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 22.07.2026 SN, J  

   Heard  Sri Dr.Venkat Reddy Donthi 

Reddy, learned senior designated counsel 

representing the petitioners in the batch of 

writ petitions and also Sri Pasham Mohith, 

& Sri K.Venumadhav, learned counsel 

appearing on behalf of the petitioners and 

Sri B.Sudharshan Reddy, learned Advocate 

General appearing on behalf of the 

respondents in part. 

 

     In the batch of the present writ 

petitions, the petitioners had individually 

challenged the action of the respondent 

Authorities in issuing G.O.Ms.No.7, dated 

08.05.2026 and its consequential notices, 

issued to the petitioners individually, 

calling upon the petitioners to pay the 

amounts for the quantity of the paddy as 
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stipulated in  the said notices @ 

Rs.2,236.81/- per quintal pertaining to the 

paddy allotted for the petitioners’ rice mills 

for Rabi 2022-23 without taking into 

consideration 

 

a) The quality of the paddy as on July, 
2026 

b) The handling and unloading 
charges(Hamali) 

c) Moisture loss and consequential 
weight reduction. 

d) Godown rent  
e) storage charges 
f) Other incidental charges, etc. 

 

     It is the specific case of the petitioners 

in the batch of the writ petitions that 

without issuing any notices to the 

petitioners herein and without providing an 

opportunity of personal hearing individually 

to the petitioners herein, a figure i.e., 

Rs.2,236.81/- per quintal had been 

determined or arrived at unilaterally 

without any basis behind the back of the 

petitioners herein. 

 
    During the course of hearing, learned 

senior designated counsel appearing on 

behalf of the petitioners expressed concern 

contending petitioner rice mills did not 

intend to be at loggerheads  or in bitter 

conflict with the State Government and in 

the best interest of State exchequer, as 

well, the interest of both the parties would 

be secure, if the subject issue would be 
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referred for mediation. 

 
      This Court opines and even believes 

that through an effort of mediation there 

would not only be faster dispute resolution 

of the issues involved between the 

petitioner Rice Mills and the Respondent 

State Government, but also reasonable 

opportunity would be ensured to both the 

parties leading to creative solutions which 

aim to satisfy both parties  and eventually 

arrive at fair and  sustainable settlements. 

This would further not only preserve the 

relationships between the petitioner/Rice 

Millers and respondent/ State Government 

which is the primary concern of the 

petitioners herein, but also reduce litigation 

costs to both the petitioners and the State 

government as well. 

 

      This Court is of the firm opinion that 

sincere efforts should be put-forth for 

resolving the subject issue involved in the 

batch of writ petitions, duly taking into 

consideration the  specific concerns of both 

the petitioner rice mills and also the State 

Government through mediation  to ensure 

that interests of both the parties would 

eventually be protected on arriving at an 

amicable settlement. 

 

     Sri B.Sudharshan Reddy, learned 

Advocate General appearing on behalf of 
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the respondents seeks time to put-forth the 

aforesaid proposal of referring the subject 

issue involved in the batch of writ petitions 

for mediation to the officers’ concerned of 

the State Government and revert back by 

the next date of hearing. Hence, list all the 

matters on 27.07.2026.  

   
 

_____ 
SN, J 

Note: Issue CC by today 
b/o 
ssm 
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