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WRIT PETITION NOs: 25572,
14861 0F 2020,24029 0F

[ 3376 ]

rt Order dated: 2611012021 Vide l.A.No.l of
8)

,Petitioners
AND

HIGH GOURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
TUESDAY, TH* SIXTEENTH DAY OF JUNE

TWO THOUFAND AND TWENTY SIX
:PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE THE C IEF JUSTICE APARESH KUMAR SINGH

THE HONOU
AND

SRI JUSTICE G.M. MOHIUDDIN

W.P.No.25572 of 2018

Between:

. Vijendra Kumar Tiwari, S/o.

. Rajendra Prasad Tiwari, S/o

Smt. Savitri Devi, W/o. Late S

Ramesh Kumar Tiwari, S/o. L

Rajesh Kumar Tiwari, S/o Lat

76 0F 2018,17474,23942,23909 OF 2019,
21 AND 28636, 39435, 39464, 39473 AND

3948s OF AND 9942 0F 2026

Late Sri Gokaran Nath Tiwari

Late Sri Gokaran Nath Tiwari

iri Krishnakanth Tiwari

late Sri Krishnakanth Tiwari

e Sri Krishnakanth Tiwari (Died per LRs I to 11).
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Rakesh Kumar Tiwari, S/o. Sri Krishnakanth Tiwari

Sunil Kumar Tiwari, S/o. Late Sri Krishnakanth Tiwari

Smit. Sunita Pandey, D/o Sri Krishnakanth Tiwari

iesh Kumar Tiwari. Smt Rama TiwariW/o. Late

l0.Siddharth Tiwari S/o. Late Tiwari

11.Anandi Tiwari D/o. Late Kumar Tiwari

brought on record as LRs of deceased(Petitioner Nos.9 to 11
Petitioner No.5 as per
20211n W.P.No.25572 of 20

1. The Government of Telang Do, Represented by the Principal Secretary,
Endowments Department, S riat, Hyderabad.

2. The Chairman, Endowments

3. The Member, Endowments T

, State of Telangana, Hyderabad.

al, State of Telangana, Hyderabad

4. The Commissioner, E
Road, Hyderabad.

Department, State of Telangana, Tilak

5. The Assistant Commissioner,
Commissioner, Endowments

ents Department, Hyderabad, O/o. The
rtment, Tilak Road, Hyderabad.

...Respondents
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Petition undr,,r 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 an order, rlirection or a Writ, one in the nature of a Writ of Mandamus,
directing the Membgr, Endowments Tribunal, State of Telarrgana, Hyderabad, the
3'd Respondent herein, trr comply with the provision contalred in Rule 23 of the
Telangana Charitakrle and Hindu Religious lnstitutions and Endowments Tribunal
Rules, 2010 and also direct the Government of Telangara, represented by its
Principal Secretary to the Government, Endowments Depar:ment, Hyderabad, the
1't Respondent hertrin to afford an opportunity of hearing the Petitioners before the
first Respondent prcnounces any orders pursuant to the referring of the matter to the
Government under Rule 22 (2) of the Telangana Charitabk: and Hindu Religious
lnstitutions and Endr:wments Tribunal Rules, 2010.

lA NO: 1 OF 2018

Petition underr Section 151 CPC praying that in the c rcumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in {:;upport of the writ petition, the High Court nay be pleased to stay
all further proceedings before the Government of Telangana represented by its
Principal Secretary, Endowments Department, the first Respcndent herein, pursuant
to the order dated: 16.07,2018 in O.A.No.2 of 2018 (on the lile of the Endowments
Tribunal, Telangani,r State, Hyderabad) referring the matte r to the Government,
pending disposal of WP.No.25572 of 2018, on the file of the High Court.

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in r;upport thereof and the order of tl'e High Court order
dated: 24.07.2018, 13.08.2023 and 23.04.2026 made herein and upon hearing the
arguments of SRl. f. SANJAY RAO Advocate for the Petitioners and Mr. Pottigari
Sridhar Reddy, learned Special Government Pleader attached to the office of the
learned Advocate G eneral for the Respondents,

W.P.No.40476 of 21.)18

Between

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

2. Teegala Mah,:nder Reddy, S/o. Late Ram Reddy

3. Teegala Dayilkar Reddy, S/o. Late Ram Reddy
4. Teegala Charrdra Reddy, S/o. Late Sathi Reddy

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

6. Teegala Govrlrdhan Reddy @ Gopal Reddy, s/o. Late llathi Reddy
7. Teegala Madhava Reddy, S/o. Late Venkat Reddy
8. Teegala Sai Floop Reddy, S/o. Late Sanjeev Reddy

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. Sri Balaj! 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 2O1O 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 (Endowments 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 the notice issued by Telangana Endowment Tribunal, Hyderabad in
OA No.457 of 2015 dated 08-10-2018 by treating the OA.No.457 of 2015 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: 0B-10-2018 of Telangana Endowment Tribunal, Hyderabad, pending disposal
of WP.No .40476 of 2018, 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: 14.11.2018,03.08.2023 and 23.04.2026 made herein and upon hearing the
arguments of M/s. L. PRABHAKAR REDDY Advocate for the Petitioners, [VIr.

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.17474 of 2019

Between:

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

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

4. Teegala Charrdra Reddy, S/o. Late Sathi Reddy

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

6. Teegala Govr;rdhan Reddy @ Gopal Reddy, S/o. Late riathi Reddy

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

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

AND
Petitioners

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

2. The Endowments Tribunal for the State of Telangana, f]arkatpura, Hyderabad.

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

4. The Member, the Endowments Tribunal for the State of Telangana,
Barkatpura, l-lyderabad.

...Respondents

Petition underr Article 226 of the Constitution of lncia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue a writ, orr.ler or direction more particularly one ir the nature of writ of
prohibition directing the respondents not to proceed further n O.A.No.457 of 2015
including pronounr:ing the orders as per the letter of the 1st respondent
dated 25-07-2019 consequently declaring the action of the 1sl respondent in taking a
unilateral decision lo concucer with the orders of the Men ber of the Tribunal in
O.A.No"457 of 201ti as per the letter No.12683/Endts.ll(A1)li'019 dated 25-07-2019
addressed to the Chairman-Cum-District Judge, Telengana Endowments Tribunal to
pronounce the orders in O.A.No.457 of 2015 as illegal, arbilrary, unjust, cotrary to
established principlers of law, violation of principles of natural justice and violation of
Article 14 of Constitrrtion of lndia.

lA NO: 1 oF 2019

Petition underr Section 151 CPC praying that in the c rcumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in s uppott of the writ petition, the High Court nay be pleased to stay
of pronouncing the rrders by the Respondents in OA No.45',' of 2015 on the file of
Endowment Tribunal, Hyderabad by suspending the letter No 12683/Endts.ll(A1)12019
dated 25-07-2019, of the 1st respondent, pending disposal of WP.No .17474 of 2019,
on the file of the Higtt Court.

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in :,;upport thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 16.08.2019 ntade in l.A.No.1 of 2019 and 03.08.2023 and 23.04.2026 made
herein and upon hearing the arguments of M/s. L. PRABHAI.AR REDDY Advocate
for the Petitioners, [\,1r. Pottigari Sridhar Reddy, learned Speciirl Government Pleader
attached to the officr,t of the learned Advocate General for the lRespondents,
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1. S
2.S

W.P of 2019

Between

mt. M. Suvamamala, Wo Late M.Rajeswar Rao
mt. M. Mahamaya, W/o Late M.Rajeswar Rao

.....PETITIONERS

AND

1. State of Telangana, Rep.by its Principal Secretary, Department of Revenue
(Endowments-11 ), Secretariat Buildings, Saifabad, Hyderabad.
2. Mudigonda 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
[/andamus declaring 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)
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 300-4 of the Constitution of lndia and set aside the same.

l.A. NO: 1 OF 2019

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 23.04.2026 made herein 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 for the Respondents and [vlr. RAVI
KONDAVEETI Advocate for the Respondent No.2,
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W.P. of 2019

Between

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

AND

1. The State of Telarrgana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Re rvenue (Endowments-
ll) Department Secretariat, Hyderabad, T.S.
2. The Chairman- cum- District Judge, Telangana State lindowments Tribunal
Barkatpura, Hyderabad
3. The Member, Telangana State Endowments Tribunal Barkatpura, Hyderabad
4. The Asst. Commissionei', Endowments Department, Secunderabad, at Kachiguda,
Hyderabad
5. Sri Mudigonda Srankararadhya Muth, Kavadiguda, Hyderabad Rep. by its Fit
person namely M. H;rnumantha Rao

....RESPONDENTS

Petition unrler Article 226 of the Constitution of lnc ia praying that in the
circumstances stater:l in the affidavit filed therewith, the High )ourt may be pleased
to issue an appropriirte Writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of
WRIT OF MANDAMUS declaring the orders passed by the r')spondent No.2 dated
0510812019 in O.A. t'Jo.60B of 2010, on the file of Telangana lndowments Tribunal,
Hyderabad (Old O.lt,. No.29/2009) and a letter dated 25lO7l?-019 in Lr. No.19068/
Endts.ll(A1)12018 isr;ued by the 1st respondent upon the irddress made by the
respondent No.2 in rriew of conflict of decision between the re spondents 2 and 3 as
per Rule 22 (2) of Telangana Charitable and Hindu Relirlious lnstitutions and
Endowment Tribunal Rules 2010 as illegal, arbitrary, unjust, unilateral, without
jurisdiction, violation of principles of naturaljustice, consequen:ly set-aside the same.

l.A. NO: 1 OF 2019
Petition under Section 15'l 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 orders dated 51812019 in O.A. No.608i2010 on the file of
Telangana Endowments Tribunal passed by the respondent No.2 in pursuance of
Letter dated 251712Ct19 in 1r.No.19068/Endts.ll(A1)l 2018 issrred by the respondent
No.1, pending dispo,i;al of r/VP No 23908 of 2019, on the file of the High Court.

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusingr the Petition and the
affidavit filed in suppoft thereof and the order of th-' High Court order
dated: 31.10.2019 n'rade in l.A.No.1 of 2019 and 23.04.2026 rnade herein and upon
hearing the argumerts of M/s. SRINIVASA IVIURTHY CHEEDELLA Advocate for the
Petitioner and [Vlr. Pottigari Sridhar Reddy, learned Special Government Pleader
attached to the office, of the learned Advocate General for the llespondent Nos.1 lo 4
and [r/r. RAVI KONDAVEETI Advocate for the Respondent No 5,
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W.P.Nq.14861 of 2020

Between:
Shaik Hameed, S/o. Shaik Mahaboob

Petitioner
AND

1. The state of relangana, rep. by its Principal secretary, Endowment
Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

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

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

4. Sri Ananta Padmanabha Swamy Temple, rep. by its Manager, Attapur village,
Rajendranagar Mandal, Ranga Reddy District.

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 of 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 decision/pass 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.

IA 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 1110612020 (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: 08.09.2020,22.02.2021, 03.08.2023 and 23.04.2026 made herein and upon
hearing the arguments of M/s. BHARADWAJ ASSOCIATES 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. JAGAN MOHAN REDDY KOTHA Advocate for the Respondent No.4,



8

W.P.No.24029 of 20;ill

Between:

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

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

3. Srinath Prasar:l Mishra, S/o. Late Sri. Ganesh Prasad Mishra

4. Raghunath Prirsad Mishra, S/o. Late Sri. Ganesh Prasatl Mishra
...Petitioners

AND

1. The State 0f Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Seoretary, Endowments
Department, .c ecretariat, Saifa bad, Hyderabad.

2. The Commis-.;ioner, Endowments, Endowment Department, Boggulakunta,
Tilak Road, Hllderabad, Telangana.

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

4. Assistant Cornmissioner Endowments Department, Gcvernment of Andhra
Pradesh, Office of the Commissioner of Endowmerrts Department, Tilak
Road, Hyderabad.

...Respondents

Petition unde" Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances statecl in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Sourt may be pleased
to issue a Writ ordr:r or direction more particularly one in the nature of Writ of
certiorari by:-

(i) Declarr:r that Sub-Rule 2 of Rule 22 the Andhra Pradesh Charitable and
Hindu lleligious lnstitutions and Endowments T'ibunal Rules 2010 as
Ultravirus to the Endowments Act, 1987 and al;o violative of Articles
14,21 and 3004 of Constitution of lndia and also violative of Section
87, 88 and 91 of Telangana Charitable and Hind r Religious lnstitutions
and Errdowments Act, 1987.

(ii) Set aside proceedings letter No.9796/Endts.ll(A1)12020m
dt,27.1).2020 received on 25.09.2021 and set aside the same by
holding it illegal, arbitrary, unconstitutional, viole,tive of Articles 14,21
and 3C)0A of Constitution of lndia and declared that the order passed
by the Chairman, Endowments Tribunal in C.A.No.15112010 Old
O.A.Nc .1 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 Corrrt may be pleased to
suspend the Proceedings No.9796/Endts.ll(Al)l2O20m dt: 2','.10.2020 received on
25.09.2021 and dirr;ct the Respondent to continue the Petitioner as Hereditary
Trustee (Founder), pending disposal of WP.No.24029 of 2C21, on the file 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: 05.10.2021 made in LA.No.1 of 2021 and 23.03.2022, 03.08.2023 and
23.04.2026 made herein and upon hearing the arguments of M/s. AVADESH
NARAYAN SANGHI Advocate for the Petitioners and lvlr. Pottigari Sridhar Reddy,
learned Special Government Pleader attached to the office of the learned Advocate
General for the Respondents,

W.P.No.28636 of 2022

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

Petitioner
AND

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
Devastha nam, Yadag i rig utta, Nalgonda District.

5. B. Lakshmi Narasimha Rao, S/o. Late B. Anantha Ramaiah, Rl/o. H.No.16-7-
813113/A, Opp: 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 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 mandamus or any other nature declaring:-

(i) Letter No 25334lEndts.ll(A2)/2O19 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 BC1 133612018 Dt 11-06-2020) to reconsider the matter in OA No
53612012 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 unlavvful, against the
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provisions of constitution of lndia, principles of natural justice. fairplay
and eqt.ity and consequently set aside the same.

( ii) The Ru e 22 (2) of the AP Charitable and Hindu Religious lnstitutions
and Endowment Tribunal Rules 2O1O as unconstitutional being
violativr,r of Afticle 14 of Constitution of lndia and Ultra-Virus to Section
87 to 39 of AP Charitable and Hindu Religious lnstitutions and
Endowrnent Tribunal Act 1987 and against the spirit of Judicial system,
since tt'e said Rule empowers the Government to decide in the cases
where lhe Chairman and lVember differ and disrrgree on the merits of
the malter and give conflicting judgment.

(iii) To confirm the Order Dt 31-10-2018 passed by tl'e Chairman-Cum-Dist
Judge ir OA No 536/2012 by rejecting the Order )t 31-1 0-2018 passed
by the riulember in OA No 536/2012 on the file of Respondent No.3 i.e.,
Telangana Endowment Tribunal and allow OA Nc 53612012.

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

the affidavit filed in srrpporl: of the writ petition, the High Court rray be pleased to stay
the operation and erffect of the Letter No.25334/Endts.ll(A2t12019 Dt 31-10-2020
issued by Respondent No.1 to respondent No.3 thereby declirring the request of the
Chairman-cum-Distri:t Judge Telangana Endowment Tribunal (vide lr
No.BC1/33612018 Drr 11-06-2020)to reconsider the matter in OA No 536/2012 in the
light of Orders of thr-. High Court in WP.No.1747412019 in correct perspective and
informing The Chairrnan-crJm-District Judge Telangana Endowment Tribunal that the
order passed by Go'rernment Vide Lr No 25334/Endts.ll/A212)2O Dt 01-06-2020 as
per Rule 22 (2) cf the AP Charitable and Hindu Religious lnstitutions and
Endowment Tribuna Rules 2010 hold good, pending disposal of WP.No.28636 of
2022, on the file of tlre High Court.

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in sup;.rort thereof and the order of the High Court dated: 08.07.2022,
03.08.2023 and 23.r:.)4.2026 made herein and upon hearing'he arguments of M/s.
G.K. DESHPANDE ,r\dvocate for the Petitioner, tvlr. Pottigari Siridhar Reddy, learned
Special Governmenl. Pleader attached to the office of the learred Advocate General
for the Respondent lllos.1 to 3 and 7, I and Mr. SARANG AFZULPURKAR Advocate
for the Respondent l',,1os.4 to 6,

W.P.No.39435 of 2022

Between:
Sri. Seelam Satyanarayana Reddy, S/o. Pedda Achi Reddy

Petitioner

AND

1. The State of relangana, Rep.by its Principal secretary, Revenue
Endowments Department, Secretariat Hyderabad.
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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. 3i72lEndts.ll,lA2l2020 Dt.
17.2.2021, issued to the 3rd Respondent learned Telangana
Endowments Tribunal concurring with the orders passed by the
lt/ember 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 of 2010 (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.

(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
2010 D.C., Warangal) Dt. 1 0.01.2O2O 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. 3572lEndts.lllMl2O20 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,
Warangal), pending disposal of WP.No.39435 of 2022, on the file of the High Court.

(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
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The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing :he Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court order
dated: 14.11.2022,0:1.08.2023 and 23.04.2026 made herein irnd upon hearing the
arguments of SRl. PULLABHOTLA VLS SRICHAKRAPAI'II Advocate for the
Petitioner, Mr. Pottigari Sridhar Reddy, learned Special 3overnment Pleader
attached to the office of the learned Advocate General for the Fespondent Nos.1 to 3
and Mr. J.R. IVIANOHAR RAO Advocate for the Respondent Nc.4,

W.P.No.39464 of 2Uil2

Between:

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

2. [Vlandagondi C, handrashekar, S/o Mandagondi Daivadeenam,

3. Mandagondi Slreenivas, S/o Mandagondi Daivadeenam

4. N/andagondi Sihivaramakrishna, S/o Mandagondi Daivacteenam,

Petitioners
AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep.by its Principal Secretary, Revenue
E ndowments l)epartment, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The Chairmirn-Cum-District Judge, Telangana Endowments Tribunal
Bhumannagal li, Barkatpura, Behind Tuljabhavan Dharm ashala, Hyderabad.

3. The Assistan': Commissioner, Endowments Department, Khammam Town
and District.

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

Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lnd a praying that in the
circumstances staterl in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Sourt may be pleased
to issue writ in the nrtture of certiorari/mandamus or any other rature declaring the:

(i) the lelter of the 1st respondent No. 3672tEndts.ll,tA2t2O2O Dt.
1712121.121, issued to the 3rd Respondent learned Telangana
Endowments Trlbunal concurring with. the orders passed by the
Member as per rule 22 (2) of Telangana rlharitable and Hindu
Religious lnstitutions and Endowment Tribuna Rules 2010, without
considr:ring the orders passed by the Judicial lt4ember i.e, Chairman,
passec in O.A.No. 563 of 2011 (Old O.A.No.2 o12010 D.C., Warangal)
in the light of the orders passed by this Court in l.A.No.1 of 2019 in
W.P.Nr:. 17474 of 2019 Dt. 161812019, is illegal, unlawful, against the
provisirtns of Constitution of lndia, Principles cf natural justice and
consecluentlv liable to be set aside.
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(ii) Challenging the Rule 22 (2) of the A.P Charitable and Hindu Religious
lnstitutions and Endowment Tribunal Rules 2O1O as adopted by the
State of Telangana on the ground that it is unconstitutional being
violative of Article 14 of Constitution of lndla 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 2O1O D.C.,
Warangal) Dt. 3/1212019 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.C., Warangal) Dt. 1010112020 on the file of the 3rd Respondent
learned Telangana Endowments Tribunal at Hyderabad.

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.3572lEndts.ll,lA2l2o20 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.

The petition coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Court dated: 28.10.2022,
03.08.2023 and 23.04.2026 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,

W.P.No.39473 of 2022

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

Petitioner
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.

lA NO: 1 OF 2022:



t4

3. The Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Departm:nt, Khammam Town
and District.

4. Sri Chandrasiekhara Swamy Temp 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 statel in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be pleased
to issue writ in the nirture r:f mandamus or any other nature declaring the:

(i) the l,Etter of the 1st respondent No.3l72lEndls.ll,lA2l202O
Dt. 11',2,2021, issued to the 3rd Responderrt learned Telangana
Endowments Tribunal concurring with the orders passed by the
Member as per rule 22 (2) of Telangana lharitable and Hindu
Religious lnstitutions and Endowment Tribunal Rules 2010, without
considering the orders passed by the Judicial [\lember i.e., Chairman,
passecl in O.A.No.564 of 2011 (Old O.A.No.3 ol 2010 D.C., Warangal)
in the light of the orders passed by this Court in l.A.No.1 of 2019 in
W.P.Nc.17474 of 2019 Dt. 16.8.2019. is illegal, unlaMul, against the
provisirns of Constitution of lndia, Principles of natural justice and
conse(luently liable to be set aside.

(ii) Challerging 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
violativ'e of Article 14 of Constitution of lndia anrl Ultra-Virus to Section
87 to t;9 of Telangana State Charitable and Hinc u Religious lnstitutions
and Endowment Act, 30 of 1987 and againsl the spirit of Judicial
systent, 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 judgmerrts 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 Aclministrative Member in O.A.No.563 of ,:011 (Old O.A.No.2 of
2010 [).C., Warangal) Dt. 10.01.2020 on the file of the 3rd Respondent
learne,l Telangana Endowments Tribunal at Hyderabad.

lA NO: 1OF 2022:

Petition underr Section 151 CPC praying that in the c rcumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the letter cf the 1st respondent No.3572lEndts.11,ttt2l2O20 Dt. 17.2.2021,
issued to the 3 rd Rr:spondent learned Telangana Endowments Tribunal, Hyderabad
by staying all further proceedings in O.A.No.564 of 2011 (Old 3 of 2010 before D.C,
Warangal), pending disposal of WP.No .39473 of 2022, on the file 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 dated: 2A.10.2022,
03.08.2023 and 23.04.2026 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. IvIANOHAR
RAO Advocate for the Respondent No.4,

W.P.No.39485 of 2022

Between:

lvlandagondi Parthasarathi, (Died per L.Rs)
Mandagondi Kanakadurga, W/o Late S M Parthasarathi

Mandagondi Swarajyalakshmi, D/o late Sri M Parthasarathi
Mandagondi Srivalli, W/o Sri U SrinivasaRao
Chavali Krishna Veni, W/o. Sri Chavali Venkataramana

MandagondiSridevi, D/o Late Sri ltl 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.3572/Endts.ll,lA2l202O
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 lnstitutions and Endowment Tribunal Rules 2010, without
considering the orders passed by the Judicial Member i.e., Chairman,
passed in O.A.No.750 of 2O1O (Old O.A.No.1 of 2O1O 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, unlaMul, against the
provisions of Constitution of lndia, Principles of natural justice and
consequently liable to be set aside.

1

2

3

4

5

6
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(ii) Challerrging the Rule 22 (2) of the A.P Charitable and Hindu Religious
lnstitutions ernd Endowment Tribunal Rules 20 l0 as adopted by the
State r>f TeiLangana on the ground that it is unconstitutional being
violativ'e of A,rticle 14 of Constitution of lndia anc Ultra-Virus to Section
87 to 8i9 of Telangana State Charitable and Hindu Religious lnstitutions
and Errdowment Act, 30 of 1987 and againsi the spirit of Judicial
systen,, since the said Rule empowers the Gove,'nment to decide in the
cases where the Chairman and N/ember diffel and disagree on the
merits cf the matter and give conflicting judgments and

(iii) prayingl this court to conform the order passed cy the Chairman cum-
district Judge in O.A.No.750 of 2010 (Old O.A.No.1 ot 2010 D.C.,
Waran 3al) Dt. 3/1 212019 by setting aside/rejecting the order passed by
the Aclministrative Member in O.A.No.750 of 2010 (Old O.A.No.1 of
2010 [)"C., Warangal) Dt. 1010112020 on the file of the 3rd Respondent
learneqi Telangana Endowments Tribunal at Hyd:rabad.

lA NO: 1 OF 2022:

Petition unde,r Section 151 CPC praying that in the c rcumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the writ petition, the High Co"rrt may be pleased to
suspend the letter r:rf the 1st respondent No.3572lEndts.ll,ll,2l2020 Dt. 171212021,
issued to the 3rd Rt'rspondent learned Telangana Endowmen.s Tribunal, Hyderabad
by staying all further proceedings in O.A.No.750 of 2010 (Old 1 of 2010 before D.C,
Warangal), pending disposal of WP.No.39485 of 2022, on the file of the High Court.

The petitiott coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in support thereof and the order of the High Ccurt dated: 28.10.2022,
03.08.2023 and 23.)4.2026 made herein and upon hearing the arguments of [tIR.
SRINIVAS ALENO(:)R Advocate for the Petitioner, Mr. Pcttigari Sridhar Reddy,
learned Special Go,,,ernment Pleader attached to the office o' the learned Advocate
General for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3 and ttlr. J.R. MANOI-'AR RAO Advocate for
the Respondent No.4,

W.P.No€942_0'1201,.s

Between
1. Smt. Erra Shyamilmma, W/o Late Erra Basappa
2. Sri Erra Pochaiah, S/o l-ate Erra Basappa

...Petitioners

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

2. The Telangana Endowments Tribunal, At Hyderabad, rep. by its Chairman-Cum-
District Judge.

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, Rl/o.
Borancha village, Manoor Mandal, tt/edak 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. Erra Narasimulu, S/o. Laxmaiah, Aged about 40 Years, 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/o. Borancha village, Manoor Mandal, Medak District

11. Pochamma Temple, Sy. No.17lA, At Borancha village, [\4anoor ft/andal, Medak
District. Rep by 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 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 09.04.2015,1o 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 25.04.2026 passed by the Chairman
of 2nd Respondent Tribunal, in OA No. 659/2014, differlng 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, as 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: 1OF 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 No.13446/Rev(Endts.lllA2)12025 dated 12-02-2026
issued by the I Respondent, on the basis of the order dated 27-02-2026 passed in

O.A. No.559/2014 by the 2nd Respondent Tribunal, pending disposal of
WP.No.9942 of 2026, on the file of the High Court.
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The petitiorr coming on for hearing, upon perusing the Petition and the
affidavit filed in supprort thereof and the order of the High Ccurt dated: 10.04.2026
and 23.04.2026 milde herein and upon hearing the ar;uments of SRl. N.

GANGADHAR Advo<:ate for the Petitioners, SRl. BHUKYA MANGILAL NAIK learned
Government Pleader for Endowments appears for the Respondent Nos.1, 3 and 4
and Sri D. Venugopal Reddy, learned counsel appears for Sri C.H" Satish Kumar,
learned Standing Cr:,unsel for Temples, for respondent No.1' , the Court made the
following.

ORDER:

Mr. Pratap llarayan Sanghi, learned Senior Cottnsel appearing for

Mr. Avadesh Nar;iryan Sanghi; Mr. S.Sudeep Reddy, Mr. T.Saniay Rao,

Mr. Srikanth Mamidipally, learned counsel representing Mr. T.Surya Satish,

Mr. Ashok Reddy l(anathala, Ms. P.Sumalatha, learned c;ounsel representing

Mr. J.C.Francis, tllr. Ashok Anand Kumar, learned crunsel representing

Mr. N. Gangadhar, llearned counsel appear for the petitioners.

Mr. l.V.Siddhivardhana, learned Special Government Pleader attached to

the office of the learned ,Advocate General appears for the State of Telangana.

Mr. Bhukya Mangilal Naik, learned Government Pleader appears for

Endowments Depa rtment.

Mr. Ravi Kondaveeti, learned counsel appears for rospondent Nos.2 and

5 in W.P.Nos.23842:and 23908 of 2019 respectively.

Mr. Ch.Satis;h Kumar, Iearned Standing Counsel appears for the

respondents-Templies in the respective Writ Petitions.

Learned Spe,cial Government Pleader prays for two weeks' time, on

instructions, as thrr amendment to Rule 22 of the Telangana Charitable and

Hindu Religious ln:stitutions and Endowments Tribunal Rules, 2010 (for short

'the Rules'), is going to be issued within this time. The matter has been

deliberated between the concerned departments. Refenrnce is made to the

letter dated 20.05.2',026, whereby the Endowments Department has requested

the Government t<;, issue necessary amendment to Rule 22(2) of the Rules.

A draft amendment notification has also been annexed the reto.

Learned Sp,ecial Government Pleader shall plirce on record the

notification on the next date.



List these matters on 01 .07.2026.

lnterim order, if any, granted earlier in the respective writ petitions to

continue till then.
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SECTION FICER
To,

1. One CC to SRl. T. SANJAY RAO, Advocate [OPUC].

2. One CC to M/s. L. PRABHAKAR REDDY, Advocate [OPUC].

3. One CC to M/s. BHARADWAJ ASSOCIATES, Advocate [OPUC].

4. One CC to M/s. AVADESH NARAYAN SANGH!, Advocate [OPUC].

5. One CC to M/s. G.K. DESHPANDE, Advocate [OPUC].

6. One CC to SRl. PULLABHOTLA VLS SRICHAKRAPANI, Advocate [OPUC].

7. One CC to MR. SRINIVAS ALENOOR, Advocate tOPUCl.

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 tOPUCl.

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

12.Two spare copies

sd/-
DEPUTY f,TEI3.ISTRAN.
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HIGH COURT

HCJ & GMMJ

DATED:1610612A26

LIST THESE MA.TTERS ON 01.07.2026.
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WRIT PETITION NOs: 25572, 40476 OF 2018, 17474, 23842, 23908
oF 2019, 14861 0F 2020,24029 0F 2021 AND 28636, 39435, 39464,
39473 AND 3948s OF 2022 AND 9942 0F 2026

INTERIM ORDE$T EXTENDED
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