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SUB: REGISTRATION OF SALES CONTRAcT FoR IMPoRT oF PoPPY sEEDs FRoM CHINA

Reference is invited to Pubtic Notice No. PS-1/201.8 uploaded on LothJanuary, 201"g invit ing application

for import of Poppy seed from china. In this context the Hon'ble High court of Madras in writ  peti t ion

No' 1398 of 201-8 f i led by M/s M.R. lmpex, Nagoor, Tamilnadu vide i ts order dated 23.o1,.zorg has

passed the fol lowing direct ions :

"Accord ingly ,  there wi l l  be a d i rect ion to the pet i t ioner  and a l l  o ther  s imi lar ly  p laced importers

to f i le their appl icat ions before the second respondent well  before the cut off  date and the applications

shal l  be received by the second respondent .  l t  is  made c lear  that  submiss ion of  the appl icat ion by the

pet i t ioner  is  wi thout  pre judice to the i r  r ights  in  th is  wr i t  pet i t ion.  The second respondent  is  a lso d i rected

to make a note about the pendency of this writ  peti t ion before this court at the instance of the

pet i t ioner '  so that  the other  appl icants are aware that  such a case is  pending before th is  cour t .  The

second respondent, after receiving the applications, shal l  consider the same and before making any

al location, shal l  report before this court as to what is the quanti ty, which has been applied for by the

importers'  on such information being placed before this court by the second respondent, this court wi l l

consider as to what further direct ions need be issued. This court is convinced to issue such a direct ion

considering the fact that on account of deferral of drawal of lots by the Karnataka High court,  i t  appears

that for nearly a year, imports have not been permitted. ln fact, to my mind, the interim order granted



by the Karnataka High Court can, at best, may be applicable to the public notice dated 05.12.2016 and i t

cannot  be understood as a b lanket  ban on imports .  Be that  as i t  may,  consider ing the commerc ia l

considerat ions involved and the ex igencies of  t rade,  i t  would be in  the f i tness of  th ings for  a l l  importers

to f i le  the i r  appl icat ion before the second respondent  and th is  Cour t  can consider  as to  how best  the

interest of the importers could be protected.

Remarks:  Second respondent  in  the said Pet i t ion is  Narcot ics Commissioner .

This  is  for  in format ion of  a l l  concerned.

Bv Order
Narcotics Commissioner


