Advocirte General for the Respondents,
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W.P.No.23842 of 2019

Between

1. Smt. M. Suvarnamala, W/o Late M.Rajeswar Rao
?. Smt. M. Mahamaya,Wlo Late M.Rajeswar Rao

.....PETITIONERS

AND

1. State of Telangana, Rep.by its Principal Secretary, Department of Revenue
(Endowments-!1 ), Secretariat Buildings, Saifabad, Hyderabad.
2. tt/udigonda Shankararadhya Mutt, Rep.by its Fit Person, 1-3-1039, Kavadiguda,
Hyderabad.
3. The Assistant Commissioner, O/o The Commissioner of Endowments,
Boggulakunta, Hyderabad.

.....RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue a writ or order or direction more particularly one in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus declaring the order, dated 05-08-2019 passed by Telangana
Endowments Tribunal, Hyderabad in O.A.No. 612 ol 2010 (Old O.A.No. 33 of 2009)
in pursuance of the proceedings, dated 25-07-2019 issued by the 1st respondent as
per Rule 22(2) of Telangana Charitable and Hindu Religious lnstitutions and
Endowment Tribunal Rules, 2010, upon the reference made by the Telangana
Endowments Tribunal, Hyderabad in view of the conflict of decision between the
judicial and Administrative Members as illegal, arbitrary and violative of Articles 14
and 300-A of the Constitution of lndia and set aside the same:

l.A. Noi,1 9F 201e

Petition under Section 151 of C.P.C praying that in the circumstances
stated in the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the High Court may be
pleased to suspend the order, dated 05-08-2019 passed by Telangana Endowments
Tribunal, Hyderabad in O.A.No. 612 of 2010 (Old O.A.No. 33 of 2009), pursuant to
the Letter No.19063/Endts.ll(A1)12018, dated 25-07-2019 issued by the 1st
respondent, pending disposal of WP No.23842 of 2019, on the file of the High Court.

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the

affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 31.10.2019 made in l.A.No.1 of 2019 and upon hearing the arguments of
M/s. M. SHIVA KUMAR Advocate for the Petitioners and Mr. Pottigari Sridhar Reddy,

learned Special Government Pleader attached to the office of the learned Advocate

General ior the Respondents and Mr. RAVI KONDAVEETI Advocate for the

Respondent No.2,
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W.P.No.?3908 of 2019

Between

S. Janardhan, S/c,A.S Murthy
.....PETITIONER

AND

1. The State of Telang;ana, Flep. by its Principal Secretary, Revt,nue (Endowments-
ll) Department Secretariat, Hyderabad, T.S. =+-d.,."- 2. The Chairman- cu.rt- District Judge, Telangana.*Slde.,Enlowments Tribunal

3. The Member, Telangana Sitate Endowments Tribunal Barkatpu ra, Hyderabad
4. The Asst. Commissioner, lindowments Department, Secunderabad, at Kachiguda,
Hydef,lbmF -
5. Sri Mudigonda Sharnkararadhya Muth, Kavadiguda, Hydera:ad Rep. by its Fit
person namely M. Hanuman:ha Rao

....RESPONDENTS

Petition underr Arti:le 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated irr the affidavit filed therewith, the High Ctrurt may be pleased
to issue an appropriate Writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of
WRIT OF MANDAMUS declaring the orders passed by the respondent No.2 dated
05/08i2019 in O.A. No.608 tf 2010, on the file of Telangana Endowments Tribunal,
Hyderabad (Old O.A. No.2(y2009) and a letter dated 2510712C19 in Lr. No.19068/
Endts.ll(A1)12018 issued b'y the 1st respondent upon the acdress made by the
respondent No.2 in view of conflict of decision between the res rondents 2 and 3 as
per Rule 22 (2) of T'elan,Jana Charitable and Hindu Religilus lnstitutions and
Endowment Tribunal Ruler; 2010 as illegal, arbitrary, unjus:, unilateral, without
jurisdiction, violation of princ;iples of naturaljustice, consequentll set-aside the same.

l.A. NO: 1 OF 2019
Petition under Section 151 of C.P.C praying that it the circumstances

stated in the affidavit filed i'r supportof the petition, the High Court may be pleased
to SUSPEND the orders dated 51812019 in O.A. No.608/:1010 on the file of
Telangana Endowments Tribunal passed by the respondent I'1o.2 in pursuance of
Letter dated 251712A19 in [.r.No.19068/Endts.ll(Al)l 2018 issued by the respondent
No.1, pending disposal of V/P No 23908 of 2019, on the file of tlre High Court.

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 31.10.2019 made ir l.A.No.1 of 2019 and upon hearing the arguments of
M/s. SRINIVASA MLJRTFIY CHEEDELLA Advocate fOr the, PEtitiONEr ANd Mr.

Pottigari Sridhar Reddy, leamed Special Government Pleader attached to the office
of the learned Advocate General for the Respondent Nos.'l to 4 and Mr. RAVI

KONDAVEETI Advocate fcrthe Respondent No.5,
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W.P.No.14861 of 2020

Between:
Shaik Hameed, S/o. Shaik Mahaboob

AND 
Petitioner

1. The State of Telangana, rep. by its Principal Secretary, Endowment
Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The Telangana Endowment Tribunal, at Hyderabad, rep. by its Registrar,

-.filak 
Road, Hyderabad

3. Assistant Commissioner, Endowment Department, Ranga Reddy District,
Tilak Road, Hyderabad. -x-< 

,:.=

4. Sri Ananta Padmanabna S*arnffi?fr-p-te, rep. by its Manager, Attapur village, '.#hr
Rajendranagar Mandal, Ranga Reddy District.' -';i- Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ of Certiorari or any other appropriate writ and quash the
judgment rendered by Administrative Member (K. Jyothi) in O.A.No.909 ol 2011,
dated 1110612020 on the tile of the Telangana Endowment Tribunal, Hyderabad if
necessary by setting aside the order of reference about the divergence in the
judgments of the Chairman and Administrative Member of Telangana Endowment
Tribunal, Hyderabad in O.A.No.909 of 2011 and further direct the respondents not to
interfere with the possession and enjoyment of the petitioner over the schedule
mentioned land in O.A.No.909 of 2011.

lA NO: 1 OF 2020:
Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the High Court may be pleased to
direct the 1st respondent not to take any decisionipass any order'in O.A.No.909 of
2011, on the file of the Telangana Endowment Tribunal, Hyderabad, pending
disposal of the WP.No.14861 of 2020, on the file of the High Court.

lA NO: 2 OF 2020:
Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the operation and effect of the judgment and order in O.A.No.909 of 2011,
dated 11tOOtzO2O (rendered by the K.Jyothi, Administrative Member), pending

disposal of the WP.No.14861 of 2020, on the file of the High Court.

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the

affidavit filed in support- thereof and the order of the High Court order

dated: 0g.09.2020, Zi.OZ.Z021 and 03.08.2023 made herein and upon hearing the

aigurnents of M/s. BHARADWAJ ASSOCIATES Advocate for the Petitioner, Mr.

iottigari Sridhar Reddy, learned Special Government Pleader attached to the office

of th-e learned Advocjte General for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3 and Mr. JAGAN

MOHAN REDDY KOTHA Advocate for the Respondent No'4'
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W.P.No.24029 of 2021

Between:

1. Meena Kumari Mlishra, W/o. Late Sri. Kishan Prasad Mishrl

2. Guruprasad, S/o Late Sri. Ram Prasad

3. Srinath Prasad f\'lishra, S/o. Late Sri. Ganesh Prasad Mish'a

4. Raghunath Prasad Mit;hra, S/o. Late Sri. Ganesh Prasad ttlishra

AND 
...Petitioners

1. The State of 1-elanglana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Endowments
Department, Secreta*alSaifabad, Hyderabad.

2. The Commissioner, lindowments, Endowment Departnent,
Tilak Road, Hydr.'raba,J, Telangana.

3. The Additional Comrnissioner of Endowments, Endownents Department,
Boggulakunta, Tilak Road, Hyderabad.

4. Assistant Comnrissiorrer Endowments Department, Government of Andhra
Pradesh, Office of the Commissioner of Endowments Department, Tilak
Road, Hyderabad.

...Respondents

Petition under ,Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Cc urt may be pleased
to issue a Writ order or direction more particularly one in the nature of Writ of
certiorari by:-

(i) Declare that Srrb-Rule 2 of Rule 22 the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and
Hindu Rerligious lnstitutions and Endowments Tribunal Rules 2010 as
Ultravirus; to ttre Endowments Act, 1987 and alsc violative of Articles
14,21 and 30CA of Constitution of lndia and alsc violative of Section
87, 88 arrd 91 of Telangana Charitable and Hindu leligious lnstitutions
and Endowmerts Act, 1987.

(ii) Set aside proceedings letter No.979(i/Endts.ll(Al )12020m
dt,27.10.2020 received on 25.09.2021 and set aside the same by
holding it illegal, arbitrary, unconstitutional, violatire of Articles 14,21
and 300,4 of Oonstitution of lndia and declared tlrat the order passed
by the Chairrnan, Endowments Tribunal in O A.No.151l2O1O Old
O.A.No.'l 112004 in the interest of justice.

lA NO: 1 OF 2021

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the High Coutt may be pleased to
suspend the Proceeclings \o.9796/Endts.ll(Al)12020m dl:27.10.2020 received on

25.09.2021 and dire,:t the Respondent to continue the Pet tioner as Hereditary

Trustee (Founder), pending disposal of WP.No.24029 of 2021, on the fite of the

High Court.

furnta,
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The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 05.10.2021 made in l.A.No.1 af 2021 and 23.03.2022 and OS.OB.ZOZ3 made
herein and upon hearing the arguments of M/s. AVADESH NARAYAN SANGHI
Advocate for the Petitioners and Mr. Pottigari Sridhar Reddy, learned Special
Government Pleader attached to the office of the learned Advocate General for the
Respondents,

W.P.No.28636 ot 2022

Between:
Sri. Bahuganam Mahender, S/o. Late Sri Anantha Ramaiah

ffi}AND-{#.'rPetitioner
1. The State of Telangana, Rep by its Principal.secretary Revenue (Endowment

Department) Secretariat Saifabad Hyderabad.

2. The Commissioner, Endowment, Endowment Department Boggulakunta,
Tilak Road Hyderabad.

3. The Chairman Cum District Judge, Telangana Endowments Tribunal, State of
Telangana, Bumanna Lane Barkatpura Hyderabad.

4. Sri Baskarayani Narsimha Murthy, R/o. Sri Lakshmi Narasimha Swamy
Devasthanam, Yadagirigutta, Nalgonda District.

5. B. Lakshmi Narasimha Rao, S/o. Late B. Anantha Ramaiah, Rl/o. H.No.16-7-
813113/4, Qpp: Malakpet Railway Station, Hyderabad - 500024.

6. Sri V. Buchaiah Sharma, S/o. V. Siddaiah Sharma, Fl/o. Jeedikal (Post),
Lingalsganapur (Mandal) Warangal District.

7. The Assistant Commissioner Endowments, Nalgonda District, Nalgonda AP.

8. The Executive Officer of Sri Lakshmi Narsimha Swamy Devastanam,
Yadagirigutta' Nalgonda District' 

Respondents

Petition under Article 22A^of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affiOitifiitEd therewith, the High Court hay Oe pleased
to issue writ in the nature of mandamus or any other nature declaring:-

(i) Letter No 25334/Endts.ll(A2)/2019 Dt 31-10-2020 issued by
Respondent No 1 to respondent No 3 thereby declining the request of
the Chairman-cum-District Judge Telangana Endowment Tribunal (vide
lr No BCI 133612018 Dt 11-06-2020) to reconsider the matter in OA No
536/20'12 in the light of Orders of the High Court in WP.No.1747412019
in correct perspective and informing The Chairman-cum-District Judge
Telangana Endowment Tribunal that the order passed by Government
Vide Lr No 25334/Endts.ll/A212020 Dt 01-06-2020 as per Rule 22 (2) of
the AP Charitable and Hindu Religious lnstitutions and Endowment
Tribunal Rules 2010 hold good as illegal unlaMul, against the
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provisions of constitution of lndia, principles of nattrral justice. fairplay
and equity and r;onsequently set aside the same.

(ii) The Rule 22 (2t of the AP Charitable and Hindu R-.ligious lnstitutions
and Endowmert Tribunal Rules 2010 as uncrnstitutional being
violative of Article 14 of Constitution of lndia and Ul:ra-Virus to Section
87 to 89 of l\P Charitable and Hindu Religiot s lnstitutions and
Endowment Tritrunal Act 1987 and against the spiril of Judicial system,
since the said Flule empowers the Government to rlecide in the cases
where the Chairman and Member differ and disagr3e on the merits of
the matter and lyive conflicting judgment.

(iii) c*L'confirnr the ()rder Dt 31-10-2018 plssed by the tlhairman-Cum-Dist
Judge in OA Nc 536/2012 by rejectinWillOrder Dt 31-10-2018 passed
by the Member in OA No 536/2012 on the file of Re 'spondent No.3 i.e.,
Telangania Endrwment Tribunal and allow OA No 5)012012.

lA NO: 1 OF 2022:
Petition under Sectiorr 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in supcort of the writ petition, the High Court ma r be pleased to stay
the operation and efferct of the Letter No.25334/Endts.ll(A2)1n19 Dt 31-10-2020
issued by Respondent No.1 to respondent No.3 thereby declinin3 the request of the
Chairman-cum-District Juclge Telangana Endowment I ribunal (vide lr
No.BC1/33612018 Dt 11-06-11020) to reconsider the matter in OA No 536/2012 in the
light of Orders of the lligh {)ourt in WP.No.1747412019 in corr.'ct perspective and
informing The Chairman-cunr-District Judge Telangana Endowm >nt Tribunal that the
order passed by Government Vide Lr No 25334/Endts.ll/A212020 Dt 01-06-2020 as
per Rule 22 (2) of the r\P Charitable and Hindu Religio rs lnstitutions and
Endowment Tribunal Flules 2010 hold good, pending disposal of WP.No.28636 of
2022, on the file of the High rlourt.

The petition ccming on for hearing, upon perusing tle Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 08.A7.2022 and 03.0i1.2023 made herein and upon hearirg the arguments of
M/s. G.K. DESHPANDE Aclvocate for the Petitioner, Mr. Potti3ari Sridhar Reddy,
learned Special Government Pleader attached to the office of ttre learned Advocate
General for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3 and 7, 8 and Mr. SARA {G AFZULPURT(AR
Advocate for the Resp,rnderrt Nos.4 to 6,

W.P.No.39435 of 202:!

Between:
Sri. Seelam Salyanalayana Reddy, S/o. Pedda Achi Red<ly

Petitioner

AND

The State o" Telangana, Rep.by its Principal {iecretary, Revenue
Endowments Departlnent, Secretariat Hyderabad.

1
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2. The Chairman-Cum-District Judge, Telangana Endowments Tribunal
Bhumannagalli, Barkatpura Behind Tuljabhavan Dharmashala, Hyderabad.

3. The Assistant Commissiener, Endowments Department, Khammam Town
and District.

4. Sri Chandrasekhara Swamy Temple, Narapunenipalli village, Wyra Mandal,
Khammam District, Rep. by its Executive Officer.

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstanceg stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue writ in the nature of certiorari/mandamus or any other nature declaring the:-

(i) the letter of the 1st respondent No. 3l72lEndts.ll,lA2l202O Dt.
17 .2.2021, isgged, J9 the 3rd Respondent learned Telangana
Endowments ffi6ffii concurring with the orders passed Uy tne
Member as per rule 22 (2) of Telangana Charitable and Hindu
Religious lnstitutions and Endowment Tribunal Rules 2010, without
considering the orders passed by the Judicial Member i.e, Chairman,
passed in O.A.No.751 o12010 (Old O.A.No. 4 of 2010 D.C., Warangal)
in the light of the orders passed by this Court in l.A.No.1 of 2019 in
W.P.No.17474 of 2019 Dt. 16.8.2019, is illegal, unlawful, against the
provisions of Constitution of lndia, Principles of natural justice and
consequently liable to be set aside.

(ii) Challenging the Rule 22 (2) of the A.P Charitable and Hindu Religious
lnstitutions and Endowment Tribunal Rules 2010 as adopted by the
State of Telangana on the ground that it is unconstitutional being
violative of Article 14 of Constitution of lndia and Ultra-Virus to Section
87 to 89 of Telangana State Charitable and Hindu Religious lnstitutions
and Endowment Act, 30 of 1987 and against the spirit of Judicial
system, since the said Rule empowers the Government to decide in the
cases where the Chairman and Member differ and disagree on the
merits of the matter and give conflicting judgments and

(iii) Praying this court to confirm the order passed by the Chairman cum-
district Judge in O.A.No.564 of 2011 (Old O.A.No.3 of 2010 D.C.,
Warangal) Dt. 3.12.2019 by setting aside/rejecting the order passed by
the Administrative Member in O.A.No. 751 of 2010 (Old O.A.No. 4 of
2O1O D.C., Warangal) Dt. 10.01 .2020 on the file of the 3rd Respondent
learned Telangana Endowments Tribunal at Hyderabad.

lA NO: 1 oF 2022:
Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the High Court may be pleased to

suspend the letter of the 1st respondent No. 3572/Endts.lllA2l2020 Dt. 17.2.2021,

issued to the 3rd Respondent learned Telangana Endowments Tribunal, Hyderabad

by staying all further proceedings in O.A.No.751 of 2010 (Old 4 of 2010 before D.C,

Warangai;, pending disposal of WP.No.39435 of 2022, on the file of the High Court.
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The petition coming crn for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support tlrereof and the order of the l'ligh Court order
dated: 14.11.2022 and ()3.08.2023 made herein and upon hearin(r the arguments of
SRl. PULLABHOTLA \/LS TSRICHAKRAPANI Advocate for tlre Petitioner, Mr.
Pottigari Sridhar Reddy, iearned Special Government Pleader att;rched to the office
of the learned Advocate General for the Respondent Nos.1 t: 3 and Mr. J.R.
MANOHAR RAO Advoc;ate for the Respondent No.4,

W.P.No.39464 of 2022

Between: **r*__.
1. Mantlagondi Daivadeenam (DJed

2. Mandagondi Chandrashekar, S/O

l-ffiSrgondi Sreenivas, S/o Mandagondi Daivadeenam

4. Mandagondi Shil,aramakrishna, Sio Mandagondi Daivadeeram,

Petitioners
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep.by its Principal Se cretary, Revenue
Endowments Derrartfll,:rtt, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The Chairman-Cum-District Judge, Telangana Endrrwments Tribunal
Bhumannagalli, t3arkal pura, Behind Tuljabhavan Dharmasl rala, Hyderabad.

3. The Assistant Oommissioner, Endowments Departmerrt Khammam Town
and District.

4. Sri Chandrasekhara Siwamy Temple, Narapunenipalli Village, Wyra Mandal,
Khammam District, Rep. by its Executive Officer

Respondents

Petition under l\rticle 226 of the Constitution of lndia rraying that in the
circumstances stated in the ,affidavit filed therewith, the High Co.rrt may be pleased
to issue writ in the nature of crertiorari/mandamus or any other nalure declaring the:

(i) the letter of the 1st respondent No. 3572lErdts.1l,lA2l202O Dt.
171212021, iss,ued to the 3rd Respondent l:arned Telangana
Endowmernts -tribunal concurring with the orders passed by the
Member as p3r rule 22 (2) of Telangana Ch;rritable and Hindu
Religious lnstitutions and Endowment Tribunal Fules 2010, without
considerirrg ther orders passed by the Judicial Mernber i.e, Chairman,
passed irr O.A.No. 563 of 2011 (Old O.A.No.2 of 2110 D.C., Warangal)
in the light of ':he orders passed by this Court in l.A.No.1 of 2019 in

W.P.No. 1747t1 of 2019 Dt. 161812019, is illegal, unlawful, against the
provisions of tlonstitution of lndia, Principles of natural justice and
consequently liable to be set aside.

'ia

per L.Rs),

ffiffiondi Daivadeena n,
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(ii) Challenging the Rule 22 (2) of thb A.P Charitable and Hindu Retigious
lnstitutions and Endowment Tribunal Rules 2010 as adopted by the
State of Telangana on the ground that it is unconstitutional being
violative of Article 14 ol Constitution of lndia and Ultra-Virus to Section
87 to 89 of Telangana State Charitable and Hindu Religious lnstitutions
and Endowment Act, 30 of 1987 and against the spirit of Judicial
system, since the said Rule empowers the Government to decide in the
cases where the Chairman and Member differ and disagree on the
merits of the matter and give conflicting judgments and

(iii) praying this court to confirm the order passed by the Chairman cum-
district Judge in O.A.No.563 of 2011 (Old O.A.No.2 of 2010 D.C.,
Warangal) Dt.,q1212019 by settins as-ide/rejecting the order passedpJ
the Administrativb$lember in O*ffio.563 of 2011 (Old O.A.No.l oT
2010 D.C., Warangal) Dt. 1010112020 on the file of the 3rd Respondent
learned Tglangani Endowments Tribunal at Hyd errb j6':<'-e

lA NO: 1 OF 2022: t-P

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the letter of the 1st respondent No.3572/Endts.ll,lA2l2020 Dt. 171212021,
issued to the 3rd Respondent learned Telangana Endowments Tribunal, Hyderabad
by staying all further proceedings in O.A.No.563 of 2011 (Old O.A.No.2 of 2010
before D.C, Warangal), pending disposal of WP.No.39464 of 2022, on the file of the
High Court

W.P.No.39473 ot 2022

Between:
Smt. Kadiyala Rukmini., W/o. Sreenivasa Rao

Petitioner
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep.by ils Principal Secretary, Revenue
Endowments Department, Secretariat Hyderabad.

2. The Chairman-Cum-District Judge Telangana, Endowmg.nt? Tribunal
ghumannagitli, AtLatpu ra Behind Tuljabhava-n Dharmashala, Hyderabad.

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 28.10.2022 and 03.08.2023 made herein and upon hearing the arguments of
MR. SRINIVAS ALENOOR Advocate for the Petitioner, Mr. Pottigari Sridhar Reddy,
learned Special Government Pleader attached to the office of the learned Advocate
General for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3 and Mr. J.R. MANOHAR RAO Advocate for
the Respondent No.4,
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3. The Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department, Khammam Town
and District.

4. Sri Chandrasekhara (iwamy Temp Narapunenipalli village, Wyra Mandal
Khammam Distrir:t, Rell. by its Executive Officer.

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia F,raying that in the
circumstances stated in the erffidavit filed therewith, the High Cotrrt may be pleased
to issue writ in the nature of nrandamus or any other nature declaring the:

(i) the letter of the 1st respondent No.3572/Endts.ll,lA2l2020
Dt. 17.2.t1-021, issued to the 3rd Respondent laarned Telangana
Endowments T'ribunal concurring with the ordels passed by the
Member as p()r rule 22 (2) of Telangana Che ritable and Hindu
Religious lnstitrttions and Endowment Tribunal Rrles 2010, without
considerirffiffUOraers passed by the Judicial Menrber i.e., Chairman,
passed in O.A.l{o.564 of 2011 (Old O.A.No.3 of 2010 D.C., Warangal)
in the liglrt of the orders passed by this Court in .A.No.1 of 2019 in
W.P.No.17474 of 2019 Dt. 16.8.2019. is illegal, urtlawful, against the
provisions; of Oonstitution of lndia, Principles of natural justice and
consequently liable to be set aside.

(ii) Challenging ther Rule 22 (2) of the A.P Charitable irnd Hindu Religious
lnstitutions ancr Endowment Tribunal Rules 2010 as adopted by the
State of relangana on the ground that it is un:onstitutional being
violative of Arti,:le 14 of Constitution of lndia and Ultra-Virus to Section
87 to 89 of Telttngana State Charitable and Hindu tteligious lnstitutions
and Endowment Act, 30 of 1987 and against tlre spirit of Judicial
system, since the said Rule empowers the Governrrent to decide in the
cases where the Chairman and Member differ a rd disagree on the
merits of the matter and give conflicting judgments and disagree on the
merits of the matter and give conflicting judgments lnd

(iii) praying this cc urt to confirm the order passed by the Chairman-cum-
district Judge in O.A.No.564 of 2011 (Old O.A. rlo.3 of 2010 D.C.,
Warangal) Dt. 3.12.2019 by setting aside/rejecting the order passed by
the Administrative Member in O.A.No.563 of 2011 (Old O.A.No.2 of
2010 D.O , We rangal) Dt. 1 0.01.2020 on the file of the 3rd Respondent
learned 1-elanglana Endowments Tribunal at Hyderirbad.

lA NO: 1 OF 2022:

Petition under Secticn 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in srrpporl of the writ petition, the High Cour may be pleased to
suspend the letter of the 1:;t respondent No.3572/Endts.11,lA2'2020 Ol. 17.2.2021,
issued to the 3 rd Respondent learned Telangana Endowments Tribunal, Hyderabad
by staying all further proceerdings in O.A.No.564 of 2011 (Old 3 of 2010 before D.C,
Warangal), pending disposerl of WP.No .39473 of 2022, on the fil : of the High Court.
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The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 28.10.2022 and 03.08.2023 made herein and upon hearing the arguments of
SRl. PULLABHOTLA VLS SRICHAKRAPANI Advocate for the Petitioner, Mr.
Pottigari Sridhar Reddy, learned Special Government Pleader attached to the office
of the learned Advocate General for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3 and Mr. J.R.
MANOHAR RAO Advocate for the Respondent, No.4,

W.P.No.39485 ot 2022

-

Between
=!Xg**.

1. Mandagondi Parthasarathi, (Died per L.Rs)

2. Mandagondi Kanakadurga, W/o Late S M Parthasarathi

3. lt/andagondi Swarajyalakshmi, D/o late Sri M Parthasarathi
4. Mandagondi Srivalli, W/o Sri U SrinivasaRao

5. Ghavali Krishna Veni, Wo. Sri Chavali Venkataramana

6. MandagondiSridevi, D/o Late Sri M Parthasarathi

Petitioners

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep.by its Principal Secretary, Revenue
endowments Department, Secretariat Hyderabad.

2. The Chairman-Cum-District Judge, Telangana Endowments Tribunal
Bhumannagalli, Barkatpura Behind Tuljabhavan Dharmashala, Hyderabad.

3. The Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department, Khammam Town
and District.

4. Sri Chandrasekhara Swamy Temple, Narapunenipalli village, Wyra Mandal,
Khammam District, Rep. by its ExecutiVe Officer.

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue writ in the nature of certiorari/mandamus or any other nature declaring the:-

(i) the letter of the 1st respondent No.3l72lEndts.ll,lA2l2020
Dt. 17.2.2021, issued to the 3rd Respondent learned Telangana
Endowments Tribunal concurring with the orders passed by the
Member as per rule 22 (2) of Telangana Charitable and Hindu

Religious Institutions and Endowment Tribunal Rules 2010, without
considering the orders passed by the Judicial Member i.e., Chairman,
passed in b.n.uo.zs0 of 2010 (Old O.A.No.1 of 2010 D.C., Warangal)

in the light of the orders passed by this Court in l.A.No.1 of 2019 in
W.p.N0.17474 of 2019 Dt. 16.8.2019, is illegal, unlavvful, against the

provisions of Constitution of lndia, Principles of natural justice and

consequently liable to be set aside.
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(ii) Challengirrg the Rule 22 (2) ot the A.P Charitable and Hindu Religious
lnstitutions; and Endowment Tribunal Rules 2010 as adopted by the
State of 'telanllana on the ground that it is unr;onstitutional being
violative of Article 14 of Constitution of lndia and Ultra-Virus to Section
87 to 89 of Telangana State Charitable and Hindu F eligious lnstitutions
and Endc,wmerrt Act, 30 of 1987 and against tl'e spirit of Judicial
system, since the said Rule empowers the Governn ent to decide in the
cases where tlre Chairman and Member differ atrd disagree on the
merits of the matter and give conflicting judgments e nd

(iii) praying tl'ris court to conform the order passed by the Chairman cum-
district Judge in O.A.No.750 of 2010 (Old O.A.llo.1 of 2010 D.C.,
Warangal) Dt. :t/1212019 by setting aside/rejecting lhe order passed by
the Admirristralive Member in O.A.No.750 of 201) (Old O.A.No.1 of
2010 D,C, Warangal) Dt. 10/01 12020 on the file of :he 3rd Respondent
learned Telang,ana Endowments Tribunal at Hyderabad.

* xs-

lA NO: 1 OF 2022:

Petition under Siectiort 151 CPC praying that in the circtrmstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the letter of the 1s,t respondent No.3572/Endts.ll,lA2l',1020 Dt. 171212021,
issued to the 3rd Responderrt learned Telangana Endowments'-ribunal, Hyderabad
by staying all further proceerlings in O.A.No.750 of 2010 (Old 1 ct 2010 before D.C,
Warangal), pending disiposal of WP.No.39485 of 2022, on the file of the High Court.

The petition ccrning on for hearing, upon perusing tle Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 28.10.2022 and 03.01).2023 made herein and upon hearitg the arguments of
MR. SRINIVAS ALENOOR,\dvocate for the Petitioner, Mr. Potligari Sridhar Reddy,
learned Special Government Pleader attached to the office of tlre learned Advocate
General for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3 and Mr. J.R. MANOHAII RAO Advocate for
the Respondent No.4,

W.P.No.9942 of 2026

Between
1. Smt. Erra Shyamarrma, !V/o Late Erra Basappa
2. Sri Erra Pochaiah, S/o Late Erra Basappa

...Petitioners

AND

1. The State of Telangerna, Revenue (Endowment) Deptrrtment, Secretariat,
Hyderabad, Rep. by its Prin:ipal Secretary.

2. The Telangana En,Jowments Tribunal, At Hyderabad, rep. by its Chairman-Curn-
District Judge.



t7

3. The Deputy Commissioner, Endowments Department, Boogulukunta, Hyderabad.

4. The Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department, Medak at Sangareddy.

5. Sri B. Narayana, S/o Sri Baganna, Aged about 56 years, Occ. Agriculture, Fl/o.
Borancha village, Manoor Mandal, Medak District

6. Chetukindi Nagappa, S/o. Kistappa, Aged about 82 Years, Occ. ,Agriculture,

7. Erra Basappa (died), His LRs writ petitioners 1 and 2 herein

8.ErraNarasimulu,S/o.Laxmaiah,Agedabout40Years,occ.Agriculture.

9. Koduri Pochaiah, S/o. Moglaiah, Aged about 82 Years, Occ. Agriculture.

10. Banidha Narasomulu, S/o. Nagappa, Aged about 62 Years, Occ. Agriculture.
Respondents to 6 to 10 are R/gpancha village, Manoor Mandal, Medak District

11. Pochamma Temple, SV. f{ilf z/A, At Borancha village, Manoor Mandal, Medi'ii*
District. Rep by Exec0ttue'€fficer

...Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue a Writ, order or orders more particularly one in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus (i). to declare the Rule 22(2) of the (Telangana) Charitable and Hindu
Religious lnstitutions and Endowment Tribunal Rules, 2010, framed under G,O. Ms.
No. 180, Revenue (Endowment-l) Department, dated 28.02.2011, and notified in
G.O. Ms.38, dated 09.04.201S,to the effect in case of disagreement, the Chairman
shall address the Government as unconstitutional, ultra-vires and violative of Articles
14 and 50 of the Constitution of lndia and contrary to the provisions of the Telangana
Charitable and Hindu Religious lnstitutions and Endowments Act, 30 of 1987 (ii). to
declare the Letter No. 13446/Rev (Endts.ll/A2)12025 dated 12-2 2026 issued by the
1st Respondent concurring with the order dated 25.04.2025 passed by the Chairman
of 2nd Respondent Tribunal, in OA No. 559/2014, differing with the orders dated
25.04.2025 passed by its member and dismissing the 0.A., without issuing any
notice to the Writ Petitioners and other affected parties or hearing them, qs arbitrary,
illegal, violates the Principles of Natural Justice and against the Article-14.of the
Constitution of lndia and set aside the same.

l.A. NO: 1 OF 2026
Petition under Section 151 of C.P.C praying that in the circumstances stated

in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the impugned Letter N0.13446/Rev(Endts.ll/A2)12025 dated 12-02-2026
issued by the I Respondent, en the basis of the order dated 27-02-2Q26 passed in

O.A. No.559/2014 by the 2nd Respondent Tribunal, pending disposal of
WP.No.9942 of 2026, qn the file of the High Court'

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the

affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court datld: 10'04.2026

made herein and upon hearing the arguments of SRl. N. GANGADHAR Advocate for

the petitioners, sRl. BHUKYA MANGILAL NAIK learned Government Pleader for

Endowments appears for the Respondent Nos.1, 3 and 4 and Sri D. Ve-nugopal

Reddy, learnecl cOunsel appears for Sri C,H' Satish Kumar, learned Standing

Couniel for Temples, for respondent No.'11, the Courl made the following.
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ORDER:

Mr. S.Sudeegr Reddy, Mr. Ashok Reddy Kanathala and

Mr. N. Gangadhar, learned counsel appears for the petitioners.

Mr. Pottigari Sridhar Reddy, learned Special Gorernment Pleader

attached to the office cf the learned Advocate General appe rrs for the State of

Telangana.

Mr. Bhukya Mangilill Naik, learned Government Pl,lader appears for

Endowme nts Departnn ent.

Mr. Ravi Konolaveel:i, learned counsel for respondent Nos.2 and 5 in
W.P.Nos.23842 and 23908 of 2019 respectively.

Learned Special Government Pleader, on instructio ts, submits that a

draft amendment bill has been prepared to amend Rule 22(:!) of the Telangana

Charitable and Hindu Religious lnstitutions and Endowments Tribunals Rules,

2010, pursuant to the observations made by this Court,>n 11.11.2025. He

prays for some time for de,cision of the competent authority

As prayed for by the special Government Pleader, lir;t these matters on

16.06.2026.

lnterim orders grarrt€d earlier, if any, are extended :ill the next date of

hearing.

sd/- VIOHD.:ISN.[AU,,

OBPI tY REG'TISTRAR.
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ECTIONS OFFICER

To,

1. One CC to

2. One CC to

3. One CC to

4. One CC to

5, One CC to

6. One CC to

SF.l. T. S;ANJAY RAO, Advocate [OPUC].

M/rs. L. F'RABHAI(AR REDDY, Advocate [OF UC].

M/s. BH,\RADWAJ ASSOCIATES, Advocate [OPUC].

M/s. AV,\DESH NARAYAN SANGHI, Advocrrte [OPUC].

M/s. G.1... DESHPANDE, Advocate IOPUC].

SFll. PULLABHOTLA VLS SRICHAKRAPANI, Advocate [OPUC]

I
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7. One GC to MR. SRINIVAS ALENOOR, Advocate [OPUC].

8. One CC to M/s. M. SHIVA KUMAR, Advocate [OPUC].

9. One CC to M/s. SRINIVASA MURTHY CHEEDELLA, Advocate [OPUC].

10.One CC to SRl. N. GANGADHAR, Advocate [OPUC].

11.Two CCs to THE ADVOCATE GENERAL, High Court for the State of
Telangana at Hyderabad [OUT].

12.Two spare copies

"-Atl,t, r n
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HIGH COURT

HCJ & GMMJ

DATED:2310412026 ="rery?,q

LIST THESE MATT'ERS ON 16.06.2026.

ORDER

WRIT PETITION lt{Os: 25572, 40476 OF 2018, 17474, 23842, 23908
oF 2019, 14961 0F 2020,24029 0F 2021 AND 296.?6, 39435, 39464,
39473 AND 39485 OF 2:022 AND 9942OF 2026
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