5
Mr. A.N.S. Nadkarn%, learned Additicnal Soliciter General, wMr.
Kapil Sibal, learngﬁ Senior Counsel, pr. Abhishek Manu Singhvi,
learned Senior Coun;;l, Mr. Shyam Divan, lesrned Senlar counsel,
Mr. Vivek Tankha, lsarned Senior Counsel and Mr, R.K. Raizada;
learned Senior counsel appearing for the parties.at some length.

It was pointed gqp that the State Governments have filed their
data including how manylclaims haye been rejected and the eviction
orders that have‘beenwpéssed but they have 1t stated the proeeaure
adopted for rejectioiﬂufders/claims of the Tribals. It has not been
nlaced on record as to who has rejecred the claims and under which
provision of law the eviction has to be made and who is the
competent authority to pass such orders.

It was also submitted that in most of the.matters Tribals have
not been served with the orders of rejection orders of their claims
and it is alse not-. clear whether the three tier Monitoring
cummittee constituted ' under the Scheduled Tribes and Other
Traditional Forest Dwéllers (chognition“ Qf Forest Rights) act,
zoosland the Scheduled Tribes and Other Traciticnal Forest Dwellers
{Fecognition of Forest Rights) Rules, 2908' have supervised all
these aspects. |

Let the State Government also clarify whaf is the process to
be followed for evictien after rejection orders have been passed.

In the facts and. circumstances of the case, we direct the
Chief Secretaries of Qarious State Gdﬁe%nmencé to file detailed
affidavits covering all the aforésaid aspects and also place on
record the rejection‘ld}ders and  the details of the procedure

tollowed for settlement of claims and what are the main ground on

we




