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 SLP(C)No. 3181 OF 2000

ITEM No.17                   Court No. 8                  SECTION IX
                                                          A/N MATTER

                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.3181/2000

   (From the judgement and order dated 08/10/1999 in CRA 90/99
   of The HIGH COURT OF BOMBAY AT PANAJI)

  MARIA BERTA D.D. FERNANDES(DEAD)                          Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

  CHIEF SECY., GOVT. OF GOA AND ORS.                        Respondent (s)

( With Appln(s). for permission to submit additional document(s) and
exemption from filing O.T. and with prayer for interim relief)

  Date : 07/05/2002 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE U.C. BANERJEE
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE Y.K. SABHARWAL

  For Petitioner (s)    Mr. Prashant Kumar, Adv.
                        Ms. Triveni Potekar, Adv.
                        Mr. Chander Shekhar Ashri,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. Krishnavalbh Sinha, Sr. Adv.
                        Mr. Bhavani Shankar V. Gadnis, Adv.
                        Ms. Prachi Vajpayee, Adv.
                        Mr. Shiv Sagar Tiwari,Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R

..........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.....J.
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                  Heard learned counsel for the parties for
          about 15 minutes.
                  Leave granted.
                  The appeal is dismissed in terms of the signed
          order.
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               (K.K. Chawla)              (Shelly Sengupta)
                Court Master                Court Master

                      [Signed order is placed on the file]
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                       IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA



                       CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                      CIVIL APPEAL NO        OF 2002@@
                      CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
               (ARISING OUT OF SLP (CIVIL) NO.3181 OF 2000)

          MARIA BERTA D.D. FERNANDES(DEAD)        APPELLANT

                                  VERSUS

          CHIEF SECY., GOVT. OF GOA AND ORS.      RESPONDENTS

                                  O R D E R@@
                                  CCCCCCCCC
.SP2

                  Leave granted.

                  Upon  hearing the submissions made on behalf of
          the  parties,  in our view, the matter in issue  stands
          fully  covered by an earlier judgment of this Court  in
          State  of U.P.  v.  Dy.  Director of Consolidation  And@@
          CCCCCCCCCCCCCC      CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
          Others,  (1996) 5 SCC 194, wherein in paragraph 10 this@@
          CCCCCC                                                 
          Court stated as below:-
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................L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T...J.
                        "It  is thus obvious that the  Forest
                Settlement  Officer has the powers of a civil
                court  and his order is subject to appeal and
                finally revision before the State Government.
                The  Act  is  a complete code in  itself  and
                contains  elaborate  procedure for  declaring
                and  notifying  a  reserve  forest.   Once  a
                notification  under  Section  20 of  the  Act
                declaring  a  land  as   reserve  forest   is
                published,  then  all the rights in the  said
                land claimed by any person come to an end and
                are no longer available.  The notification is
                binding  on the consolidation authorities  in

                                                        ..2/-

                                     -2-

                the  same  way as a decree of a civil  Court.
                The   respondents   could   very  well   file
                objections  and  claims  including  objection
                regarding  the nature of the land before  the
                Forest Settlement Officer.  They did not file
                any objection or claim before the authorities
                in  the proceedings under the Act.  After the
                notification under Section 20 of the Act, the
                respondents   could  not   have  raised   any
                objections  qua the said notification  before
                the    consolidation     authorities.     The
                consolidation  authorities were bound by  the
                notification which had achieved finality."

..........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.....J.
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                  In  view  of  the statement of  law  as  above,
          question of any interference would not arise.  As such,
          this appeal fails and is dismissed.
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                                        .......................J.
                                        (U.C. Banerjee)

                                        .......................J.
                                        (Y.K. Sabharwal)
          New Delhi,
          May 07, 2002.


