
THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE A.ABHISHEK REDDY 

WRIT PETITION No.18346 of 2022 

ORDER: 
 
 Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner, the learned Government 

Pleader for Endowments appearing for respondent Nos.1 and 2, and  

Sri K. Jagan Mohan Reddy, the learned Standing Counsel appearing for 

respondent No.3 – Sri Lakshmi Narasimha Swamy Vari Devasthanam, 

Yadagirigutta.  With their consent, the Writ Petition is disposed of at the 

stage of admission itself. 

 
 Challenging the Notice Inviting Tender issued by the respondent 

No.3 – Temple for Lease and Licence for Annual Maintenance of 

Kalyanamandapam at Barkathpura, Hyderabad, the petitioner has filed the 

present writ petition. 

 
 The learned counsel for the petitioner has stated that on an earlier 

occasion, the petitioner has approached this Court and filed W.P.No.15923 

of 2021 and this Court has disposed of the said Writ Petition vide order 

dated 14.07.2021 directing the respondents to permit the petitioner to 

continue the lease period for a period of one year by granting fresh lease in 

her favour. The learned counsel has further stated that if one year extension 

is taken from the date of passing of the order i.e., 14.07.2021, the official 
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respondents are obligated to permit the petitioner to continue to maintain 

the Kalyanamandapam of the respondent No.3 Temple till July, 2022.  But, 

without considering the same, the respondent No.3-Temple has issued the 

impugned tender notice inviting bids for maintenance of the very same 

Kalyanamandapam, and therefore, prayed to set aside the impugned tender 

notice. 

 
 Per contra, Sri K. Jagan Mohan Reddy, the learned Standing Counsel, 

has vehemently opposed the very maintainability of the writ petition, and 

has stated that originally, the lease period granted in favour of the 

petitioner was from September, 2019 till the end of September, 2020.  But, 

subsequently, by virtue of the order dated 14.07.2021, passed by this Court 

in W.P.No.15923 of 2021, the lease period was extended till September, 

2021.  The learned Standing Counsel has drawn the attention of this Court 

to the order dated 14.07.2021 passed by this Court in W.P.No.15923 of 2021, 

wherein this Court has directed the petitioner to clear the arrears of lease 

amount within one month from the date of passing of the said order, and 

on such clearance, the respondent No.3 – Temple was directed to permit the 

petitioner to continue the lease period for the Year 2021 without any 

enhancement of the lease amount.  The learned Standing Counsel has 

further stated that the petitioner is not agreeable to the conditions and that 

she has to pay an amount of Rs.47,00,000/- towards arrears of rent.  
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 Admittedly, the lease period of the petitioner ended in September, 

2020.  However, by virtue of the order dated 14.07.2021, passed by this 

Court in W.P.No.15923 of 2021, the lease period was extended by one year 

i.e., till the end of September, 2021.  Once the lease period was ended, the 

petitioner has no vested right to continue to maintain the 

Kalyanamandapam beyond the lease period.  If the petitioner has any 

interest in continuing lease period, she has to necessarily participate in the 

open tender called for by the respondent No.3.  Therefore, this Court does 

not find any merit in the present writ petition warranting interference 

under Article 226 of Constitution of India.   

 
 The writ petition is, accordingly, dismissed.  However, it is left open 

to the petitioner to participate in the impugned tender called for by the 

respondent No.3, if she is so advised. 

 
 At this stage, the learned counsel for the petitioner has stated that 

various articles belonging to the petitioner are still with the respondent 

No.3 – Temple, and that she will make a representation to the officials of 

the respondent No.3 - Temple and the officials of the respondent No.3 - 

Temple may be directed to handover the articles to the petitioner.    
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    Having regard to the above made submission, the petitioner is 

directed to make a representation to the officials of the respondent No.3 – 

Temple within a period of two weeks from the date of receipt of a copy of 

this order. On such representation being made, the officials of the 

respondent No.3 – Temple shall consider the same on its own merits and 

pass necessary orders within a period of two weeks thereof. 

 
 The miscellaneous petitions pending, if any, shall stand closed.  

There shall be no order as to costs. 

 
________________________ 

                   A.ABHISHEK REDDY, J 
 
Date : 12.04.2022. 
va 


