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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
(SPecial Original Jurisdiction)

FRIDAY ,THE THIRTIETH DAY OF JULY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY ONE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE T'AMARNATH GOUD

WRIT PETITI ON NO .. 11411 oF 2017

WRIT PETITION NO: 6256 OF 2021,

Betwee n:

AND

The Fishermen Cooperative Society, Bakshi Bggumpet' Kandi Mandal' Sanga

Reddv District, representei ovlii'ijresioent, G"urram- Yadagiri ,S/o Adivaiah,

;;",;i i ;G;;t iiJ e";GtiiB"s, m pet, Ka nd i Ma nd al' s a ns a Red dv Di strict

The Fishermen Cooperative Society,- Rekulapalli' Dharpalli Man{ql'

Nizamabad District represe-"t"0 UV iis' President'. Bondala Buchanna S/o

G;:;;ffi; 
"sJJ 

Jb".iiziG;;. Fy6 HNo. 3-36, RekulapalliVillase, Dharpalli

l\,4andal, Nizamabad District

The Fishermen Cooperative Society,, Ummeda Village' Nandipet Mandal'

Nizamabad District, ,"pr"rini"O Oy'ttJ eresiOent, Thokala lrlulkanna S/o

inorrru* Cr-'in"l at-.,o1unnr",- C7o i-i t'to r zr' Ummeda Village' Nandipet

IVandal, Nizamabad Dist

4. The Fishermen Cooperative Society Kondanagula Village' Balmur [t'4a nd^al

Naoarkurnoot Oistrict ref,ies"eniiJ uV itt Fr"siddnt. Koppa Laxminarayana Sio,d;xil;"[, ";s;J'+o Gri" ii6-k""ou"isura viliase, Balmur rvlandal,

Nagarkurnool District

The Fishermen cooperative Society. Khillaghanpoor, wanaparthy Distrrct

reoresented bv its Presideni s.Anliti"y'r' Sbfentaiah' aged 50 years R/o
'Kri ift;;;pr; Vitiise and lvla nd al. Wanapa rthv District

...PETITIONERS

1

2

3

5

1. State of Telangana and 9 others, re-preserted.by its Principal Secretary'' il;;,ir,;;i;r"Animar Husuanoiv' Dairv Develo-pment and Fisheries' at

Sebretariat, HYderabad

2. The Commissioner of Fisheries/ Ex Officio Registrar of Fishermen' d;G;ii;" soCieti".,, "iitalitv" 
e6,'an, srrinti Nasar' Vijav Nagar colonv'

Hyderabad

3. The District Collector,, Sanga Reddy District at Sanga Reddy

4. The District Collector,, Nizamabad District at Nizamabad

5. The District Collecior,, Nagarkurnool District at Nagarkurnool



F"*
v

'- 
D; R."tl. jagadeeshwar Prasad Mudiraj

S/o Goverdhan, aged about 53 Years,

Occ: General Secretary, Telagnana State Mudiraj

Mahasabha (Regn. No'24/1954),
New Bhoiguda, Secunderabad, Telangana'

R/o H.No.5-11-585, Srinagar Colony,

Hanamkonda, Warangal.

| 1.

LL Chinnangi Venkatesham Mudiraj

S/o RamaswamY, aged about 64 Years,

Occ: Board Member, National Federation of Fishr:ries,

Cooperative Ltd,, New Delhi,

Rio H.No.5-124, Dundigal Village,

G.M. Dundigal Mandal,
Medchai Malkajgiri District'

3. Kasani Veeresh Mudiraj S/o Late Krishna,

Aged 40 years, Occ: Soca
R/o H.No.1-50, Bac upal y, qutbullaPur,

Ranga Reddy District.

K, Ramesh Kumar Mudiraj S/o Pentaiah,

Aged 53 years, Occ: President,
Nizamabad Mudiraj Mahasabha,
H.No.4-7-28, Kasab Galli,
Nizamabad, Telangana State.

\

\+

6. The District Collector' Wanaparthy District at Wanaparth'7

7. The District Fisheries ;;; Sanga Reddv District at Sanga Reddy

8. The District Fisheries offlcer" Nizamabad District at Nizamabad

9, The District Fisheries O*t"' Nagarkurnool District at l''lagarkurnool

10. The District Fisheries Otti""'' W"n"parthy District at Wrlnaparthy

I



)

\ fia-eulapalli Durgaiah S/o Kistaiah,
aged 48 years, Rro H.No. l-83

1,6 Tatari Veeresham Sio Kistaiah,
aged 24 years, R/o H.No, 4-6

\ l- falari Narsimulu S,o Anjaner ulu.
aeed 34 years. R.'o H,No.

\ $ieanra Siddappa Sio Narsaiah,
aged 54 years. Rro H.No. I-30

\ q. fatari Narsimlu Sro Ramaiah,
I aged 48 years, R/o H.No. 2-50

)-@ OuOOa**i Nagesh S/o Chandraiah,
aged 33 years, R"/o H.No. 2-68

,-T . Gaddameedi Venkatesh S/o Chandraiah,
aged 30 years, Rro H.No.2-68

L'[--Eantu Gopal S/o Yellaiah,
aged 35 years, R/o H.No. 1-62

2-}, Bantu Mahesh Sro Satyanari,
aged 25 years, R/o H.No. l-50

)d..piOOaturl Ganesh S o Bhikshapathy.
bged 33 1ears, fuo H.No. l-77

l(Gtari Ramesh S/o Krishna,
aged 32 years, Rro H.No. 2-50

)L

$Nagulapatli Venkatesham Sr'o S athl,aiah.
aged 33 years. Rio H,No. I-81

lS(ondakal Sreekanth S/o Mallesham,
aged 25 years, R ro H.No. 3-55

)$1 Gaddameedi Ravinder Sio Chandraiah,
laged 39 years, R/o H.No. 3-4712

lOKondakalla Narsimulu S/o Chandraiah,

- aged 24 years, R"ro H.No. l-89

Talari Ramkumar S1o Narsirnulu.
aged 23 1'ears. R,o t-l.No,2-50

I
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:t T;:nf!:Hllt1$li;'

-fiondarrar g$TilI, :l : -t T'n'''n'

J H:l';t:li'i?i!"i:i \1,

All are BJo ChidruPPa

Kandi Mandal, Sanga

(RRl1 to 14 impleaded as per C'O' dt'

(RR15 to 33 impleaded as per C'O' dt'

villas,e, IsmailkhanPet'

n.iJi oit"itt, Telangana state'

31l3l2l21in lA'No' Z of 2021'\

16t7 t2021 in rA'No'' "t'-::lr"NDENrs

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith' tl^e High Court may be

pleased to issue a Writ or Writs' Order or Direction' mor: particularly one in the

nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the G O Ms No (i' Department of Animal

Husbandry and Dairy O"u"'o"tnt daled 24'3 201 I issued by the first

respondent, as bad' arUitlu'y "nO 
contrary to establisherl principles of law' apart

from the Circular Memo of the 2nd Respondent vide No 2613O/l(1)/83 dated

23 12.Sg!3and also offends Arts 14' 19 & 21 of the Constitution of lndia'

IA NO :1O 2021F

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the-

in the affidavit filed in support of the petition' the Higl^ Cou

direct the Respondents' particularly the Respondent Nr>s 7

petitioner societies to admit new members on the )remi

Department of Animal Husbandry and Dairy Developmr:nt' d

crrcumstances stated

rt may be Pleased to

to '10 not to insist the

se of G.O.Ms No 6'

ated 24 3.2016 issued

by first resPondent

I
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Between:

l. Nagulapalli Durgaiah S/o Kistaiah,
aged 48 years, R/o H.No. l-83

2, Talari Veeresham S/o Kistaiah,
aged24 years, RJo H.No. 4-6

3. Talari Narsimulu S/o Anjaneyulu,
aged 34 years. R/o H.No.

4. Banta SiddaPPa S/o Narsaiah.

aged 54 years. fuo H.No. l-30

5. Talari Narsimlu S/o Ramaiah,

aged 48 years, RJo H.No. 2-50

6. Gaddameedi Nagesh S/o Chandraiah,

aged 33 Years, R"/o H.No. 2-68

7. Gaddameedi Venkatesh S/o Chandraiah,

aged 30 years, R/o H.No. 2-68

8. Bantu GoPal S/o Yellaiah,
aged 35 years, R/o H'No. 1-62

9. Bantu Mahesh S/o SatYanari'

aged 25 Years, R/o H'No' l-50

10. Siddaluri Ganesh S/o Bhikshapathy,

aged 33 Years, R"/o H.No. 1-77

I I . Talari Ramesh S/o Krishna,
aged32 Years, R"/o H.No. 2-50

I 2. Talari Ramkumar S/o Narsimulu,
aged 23 Years, R/o H.No. 2-50

I 3. Nagulapalli Venkatesham S/o Sathyaiah,

aged 33 Years, R/o H.No l-83

14. Kondakal Sreekanth S/o Mallesham'
aged 25 Years, PJo H.No 3-55

15. Gaddameedi Ravinder S/o Chandraiah,

aged 39 Years. fuo H.No 3-'17i2

16. Kondakalla Narsimulu S/o Chandraiah,

aged 24 Years, Rro H.No 1-89

17. Talari Krishna S/o Ramaiah,

aged 50 Years, R/o H.No' 2-50

5

lA NO: 4 OF 2021

I
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I 8. Kondakalla Mallesham S/o Seethaiah'

aged 50 Years. R/o H No' 3-55

19. Bantu SatYanari S/o Yadaiah,

aged 49 Years, R"/o H'No' 1-50

AII are RJo Chidruppa Village, Ismailkhanpet'

Kandi Mandal, Sanga Reddy District' Telangana stale'

. ...Petitioners / Proposed Respondents No' 15 to 33

And

State ofTelangana, represented by its Principal Secretary'

DeDartment of Animal Husbandry'

;;il;;;;.;", and Fisheriei, at secretariat' Hvderaba<l'

The Commissioner of Fisheries /

e*-O-fi"io n.gistrar of Fishermen Cooperative Societies'

a1 Matsya Bhavan, Shanthi Nagar'

Vijayanagar ColonY, HYderabad

The District Collector.
Sanga Reddy District at Sanga Reddy

The District Collector,
Nizamabad District at Nizamabad'

The District Collector,
Nagar Kurnool District at Nagar Kurnool

The District Collector,
Wanaparthy District at Wanaparthy

The District Fisheries Olficer,

Sanga Reddy District, at Sanga Reddv

The District Fisheries Officer,

Nizamabad District at Nizamabad'

. The District Fisheries Officer,

Nugur Kumool District at Nagar Kumool

1

)

J

.+

l
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10. The District Fisheries Officer,'" i;;J;;;;;ili;;; w""aparthv. "' R':spondents / Respondents

1 1. The Fishermen Cooperative Society'^' 
;;krh,;;dmpet Kandi Mandal, Sanga Reddv District'

,.pi.t.n,.i by its President Gurram Yadagiri'

Slo eaivaiatr aged 45 years R/o Bakshi Begumpet'

Kandi Mandal Sanga ReddY District

12. The Fishermen Cooperative Society'- 
n"trf 

"p.f 
f i nharpafli Mandal, Nizamabad District'

i.pr.t.nr.a by iti President Bondala Buchanna'

i;;';;;;;;; aged about 71 vears' R/o H No' 336'

n.xrrrp.iir Villlge, Dharpalli Mirndal' N izamabad District

k
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13. The Fishermen Cooperative Societl ''' U;;;;fillage' Nandipet Mandal' Nizarnabad District

""r.t*.a 
bylr President Thokala Mulkanna'

!,"" irr.i.Lttrinna Bhojanna' R/o H No' l2]' 
. -'ii*ti.i.n rrr"Je, N andipet N{andal' Nizamabad Dist

14. The Fishermen Cooperative Sociery'
'' K;;;";;i; vltujt, sult'i ltaunaut' Nagarkurnool District

;;;;ffi bv its P-resident Koppa Laxminarayana'

i;'";ffi;:teto +o vtutt' RJo Kondanagula Village'

gujrrt MunO"l, Nagarkumool District

15. The Fishermen Cooperative Society'
' -' 

rr'tiri*rtunpoor, Winaparthy District'

,eoreslnted by its President S Anlaneyutu'

S/o Pentaiah' aged 50 y"lltL 
rurunaur wanaparthy District'

wo Khillaghanpur Villagc o' Ivrarru4r - -' 
o""ono"nt' i writ Petitioners

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated

in the arridav( r,reo in supll,i'l [:r$:io$*:"::,^!:^,,J ii i:::i::l:
i..pr..o the Petitio.ners 1?:[ ,iJ';#}""waiH"iit.., penoins the above wrrt

ResPondents No 15 to 3

-,..,w

Counsel for the Petitioners:M /S' M VIDYAVATHI

counsel for the Respondent Nos' 1'2 &7 to 1o: 
TJ:#)RvP,:ilt*'?tt*t*ot'

Counsel for the Respondent Nos' 3 to 6: 
IIES?V$C#TSUGEENERAL/

Counsel for the Respondent Nos' 11 to 14:SRl' D'L' PAND;

Counsel for the Respondent Nos' 15 to 33: SRI' CHANDRAIAH SUNKARA

Petition

WP NO: 20221 0F 20 16

ANO

Between:

The Fishermen Co-op Society' Thummalaoudem Village Rep by 
' 
its

President r *''iiJ; t-/i'-''sat'aian'..3dt?" 'uo'l-"+p 
vtu,s R/o

ThummaIagudern " 
ii5ilj nunrinnip"il"randal'-NaIsonda 

District

...PETITIONER

1 rhe s ta te or r ela ns a n a 
^RSB"3, 

jiiJ.',Tfu1'rto::*t"" 
Departm e nt of

Agrrculture and Fisherles ' 5

The Commrssioner of Fisheries' Matshya Bhavan Telangana State'

Hyderabad

The Deputy Director of Fisheries' Nalgonda' Nalgonda District'

.,.RESPONDENTS

2

3

_ -I

I
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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 by declaring G.O.Ms.No.6, Department of Animal Husbandry
and Dairy Development, d1.24-03-2016 as bad, arbitrary a rd contrary to the
established principle of law apart from the Circular Memo No.2rl130/l (1)/83, dt.23-
12-1983 and also offends under Art.14 and 21 of Constitution of lndia and set
aside the consequential notice vide Lr.No.462l El 2O16, d1.29.04-2016 of the 3rd
respondent

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend G.O.Ms.No.6, Department of Animal Husbandry and Dairy Development,
d1.24-03-2016, pending disposal of the main writ petition

Petition under Section '1 51 CPC praying that in the circLrmstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the orders of the 3rd respondent vide Lr. No .462 I E I 2016, dt.29-04-
2016

Counsel for the Petitioner: M/S. M VIDYAVATHI

Counsel for the Respondents: THE ADVOCATE GENEAL/
GP FOR FISHERIES

WP NO: 42258 OF 2016

Between: a
1. Fishermen Co-operative Society, having office at no. 1 .59 Duppally village,

Athmakur mandal Yaqdaadri (previously trlalgonda) district repr6ien(ed by-its
President Gudaboina Sailu

2. Fishermen^ Co-operative Society, having office at n(). 3-10-1 10, Ganga
Bhavan, Gangaputhrawada Bhongir village, Bhongir mandal y aadaa-dri
(previously Nalgonda) district represbnted by its presidtnt poosa Srinivas

3. Fishermen Co-operative Society, having office at Tun-malagoodem village
Raamannapeta Mandar, Yaadaadri (previously Nalgonda ) Distiict represented
by its President P Ramesh

4. Fishermen co-operative Society, having office at Gokarrrm village Valigonda
mandal, Yaadaadri (previously Nalgonda) district, represe:nted by-its preiident
Arva Venkatesham

5. Fishermen Co-operative. Society, having office at Raajaapeta village
Raajaapeta mandal, Yaadaadri (pieviousry Nargonda) dir;trict,'refiresented 6y
its President K Venkatesh

5t-.ee<trc

WPMP. NO: 24816 OF 2016

WPMP. NO:24817 OF 2016

I
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6. Fishermen Co-operative Society, having office at Vemulakonda village
Valigonda mandal, Yaadaadri (previously Nalgonda) district, represented by
its President Ambati Anjaiah

7. Fishermen Co-operative Society, having office at Munipampula village
Ramannapeta mandal Yaadaadri (previously Nalgonda) district represented
by its President R Ramesh

B. Fishermen Co-operative Society, having office at Venikiryala village Bibinagar
mandal, Yaadaadri (previously Nalgonda) district, represented its its President
Katta Baswaiah

9. Fishermen Co-operative Society, having office at Basawapuram village
Bhongir mandal, Yaadaadri (previously Nalgonda) district, represented by its
Secretary C Ralu

10. Fishermen Co-operative Society, having office at Toorpugoodem village Aleru
mandal, Yaadaadri (previously Nalgonda) district, represented by its
Secretary Vangala Srishailam

...PETITIONERS

AND

'l . The State of Telangana thru its Principal Secretary, Animal Husbandry, Dairy
Development and Fisheries (V&F) Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad

2. The Commissioner of Fisheries Government of Telangana, 'Mastya Bhavan',
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/s more particularly one in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus declaring the GOMs no.6, Animal Husbandry, Dairy Development
and Fisheries (V&F) Department dated 24-3-2016, as being violative of Articles,
14, 19(1)(g) and 21 of the Constitution of lndia, and the provisions of the
Telangana State Co-operative Societies Act 1964;

WPMP. NO: 52091 OF 2016 /-

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated
in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased
issue to interim directions suspending the operation of the GOMs no. 6, Animal
Husbandry, Dairy Development and Fisheries (V&F) Department dated 24-3-
2016, pending dlsposal of the Writ Petition;

Counsel for the Petitioners: SRl. VIVEK JAIN

Counsel for the Respondents: GP FOR FISHERIES
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Between:

1 The Fisherman Co-Operative Society Ltd.,, Jaikesaram Village, Choutuppal
Mandal, Nalgonda District, Rep. by its President Sri Mylaram Narsimha S/o.M.
Ramulu, Aged about 56 years.

2. The Fisherman Co-Operative Society
Valigonda Mandal, Yadadri District, Rep
S/o. P. Muthaiah, Aged about 42 years.

3 The Fisherman Co-Operative Society Ltd.,, R/o. Mallepally Vilalge, Valigonda
Mandal, Yadadri District, Rep. by its President, Sri Y:tra Chandraiah S/o.
Venkaiah, Aged aobut 60 years.

4. The Fisherman Co-Operative Society Ltd,,, R/o. Arror Village, Valigonda
Mandal, Yadadri District, Rep. by its President Sri Godu3u Narsimha S/o. G.
Neenaiah, Aged about 52 years,.

5. The Fisherman Co-Operative Society Ltd.,, R/o.(iolneapally Village,
Valigonda Mandal, Yadadri District, Rep.byits Presi,ient Sri Peddagoni
Mallesha S/o. P. Muthyalu, Aged about 58 years.

6. The Fisherman Co-Operative Society Ltd.,, R/o.Velwartlty Village, Valigonda
Mandal, Yadadri District, Rep. by its President Sri Cheawwa Chandcraiah S/o.
Gopaiah, Aged about 60 years,.

7. The Fisherman Co-Operative Society Ltd.,, Chada Village, Athmakur Mandal,
Nalgonda District, Rep. by its President Sri Gurraia Mallaiah

...PETITIONERS

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, )epartment of
Animal Husbandry and Fisheries, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The Commissioner of Fisheries, Matshya Bhavan, Shanthinagar, Telangana
State, Hyderabad.

3. The District Collector, Yadadri District, at Bhongir.

4. The Drstrict Fisheries Officer, Yadadri District, Bhongir.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lnd a 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 G.O.Ms.No.6, Department of Animal Husbandry
and Dairy Development, daled 24-03-2016 issued by lst respQa_lent as bad,
arbitrary and contrary to the established principles of Law apart fr5-m the Circular
Memo No. 2613011(1)183, dated 23-12-1983 and also offends under Articles 14
and 21 of Constitution of lndia.

Ltd.,, R/o. Lirrgarajupally Village,
by its President Sri Peddagoni Raju

WP NO: 7628 OF 2017

1

I
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Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated

in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to

Suspend the G.O.Ms. No.6, Department of Animal Husbandry and Dairy

o"ultopr"nt, dated 24_03-201 6 issued by 1 st respondent, pending disposal of the

main writ petition and Pass

Counsel for the Petitioners:SRl. M VIOYAVATHI

Counsel for the Respondents: ADVOCATE GENERAL
GP FOR FISHERTES

WPM P. NO: 9402 OF 2017

Between:

1 Fishermen Co-operative Society Ltd. (Regd No 138 QFC/88)A R"l!Yil:
President GodasuJangaiah, evanaparrr'

bf',ooOf,rnpo"i ampallyMandal,YadadriBhongir District-508284'

Co-ooerative Societv Ltd (Regd.No.272 QFCIZ000)' Rep by
- 

io"rln i 
p, n Jr, ni g na'va p u ra m, 6 i bi n a g a rlvl a n d a l' Yad a d ri B ho n g i r

3

4

5

6

2. Fishermen
itsPresident
District.

I

Fishermen Co-operative Society (Regd No'109. QFC/85)' Rep pV

itsPresident " JinukalaYadgiri'lndriyala
BfrooOhanpocfram pallyMandal,YadadriBhongir District'

Fishermen Co-operative Society (Regd No 17 OFCl72), Rep ' by its President

BhimaoariSa tva na raYa na, Goush ko nda,
ehooafinpoinampdtlvMandal,YadadriBhongir District'

Fishermen Co-operative Society (Regd No.395/1960), Rep by' itsPresident

Cnrxr,u nrr"snighooOnanPocnarirpaiiy Village and Mandal' YadadriBhongir

Dislrict.

Fishermen Co-operative Societv (Regd.No 97/QFC/85)' lup.' gY-i!: G,"^l"^l?l

Secretarv P. Narasimha, Pedoaravulapally
ghoodna'npocnampallvMandal,YadadriBhongir District'

FishermenCo-operativeSociety(Regd.No.921QFC/84),Rep.,byitsPresident
G. Bikshaoati. Muktapur Village'

Af,ood f.rahpo'cnampallyMandal,YadadriBhongir District'

Fishermen Co-operative Society (Regd.No.494/THJ61), Rep
p.Naiaslmf'a, Jirloor Village, BhoodhanPochampallyManda
District.

, by itsPresident
l.YadadriBhonqir

Fishermen Co-operative Society (Regd No 345/QFC/2016)"
it=Fr".iO"nt Chakka Ashok,Bhimanpalli, . Meharnagar
dfroodfranpochampallyMandal,YadadriBhongir District'

7

'10.Fishermen Co-operative Society Ltd (Reg.d No 208741 THIIS' 52)' .Rep by

itsPresident 
- 

Cf,afX'ayaOai'ah,Vankatnamidi Village'

6hoodhanPocnampallyMandal,YadadriBhongir District'

11. Fishermen Co-operative Society (Regd No 78
itsPresident K Balaiah, Pillaipally
BhoodhanPochampallyMandal,YadadriBhongir District

Rep.by
Village,

/QFC/1983),, ReP.bY
Villag e,

I
Brd..:i:=:-.'

,(

WPNO: 11411 OF 2017
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12. Fishermen Co-operative Society (Regd.No.121lgFClt'7), Rep., by its

President SriramPoc raiah, Peddag udem,
BhoodhanPocham pallyMandal,YadadriBhongir District.

13. Fishermen Co-operative Society (Regd.No.T.B.347160), Fep., byits Secretary
P.Krislma, Edulabad Village, GhatkesarMandal, Ranga Reddy District.

...PETITIONERS

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its .Principal Secretary, [)epartment of
Animal Husbandry and Fisheries, Telangana Secretariat, llyderabad.

2. The Commissioner of Fisheries, Matshya Bhavan, Shanth nagar, Telangana
State, Hyderabad.

3. The District Collector, Yadadri Bhongir District, at Bhongir

4. The District Fisheries Officer, Yadadri Bhongir District, at l3hongir.

5. The District Collector, Ranga Reddy District, at Hyderaba<I.

6. The District Fisheries Officer, Yadadri District, Bhongir.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Section 15'1 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated
in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Cour may be pleased to
suspend the impugned G.O.Ms.No.6 Animal Husbandry, D,airy Development &
Fisheries (V & F) Department d1.24.03.2016 issued by the 1st Respondent
pending disposal of the above writ petition

Counsel for the Petitioners:SRl. BOBBILI SRINIVAS

Counsel for the Respondents: THE ADVOCATE GENERAL
GP FOR ANIMAL HUSBANDI,RY

The Court made the following:

lz-

Petition under Article 226 ot lhe Constitution of lndia praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the l-ligh Court may be
pleased to issue an appropriate writ, order or direction, more particularly one in the
nature of Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the 1st Respondent in reducing
the share of each member of fishermen cooperative societies in fish tanks from
one hectare (Ac 2 a7) to one acre by issuing the impugned (i O.Ms.No.6 Animal
Husbandry, Dairy Development & Fisheries (V & F) Departmr:nt d1.24.03.2016 as
rllegal, unjust, arbitrary, unreasonable and in violation of Frinciples of Natural
Justice and also in violation of Articles 14, 19, 21 & 300-,4 of the Constitution of
lndia apart from contrary to the provisions of Telangana State Co-operative
Societies Act, 1964 and consequently set aside the imprrgned G.O.Ms.No.6
dt.24.03,2016

WPMP. NO: 14188 OF 2017
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THE HON'BLE JUSTICE T ,AMARN ATH GOUD

W.P.No.6 256 of 2O2l
W.P.No. 20221 of 2016
W.P.No.4 2254 of 2016
W.P.No.7 624 of 2Ol7

W.P.No. 11411 oT 2OL7

COMMON ORDER:

I Challenge in all these Writ Petitions is to the G'O'Ms No'6

dated 24.3.2O16 issued by the first respondent-Animal Husbandry

and Dairy Development and Fisheries Department of the State of

Telangana.

2 Since the grievance of the petitioners in all the Writ Petitions'

more or less, is one and the same' they are being disposed of by

this common order' For the sake of convenience' I refer to the facts

of the case as pleaded in W'P'No'6256 ol 2O2l '

3 Thc case of the pctitioners is that all the petitioners are

lishcrmcn cooperzrtivc societics and they are solell' dr:pcnding on

fishing operations to eke out their livelihood' All the lanks of the

respective societies are rain fed tanks and no perennial water

supply to the tanks Thus the tanks are rain fed and not Iong

seasonal water spread area All the petitioner societies are under

the supervision and control of the Department of Fisheries and are

governed under the provisions of the Telangana State Cooperative

SocietiesAct,lg64.ThesecondrespondentissuedaCircular

Memo No.26130/ 1(1)/83, dated 23'12'1983 specifying the viability

norms for each member' As per the said Circular' One Hectare

(2.47 acres) of long seasonal water spread area is taken as a viable

unittoamemberofaCooperativeSociery.Whileso,thefirst

respondent, ignoring the prevailing facts and circumstances' has

I
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tissued G.O.Ms.No.6 dated 24.3.2016 lixing the v ability norms as

Ac. 1-OO water spread area to each member in ca se of perennial /
canal fed water sources and Ac,2-00 w.ater spread area to each
member in case of all other water sources. The first respondent
constituted a Five_Men committee to determine the viability norms
for organization / bifurcation / enrollment of rLew members of
Fishermen Cooperative Societies in the State of Telangana. The

23.12.1983 and submitted a report that due to construction of
various projects under Jalayagnam and Mission Kakatiya, every
water body has changed its seasonaliry and potentialiry and
adopting to do management practices by the fisl.ermen and the
productivity of all water sources also to be increilsed into many
folds. It is arso submitted to uphold the circular i:_rstructions and
to set aside the G.O.No.6

said Five-Men committee said

respect of existing norms in

to have examine<l the matter in

Memo No.26 129 t1(I)/g3, 6^1fj6

consider the same simply rell,ing upon the

vague report submitted by the Five-Men

4 It is further submitted that the report ol. the Five_Men
Committee rvhich is the basis for issuance of G.O.Ms.No.6 dateci
24.3.2016 is unscientific and hypothetical, virtu:rlly affects the
rights of fishermen in catching the fish and to eke out their
livelihood. The respondent authorities ought to have considered
the per capita index of the income of the member of the society
before re-fixing the viability norms wherein the respondents have
glaringly failed to

unscientific and

Committee.

t
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lt 5Itisfurthersubmittedthatthesixthrespondentissueda

notice dated 2O.O2.2O21 to the first petitioner directing to pass a

resolution regarding admission of Mudiraj Community Fishermen

as members of the Society Similarly all the District Fishcncs

Ollicers are insisting the other petitioncr societics to admit nc$'

members without any viability and feasibiliry'

6 The petitioners attack the impugned G O' on the follorving

grounds, viz., 1) The G.O. was issued without giving any notice to

the petitioners and thereby it is violation of principles of natural

justice, 2) The G.O. is placing reliance on the report of a Five-Men

Committee consisting of Assistant Directors of Fisheries and they

are not technical persons and scientific recommendations have not

been proved, 3) Persons from other communities whether eligible

or ineligible are interfering with the fishermen societies or forming

new fishe rmen societies due to which economic viabiliff of the

existing members and the fishermen societies are at stake' Hence

the Writ Petiltons.

TThecaseoltheofficialrespondents,aSperthecounter

afficlavits, is lhat there was no viability norms lor fixing thc total

number of members enrolled into a society till 1983 For the first

time, for deciding the viability of Inland Fishermen Cooperative

Societies, adhoc norms have been framed vide Commissioner of

Fisheries Memo No.26130/l(1)83 dated 23'12't983' In order to

sort out disputes arose among the stake holders with regard to

membership and total number of members to be enrolled in each

society, the same rules have been followed without any exception

till orders issued in G'O'Ms'No'74 AH' DD & F department dated
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2I.lO.2O\ I and G.O.Ms.No.06 AH, D & F Degrartmenr, dared

24.3.2O 16. lt is furthcr submitted that because ot construcrion of

various projects under Jalayajnam and emergence of new

techniques in the field of fish farming the potenlial of the water

bodies tremendously increased by many folds giving lot of scope for

admission of more number of members by revisitrg the norms of

the viability.

8 It is further submitted that the Government of Telangana

have revived most of the irrigation tanks under lr{ission Kakatiya

resulting to increase in water spread area and water retention

period. All the above activities paved the way for increasing in fish

productivity of water sources. It is further submitted that issuance

ol the Ci.O. by the Government is correct. The Fivc-Men Commirtee

conducted proper exercise having gone to the gross root level by

finding out the economic viability. They have calculated and

considered the cost factor of the seed, harvesting and the amount

of income which the fishermen would get and due to the

Kaleswaram project, Mission Kakatiya and all ol.her projects the

water level and the feasibility of conducting fishing rights has

improved and the economic viability when compa:ed to the earlier

position is now in better position. So the (iovernment has

considered all the aspects in the light of the wellare measures of

the fishermen and issued the present G.O.

9 tt is further submitted that there are about 39OO fishermen

societies in the State of Telangana. But only han lful societies are

regularly hling Writ Petitions before this Hon,ble Court under one

pretext or the other and have taken a lead .o challenge the
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impugned G.O. There cannot be any monopoly in trade' The

Government has taken a policy decision and issued the impugned

G.o and there cannot be any challenge to the said PolicY unless it

is proved otherwise and malafides established or violation of any

constitutional right' The members of the Five-Men Committee'

which has recommended for issuance of the impugned G o' are all

Assistant Directors of Fisheries and they are competent enough to

issue the recommendations since thcy are ground level officers and

that they are the officers who initiate the registration of societies

and also providing membership to the eligible fishermen and also

conduct skill test Hence prayed to dismiss the Writ Petitions and

uphold the imPugned G'O' No'6'

loHeardtheiearnedcounselforthepetitionersinalltheWrit

Petitions and the Iearned Advocate General for the respondent

authorities.

1 I The learned counsel for the petitioners submitted that the

report of the Five Men Committee is hypothetical as there is no

scientific data to arrive at such a conclusion As per the Memo

datcd 23. 12 1983' 4O\\t ol the net proiit is earmarkcd undcr

variousheadsandhencetheimpugnedG.o.isunsustainablc.She

further submitted that Mission Kakatiya works are not completed

in majority o[ the tanks upto 100% including the tanks of the

petitioners. Moreover, Mission Kakatiya is not source of water for

fishing. The report of the Five- Men Committee virtually affects the

rights of the fishermen in catching the fish and to eke out their

livelihood, which is Part of welfare legislation' She further

submitted that as Per Sectron

I

19 of the T.C.S' Act 1964' the Power
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to admit new members vest with the General Body of the Society

which is the ultimate authority under the Act sui)ject to byelaws of

the societ5z. Viable unit for each member has to be considered for

admission of members into the sociegz. Apart fro;rr viability norms,

for admission of new members, natural calamities such as

drought, floods etc have to be taken into accourrt for determining

the income of the society. The water spread area lhown at the time

of registration of the society in the byelaws is nc,t the sole criteria

even to admit members, the General Body ol. tl-re Society has to

pass a resolution in cooperative spirit for providing livelihood to all

the members of the society taking into consider.ation the income

derived in each year from the u,ater sources alroc*ted in the area of

c-,pcration. The learncd counsel for the p( titioners further

submitted that the petitioners are doing fishing o:erations through

their society and providing membership to rLew members or

forming new societies would make the petitioner societies unviabre

and if the stand of the Government in redu:ing the area of

operation in respect of each member for fishing rights from Ac.2.S

to Ac. 1.0O, basing on the recommendations of the Five-Men

Committee, is not set aside, the petitioners rvould be put to
irreparable loss and injury and hence prayed to set aside the

impugned G.O.

12 Per contra, the learned Advocate General submitted that

there cannot be a monopoly in trade and the impugned G.O was

issued basing on the policy ol the Government an I the policy of the

Government cannot be challenged unless any malafides are

pointed out or any constitutional violation is pointed out. The

Assistant Directors of Fisheries are competent l)ersons and that

l
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they are ground level officers to form a new society, provide

membership and also to check the feasibility of fishing rights' The

learned Advocate General relied on the following decisions:

7, Tamil Nadu Educatlon Department, Mlnlsterlal and General
Sub Ordindte Serutces Association Vs. Sta:te of Tdmll Nadul '

2, Indian DxPress NewsPapers (Bombag) Pvt' Ltd Vs' Unlon of
India2,

3. Shn Sito Rcrm Sugar Co' Ltd. Vs. Unioni of Indias,

4. Union of India Vs. Gdnawtham4,

5. Bdlco Emplogees Union Vs. Union of Indias ,

6, State oJ Tamil Nadu Vs. P. Krlshnamurthg6, and

7. D. Srlniuasa Raiu Vs. Dlstrlct Forest Olficefl '

13 The case of the unofficial respondents is that as they are

eligible persons to become either members of the fishermen

cooperative society or to form a new society, the impugned G'O'

has to be upheld.

14 Admittedly, the hrst respondent being a welfare State has to

cater to the needs of all persons who are similarly placed and need

to maintain equality and there cannot be discrimination' In a

lawful trade which is recognized by the statute, there cannot be

monopoly. The impugned G.O. is nothing but a policy which is

framed by the Government to accommodate more and more

fishermen to eke out their livelihood kecpirlg the economic viabiiitl'

r AiR 1980 SC 379
I (1985) 1 SCC 641
3 AIR 1990 SC 1277
4 AIR 1997 SC 3387
5 12002\ 2 SCC 333
6 (2006) 4 SCC 517
7 2OO2 SCC Online Andhra Pradesh 661
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in mind. Neither in the affidavit filed in support of the writ

Petition nor during the course of arguments, the pet;.tioners have

pointed out any malice in issuing the impugned G.O by the

respondent Govemment. The only point whict, came for

consideration during the course of argument by the learned

counsel for the petitioners is that the impugned G.O rvas issued in

pursuance of the recommendations made by tle Five-Men

Committee and that the members of the so called Five-Men

Committee are all Assistant Directors of Fisheries :r nd that the\,

arc not eligible to issue such recommendations. f.-ri" ,.gr-..,t

cannot be appreciated since the Government is the competent

authority '*,hich knows the competence of the officers in the State

and accordingiy it has nominated the Five-Men Committee. The

said persons have done sufficient exercise and have given an

exhaustive report keeping in mind the procurerrrent of seed,

investment on fish and the harvest and finaliy the income a

fisherman would get. While deciding the said factor, it was also

considered with regard to the water / tanks in whi,:h the fishing

operations are carried out. When it is a policy decision and the

Government is issuing a G.O, question of violation cf principles of

natural justice does not arise as the rights of the petitioners are

not infringed. lt is only accommodating more memb<:rs of similarly

placed in the society by way of providing them memtership as per

the viability norms and the petitioners cannot find fault rvith ir-r

inviting their brethrer-r into their society. In r.r,eaker sections of tl-re

society it is expected that the existing members rrrust know the

difficulties of their brethren and they are expected Lo give a warm

welcome to the eligible persons and get along with cordial

I

-
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relationship in the cooperative movement' The Circular

instructions issued in the year 1983 cannot have an overriding

effect on G.O.No.6 which is having statutory force of law'

15 ln P. Krishnamurthy case (6 supra) the Hon'ble apex Court

held as under:

t7

Court

15. There is a presumption in favour of constitutionality- or validity of a

:;;-;;;i;;;" il**lation and ti," u"aen is upon him yho 1131ks 
it to

^L^.,, 'l.-, ir is invalid. ft is afso weti recognized tlat a sub-ordinate

il;;;"ii;; "';.;J "i,lir""e"a 
under anv of the fouowins srounds :-

a) Lack of legislative competence to make the sub-ordinate legislation

b) Violation of Fundamental Rights guaranteed under the Constitution of

I nd ia.

c) Violation of any provision of the Constitution of India'

d\ Failurc to conform to the Statute under which it is madc or exceeding

,i" ii-li" "i.",L"ritY 
conferrcd by thc cnablirrg Act

e| Rcpugllancy to lhe la\rs of tht' land' lhat is' anl' enactmcnl '

0 \lilnrfcst .rrbitrrtincss/unruasonablencss llo an t.xlenl \\'hcr(''ollrt

,i ,ni',,.."ff "." 
rhat Lcgrslarulc nc'cr intcnclcci to Sivc aulhol-l!\' lr) makc

su.h Rulcsl.

16 In the case on hand, slnce no malice is Pointed out in the

policy of the Government and no infringement of constitutional

right is also pointed out, this Court finds that the impugned G'O is

valid and is legal.

In Balco Employees' Union case (5 supra) the Hon'ble apex

\

held as follows:

ln Narmada Bachao Andolan vs Union of .lndia 'and 
Others'

l2ooollossc664,tnerewaiJ.challengeto.thevalidity.ofthe
l''"iIiri"rr-""i.r . i^ig" at- lt *"" nira bv iire majoritv at pase 762 as

follows :-

"229. lt is now weli settlcd that lhe Courts tl th'9 "*:it-i::^:f
rt',"i, ,,uridi"tion, will-not rranssrcs' 

'"1" 11"^,n:11, :,f,.T'l:t,,"1"t't"t
Whctllcr l,) h.lvc an rnll''sllLl'tLral prol('L'r 'rr noL ilnrl wlr'rl'ls thr'' lrln ')i

r)rore'l lo bc uttdcrtirk|n end hooi it h'rs lo lrr' cxc' rrrrd ilr'( ptll I'l

'i;liii"l-"u-* rt.*,s an<i thc eourrs L'r( rll-('lurpped Io a(llirdr(rrc t'n I

Hi;:; l;;,",;"'-. undettckcn' Thc coutt no doubt hits it durv ro scc

[:i:"';;;d*t"rti"g or " 
a"ti"i""' no law is violattrd and pcopk: s

fundamentalrlghtsarenottransgresseduPonexccpttotheextenl
pcrmissible u nder thc Conslltutlon

It is evident from the above that it is neithcr within thc-domain of

tr,e courts-;;; ;;; "";p" 
of the rudictal review Lo cmbark upon an

cnourry as lo whelhcru pu"tt'iu'- j'ur't Pollc) is ''t-ise 
or shcLh'r bcttcr

;.,1i,:'plt*;u" ""lJ"a 
ruo'-ul" ut'' iouri' rnclincd ro sLI'rkc down a

!-_
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policy at the behest of a petitioner merely because it has been urg:d that
a different policy would have been fairer or wiser or more scientific or
more logical.

18 The above principle was reiterated in D.Srinivaszl Raju case

(7 supra).

19 In view of the above reasoning and having regard to the

principle enunciated in the cases cited supra, this Court is of the

considered opinion that the contentions ol the petitioners fail, and

accordingly all the Writ Petitions are liable to be dismissed and the

Ci,O.Ms.No.6 AH, D & Deparrment dated 24.3.2016 is urphelcl.

20 In the result, all the Writ Petitions are dismissed. No order as

to costs. Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending .n the Writ

Petitions shail also stand dismissed.
---{
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HIGH COURT

DATED:3010712021

COMMON ORDER

WP.Nos.6256 ot 2021, 20221 & 42258 ot 2016,
7628 & 11411 of 2011

Dismissing the Wp,s
Without costs.
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