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SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).29217/2009

(From the judgrment and order dated 23/10/2009 in WP No.19355/2009 of
The H GH COURT OF A. P AT HYDERABAD)

M S PERECHARLA QUARRY WORKERS LCC SCCI ETY Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

THE PERECHARLA QUARRY WORKERS
LABOUR CONTRACT COOP. SOCI ETY LTD. & ORS. Respondent (s)

(Wth appln(s) for permission to file additional docunments and
prayer for interimrelief)

W TH SLP(C) NO 31779-31780 of 2009
(Wth appl n(s) for production of additional documents and with
prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Dat e: 24/04/ 2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE DI PAK M SRA

For Petitioner(s) L. Nageshwara Rao, Sr. Adv. (N P.)
V. Sridhar Reddy, Adv.
V. N. Raghupat hy, Adv.
For Respondent (s) P. Venkat Reddy, Adv.

Ani | Kumar Tandal e, Adv.

Venkat eswar a Rao Anunol u, Adv.
A V.S, Raju, Adv.

K. Maruthi Rao, Adv.
K. Radha, Adv.
s. Anjani Aiyagari, Adv.

C. K. Sucharita, Adv
G N. Reddy, Adv
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1
UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Leave granted.
The appeals are allowed in ternms of the
si gned order.

( NARENDRA PRASAD) ( RENUKA SADANA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



(Signed order is placed on the file)

2
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 3986 OF 2012
(Arising out of SLP(c) No.29217 of 2009)

M S PERECHARLA QUARRY WORKERS LCC SOCI ETY
VERSUS

THE PERECHARLA QUARRY WORKERS

LABOUR CONTRACT COOP. SOCI ETY LTD. & ORS. Respondent ( s)

W TH
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 3987-3988 OF 2012
(Arising out of SLP(c) No. 31779-31780 of 2009)
ORDER

Leave granted.

The Deputy Director of Mnes & Geol ogy passed

Petitioner(s)

an order vi de proceedi ng No. 4977/ QL/ 2009

25.8.2009 granting mning |l ease to Ms. Perecherla

Quarry Workers L.C.C. Sty. Ltd. Adm ttedly,

soci ety had m ni ng | ease earlier and

it filed

application for renewal . O course, the application

for renewal was not within tine. Deputy Director,
however, granted renewal of nmining |ease in favour of
t he above-nentioned society for an extent of 8-00
acres, under Rule 13(2) and Rule 15 of the A P.MMC
Rul es, 1966, subj ect to t he condition
grantee should produce N.O C for a further period of
five years from VGIM UDA, QGuntur.
Aggri eved by t he said order,
r espondent herein filed Wit Petition

2009 before the Hi gh Court of Judicature at Andhra

3
Pradesh to quash the order dated 25.8.2009 of the

Deputy Director of M nes and Geol ogy, Guntur.
same was heard along with Wit Appeal No.1810 of 2008

and Wit Petition No. 21842 of 2009

t hat

t he

No. 19355

and

t he said

a

dat ed

an

t he

first

of

The

conmon



j udgnent was delivered on 23.10. 2009. Wit appea
and writ petitions were allowed and the order dated
25. 08. 2009 was set asi de. The Hi gh Court directed
the Deputy Director of Mnes and Geol ogy, Guntur, to
process and consi der t he appl i cations al r eady
received and those that nmay be received, within a
time frane and pass appropriate orders.
Aggri eved by that judgnment, this appeal has
been preferred and this Court passed an order of stay
and hence appel | ant is still conti nui ng with t he
m ni ng | ease.
When t he mat t er cane up for heari ng t he
counsel appearing for the appellant brought to our
know edge a detailed report (Docunent No.6 at page 28
of vol ume 2), submitted by t he Asstt. Regi strar
(Office)/lnquiry Oficer to the District Cooperative
O ficer, Quntur. The report is self-explanatory and

hence we are not referring to the details furnished

in that report. Lear ned counsel appearing for the

r espondent submitted t hat since t he r enewal
application was filed bel at edl vy, t he Director of
M nes was not justified in ent ert ai ni ng t he

application of the society for granting/renew ng the
4

m ni ng | ease. Furt her he has submitted that various
al | egati ons made in t he report are absol utely
i ncorrect and cannot be accept ed.

Consi dering the facts and circunstances of the
case, we are of t he Vi ew t hat t he benefit of
quarrying road nmetal |ease should be made avail abl e
only to the society and society alone and not to the
President or Secretary in their personal capacity.
Argument s wer e rai sed by ei t her si de t hat t he

President and Secretary thensel ves are appropriating



t he benefit ari sing out of t he ni ni ng | ease
benefit is not accruing to the actual nenbers of the
soci ety. Under t he above ci rcunst ances, we
inclined to direct the Asstt. Registrar Cooperative
Society, Quntur to see that the benefit of the order
dat ed 25.8.2009 be available only to the Society and
its valid nenbers. Learned counsel for the respondent
submits that the appellant society is not functioning
and hence the or der dat ed 25. 8. 2009 be not
effect to. We express no opinion on that contention
It is for the Registrar of Cooperative Society and
Director of Mnes to decide as to whether the society
is functioning and see that the benefit enures to the
soci ety.
Subj ect to the above observations, the appeals
are allowed and the judgnent of the High Court is set

asi de.

[ DI PAK M SRA]
NEW DELH ;
APRIL 24, 2012

and

are

gi ven



