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 SLP(C)No. 18192-18274 OF 2000
ITEM No.13                   Court No.12                  SECTION XI
                                                          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.18192-18274/2000

(From the judgement and order dated 05/04/1999 in CMWP 11826/99
,11831/99, 11833/99,CMWP 11834/99,CMWP 11836/99,CMWP 11837/99 ,CMWP
11838/99,CMWP 11839/99,CMWP 11840/99,CMWP 11841/99,CMWP 11842/99 ,CMWP
11843/99,CMWP 11844/99,CMWP 11845/99,CMWP 11846/99,CMWP 11847/99 ,CMWP
11849/99,CMWP 11850/99,CMWP 11852/99,CMWP 11853/99,CMWP 11854/99 ,CMWP
11856/99, CMWP 11857/99,CMWP 11859/99,CMWP 11860/99,CMWP 11862/99,CMWP
11865/99, ,CMWP 11867/99,CMWP 11869/99,CMWP 11872/99,CMWP 11878/99
,CMWP 11879/99, CMWP 11881/99,CMWP 11882/99,CMWP 11883/99,CMWP
11885/99 ,CMWP 11886/99,CMWP 11889/99,CMWP 11891/99,CMWP 11892/99,CMWP
11897/99 ,CMWP 11898/99,CMWP 11899/99,CMWP 11900/99,CMWP 11902/99,CMWP
11904/99 ,CMWP 11905/99, CMWP 11906/99,CMWP 11908/99,CMWP
11909/99,CMWP 11911/99 ,CMWP 11912/99, CMWP 11915/99,CMWP
11916/99,CMWP 1P1917/99,CMWP 11919/99, CMWP 1126/99, ,CMWP
11928/99,CMWP 11930/99,CMWP 11931/99,CMWP 11933/99 ,CMWP 11934/99,
CMWP 11935/99,CMWP 11937/99,CMWP 11938/99,CMWP 11940/99 ,CMWP
11941/99, CMWP 11965/99,CMWP 11968/99,CMWP 11970/99,CMWP 11972/99
,CMWP 11974/99, CMWP 11975/99,CMWP 11977/99,CMWP 11979/99,CMWP
11980/99 ,CMWP 11982/99, CMWP 11983/99,CMWP 11984/99,CMWP
11986/99,CMWP 11987/99 ,CMWP 11988/99, CMWP 11989/99 of The HIGH COURT
OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD)

STATE OF U.P.                                             Petitioner (s)

                              VERSUS

KULWANT SINGH AND ORS.                                    Respondent (s)

(With prayer for interim relief and office report)
( With Appln(s). for c/delay in filing SLP and c/delay in refiling
SLP)

  Date : 15/11/2002 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVARAJ V. PATIL
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR

  For Petitioner (s)
                        Mr. R.C. Verma,Adv.
                        Mr. Mukesh Verma, Adv.
                        Mr. Vivek Vishnoi, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. Dhruv Agarwal, Adv.
                        Mr. Manoj Saxena, Adv.
                        Mr. Pravir Choudhary,Adv.
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          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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                Delay condoned.
                Learned counsel for the petitioners urged that once a
          notification  under  Section  20 of the Forest  Act,  1927,
          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 in view of the judgment
          of  this  Court  in State of U.P.  vs.   Dy.   Director  of@@
                              EEEEEEEEEEEEE        EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE
          Consolidation   and  others  [(1996)  5  SCC   194].    The@@
          EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE                                
          Consolidation Officer, Settlement Officer Consolidation and
          the   Deputy  Director  of   Consolidation  have   recorded
          concurrent findings of fact, after detailed examination and
          consideration  of material placed on record, that the  land
          in  question  was  not covered by the  notification  issued
          declaring  reserve forest, i.e., the land in dispute is not
          included  in  reserve forest.  The High Court  again  after
          elaborate  consideration  and analysis of  the  contentions
          raised  confirmed  this finding of fact.  Consequently  the
          High  Court  dismissed  the writ petition by  the  impugned
          judgment.   In view of the finding that the land in dispute
          does  not fall within the declared reserve forest area  the
          decision  aforementioned  does  not help  the  petitioners.
          Hence the petitions are dismissed.
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          (R.K. Dhawan)                         (Shelly Sengupta)
          Court Master                           Court Master


