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KANTA JAI N Appel I ant (s)

VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report )

WTH Civil Appeal NO 829 of 2004
(Wth office report)

Dat e: 14/09/2011 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE A K. PATNAI K
HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE RANJANA PRAKASH DESAI

For Appell ant(s) Surya Kant, Adv.
Dushyant Parashar, Adv.

Pur ni ma Johari m Adv.

555

For Respondent (s) Dr. Mani sh Singhvi, AAG Raj ast han
M. R CGopal akri shnan, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

The appeals are disnissed in terns of
the signed order.

(O P. Sharnmm) ( MS Negi )
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file)
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I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 770 OF 2004
KANTA JAI N .. Appel | ant
VERSUS
STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORS. .. Respondent s

W TH
G vil Appeal NO 829 of 2004



C A

GURDEEP KAUR SETH .. Appel | ant
VERSUS

STATE OF RAJASTHAN & ORS. .. Respondent s

ORDER

The respective appellant in these appeal s nade an

application for gr ant of m ni ng | ease for mar bl e on
27. 3. 2002. As the applications were neither rejected nor

accept ed, t he respective appel | ant appr oached t he Hi gh
Court for relief. A learned Single Judge of the High

Court dismissed the wit petitions by common order dated

6. 5.2003. The Speci al Appeal s filed by t hem wer e
di smi ssed by t he i mpugned orders dat ed 2.7.2003 and
29.7.2003 hol di ng that according to the policy of the

State Gover nnent , | eases for m ni ng/ quar ryi ng in t he
tribal area could be given only to persons belonging to

NCS. 770/ 2004 & 829/ 2004 ,

Schedul ed Tri bes. The said orders are challenged in these

appeal s.

2. It is not in di spute t hat t he appel I ants
applications were for grant of mining | eases in a schedul e

ar ea, t hat is, District Banswar a. By circul ar dat ed
18. 11. 2000, t he State Gover nnent , referring to t he
decision of this Court in Samatha vs. State of A P. 1997

(8) SCC 191, inposed a prohibition/stay on grant of new

nm ning | eases for maj or and minor nminerals in the said

tribal area except for grant of new mining | eases and

short termlicences to | ocal schedule tribes for mning

m nerals |like cheja stone. In view of the said policy,
the appellants were not entitled to any relief and there
is noinfirmty in the order of the |earned Single Judge

and the Division Bench



3. Learned counsel for the appellant subnitted that

subsequent to t he sai d circul ar dat ed 18. 11. 2000,
State gover nnent had publ i shed a notification

1. 3. 2002 noti fyi ng t he t he procedure for gr ant
prospecting licences for mning | ease/ quarrying |icences

for mar bl e; and t hat cl ause 24 of t he sai d circu
provi ded t hat it super seded al | earlier circulars

directions whatsoever in the matter of grant of m ning

| eases /quarrying |licences for narble.

. NCS. 770/ 2004 & 829/ 2004
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contended that the circular dated 18.2. 2000 ceased to be

in force, after 1.3.2002 and therefore there
i nrpedi nent for consi deration and di sposa
appl i cations. We find no nerit in the contention

notification dated 1.3.2002 nerely notified the procedure
for grant of prospecting licences, nining |licences and

quarryi ng I'i cences for mar bl e, and did not
bearing on a circular prohibiting or staying the grant of

nmining | eases/quarrying licences in schedul e areas.

4, Therefore, we find no reason to interference with
the order of the Hi gh Court. The appeal s are disnissed
...................... J.

...................... J.
[ RANJANA PRAKASH DESAI ]

NEW DELHI

SEPTEMBER 14, 2011
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