IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICTURE A.P
AT HYDERABAD

W. P. NO. 1695 OF 2001

Between

Sakthi a Voluntary Social Organization

For the upliftment of tribes people

(Reg. No. 76/85) Rampachodavaram

East Godavari District Represented by its

Director, Dr. Sivaramakrishna & others



Petitioners

And
The District Collector

East Godavari District, Kakinada

And 2 others







Respondents

COUNTER AFFIDAVIT FILED BY THE RESPONDENTS NO. 3

I, Ch. Appala Swamy, S/o. Sri Thavitayya aged about 54 years, Revenue Divisional Officer, Rampachodavaram East Godavari District, do hereby Solemnly and sincerely affirm and state as follows.

1.
I am the Respondent No. 3 herein and as such I am well acquainted with the facts in the case.  This counter affidavit filed on my behalf and also an behalf of respondent No. 1 as I am authorized to do so.  I have read the petitioner’s affidavit filed in support of writ petition and I submit it that it does not disclose any valid or substantial arounds to issue any relief as prayed for.   The petitioners are put to strict … of those allegations which are denied except to the extent of specifically admitted hereunder.
2.
The petitioners herein have filed the writ petition seeking direction to the respondents 1 &3 i.e, the District Collector, East Godavari District, Kakinada and the Revenue Divisional Officer, Rampachodavaram.  East Godavari District to issue Konda Kapu Community Certificates to all the eligible and genuine tribals in Rampachodavaram and Y. Ramavaram mandals of East Godavari District.  After obtaining report from the 2nd respondent, if necessary, by canceling the earlier Konda Reddy Certificates wrongly issued to them.

3.
The sum and substance of the writ petition is that the respondents 1 and 3 are not issuing Konda Kapu (STS Caste certificates to the genuine S.T. People in Y. Ramavaram and Rampachodavaram mandals of East Godavari Districts.  The petitioner is 2 to 4 are claiming to be Konda Kapu Scheduled tribes and the 1st petitioner is liming to be a voluntary agency areas.  According to the petitioners the people belonging to Konda Kapu Community were wrongly issued Konda Reddy Caste certificates earlier and that such certificates should be cancelled by issuing fresh certificates as Konda Kapus.
4.
It is respectfully submitted that the petitioners have not disclosed in their affidavit any particular case in which the caste certificates were issued wrongly.  The affidavit filed by them is benefit of the necessary facts and they have not laid any factual foundations for the relied sought for by them in their affidavit.  As such the writ petition is liable to be dismissed.

5.
Be that as it any the 4th petitioner herein Smt. Suntru Kasulamma filed an application on 26.06.1995 before the Sub-Collector, Rampachodavaram along with five others requesting for issuing Konda Reddy caste certificate.  She also made one such application to the District Collector, Kakinada on 20.06.1995.  In the said application she mentioned that she belongs to Konda Reddy caste, that earlier she was issued a caste certificate in that regard and that she wanted Konda Reddy caste certificate again for the purpose of her children.  Pursuant to the said application filed by the 4th petitioner along with others, the Sub Collector, Rampachodavaram caused enquiry through the Mandal Revenue Officer, Y. Ramavaram.  The Mandal Revenue Officer, Y. Ramavaram conducted a detailed enquiry and submitted report in Ref.C. 321/95 dt.28.06.1995 to the Sub Collector, Rampachodavaram stating that the 4th petitioner and the other applications did not belong to Konda Reddy Community.  The Mandal Revenue Officer, Y. Ramavaram conducted an open enquiry on 28.06.1995 at Gummaripalem in the presence of the village elder belonging to Konda Reddy caste people of both Gummarripalem and adjacent village Dalipadu.  The enquiry so conducted revealed that the 4th petitioner herein and the people with surname of Suntru, Billa, Vindela, Jammala, Vuyalla, Vallala, Kadabala etc did not belong to Konda Reddy Caste and that they their statement deposed that they have no material relations with Suntru Billa and other surname people referred to above and they would not even take food in their homes.  In fact some of the applications who filed  application along with the 4th petitioners also deposed before the Mandal Revenue Officer that Konda Reddy Caste people are not allowing them to mix with them.  The Mandal  Revenue Officer recorded the statements of Sarpanch of Dalipadu village and the statements of several villages of Gummarripalem and Dalipadu villages in this regard.  The Mandal Revenue Officer Y. Ramavaram also recorded he statements of some of the applicants who applied Konda Reddy certificate along with the 4th petitioner herein and these applicant admitted before the Mandal Revenue Officer that they belong to “Pandavakapu” caste and that they obtained Konda Reddy caste certificates for the benefits of their children.  They also stated that the 4th petitioner herein also belong to Pandava Kapu caste and that she related to them.  The said applicant requested the Mandal Revenue Officer to issue Konda Kapu certificates instead of Konda reddy certificates stating.  That the Konda Reddy are not allowing them to have social interaction with them.  Thus based on the open enqu..conducted by the Mandal Revenue Officer, Y. Ramavaram on 28.06.1995, the Mandal Revenue Officer submitted a report that the 4th petitioner and the other applicants did not belong to Konda Reddy caste but actually they belong to Pandava Kapu caste.  Based on the said report, the Mandal Revenue Officer, Y. Ramavaram issued an endorsement in D.Dis.C. 321,95 dt.29.06.1995 to the 4th petitioner herein, rejecting the request of the 4th petitioner for Konda Reddy caste certificate.  The 4th petitioner was also directed to file an appeal if any against the said endorsement within 30 days to file an appeal if any against the said endorsement within 30 days to the Sub Collector, Rampachodavaram.  The 4th petitioner received the said orders on 17.07.1995 and she did not take any further steps in the matter.  In face her on, sri S. Baburao also sought for a certificate as Konda Reddy and after an elaborate enquiry in to the matter, it was found that he belongs to Pandava Kapu community and accordingly the Mandal Revenue Officer, Y. Ramavaram issued orders in Ref. No. 608/94, dt.26.08.94 rejecting the application of Sri S. Baburao, the son of the 4th petitioner, Konda Reddy caste certificate.  The son of the4th received the said orders on 01.09.1994.  Thus enquiries conducted in to the social status of the 4th petitioner enclosed that she belongs to Pandava Kapu community only but not Konda Reddy or Konda Kapu caste.  

6.
It is respectfully submitted that the 2nd petitioner’s son one Sri S. Nooka Raju sought for Konda Reddy certificate from the Mandal Revenue Officer, Y. Ramavaram in the year 1994 and during the enquiry regarding his claim for Konda Reddy caste certificate the village administrative Officer, Dalipadu group, Y. Ramavaram mandal found that he belongs to Pandava Kapu caste.  Sri S. Nooka Raju, son of 2nd  petitioner, while submitting the report to Mandal Revenue Officer, tampered the report of the village Administrative Officer and interpolated his caste as Konda Reddy.  An enquiry was conducted in to the tempering incident and Sri S. Nooka Raju admitted in the enquiry that the village Administrative Officer certified his caste as Pandava Kapu but he tampered it as Konda Reddy caste.  He therefore, gave a statement to this effect and requested the Mandal Revenue Officer, to excuse him and not to take any criminal action against him.  Thus the 2nd petitioner can not claim Konda Reddy community certificate in his favour.

7.
It is submitted that the 4th petitioner along with one Sri S. Dharma Raju and 18 hours again submitted a representation dt.07.03.1996 stating that they belong to Konda Kapu caste and that the caste certificates should be issued to them and threatened to go on relay hunger strike if the certificates are not issued to them as Konda Kapu.  In pursuance of the said representation dated 07.03.1996, again a report was called for them the Mandal Revenue Officer, Y. Ramavaram.  The Mandal Revenue Officer, Y. Ramavaram as per a report dt.17.06.1997 stated that in the Birth and Death Registers of 1920, 1928, 1930, 1947, 1948 and 1955 the family names of Valala, Kadabala, Suntru, Billa and Jammula were entered as Kapus.  However, he also reported that they have not applied for issuance of permanent caste certificated from the officer of M.R.O., Y. Ramavaram.  Thus the Konda Kapu caste certificates were not issued to the petitioners in the above circumstances.
8.
In the light of the aforesaid facts, it is submitted that the petitioners are not entitled for any relied as sought for by them in their writ petition.  Firstly, the first petitioner which claims to be a Voluntary Social Organization working for the upliftment of the tribal people ought to have mentioned the aforesaid facts relating to the enquiries made earlier in the case of the 2nd and 4th petitioners.  It is relevant to mention at this stage that during the enquiry conducted by the Mandal Revenue Officer, Y. Ramavaram on 28.06.1995 the said Mandal Revenue Officer, found that one Paparao who is working in the petitioner organization was instigating the people to file petitions regarding their caste.  Hence, the 1st petitioner is aware of the enquiries conducted by the Mandal Revenue Officer on 28.06.95.  the petitioners, 2nd and 4th were directly involved in the enquiries conducted as mentioned above and however, neither the 1st petitioner nor the petitioners 2nd and 4th have disclosed these facts in their affidavit.  As such, the petitioners are not justified in filing the above writ petition as a public interest litigation.  That apart in the case of petitioners 2nd and 4th certificates were refused to be issued a belonging to Konda Reddy caste and they allowed those orders to become final. 

9.
It is respectfully submitted that the averments made in para 2 of the affidavit, relates to the 1st petition organization and the said averments have no bearing on the relief sought for in the writ petition.  Similarly the averments made in para 3 also have no bearing on the relied except that there is admittedly legislation made by the Government of A.P., called the Andhra Pradesh (Scheduled Castes, Scheduled Tribes and Backward Classes) Regulation Issuance of community Certificates, act 1993 to curb the issuance of bogus caste certificates.

10.
The averments made in paras 4 and 5 of the affidavit also have no bearing on the relief sought for by the petitioners.  However, it is true to state that the Scheduled District act, 1874 and the agency Tracts interest and Land Transfer Act, 1974 were passed in the interests of the trial people.
11.
As regards the para 6 of the affidavit, it is true that the Government has issued detailed guidelines for issuing caste or community certificates belonging to the Scheduled Tribe in G. O. Ms. No. 245 S.W. (E) Dept. dt.30.06.1977.  Further, a detailed procedure has been prescribed in this regard under the provisions of the A.P. (Scheduled Castes, Scheduled tribes and B.C.s) issue of community, Nativity, Date of Birth Certificates Rules, 1997.  Any person claiming a particular caste, may now apply U/S 3 of the A.P. (S.C & S.T and B.Cs) Regulation of issuance of Community Certificates Act, 1993 to the …authority and the competent authority may after verifying the genuineness of the claims of the applicant, may issue such certificate.

12.
It is respectfully submitted that the averments made in para 7of the affidavit that Konda Kapu people were initially issued Konda Reddy certificates by the Revenue Officials and the Revenue Officials treated them as scheduled Tribe for all practical purposes are not correct.  But in fact several themselves after necessary enquiries.  However, it is submitted that the petitioners 2 to 4 were found to be Pandava Kapus as submitted above and they can not clam Konda Kapu caste certificates.  It is also not correct to state that the people with surnames of Ka…, Valala, Vindela , Suntru etc are Konda Kapus.  The enquiries conducted , which have been referred to above, shows that the people with surnames have no relationship with Konda Kapus and Konda Reddys and as such they cannot be treated as Konda Kapus.

13.
The averments made in the para 8 of the affidavit, that the whole problem of denial of community certificates to these people arose due to confusion created by the Revenue Officials and the Officials of the Tribal Welfare Departmentt, are not true.  The officials did not advise any one to obtain Konda Reddy Certificates as sought to be projected by the petitioners.  It is not true to suggest that the issuance of caste certificates are stopped.  Whenever the applications are received the competent authorities are initiating action and issued certificates to the ….people after due enquiry.  In this regard, it is submitted that as many as 40 Konda Kapu Certificates have been issued in Rampachodavaram Mandal since 1997, strictly in accordance with the provisions of the Act No. 16/93.  Similarly 9 certificates have been issued in Rajavommnagi Mandal since 1998.  it is relevant to mention at this stage that only 11 people have applied for Konda Kapu Certificates in Y. Ramavaram mandal and all the 11 certificates have been granted as they were found genuine.  Similarly whenever it has come to the competent authorities have taken necessary action as per the provisions of Act. 6/93.  In this regard the Collector  East Godavari has taken action in as many as 21 cases under the provisions of Section 5 of the Act 16/93.
14.
However, it is true as stated in para 8 of the affidavit that there is a Tribal Cultural Research and Training Institute in Hyderabad to investigate in to the status of the schedule tribe people and assist the Revenue officials in identifying the schedule tribe people.  But this exercise would be made whenever individual cases are referred to the said Institute by the competent authority.  The Institute does not undertake general survey as regard the social status of all the people as suggested by the petitioners.  It is relevant to mention at this stage that after the provision of Act 16/93 came in to force, the issuance of caste certificates is stream lined and the same is related by definite procedure.  Any doubtful case, the competent authority can also obtain the report of the Commissioner of Tribal Welfare by taking the assistance of the Tribal Cultural Research and Training Institute Hyderabad and on such reference the Institute would go in to the genealogy of the applicant and submits its report to the competent authority.  It is relevant to mention at this stage that the petitioners 2 to 4 have not filed any application before the competent authority seeking the certificates under the provisions of act 16/93.  The applications filed by petitioners 2 and 4 for Konda Reddy caste certificates were refused as stated above.
15.
It is respectfully submitted that the relied as sought for by the petitioner to the effect that Konda Kapu, Konda Reddy certificate should be granted to all the eligible and genuine triabls, if necessary by canceling the earlier Konda Reddy certificates is wholly misconceived and the Act 16/93 does nor contemplate any such general exercise of power.  It only contemplate the issuance of certificates to individuals as per the provisions of Section 3 read with rule 8 of the Rules.  In this view of the matter the writ petition is devoid of any merits and the same is liable to be dismissed.
It is therefore, prayed that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to dism the writ petition with costs and pass such other order or orders as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

Deponent

Revenue Divisional Officer

Rampachodavaram

Solemnly and sincerely affirm

on this the 10th day of April, 2001

and signed his name in my presence

Before me

Attestor

Administrative Officer

Sub Collector’s Office

Rampachodavaram
IN THE HIGH CORT OF JUDIATURE: ANDHRA PRADESH: AT HYDERABAD

(SPECIALL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)

THURSDAY THE TWENTY SEVENTH DAY OF DECEMBER

TWO THOUSAND AND ONE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE Dr. AR. LAKSHMAN. THE CHIEF JUSTICE

AND

THE HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V. V. S. RAO

W. P. NO. 1695 OF 2001

Between:

1.  “SAKTHI” a voluntary social organization
     for the upliftment of Tribes people Regd. No.

     76/85 Rampachodavaram, E.G. Dist. Rep. by its

     Director Dr. Sivaramakrishna

2.  Suntru Rambabu
3.  Uyyala Adayya

4.  Suntru Kasulamma






Petitioner

And

1.  The Dist. Collector, E. G. District, Kakinada

2.  Director Tribal Cultural Research and Training

     Institute, Tribes Welfare Department, A.P. Telugu

     Samkshema Bhavan, Masab Tank, Hyderabad.

3.  Revenue Divisional Officer, Rampachodavaram, E. G. Dist
Respondents

Petition under Article 226 of the constitution of Indian praying that in the circumstances stated in the affidavit filed herein the High Court will be pleased to issue any appropriate of writ of mandamus directing the respondents 1 and 3 to issue Konda Kapu community certificates to all the eligible  and genuine tribals living in Y. Ramavaram and Rampachodavaram Mandal of E.G. Dist. After obtaining report form the second respondents if necessary, by canceling the earlier Kondareddy certificates wrongly issued to them.


For the petitioners: 
Mr P. Sivarama Krishna, Adv.


For the Respondents:
G.P. for Social Welfare

The court made the following order

(Per the Hon’ble the Chief Justice)

SAKTI, a Voluntary social organization for the upliftment of the tribal people, Rampachodavaram. East Godavari District and three others have filed the above writ petition for mandamus directing respondents 1and 3 to issue Konda Kapu community certificates to all the eligible and genuine tribals living in Y. Ramavaram and Rampachodavaram Mandals of East Godavari District after obtaining report form the second respondent if necessary be canceling the earlier Konda Reddy certificates wrongly issued to them.

Respondent No.3. Revenue Divisional Officer, Rampachodavaram filed a counter affidavit stating that the whole problem of denial of community certificates arose due to confusion created by the Revenue officials of the Tribal Welfare Department.  It is stated that the officials did not advise any one of the villagers to obtain Konda Reddy community certificates as sought to be projected by the petitioner.  It is also denied that issuance of caste certificates is stopped.  As assurance is also given by the third respondent that whenever applications are received, the competent authorities are initiating action and issuing certificates to the genuine people after due enquiry.  As a matter of fact, as many as 40 Konda Kapu certificates have been issued.  In Rampachodavaram Mandal since 1997 strictly in according with the provisions of the Andhra Pradesh (Scheduled Castes, Scheduled Tribes and Backward  Classes) Regulation of issue of community certificates Act 1993 (Act 16 of 1993).  Similarly, 95 certificates have been issued in Rajavommangi Mandal since 1998.  It is relevant to mention that only eleven certificates and all the eleven certificated have been granted as they were found genuine.  Similarly, whenever has come to the notice of the competent authorities, the authorities have taken necessary action as per the provisions of Act 16 of 1993 and that the Dist. Collector in this regard has taken action in as many as 21 cases under the provisions of section 5 of Act 16 of 1993.  Since an assurance is given in the counter affidavit that whenever applications are received , the competent authorities will initiate action and issue community certificates after due enquiry, no further mandamus need be issued to the respondents.

The writ petition is accordingly dismissed. No costs.

Sd/- A. V. Prasad,

Asst. Registrar

//true copy//

Section officer

To

1.  The Dist. Collector, East Godavari Dist. Kakinada.

2. The Director Tribal cultural Research and Training Institute Tribal Welfare       

    Department, Andhra Pradesh, Telugu Samkshema Bhavan, Masab Tank,   

    Hyderabad.

3.  Revenue Divisional officer, Rampachodavaram, E.G. Dist.

4.  2 C. Cs, to G.P. for Social Welfare, High Court of A.P. Hyderabad

5.  2 C.D. copies.

6.  One c. c. to Mr A. Ramaligeswara Rao. Advocate.

D. babji/

IN TH EHIGH CORT OF JUDICATURE OF ANDHRA PRADESH
AT HYDERABAD

W. P. NO. 1695 OF 2001

BETWEEN:

‘SAKTI’  a voluntary Social Organization

for the upliftment of Tribes people

(Regd No. 76/85)

Rampachodavaram, E. G. District

& Others







Petitioners

AND
The District Collector,

Kakinada & Others.






Respondents

REPLY AFFIDAVIT

I, Dr. P. Sivarama Krishna S/o. Late Venkata Narsaiah aged about 49 years, Resident of Hyderabad do hereby solemnly affirm and state on oath as follows:

1.
I am the Director of the first petitioner organization as such I am well acquainted with the facts of the case and swear to the contents of this affidavit. I have read and understood the affidavit filed on behalf of the Respondent No. 3 and deny the allegations except to the extent admitted herein and the respondent No. 3 is put to strict …of the same.

2.
At the outset I state and submit that the writ petition was filed in the interest of schedule Tribes who are mostly illiterate and not aware of the legal processes involved in obtaining the Caste Certificates.  The above writ petition was filed die to the inaction and non-cooperation of the authorities who are supposed to help them in obtaining proper caste certificates and hence it is for the Respondents to file a detailed affidavit helping the petitioners rather than trying to defeat the genuine grievances of the petitioner.  Further the first petitioner organization can not have all the information at its disposal nor the petitioners 2 to 4 would be in a position to disclose the relevant information with regard to the facts of the case since they are not acquainted with the procedures.  This is the reason why they could not file appeals before the competent authorities after rejection of their case for issuance of caste certificates.  The petitioners 2 to 4 and other similarly placed persons had brought to the notice of the authorities by taking our processions, stage is dharnas and undertaking relay tasts about their problem but nobody has come forward to settle their grievance.  On the other hand the averments in the counter affidavit disclose the attitude of the Respondents who took a purely legalistic approach to the problem expecting the illiterate and ignorant schedule tribes to take up a laborious process of statutory procedures.  The grievance of the petitioners is simple and straight.  It is the case of the Petitioners that even though they belong to the community to which they are claiming and they were denied the continuation of the benefits since the certificates issued to them earlier were found to be not correct.  It is also pertinent to mention at this stage to state that there is no community recognized by the authorities with the name ‘Pandavakapu’.  The counter affidavit does not disclose whether such a community comes under any of the recognized categories of castes prevalent in Andhra Pradesh viz., O.C. B.C. S.C and S.T.  It is highly unjustifiable to take advantage of the innocence and ignorance of the tribal people living in interior schedule areas and denying them of their due benefits under one pretext or the other.  No ethnographic study has been conducted with regard to the community of ‘Pandavakapu’ so far and in the absence of which it is very difficult to put them in some category and deprive them of their due benefits even though they deserve the status available for the schedule tribes.  A perusal of the statement appended to this reply affidavit would indicate the anomalies and contradictions in the actions of the Respondents in issuing the caste certificates to the people bearing the same surnames living in different villages or in the same village and related to each other.
3.
I submit that it is highly objectionable to state that one Mr. Papa Rao who is working in our organization was instigating people to file petitions regarding their caste.  It is the duty of the government to serve the people and the failure of the governmental authorities has been giving scope for the organization like the first Petitioner to help ht innocent people and such type of social work can not be stigmatized as instigation.  The Petitioners 2 to 4 were shown in a representative capacity and there are several other people in Y. Ramavaram and Addateegala mandals who are anxiously waiting for the issuance of proper caste certificates to them.  I submit that these facts were already brought to the notice of the Respondents in para 7 of the affidavit filed in support of the Writ Petition and there is no specific information with regard to the averments made in the said para of the affidavit.  The counter affidavit does not disclose whether ‘Pandavakapus’ are schedule tribes or not or on what basis they do not deserve the issuance of schedule tribes certificates.
4.
I submit that in a situation of this type it is for the organization like the second Respondent who should guide the authorities and the absence of the affidavit from them would establish the injustice being done to the genuine schedule tribes belonging to the Kondakpu community.  For all the aforesaid reasons it is prayed that this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to allow the above Writ Petition and issue appropriate direction to the authorities for determining the status of the people like the petitioners 2 to 4 in Y. Ramavaram and Addateegala Mandals in East Godavari District and pass such other order (s) as this Hon’ble Court deems fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

Solemnly affirmed and signed

before me on this the 28th day of

June, 2001 at Hyderabad




DEPONENT

HIGH COURT OF ANDHRA PRADESH
AT HYDERABAD

W. P. NO. 1695 OF 2001

REPLY AFFIDAVIT

FIED ON

RAMLAINGESWARA RAO

Names of the people
Who obtained tribal certificates

1.  Jammela Neelam Reddy

Relative of the 2nd, 3rd & 4th Petitioners

     S/o Jammela Abbaye

     Thotakurapalem

     Y. Ramavaram Mandal

2.  Vindela Babu Rao

     S/o Nagaraju

     Thotakurapalem




-do-

    Y. Ramvaram Mandal


3.  Boggula Mangi Reddy

     S/o Kommi Reddy

     Village Administrative Officer


-do-

     Pulusumamidi

    Y. Ramavaram Mandal

4.  Saadala Surya Rao

     Gummaripalem




-do-

     Y. Ramavaram Mandal

5.  Kechhala Abbaye

    Gummaripalem




-do-

    Y. Ramavaram Mandal

6.  Mulla Jangamaiah

     S/o Bodamma




-do-

     Tungamadugula

     Addateegala Mandal

7.  Vindela Saamaiah

     Asst. Public Prosecutor

     R/o Kakavada




-do-

     Rampachodavaram Mandal

People who were denied

Tribal certificates

1.  Vindela Sriramulu

     S/o Bodaiah



Relatives of 2nd, 3rd & 4th Petitioners

    Dalipadu

    Y. Ramavaram Mandal

2.  Jammela Dharmaraju

     Dalipadu





-do-

     Y. Ramavaram Mandal

3.  Kadabala Narsimhulu

     S/o Mngaiahmma




-do-

     Gummaripalem

     Y. Ramavaram Mandal

4.  Kalimela Appa Rao

     H/o Devamani




-do-

     K. Erragonda

     Y. Ramavaram Mandal

5.  Valala Chintaalaiah

     S/o Gangamma




-do-

    Tunganadugula

    Addateegala Mandal

6.  Vuyyala Aadeiah

     Gummaripalem




-do-

      Y. Ramavaram Mandal

7.  Billa Abbaye

    Gummaripalem




-do-

    Y. Ramavaram Mandal

 Tribe Certificates discontinued
in the year 2000-2001

1.  Suntru Chnadravati

     D/o Seetaiah



Relative of the 2nd, 3rd & 4th Petitioners

     Gummaripaelm

     Y. Ramavaram Mandal

2.  Vindela Lingabbaye

     S/o Abbayereddy




-do-

     Dalipadu

     Y. Ramavaram Mandal

3.  Vindela Nagaraju

     S/o Baburao

     Vindela Gangadevi




-do-

     S/o Rajarao

     Dalipadu

     Y. Ramavaram Mandal

4.  Jammela Aadeiah

    S/o Beeraiah




-do-

    Dalipadu

    Y. Ramavaram Mandal

People considered as tribals in the various proceedings but tribal certificate were denied.
Name of the petitioner

Court



Case No


/Appellant







1.  *Jammala Adaiah

Deputy Collector (TW)
L.T.R.P. No. 88/7/1988





Rampachodavaram

2.  *Vuyala Chinayerriah
Deputy Collector(TW)
L.T.R.P. No. 306/1988





Rampachodavaram

3.  *Vindela Devaiah

Deputy Collector (TW)
L.T.R.P. No. 106/1976

     Vindela Sriramulu

Rampachodavaram

4.  *Jammala Dharmaraju
District Collector, E.G. Dt
A.P. No. 36/91

      Vindela Pandu Reddy

5.  *Suntru Sattiraju

District Collector

A.P. No. 4/91





E.G. Dist.

6.  *Kadabala Venkaiah
District Collector

A.P. No. 38/91





E. G. Dist


*All are relatives of 2nd, 3rd & 4th Petitioners

