
 

 

 

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

 

WRIT PETITION No.2663 OF 2020 

ORDER: 

Heard  the lea rned  c ounsel appearing  for the petitioner as 

well as the lea rned  Government Pleader appearing  for 

respondents. 

 

2. The p rayer sought in the writ petition is as under: 

 

‘ For the reasons stated in the aff idavit  f iled in 

support  of Writ  Pet it ion, it  is prayed that  this Hon’ ble 

Court  may be pleased to issue a Writ ,  Order or Direct ion, 

more part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus 

declaring the act ion of the 2nd  Respondent  in interfering 

with manufacturing, sale and dist ribut ion of bio-products of  

pet it ioner-Company, viz.,  Amogh, Hi-Vigour, Balance, 

Caliber Plus, Navic, Shoot , Rider, Leader Plus, Singam, 

Boss, Polo Super, Ismart , St ramycin, Dialog, Virux, Ankush, 

Sahasra Gold No.1, Amogh Granules, Drip Drop, Plum, 

Poshak, Bright , Zebra, Red Bull,  Vevo, Check Plus, Crest , 

Jadhu, Rock, Polora, Ayan, Xolo, Resist , Sage, Nut ri,  Fruity, 

Vegan, Roots, Zodi and Power Drip B, by issuing Memo 

No.PP.II(1)2085/ 2005, dated 21.01.2006 and Let ter No. PP. 

II(1)2085/ 2005 dated 21.01.2006 as being il legal, arbit rary, 

unconst itut ional and further direct  the 2nd  respondent  not  

to interfere with in any manner in manufacturing, sale and 

dist ribut ion of bio-products including from the licensed 

premises of  the dealers/ stockists under the Insect icides 

Act , 1968 and the Fert il izers Cont rol (Order) Act , 1985 and 

pass such other order or orders as this Hon’ ble Court  may 

deem f it  and proper in the circumstances of the case.”  

 

3. It is submitted  by the lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner as well 

as the lea rned  Government Pleader for Agric ulture appearing  for 

the respondents tha t the issue in the p resent Writ Petition is squarely 

c overed  by the c ommon order, da ted  10.07.2015 passed  by this 



 

 

 

Court in Writ Petition No.25293 of 2014 and  ba tc h, as mod ified  by 

the Division Benc h of this Court in Writ Appea l Nos.1122 and  1136 of 

2016 vide c ommon judgment, da ted  03.11.2016, and  the sa id  

judgments a re p lac ed  on rec ord .  

 

4. Relevant portion of the a foresa id  c ommon judgment, da ted  

03.11.2016 in Writ Appea l Nos.1122 and  1136 of 2016 is extrac ted  as 

follows: 

“ While we are in complete agreement  with the submission of Sri 
S.Niranj an Reddy, learned Senior Counsel appearing on behalf  of 
the respondent -writ  pet it ioner, that  there cannot  be an omnibus 
categorizat ion, of all bio-products as insect icides, for the 
purpose of taking act ion under the Act , the grounds on which the 
Insect icide Inspector has reason to believe, that  insect icides are 
being sold in cont ravent ion of the provisions of the Act  and the 
Rules, would depend upon the facts of each case, and cannot  be 
circumscribed by way of guidelines issued by this Court . The 
guidelines prescribed, in the order under appeal, can only 
supplement  and not  supplant  the law, and would remain in force 
only t il l appropriate legislat ion – either plenary or subordinate – 
is made in this regard. Suff ice it ,  while making it  clear that  
there cannot  be an omnibus categorizat ion of all bio-products as 
insect icides for taking act ion against  the dealers of those goods, 
to also make it  clear that  the guidelines, prescribed in the order 
under appeal, shall be in addit ion to, and not  in derogat ion of, 
the powers conferred on the concerned authorit ies under the Act  
and the Rules. We may not  be understood to have expressed any 
opinion on whether or not  any of these bio-products are 
insect icides, as these are mat ters which the authorit ies 
concerned are required to examine in accordance with the 
provisions of the Act , the Rules made thereunder, and the 
guidelines st ipulated in the order under appeal. 

 
The order under appeal is modif ied to the extent  indicated 
hereinabove, and the Writ  Appeals are disposed of accordingly.”  

 

 

5.  Following the a foresa id  judgment and  for the reasons sta ted   

therein, this Writ Petition is a lso d isposed  of in terms thereof. Pend ing 

misc ellaneous petitions, if any, sha ll stand  c losed . No order as to 

 

 

 

________________________ 

                                                          JUSTICE P.KESHAVA RAO 

Date: 11.02.2020 

Prv 



 

 

 

 


