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STATE OF ASSAM Petitioner(s)
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Sanj ay Shandil ya, adv.
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Ni tya Nanbi ar, Adv.

K. V.G rish Chowdhary, Adv.

SHRSSSS

M. Mhit D. Ram Adv.



P. Par neswar an, Adv.

Aditya Ganju, adv.
Sanj eev K. Kapoor, adv.
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A. S. Bhasne, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

OS. No. 2 of 1988
By our order dated 24.09.2014 we had asked the

Governnent of India to submt a report whether it is
possi bl e for it to mar k t he boundary
di sputing States on the basis of maps available with the

Surveyor Ceneral of India and al so whether any hel p can

be t aken from t he | at est t echnol ogy
demar cati on of t he boundary i ncl udi ng
i mageri es. If so, the expense involved in any such
exerci se.

M. Ranjit Kumar , | ear ned Solicitor

I ndia has today drawn our attention to an additiona
affidavit filed pursuant to the said order.
reading of the order it appears that t he

of the boundary between the disputing States
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even according to the Surveyor general of India possible
wi t hout proper authentication and verification of the
maps available with them In the circunstances any such
denmarcation on the basis of the nmaps does not appear to
be a feasible short cut to the controversy in this suit
especi ally when other issues have al so been raised by
t he defendants touching the maintainability of the suit
and pl eas of estoppel and wai ver set up in the witten
submi ssi ons.

Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the parties at
some length we are of the viewthere is no escape from
reverting back to the normal procedure for adjudication
of the matters in dispute in ternms of the provisions of

the C.P.C..

bet ween t he

avai |l abl e for

satellite
Cener al for
From a

demar cati on

i's not



Based on the pleadings in the case three issues

were framed by this Court by its order dated 23.08.1989.

Subsequent to the fram ng of the issues an anendnent to
the plaint in Oiginal Suit No. 2 of 1988 was al so
permtted by us, but the nature of amendnent does not

in our opinion call for fram ng of any additional issue
for the i ssues al ready franed in our opi ni on take
within their sweep al | questi ons rai sed by t he
plaintiff by way of the amendnent.

We had by our order dated 16.02.1990 granted time

to the parties to file their docunents extended by our
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order dat ed 07.12.1992 by anot her ei ght weeks’
further opportunity to file docunent s and

Wi t nesses was granted by our order dated 12.02.1993

Learned counsel for the parties subnmit that they do not
propose to file any additional docunments and that they

have al r eady r ecor ded adm ssi on and deni a

docunents filed by themearlier. Be that as it may

since the proceedings in the suit are being resuned
after a gap of 22 years, we deemit just and proper to
grant to the both the parties four weeks’ time to file
any further docunents that they propose to rely upon.
The parties shall also during this period file their
respective list of wtnesses.
We further direct that the State of Assam plaintiff
in OS. No. 2 of 1988 shall comence its evidence first
and file the exam nation chief of the w tnesses sought
to be exam ned on affidavits within three
finally fromtoday. We nake it clear that no further
time shall be granted for this purpose.
We direct that the plaintiff-State of Assam shal
on its own produce witnesses either by it and affidavit
may be filed in this Court with a copy to the counse

opposite on 20.04. 2014 before the Registrar (Judicial)

list

on

nmont hs

of

t he



who shal | record t he deposition of t he Wi t nesses
continuously on day today basis till the evidence is
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conpl et ed. Upon concl usi on of t he evi dence of t he
plaintiff the defendants shall file the affidavits of
their witnesses included in the |ist and produce them
before the Regi strar on a date to be fixed by the
Regi strar for that purpose. The case shall during the
i ntervening period be listed for directions, if any
necessary on 28.07. 2015.
OS. No. 1 of 1989 and Civil Appeals No. 4020 of 1999
4021 of 1999:
Post after two weeks.
(Shashi Sareen) (Veena Kher a)

Court Master Court Master



