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| TEM NO. 1 COURT NO. 8 SECTI ON X
SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Wit Petition(s)(Cvil) No(s) . 562/ 2012
ASSAM SANM LI TA MAHASANGHA & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln. For stay, inpleadnent as party respondent, directions,
early hearing and office report)

W TH
WP.(C No. 876/2014
(Wth appln.(s) for stay and Ofice Report)

WP.(C) No. 274/2009
(Wth appln. For clarification/direction and further direction and
i mpl eadnent and intervention and Ofice Report)

WP.(C No. 311/2015
(Wth appln.(s) for inpleadnent and appln.(s) for seeking |l eave to
file witten argunents and O fice Report)

WP.(C No. 450/2015
(Wth appln.(s) for directions and O fice Report)

WP.(C) No. 449/2015
(Wth appln.(s) for directions and Office Report)

Date : 01/12/2015 This petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE RANJAN GOGO
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN
For Petitioner(s) M. Mani sh Goswani, Adv.
In WP. 562/12 M. Rameshwar Prasad Goyal , Adv.
WP(C) 876/14 & RR in M. Som ran Sharna, Adv.
562/ 12

In WP. 274/ 2009
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M. Gaur av Pachnanda, Sr. Adv.

Digitally signed by
Madhu Bal a
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Arvi nd Kurmar Shar ma, Adv.
Shruti Qupt a, Adv.
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WP(C) 450/ 15, 449/ 15

For

Ms. Ankita Shar ma, Adv.
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Partha Sil, Adv.
Tavi sh B. Prasad, Adv.

P.S. Patwalia, ASG
R M Bajaj, Adv.
Ri t esh Kumar, Adv.

Respondent ( s)
For UQO
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Tushar Bakshi, Adv.
Rashm WMal hotr a, Adv.
Sushma Suri, Adv.

For Assam Jai deep Qupta, Sr. Adv.
Kri shna Sar ma, Adv.
Avijit Roy, Adv.
Navnit Kumar, Adv.
Kankana A. Adv.

A. K. Sanghi, Sr. Adv.
Suni t a Gaut am Adv.
M P. CGupta, Adv.

D. S. Mahr a, Adv.

For Goa Si dhar t ha Bhat nagar, Adv.

For Jhar khand Tapesh Kumar Singh, Adv.
Mohd. Waquas, Adv.

For Si kki m Aruna Mat hur, Adv.

Avneesh Ar put ham Adv.

Anur adha Ar uput ham Adv.
Yusuf Khan, Adv.

Shobhi t Nanda, Adv.

or Ms. Arputham Aruna & Co.
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For Raj ast han S. S. Shanshery, AAG
Amit Shar ma, Adv.

I shu Prayash, Adv.
Ruchi Kohl i, Adv.

S. S. Pandana Reddy, Adv.

For UT of Andaman &
& Ni cobar Addm.

K. V. Jagdi shvar an, Adv.
s. G Indira, Adv.
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For Mani pur Sapam Bi swajit Meitei, Adv.

Li nt hoi nganbi Thongam Adv.

Z.H |saac Haiding, Adv.

B. Kushbansi, Adv.

Ashok Kumar Singh, Adv.

For Uttarakhand Ashut osh Kr. Sharma, Adv.

Rachana Srivast ava, Adv.
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Soumitra G Chaudhuri, Adv.
Parijat Sinha, Adv.
Somnat h Banerj ee, Adv.

For West Bengal

For ECI Neer aj Kunar, Adv.

Mohit D. Ram Adv.
For State of U.P. Vi bhu Tiwari, Adv.

Raj i v Dubey, Adv.

Ravi Prakash Mehrotra, Adv.
For Guahati HC Sneha Kal it a, Adv.

s. K. Enatoli Sema, Adv.
Edwar d Bel ho, Adv.
Anmit Kumar Singh, Adv.

For Nagal and

Pr at eek Jal an, Adv.
Mal vi ka Trivedi, Adv.
Rahul Kri pl ani, Adv.
Ankit Yadav, Adv.

T. Mahi pal , Adv.
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Avijit Bhattacharjee, Adv.
Upma Shrivast ava, Adv.
Aj oy Ghosh, Adv.

Rakesh Khanna, Sr. Adv.
Chandra Bhushan Prasad, Adv.

A. V. Manaval an, Adv.
Shi bashi sh M sra, Adv.

Sal man Khur shi d, Sr. Adv.
Fuzail Ahmad Ayyubi, Adv.
Must af a Khaddam Hussai n, Adv.
Abdul Qadir, Adv.

Kani shka Prasad, Adv.

M |l an Laskar, Adv.
Parvez Dabas, Adv.
Syed Mehdi | mam Adv.
G S. Chatterjee, Adv.

Mohan Pandey, Adv.

M s Corporate Law G oup, Adv.
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B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.
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T. Mahi pal , Adv.
Som ran Shar ma, Adv.
Shaki | Ahmed Syed, Adv.

Shadan Far asat, Adv.
Vai bhav Ti wari, Adv.

Gopal Si ngh, Adv.
Shreekant N. Terdal, Adv.
Ashi m Chanuah, Adv.

Anj ani Kumar M shra, Adv.
Ananga Bhattacharyya, Adv.

Ani p Sacht hey, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
At t he out set, Shri P. S Pat wal i a | ear ned
Addi ti onal Solicitor Gener al has pl aced bef ore us t he
ni nut es of t he prelim nary nmeeti ng of t he Comi ttee
constituted pur suant to t he or der of t he Court dat ed

05.11.2015 in Wit Petition (Cvil) No. 562 of 2012. The

said neeting was held on 24.11.2015. W have considered the

i ssues that were taken up by the said Cormittee and the



prelimnary decisions arrived at and al so the fact that the
next neeting of the Cormittee is scheduled to be held on
04.12.2015. Wiile taking the said mnutes on record, we
direct that the Commttee shall continue its deliberations

and conplete the task assigned to it.

W have consi der ed t he report of t he
Coor di nat or for Nat i onal Regi strati on, NRC. W have
heard M. Prateek Hajela, State Coordinator, in person
Havi ng considered the said report and the statenents made,
we direct t hat al | t he State per sonnel depl oyed
connection with NRC shall henceforth do and performonly

works relating to the upgradati on/ preparation of the NRC

and they will not be assigned any other duty till the

conpl etion of t he process. The Coor di nat or has
i ndi cated t hat gi ven t he nat ur e of vol umi nous

i nvol ved, it may not be possible to publish the draft and

final NRC on 1st January, 2016 and 1st of March, 2016 as

ordered by this Court earlier. As there is still sone tine

| eft and as we have now directed that the NRC staff would

be excl usivel y perform ng duties connect ed with
preparation of t he NRC only, we do not consi der
necessary to pass any orders nodifying or altering the

dates fixed earlier except to require the Coordinator to

ensure that the said works are carried on in full sw ng and

to make al | endeavour to conmpl ete t he same Wit hin

shortest possible tine.

To ensure t hat t he wor k of
upgr adat i on/ pr epar ati on of NRC is conti nued with
requi red pace in order to nmeet the time schedul e ordered by

this Court, we further direct that the Project Coordinator
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will report directly to the Registrar General of Citizen

Regi stration who is the authority under Section 14A of the

State

al so

al so

wor k

t he

t he

t he

t he



Citizenship Act and Rule 5 of the Rules franed thereunder

i nsof ar as t he preparation and upgr adati on of NRC is
concerned. Having regard to the provisions of the Act and

Rul es it woul d be needl ess to say that al | gover nnent

of ficers, enpl oyees and agenci es connect ed with t he
preparati on/ upgradati on of NRC woul d be responsible to the

said authority and the said authority is required to ensure

that the work of preparation/upgradation of NRCis carried

out in the right earnest to ensure that the draft and the

final NRC to be published is correct and accurate inits

content. It is consi der ed necessary to enphasise the

above provisions of the law at this stage in view of the

fact that the final stages of the preparation of NRC has

been reached involving the crucial process of verification

publication of the draft |ist and publication of the fina

list after hearing all objections that may be raised with

regard to the draft publication.

Shri Hajela has al so subnmitted that the financial
outlay for the work is likely to exceed and he antici pates
such i ncrease to Rs. 660 crores agai nst t he sanct i oned
amount of Rs.288 crores. In fact according to Shri Hajela a
pr oposal to t he sai d ef f ect has been submitted to t he
Regi strar General . Shri Pat wal i a, | ear ned ASG on

i nstructions received, subnits that the said proposal has
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been received and is under process. As the proposal for the
enhanced anmount has been received by the Union of India, we
do not consider it necessary to pass any order or direction
in this regard except that the concerned authority will
take an appropriate decision in the nmatter at an early

dat e.

WP. (O No. 274 of 2009

Shri Gaur av Pachnanda, | ear ned seni or counse



appeari ng for t he Wit petitioner has of fered somne
suggestions with regard to the process of verification etc.
in the preparation/upgradation of NRC. As this Court has
not deal t with t he nodal i ties and par ameters of t he
exerci se which has been left to the concerned authority to
be perfornmed, we pernmt the aforesaid wit petitioner to
address his suggestions to the Coordi nator which will be
consi dered by the Coordinator and inplemented in his best
j udgnent .
WRIT PETITION (C) NO 876 OF 2014
Wit Petition (Cvil) No.876 of 2014 has al ready been
referred to the Constitution Bench. Nonet hel ess we have
consi der ed t he vires of Rul e 4A of t he Ctizenship
(Regi stration of Citizens and | ssue of Nat i onal Identity
Cards) Rules, 2003 in view of the insistence of the |earned
counsel for the petitioners who contends that the Authority
engaged in t he preparagion of NRC shoul d not t ake into

account the cases of such persons included in the El ectora

Rol | of 1971 who belong to the stream of inm grants who cane

to I ndia bet ween 1966 and 1971 (24.03.1971) and who have

not been declared to be foreigner and who have not registered

t hensel ves thereafter. Prima facie, we find t hat t he
provi sions of Section 6A(3) read with the proviso to Rule

3(2) of the Schedule to the Citizenship (Registration of

Citizens and Issue of National ldentity Cards) Rules, 2003

adequatel y t ake care of t he situation. Rul e 4A  of t he
Citizenship (Registration of Citizens and |Issue of Nationa

Identity Cards) Rul es, 2003 does not, prima facie, disclose

any such infirmty which would require any orders to be

passed at this stage i.e. when the work of NRC preparation

has reached an advanced st age. It is on the aforesaid basis

that we decline to pass any order |eaving the entire matter

to be decided by the Constitution Bench



List all the matters on 13th January, 2016 at 3.00
P.M

We request the Hon' ble the Chief Justice of India to
make avail able this Bench on the said date i.e. 13 th January,

2016 at 3.00 p.m

( MADHU BALA) (VI NOD LAKHI NA) (ASHA SONI )
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



