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Wit Petition(s)(Cvil) No(s). 562/2012
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VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)
(Wth applns. for directions, early hearing, inpleadnent as party
respondent, stay and office report)
W TH
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Date : 15/12/2016 These petitions were called on for hearing today.
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Ms. Liz Mathew, Adv.
UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
The matter has been considered by us pursuant to
the previous order dated 26.10.2016. W have before us,
at this st age, a report of t he State Coor di nat or for
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Nat i onal Regi stration (NRQ) , Assam dated 14 th
Decenber,
2016. W have perused the said report.
In t he sai d report it has been stated by t he
Pr oj ect Coor di nat or t hat after t he pr evi ous order of
the Court dated 26.10.2016, the response of the States

in respect of verification of docunent s etc. sent by
t he Pr oj ect Coor di nat or has significantly i mproved

though full details/response are still awaited.

In the said report, the Project Coordinator has,

however, specifically mentioned that in respect of t he
St ates of Bi har, Jamu & Kashmr and Tel angana, t he
response has not been very encouragi ng.

W direct t he Chi ef Secretaries of al | t he

concer ned St at es i.e. Ar unachal Pradesh, Del hi ,

Kar nat aka, Ker al a, Meghal aya, M zor am Nagal and,

Qi sha, Punj ab, Raj ast han, Tri pura, Ut t ar akhand and

West Bengal as wel | as Bi har, Jamu & Kasmr and
Tel angana to ensure t hat t he requisite responses be
sent to the Project Coordinator, NRC, Assamas quickly

as possible so that no inpedinment is caused in the work

relating to the upgradation of the NRC.

W sinilarly direct the authority in the

M nistry of External Affairs to expedite the process of

recei ving/ recei pt of necessary response from the 11
countri es, details of whi ch have been set out in
Annexure-B  of t he report of t he Pr oj ect Coor di nat or,
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which is to the foll owi ng effect
Status of docunments sent for verification outside the Country till Dec 12,
2016

SI. N

0. Country Nanme Count of
docunent s

sent for

verification Results
Received till

Dec 12, 2016 % of docunents
verified

1 USA 109 - 0.00%

2 Nepal 62 - 0.00%

3 UAE 50 - 0.00%

4 UK 31 - 0.00%

5 Saudi Arabia 32 17 53.13%
6 Kuwait 15 15 100. 00%

7 Singapore 15 1 6.67%

8 Canada 11 - 0.00%

9 Myanmar 10 - 0.00%

10 Bangl adesh 6 - 0.00%

11 Malaysia 5 1 20.00%

12 Qatar 5 - 0.00%

13 Bahrain 5 2 40. 00%

14 Thailand 4 - 0.00%

15 Japan 4 1 25.00%

16 Pakistan 3 - 0.00%

17 Oran 5 - 0.00%

18 South Africa 3 3 100.00%
19 Hong Kong 2 - 0.00%

20 Indonesia 2 - 0.00%

21 Vietnam 2 - 0.00%



22 Sri Lanka 2 - 0.00%
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23 Tanzania 2 - 0.00%

24 Australia 2 - 0.00%

25 Netherlands 2 - 0.00%
26 South Korea 2 - 0.00%
27 China 1 1 100. 00%

28 Ghana 1 - 0.00%

29 Taiwan 1 - 0.00%

30 Mbzanbique 1 1 100.00%
31 Trinidad & Tobago 1 - 0.00%
32 Germany 1 1 100.00%

33 Cyprus 1 - 0.00%

34 Norway 1 1 100.00%

35 Mauritius 1 - 0.00%
36 Sweden 1 - 0.00%

37 Bhutan 1 - 0.00%

Total 402 44 10.95%

| nsof ar as El ection Commi ssi on of I ndi a is
concer ned, Ms. Meenakshi Arora, | ear ned seni or counse
appeari ng for t he Conmi ssi on, has pl aced before t he

Court t he hard di sk cont ai ni ng t he conpl ete el ectora
rolls of t he State of Assam  whi ch accordi ng to her

woul d contain the requisite i nformation sought for by
the Project Coordinator.

Lear ned seni or counsel has submitted t hat in

view of t he limted man- power avail abl e with t he
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El ecti on Conmi ssi on of I ndi a, it is difficult for t he

Conmi ssion, at this stage, to segregate the information

sought for by t he Pr oj ect Coor di nat or and t he sai d
exerci se may be done from the har d- di sk of t he

el ectoral roll by t he of fice of t he Pr oj ect
Coor di nat or.

Learned seni or counsel has assured that the said

hard di sk will be made avail abl e to t he Pr oj ect
Coordi nator forthwith

| nsof ar as fi nance is concer ned, Shri P. S.

Pat wal i a, | ear ned Addi ti onal Solicitor Ceneral , has

subm tted t hat an anmount of Rs. 29 crores has been
rel eased by the Government of India in the current week

and the sane nust have been received in the neantine.

Shri Patwalia has further stated that within the

next seven days an addi ti onal anount of Rs. 71 crores
will be rel eased.
There is yet anot her mat t er whi ch has been

hi ghl i ght ed by the Pr oj ect Coor di nat or in hi s report
dat ed 14.12. 2016. Thi s pertai ns to t he certificates

i ssued by t he Panchayat Secretaries and | ocal Revenue
Oficers/Oficials in respect of Wonen applicants who
have m gr at ed to t he ot her vil | ages after their

marri age.

It is stated in t he report t hat t he question

with regard to the validity of such certificates is an
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i ssue pendi ng bef ore t he Guahat i Hi gh Court in a wit
pr oceedi ng regi stered and nunber ed as WP. (O No. 2634

of 2016. The Pr oj ect Coor di nat or has further subnitted

t hat t hough t he sai d certificate is not a prescri bed
docunent under the Assam Panchayat Act, 1994 it is one
of t he supporting docunent s, ment i oned in t he list of

docunents (against serial No.13) which have been agreed

upon to be relied upon a supporting docunent by t he
stakehol ders at the time of working out the paraneters

of preparation of the NRC

It is al so poi nt ed out in t he report of t he



Pr oj ect Coor di nat or t hat over 41 | akhs of such
certificates have been submitted and t hat t he
authenticity of the sane and the circunstances in which

such certificates have been issued can be gone into in

an appropriate case as and when such an exerci se is
called for.

An appr ehensi on has been expressed that at this

st age i f such certificates are to be di scar ded, it

woul d seriously jeopardize t he wor k of upgr adati on of
NRC, whi ch is al r eady behi nd schedul e with substantia

part of the work still remaining to be done.
As the matter is pending before the Guahati Hi gh
Court in a wit pr oceedi ng, we do not consi der it

appropriate to offer any views on the subject except to
say whatever is indicated in this order and what may be
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i ndi cated by the Project Coordinator before the Guahati
H gh Court would certainly be taken into account by the
Hi gh Court in determ ning the question before it.

Beyond what has been recor ded above, we do not

consi der it necessary to make any further observations
or issue any further directions.

For further orders, Iist t hese matters on 7 th

February, 2017 at 2.00 p. m

On 07.02. 2017, when t hese matters woul d be

consi der ed by this Court agai n, t he Uni on of I ndi a
(Mnistry of Hone Affairs) will file a report

i ndi cating t he progress with regard to bor der fencing
whi ch has been ordered by us in our previous orders.
(Neetu Khaj uri a)

Court Master (Asha Soni)

Court Master



