| TEM NO 41 COURT NO. 7 SECTI ON XVI |

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).6992/2014
(From the judgenent and order dated 19/10/2013 in WPPIL No. 2514/2011 of
The H GH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI )
RAMESH KUVAR RAHI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS Respondent (s)
(Wth appln(s) for exenption fromfiling OT. and prayer for interimrelief

and office report)

Date: 24/03/2014 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE VI KRAMAJI T SEN
For Petitioner(s) M. Subhro Sanyal , Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. G E Vahanwati, AG
M. R 'S. Mazundar, Adv.
M. Ait Kumar Sinha, Adv.
M. Tapesh Kumar Singh, Adv.
M. Mdhd. Waquas, Adv.
M. Devadatt Kamat, Adv.
Ms. Sani a Husai ni, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard |learned counsel for the petitioner and |earned
Attorney General for India.

Learned counsel for the petitioner referred to Annexure-Pl
and submitted that the permssion was granted by the Deputy
Commi ssi oner, Dhanbad under Section 46-B of the Chota Nagpur
Tenancy Act, for entering into transactions referred in pages D to
Fin the SLP, without properly ascertaining whether the parties
are hailing fromthe District in question. Further, it was also
poi nted out that the land in question is Tribal Land, which can be
transferred only between the persons who are residing within the
District that too only anmong Tri bal s.

Let a proper affidavit be filed by the Deputy Conmi ssi oner,
within two weeks, explaining those transactions and also clarify
whet her the vendor and vandee belong to the District in question
or not.

Post after two weeks.

The order regarding cost, inposed by the Hi gh Court, shall
stand suspended for the tine being.

| (Narendra Prasad) | | (Renuka Sadana)
| Court Master | | Court Master |



