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VERSUS
STATE OF CHATTI SGARH Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for extension of time and office report)

Date: 18/11/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng



ORDER

I.A No.6 of 2011, has been filed by the Union of
I ndi a, for clarification of t he directions cont ai ned in
paragraph 75(ii) of the order dated 5th July, 2011, nmade in
the wit petition

By t he sai d or der, whil e directing t he State of
Chhattisgarh to take several neasures, the Union of India
was al so directed to cease and desist, forthwith, from using
any of its funds in supporting, directly or indirectly, the
recruitnment of SPOs for the purposes of engaging in any form
of count er-i nsurgency activities agai nst Maoi st/ Naxalite
groups. M. R F. Narinman, |earned Solicitor General, has
submitted that the order was passed in the context of the
wit petition filed, which was confined to the State of
Chhattisgarh and, accordingly, the said portion of the order

shoul d al so be read as bei ng confined to t he State of
Chhattisgarh only. The | earned Solicitor General has al so
indicated that there are Special Police Oficers in other

States as well, wherein in view of special circunstances

grave and serious |aw and order problens could arise, in the
event this order is to be interpreted to cover the rest of
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the country as well. The | earned Solicitor General subnmitted
that S.P.0Cs were deployed in other parts of the country
where there were threats other than threats from Maoi sts and
Naxal i t es.

We have heard | earned counsel for the petitioners, as
well as for the State of Chhattisgarh, who agree that the
order was passed in regard to the conditions in Chhattisgarh
and have stated that the order may be confined to the State
of Chhatti sgarh. Accordi ngly, on such consensus, we allow
I.A No.6 of 2011, and clarify that the order of 5th July,
2011, shall, in regard to paragraph 75(ii), be confined to
the State of Chhattisgarh al one. Thi s di sposes of |I.A No.6
of 2011.

A second interlocutory application, being I.A No.7
of 2011, has al so been filed on behalf of the State of
Chhattisgarh, for extension of tinme to vacate the schoo
bui | di ngs, educational institutions and hostels, occupied by
the security forces in Chhattisgarh

Upon heari ng | ear ned counsel for t he respective
parties, we also allow the sane. The State of Chhattisgarh
is given a further period of two nonths to vacate the said
prem ses. Whi |l e extending the period, we also nmake it clear
that no further extension of tinme should be prayed for on
behal f of t he State of Chhattisgarh for t he af oresai d
pur pose.
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