
THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE M.SEETHARAMA MURTI  

 

WRI T PETI TI ON No.38427 of  2013 

ORDER: 
 

 This writ petition, under Article 226 of the Constitution of India, is 

filed by the petitioner, seeking the following relief: 

“ …to issue a w r it , order or  direct ion more part icular ly one in 

t he nature of  Writ  of  Mandamus declar ing t he proceedings in 

Lr .in Rc.No.NN1/ 34576/ 2007-27 dt .19.11.2008 issued by t he 

2nd respondent  as i l legal, arbit rary and w it hout  applicat ion 

of  m ind and violat ion of  Art icle 300A of  t he Const it ut ion of  

I ndia and consequent ly direct  t he 2nd respondent  t o delet e 

land Admeasur ing Ac.1.02cent s in Sy.No.38 of  Surayapalem 

(Gollapudi)  Vil lage, Vij ayaw ada Rural, Kr ishna Dist r ict  f rom 

the Prohibit ory Regist er  as it  is a Pat t a Land and allow  t he 

pet it ioner t o sell and regist er  t he land in favour of  t hird 

part ies and t o pass such other order or orders…”  

 

  

2. I  have heard the submissions of Sri N.Narasimha Rao, learned 

counsel for the petitioner, and of the learned Government Pleader for 

Endowments (A.P.) representing the respondents 1 to 3.  I  have perused 

the material record. 

 

3. The learned counsel for the petitioner, while reiterating the 

pleadings in the writ petition, would submit that the subject property is a 

private patta land and it is not the endowed land and that a wrong entry 

was made in the Prohibitory Register of the Endowments Department and 

that as no action is taken for rectifying the said entry and recognising the 

subject property as a private patta land, the petitioner is constrained to 

file the present writ petition.  The learned counsel also brings to the 

notice of this Court the averments in the counter affidavit of the 3rd 
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respondent, the Assistant Commissioner, Endowments Department, 

Vijayawada, Krishna District, which verbatim read as under: 

“ I t  is submit t ed t hat  af t er  elaborate enquiry and t he statements of  

t he Archaka of  t he t emple and t he statement  of  t he vil lage people 

and report  of  t he I nspector vide L.Dis.No.12/ 2010, dt .31-05-2010 

and af t er  ver ifying t he f ield sket ch, Adangal copy and RSR copy t he 

2nd respondent  herein have addressed a let t er  t o t he Sub-Regist rar, 

I brahimpatnam, Vij ayaw ada in Rc.No.A1/ 5776/ 2013, dt .02-10-

2013 informing t hat  it  is not iced t hat  t he t emple land sit uated in 

R.S.No.28 but  erroneously ment ioned in R.S.No.38 and furt her 

submit t ed a revised proposal under Sect ion 22(a)  part iculars of  t he 

t emple and requested t he 4 t h respondent  herein t o note t he t emple 

land is sit uated in R.S.No.28 for fur t her correspondence.”  

 

He further prays that the writ petition may be allowed as prayed for. 

 

4. The learned Government Pleader for Endowments (A.P.) 

representing the respondents 1 to 3 fairly concedes that the entry in the 

Prohibitory Register of the Endowments Department is a wrong entry and 

that a revised proposal under Section 22(a) along with the records of the 

temple are already submitted to the 4th respondent with a request to note 

that the temple land is in R.S.No.28 and that, therefore, necessary action 

for redressal of the grievance of the petitioner is already initiated. 

 

5. In view of the fair concession that the entry in the Prohibitory 

Register of Endowments Department is a mistaken entry, this Court is 

satisfied that the writ petition deserves to be allowed. 

 

6. In the result, the writ petition is allowed as prayed for.  There shall 

be no order as to costs. 

Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending in this writ petition shall 

stand closed. 

 

__________________ 

M.Seetharama Murt i, J 

28th April, 2017 
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