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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (O No(s) . 11295/ 2011

(Arising out of inpugned final judgnment and order dated 31/01/2011 in
WPC No. 36487/2009 passed by the H gh Court O Kerala At Ernakul am

SRl MARTHANDA VARMA (D) TH. LR & ANR Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF KERALA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln.(s) for appropriate orders and directions and di scharge
of advocate-on-record and exenption fomfiling O T. and i npl eadnent
and i npl eadnment as party respondent and inpl eadnent as petitioner and
intervention and permi ssion to place addl. Docunents on record and
recalling the court’s order and receiving additional docunent and

of ffice report)

(For final disposal)

W TH
WP.(C) No. 518/2011
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 12361/2011
(Wth InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

Date : 09/10/2015 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR. JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

HON BLE MR JUSTICE ANIL R DAVE

For Petitioner(s)

M. Gopal Subranmani am Sr. Adv. (A C.)
M. Apoorv Kurup, Adv.
M. Amit A Pai, Adv.
Signature Not Verified
M. Ankur Kashyap, Adv.
Digitally signed by
Vi nod Kurrar
Date: 2015.10. 13
M. V. C. Shukl a, Adv.
16:53:50 I ST
Reason: Ms. Anusha Ranmesh, Adv.
M . Gaut am Nar ayan, Adv.
M. R A lyer, Adv.
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Prat ap Venugopal , Adv.
Sur ekha Raman, Adv.
Anuj Sarnma, Adv.

Ni hari ka, Adv.

r Ms. K J. John & Co.

IFSFS

For Ms. T. T. K Deepak & Co., Adv.

Ni she Raj en Shonker, Adv.
Ranj an Kumar, Adv.
Anu K. Joy, Adv.

55



For Respondent (s)

Ashok Kumar Panda, Sr. Adv.
S.N. Terdal, Adv.

S.N. Bhat, Adv.

Ravi Panwar, Adv.

Anupam Lal Das, Adv.
Ani rudh Si ngh, Adv.
Sahi| Monga, Adv.

A. Raghunat h, Adv.
C. K Sasi, Adv.

Quru Krishna Kumar, Sr. Adv.
Rekha Pandey, Adv.

D. S. Mahra, Adv.

K. Raj eev, Adv.

S. K. Narayanan, Adv.

Harish N. Sal ve, Sr. Adv.
M K. S. Menon, Adv.

K. R Sasi prabhu, Adv.
Biju P. Raman, Adv.

Vi shnu Shar na, Adv.
Shashank Menon, Adv.

M P. Vinod, Adv.
Atul Shankar Vi nod, Adv.
Ajay K Jain, Adv.

Raghavendra S. Srivatsa, Adv.
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Ranbir Singh Yadav, Adv.
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M N. Krishnanmani, Sr. Adv.
Ravi Prakash Mehrotra, Adv.
Ashut osh Kumar Sharma, Adv.
Bhanu Prata Singh, Adv.

. Mohan Das K K., Adv.
s. S. Ceetha, Adv.
R Sat hi sh, Adv.

Ashok Kumar Juneja, Adv.
Chand Qureshi, Adv.
Sajith. P, Adv.

Sanand Ranmakri shnan, Adv.
Sumt Attri, Adv.
V. Ramasubr amani an, Adv.

K. V. Vishwanat han, Sr. Adv.
Li z Mat hew, Adv.

MF. Philip, Adv.

D. B. Ray, Adv.

P. B. Suresh, Adv.

Vi pin Nair, Adv.

T. K. Anandapadnmanabhan, Adv.
Prithu Garg, Adv.

r Ms. Tenple Law Firm Adv.
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Si van Madat hil, Adv.
Ms. Usha Nandini. V, Adv.



M. MS. Vishnu Sankar, Adv.
I.A No.30/2014 M. Praveen Sehrawat, Adv.
M. Saransh Jain, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
I.A No.36/2015

I ssue notice to the | earned counsel on the opposite

si de, who may file reply obj ecti ons Wit hin f our
weeks.
I . A NO 37/ 2015
Appli cation for exenpti on from filing of ficial

translation is all owed.

SLP(C) No.11295/2011 with WP(C) No.518/2011, SLP(C)
No. 12361/ 2011

M. K N Satheesh |AS, Executive Oficer, Sree

Padmanabhaswany Tenple, has filed an affidavit dated

02. 05. 2015 and an addi ti onal affidavit dat ed
03. 09. 2015, maki ng certain avernent s and
i nsi nuati ons in regard to t he conduct of t he
petitioners in t hese petitions. M. Venugopal

| ear ned seni or counsel appearing for the petitioners
has taken serious objection to those insinuations
and obj ecti onabl e avernents and prayed for renoval

of M. Satheesh and appoi ntnent of another executive

of ficer in hi s pl ace. M. Gopal Subr amani um
| ear ned am cus curi ae, however, submits t hat t he
assertions and t he i nsi nuati ons appear to be an

aberration, which can be allowed to be corrected by

t he executive of ficer by filing an appropriate
5

af fidavit to t hat ef fect. W have had an
opportunity to hear M. K N Satheesh, the executive
of ficer also, in person. He prays for tine to file

an additional affidavit to make suitable anends in



t he mat t er and i f necessary, pl ace on record

mat eri al , i f any, to support t he al | egati ons

cont ai ned in t he aforesai d t wo af fidavits. e

direct M. Satheesh to do the needful within four
weeks from today. We, however, |eave the question
of his continuance or renoval to be decided at the

appropriate stage.

Qur attention has been dr awn by M. Gopa

Subr amani um | ear ned ami cus curi ae to an interim
audit report dated 31.07.2015 subnmitted by M. Vinod

Rai , forner Conptroller and Audi t or Gener al of
I ndi a, who was requested by us vi de or der dat ed
05.05.2015 to exanmine the audit reports relating to

Sree Padnmanabhaswany Tenpl e Tr ust for t he peri od
01. 04. 2008 to 01. 04. 2014 and in case he was not
satisfied with the same, to conduct a fresh/specia

audit of the said Trust. Fromthe report of M.
6

Rai, it appears that he is not satisfied with the
audi t al r eady conduct ed, whi ch woul d mean t hat a

fresh audit shall have to be conducted in terns of

the direction already issued by us. We had al so
directed t he Trust to make avai |l abl e al | such
i nformation and record as was necessary for
conmpl eti on of t he audi t by M. Rai . M. Gopa

Subr amani um submi ts that the sane has not been done

by the Trustees concerned. Counsel appearing for

the Trust however refutes that statement and subnits

that the needful has been done, but in case anything

remai ns to be done, the sanme shall al so be done

wi t hout any further | oss of time. In t he
circunstances, we request M. Rai to conplete the

audi t of t he Trust af orenent i oned for t he peri od

01. 04. 2008 to 01. 04. 2014 and to submi t report as



early as possi bl e. The Trust ees shal | cooperate

with that process

M. Venugopal , | ear ned seni or counsel al so
drew our attention to the avernents nmade in |.A No.

33/ 2015, filed by the petitioners and response dated
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29. 04. 2015 to t he same by t he Adm ni strative
Conmi ttee, in particul ar, deal i ng with what is
described as introduction of chanting of "Venkatesha

Supr abhat hant in t he tenpl e. M. Venugopa
contended that the custons and rituals perforned in

the tenple since ages have been changed under the

directions of t he am cus curi ae and i nst ead of
custonary form of awakeni ng of t he Lord in t he
nor ni ng, the tenple managenent has been instructed

to recite "Venkatesha Suprabhat hant, which is not in

tune with the custonmary spiritual practices followed

in the holy tenple in the past. He al so drew our
attention to the response dated 29.04. 2015 received

fromthe Administrative Commttee, which appears to

suggest that there has been a change in the earlier

practice followed in the tenple and that the change

is not in tune with *Bhava’ of the idol consecrated

t her ei n. This position is disputed by the executive
of ficer in hi s af fidavit dat ed 03. 09. 2015
Accor di ng to t he executive of ficer, there is no

deviation in the customary rites of the tenple in

the matter of awakening the deity in the norning or
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ot herw se. The al | egati on, accordi ng to t he
executive of ficer, has been made only out of
i gnor ance of t he applicants regardi ng t he true

practice and the rituals perforned in the tenple.
Reliance in support of that assertion is placed by

the executive officer on a codified official book



titled " Sree Padmanabha Swarny Tenpl e- Syst ens of
Poojas and Ritual s". The executive officer has al so

deal t Wi th t he letter of t he Chi ef of Ritual s
(Thanthri), to which our attention was drawn by M.

Venugopal and stated that the |letter does not state

t he position correctly. The true position
according to the executive officer, is stated only

in the statement of the Chief Priest, and the letter

of t he Chi ef of Ri tual s (Thant hri), who is not
present daily when the pujas are perfornmed at the

sanct um sanct orum does not state t he position

correctly.

Havi ng heard | earned seni or counsel for the
parties on this aspect of the matter, we are of the

opi nion that the issue could be nore appropriately
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|l eft to be exami ned and resol ved by the religious

head of t he tenpl e. It is conmon ground t hat
Thar ananel | ur Sri Parameswaran Nanboodiripad, is the

Chief Thanthri of the tenple. I n our opinion, and

as fairly conceded by | ear ned seni or counse
appearing for the parties including M. Subramani um

| ear ned am cus curi ae, al | matters concer ni ng
perm ssible rituals, customary practices and pujas

to be performed including the node of awakening the

Lord in t he nor ni ng ought to be | eft to be
det er mi ned by t he Chi ef Priest (Thanthri)

Thar ananel | ur Sri Parameswaran Nanboodiripad in his

capacity as the Chief Thanthri of the tenple. W
accordi ngly do so. W make it cl ear t hat
M. Subramani um has categorically stated that he had

never mandated any change in the custonmary practices

in the tenmpl e and that it is a matter that can

i ndeed be | eft to t he Chi ef Pri est (Thant hri)



Thar ananel | ur Sri Par ameswar an Nanboodi ri pad,
nenti oned above to determ ne. It follows that the
guestion whet her ver ses "Venkat esha Supr abhat ant

shoul d or should not be recited in the norning for
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awakening the Lord is a matter left to be deternined
by the Chief Priest (Thanthri) Thar ananel | ur Sri

Par ameswar an Nanmboodi ri pad.

Both M. Venugopal and M. Subramanium as al so
M. Vi shwanat han, | earned senior counsel appearing
for the State Governnent pray for a direction from
this Court to the Administrative Comittee for
i medi ate steps for cleaning of the two tanks vi z.
Padmat heert ham and M t ranandapuram whi ch have not
been cl eaned for a | ong time and whi ch, in t he
process, creates difficulties for the Thanthris and
Nanbi s (one who opens the door of tenple), who are
supposed to take ritual bath before entering into
t he sanctum sanctorum for puja. M. Sat heesh, the
executive of ficer, pr esent in t he court t oday,
submits that a contract had already been allotted to
an agency for cl eani ng t he t anks but si nce t he
contractor did not take up the job, the sanme is now
assigned to another agency, which happens to be a
gover nnent organi zati on. He submits t hat t he

Admini strative Comrmittee can take steps to ensure
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that the work of cleaning of tanks aforenentioned

starts wi t hout any further del ay. The
Adnministrative Conmittee and the executive officer

are accordingly directed to undertake the cleaning

wor k and al so to start i medi at e repairs of t he
l'iving guarters of t he Thanthri s and Nanbi s,

adj oi ni ng t he tenpl e prem ses and after repairs,



submit a report of the progress made in this regard

to this Court within two nonths.

M. Vi shwanat han, |earned senior counsel for
t he State subnmits t hat Ker al a State El ectronics
Devel opnent Cor poration Li mted, a public sect or
company (for short 'KELTRON ), has al ready conpleted
the inventorisation of seven Kal aras and prepared
i nventories thereof, which can now be taken by the
Adninistrative Conmittee and, therefore, KELTRON can
be de-commi ssioned for the time being till such time
this Court decides about opening of Kalara B. W
direct the administrative Conmittee to take charge
of the inventory prepared and keep the same in safe

cust ody. We further direct that KELTRON shall stand
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de-commi ssioned for the present till such tinme it is
consi dered necessary to conmi ssion them again for

any further assignnent.

We may al so nention that | earned am cus curi ae
is not only satisfied with the current state  of
affairs in t he Tenpl e as regards cl eanl i ness and
managenent etc. but also with the work done by the
KELTRON. We al so place on record M. Subramani unis
compl ete satisfaction about the work undertaken by
KELTRON.
List the matters immediately after the report
with regard to cleaning of tanks and repairs of the
living quarters of Thanthris and Nanbi s, adjoining
t he tenpl e preni ses, is recei ved from t he

Adm nistrative Conmttee and the executive officer.

(VI NOCD KR. JHA) (VEENA KHERA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



