A IN THE SUPREME COURT OF
ClVIL ORIG NAL JURI SDI CT

NDI A

I
| ON

WRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO 296 OF 2008

JO NT ACTI ON COW TTEE
ON DELI M TATI ON PETI TI ONER( S)

VERSUS
UNION OF | NDI A AND OTHERS RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

M. Pallav Sishodia, |earned senior counsel
for t he petitioner, seeks wi t hdr awnal of t he Wit
petition as in light of the events that have taken
pl ace subsequent to the issuance of notification dated
8th February, 2008, the petitioner intends to nmake a
conpr ehensi ve representation to the Central Governnent
for revisiting the devel opnent of delimtation process
for the State of Nagal and.

2. The prayer of the | earned senior counsel is
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fair and reasonable. Wit petition is pernitted to be
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3. The petitioner is permtted to make

appropriate representati on as stated.
4. Wit petition is disposed of accordingly.

5. No order as to costs.

( KURI AN JOSEPH)



NEW DELHI ; J.
AUGUST 21, 2014 ( ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN)
I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClviL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON

WRIT PETITION (ClVIL) NO 326 OF 2008

I NDO MYANVAR TRI BAL

DEVELOPMENT ASSCCI ATI ON AND ORS. PETI TI ONER( S)
VERSUS
UNION OF | NDI A AND OTHERS RESPONDENT( S)
WTH

VWRI T PETITION (CIVIL) NO 438 OF 2011

NAGA PECPLE' S ORGANI ZATI ON AND ANR. PETI TI ONER( S)
VERSUS
UNION OF | NDI A AND OTHERS RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

Heard M. Sundeep Srivastava, |earned counse
for the petitioners in Wit Petition (Cvil) No.326 of
2008 and M. Edward Bel ho, |earned counsel for the
petitioners in Wit Petition (Gvil) No.438 of 2011
2. The submi ssion of the |earned counsel is that
the notification dated 8th February, 2008 inpugned in
the present wit petition is actuated with ulterior

noti ve and suffers fromnmala fides. L2 -
-2

3. W have carefully consi der ed t he
notification. The notification records many reasons,

i nter alia, resunption of delinmtation
Delimtation Conmni ssion, consequent to this court’s

stay on the order of the Guwahati Hi gh Court which in

the opinion of the Central Governnent is likely to

arouse the sentinment of different groups of people

l'iving in t he state of Mani pur due
appr ehensi on; new delinmtation in many
constituencies may result in break up of the delicate

soci al equilibriumwhich may cause alienation anong

i mpugned

by t he

to their

el ect or al



different ethic groups; the sensitivity of the issue
and potentiality of causing w despread di sruption of

| aw and order as resolved by the Cabinet in Manipur

y
t he

.3/ -

t hat t he st at us quo in regard to Assenbl
constituencies in t he Mani pur be mai nt ai ned
St ate Governnent of Mani pur conveying to the Centra
Governnent the strong objections by the |egislators,
parlianmentarians, all political parties, panchayats,
public | eaders and communities on t he proposed
-3-
delinmtation of Assenbl y and Parliamentary
constituenci es based on 2001 census; various NGGs and
political parties in Manipur sponsoring agitation in
various forns with nass canpai gn agai nst the ongoi ng
delinmitation exercise, while some NGO in the hil
districts have sponsor ed bandh in hills demandi ng
delinmtation of the constituencies of the Assenbly and
Parliament based on the 2001 census which could | ead
to violent conflicts anmong the comunities living in
the valley and the hills and the State Governnent’s
request for maintenance of status quo in the interest
of peaceful co-existence of tribal comunities in the
State and its territorial integrity and t he
mai nt enance of peace and public or der. W are
satisfied that there is no nerit in the subnm ssion of
t he | ear ned counsel for t he petitioner t hat t he
i mpugned notification is actuated with ulterior notive
or mal afi des.
4, Wit petitions are, accordingly, dismssed.
However, since the inmpugned notification was issued in
L4 -

-4-
the year 2008 and | earned counsel for the petitioner

submits that there is conplete peace in the State of



Mani pur, we pernmt the petitioner to nmake appropriate

representation to the Central Governnent for rescission

of t he i mpugned notification. Qbvi ousl y, on such
representation bei ng made by t he petitioner, t he
Central Gover nment shal | consi der t he same havi ng

regard to all relevant facts and circunstances and in

accordance with | aw.

5. No order as to costs.
...................... cll .
(R M LODHA)
........................ J.
( KURI AN JOSEPH)
NEW DELHI ; J.
AUGUST 21, 2014 ( ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN)
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL ORI G NAL JURI SDI CTI ON
VWRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO 123 OF 2011
UNI TED TRI BAL CONSTI TUENCY
RESERVATI ON DEMAND COWMM TTEE & ANOTHER PETI Tl ONER( S)
VERSUS
UNI ON OF | NDI A AND OTHERS RESPONDENT( S)
ORDER

For the reasons stated in the notification
dated 8th February, 2008, we are satisfied that there
is no nmerit in the challenge to the said notification
The notification appears to have been issued for valid
reasons.
2. Wit petition is, accordi ngly, di smi ssed
However, the petitioners shall be at liberty to nmake
appropriate representation to the Central Governnent
for resci ssion of t he i mpugned notification

Qbvi ousl y, on such representation being nmade by the



petitioner, the Central Government shall consider the

.2/ -
-2
same havi ng regard to al | rel evant facts and
circunstances and in accordance with | aw.
3. No order as to costs.
...................... Ccll .
(R M LODHA)
........................ J.
( KURI AN JCSEPH)
NEW DELHI ; J.
AUGUST 21, 2014 ( ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN)
| TEM NO. 102 COURT NO. 1 SECTI ON X
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Wit Petition(s)(Cvil) No(s) . 296 OF 2008
JT. ACTI ON COW TTEE ON DELI M TATI ON Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln. (s) for stay, permission to file additional docunents
and office report)

W TH

WP.(C) No. 326/2008
(Wth Ofice Report)

WP.(C No. 123/2011
(Wth Ofice Report)

WP.(C) No. 438/2011
(Wth Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 11813/2007
(Wth prayer for InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 5766/ 2007
(Wth prayer for InterimRelief and Ofice Report)

SLP(C) No. 25347/2009
(Wth Ofice Report)

Date : 21/08/2014 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE KURI AN JOSEPH
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN



For Petitioner(s) M. Pallav Sishodia, Sr. Adv.
M. Rajesh Singh, Adv.
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1555 = 333 3 335 55533 3 % §

=

Varti ka Sahay, Adv.
M s. Corporate Law G oup

S
Q¢

Ms. Sushma Suri , Adv.
- 3-
Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Wit Petition(Civil) No.296 of 2008

Wit petition is disposed of in terns of the
si gned order.
Wit Petition (Civil) No.326 of 2008 and
Petition(Ci vil) No.438 of 2011

Wit petitions are dismssed in ternms of the
si gned order.

Wit Petition (Civil) No.123 of 2011

Wit



Wit petition is dismissed in terms of the
si gned order.

SLP(C) Nos. 11813 of 2007, 5766 of 2007 and 25347 of
2009

In view of the notification dated 8.2.2008, we are
satisfied that nerits of the matter do not deserve to

be exami ned. Speci al | eave petitions are di sposed of
as infructuous. Question of |aw, however, is kept
open.
(Neetu Khaj uri a) (Renu Di wan)
Sr.P. A Court Master

(Three signed orders are placed on the file.)



