n)

| TEM NO 11 COURT NO. 2

SUPREMECOURTOF

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Original Suit (s). No(s).

STATE OF ASSAM

UNION OF I NDI A & ORS.
(office report for direction)

WTH ORG\L. SU T No. 1/1989
(Office Report for Direction)

C. A No. 4020/1999
(Office Report for Direction)

C. A No. 4021/1999
(Office Report for Direction)

VERSUS

I N

2/ 1988

SECTION Il 1T A

DI A

Petitioner(s)

Respondent ( s)

Date: 03/12/2014 These matters were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE T.S. THAKUR

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ADARSH KUMAR GCEL

HON BLE MRS. JUSTI CE R BANUVATHI

For Petitioner(s)
(O S.2/1988 &
O S. 1/ 1989)

155553

(C. A. No. 4020/ 1999) M. Anil
M.
(C. A. No. 4021/ 1999) M.
M
Fo
For Respondent (s) M.
Signature Not Verified
Ms.
Ms.
Digitally signed by
Mahabi r Si ngh
Date: 2014.12.08
17:50:16 | ST
Reason: M.
M.
M.
M. AP
2

SSS5555

Shri vast av, Adv.

Ri turaj a Bi swas, Adv.
Ni ti sh Meshey, Adv.

. Sanj eev Kumar, Adv.
r khaitan & Co.

Bi nu Tant a, Adv.
Sushma Suri, Adv.

Pankaj Pandey, Adv.

K. M Bal gopal , Adv. Gen.
Kai | ash Vasdey, Sr. Adv.

Mukundan, Adv.

K. Enatoli Senm, Adv.
Anmit Kumar Singh, Adv.
Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Prakash T.A., Adv.

Ti m kha Koza, Adv.

Ni t ya Nanbi ar, Adv.
Sanj ay Shandil ya, Adv.

Kri shnan Venugopal , Sr. Adv.
Kri shna Sar ma, Adv.
Ri ku Sar ma, Adv.
Navnit Kumar, Adv.
Varti ka Walia, Adv.
r M s Corporate Law G oup, Adv.

Ranjit Kumar,SG (U. QO 1.)

(N.P.)

(Nagal and)



Bal aji Srinivasan, Adv.

Ani | Shrivastav, Adv. (Arunachal Pradesh)
Ri turaj a Bi swas, Adv.

Kri shnan Venugopal , Sr. Adv.
Kri shna Sarma, Adv.

Ri ku Sarnma, Adv.

Navnit Kumar, Adv.

Varti ka Walia, Adv.

r M s Corporate Law G oup, Adv.

153555 3% =

Mohit D. Ram Adv.

P. Par meswar an, Adv.

A. S. Bhasne, Adv.
Ranj i t ha Ranthandr an, Adv.
Ni ti sh Massey, adv.

Adi tya Ganj u, Adv.
r Khai tan & Co.

1557 = 3 3

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Hear d.

M.Ranjit Kumar, learned Solicitor General, is not available
t oday. Ms. Binu Tanta, |earned counsel appearing on his behalf,
submits that a neeting between the two Chief Mnisters of the
States of Assam and Nagal and has taken place in the presence of
the Hone M nister, Government of |India, and although the question
of demarcation of the boundaries between the States of Arunachal
Pradesh and Assam and Assam and Nagal and, on the basis of the maps
avail able with the Surveyor General of India, have been exam ned

by the Government of India in terns of our previous order dated
3

24t h Septenber, 2014, the devel opnents that have been taken place
pursuant to the said order have not been stated on affidavit for
unavoi dabl e reasons. She seeks ten days’ tinme to place on record
the steps taken by the Governnent of India pursuant to our dated

24t h Sept enber, 2014 and the progress made in that direction.

Post again on 17th Decenber, 2014. Needf ul be done in the
meant i me.
M. Krishnan Venugopal, |earned senior counsel appearing for

State of Assam today subnmits that the statenent nade by himon
the |l ast date of hearing that the defendant-State of Nagal and did

not file any witten st at ement to t he anended pl ai nt, was



factual ly i ncorrect based on i ncorrect i nstructions. He has
tendered an unconditional apol ogy which we are inclined to accept.

Amended witten statenent on behalf of the State of Nagaland is

al ready on record to which our attention was not drawn by either

M. Vengugopal or M. K. M Bal gopal , | ear ned Advocat e Genera

appearing for State of Nagal and, on the | ast date of hearing.
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