IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

WRIT ORIGINAL JURISDICTION

hpaaer | " WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 274/2009
ASSAM PUBLIC WORKS ~s=s====== PETITIONER
VERSUS
UNION OF INDIA & Ors +-u=-- RESPONDENTS
REPORT OF THE STATE COORDINATOR FOR
T IST AM

I, Prateek Hajela, S/0 Shri Saraswat! Prasad Hajela, aged
about 48 years and serving as State Coordinator for Natioral

Registration (NRC) & Principal Secretary, Home & Political,
Government of Assam, do hereby solemnly affirm and

stale as under:

1. That vide the order dated 19 September 2018 the
Honble Court ordered the da-pnnent. to offer his

views/comments with regard to the statements made In
the a,fﬂdault of the Union of India dated 17th September,

. 2018 as contained in paragraph 7 and paragraph 11 (Para
4(11}). It Is felt that the deponent Is required to submit his
views/comments on the submissions made by the
Government of India which In & nutshell are :

A. Legacy Person cannot be changed while filing

Claims
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| B. Rellef Eligibility Certificate and Camp Inmate

variants of the axisting Refugee Reglstration

Certificate

C. Government recelpts, notices, grders or records be

treated as al:,:e-ptame List A dDEUﬂ"IE!‘!tE ynder the

category Govt issued licence/ certificates

0. Pension Payment orders  DE accepted under the

existing «LIst A document “Govt employment

Certificate”.
A directed by the Hon'ble Court, deponent humbly

submits his views/ comments In the subsequent

paragraphs:

g |

5~ 2. Comment on permissibility of submission of
additlonal Legacy Data (1951 NRC and Electoral
Rolls up to 24" March (midnight), 1971) without
change in Legacy Person and Family Tree . The
deponent humbly feels that evan freeztng-nf the Legacy
person may not be able to prevent possible misuse of

Legacy data for reasons glven below.

A. Multiple legacy data availablity : Even If the
Legacy Person Is frozen, It Is possible that misuse of
the LegacCy data may be done by some persens. This

| : will happen by using unused LDCs of the same
|
. Legacy Person as muitipie Legacy Data Codes are

|
| |avallable for the same Legacy Person. Multiple

| Legacy Data Code svallabliity means that one

| | .person’s name appears In muitiple pre 1571
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i Oy DlE of LS NILAKANTA BARMAN
= .'- .-J 1n Ll ] » al, - - r |
f thres hears 751, 1966 mnd
Sxampe, 4 ROOSTer ushr U — o
(Copy OF the actual Electoral Rofl of 1964

Annexurg 1) with Legacy Data Coode and pot
caughi when the meal descendants of
NILAKANTA BARMAN refusec to dectfy nom
suring Femily Tree Investigation hesrngs Tre
UTPOSIOr CBn now use the 1951 LDC of
.
NILAKANTA BARMAN (copy of actua NRC
1951 15 2t Annexure 2) which has not been usec
by the real descendants. First prodiem In

Gatching this mis -use will arise 2s the computer

R —————————




users of U
will not be able o identify the « LHEr USE

¥ a Code will Change
Legacy Data as the Legacy Dai2 d

from 370-4015-3609 (1966 LDC) to 3/0-000

4848 (1951 LDC). However, this problem can be

rE| (&l
b 1

overcome a5 CHOSE descendants can

I"l]“EC;D'r' the NRC authorities as they were called

for the sald Impostor’s Family Tree Investigaticr

] a nrocelwlE
hearing earlier. However, NOW it will be possible

for the Impostor to bribe the real descendants
who can now say that NILAKANTA BARMAN of
1951 NRC |5 actually a different person. The NRC
authorities will mever to be abie [0 SUSPEC
because names of all the other famlly members

and even nelghbours displayec In 1951 NRC are

different. This way without change in name of

the Legacy Person, Legacy Data can be misusec.

. Legacy Data of one Shri RAMESH TALUKDAR,

S/0 Madhuram. He has two LDCs - one of 1951
NRC (300-0011-5405) and another of Electoral
Roll of 1970 (300-3216-9400), LDC of 1951 NRC

(copy of 1951 NRC Is at Annexure 3) is of

Village No 132, District Tinsuxia, while LDC of

Electoral Roll of 1970 (copy of Electoral Roil Is at
Annexure 4) is for Village Hijuguri, District
Tinsukia. In 1951 NRC, names of only the father
and son appear, while in the 1370 Electoral Roll,
names of only the son and his wife appear

without father. If an Impostor had earlier

submitted LDC of 1970 showing his Legacy




n-recognition as :oiing DY the

the other LOC
resl descendants, NOW Dt cai USRS THe U+

+f 1951 of RAMESH TALUKDAR. He may Dribe
the genuing descendants Of RAMESH

TALUKDAR who will now say that RAMESH

. 1?’"‘3"1 1B

TALUKDAR in 1851 NRC Is actually a d
person than RAMESH TALUKDAR o 197¢(
Electoral Roll. The NRC author ties will not be ale
to suspect as the names of other family members
and neighbours shown  with RAMESH

TALUKDAR are different.

. Legacy Data of one Shri DILIP BORA 5/0

Bishnuram Bora of Jorhat appears twice - once
in 1951 NRC (LDC - 330-0007-8376) and once
In Electoral Roll of 1966 (LDC - 330-4020-88599).
Whereas in the 1951 NRC (copy of 1951 NRC is

at Annexure 5) he appears algng with his entire
family located In Chengall Gaon of Jorhat district,

byt In 1966 Electoral Roll (copy of 1966 Electoral
Roll is'at Annexure 6), he appears alone in ward

no 1, South Block, Jorhat district and as such

L

even his neighbours are also different in bath
these images. It is learnt thar whereas In 1951
NRC DILIP BORA was enumerated In his
permanent residence iocated at chengall gaon,
in the Electoral Roll of 1966 he was enumerated
in his business establishment igcated In a market
area of South Block of the same district. In this
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case if any impostor nad used DILIP BORA s

the Lagacy Person By ysing his 1951 NRC (which
- _.-I "'l.ll F
was alsp used by the resl descendants of DIl

Bora and therefore he had got caught), It will be

<lhle now for that Imposter L0 pick the unused

S Ta
L3

1966 Electoral Roll LpC of DILEP BORA Even If

i

the Ma

| the NRC authorities are to call

dascendants, It 15 possible that Dy taking tribe

such real descendants might deciare DILIP

The NRL

BORA of 1966 to be another persan.

ey we BEE

authorities will also not be ale 10 JUSPECL €3 1L

names of other family members anc nelghbours
| chown with DILIP BORA In both ne LDCs are

different.

It- may be argued that such mischievous

|unuer5tam:r!ng between the real descendants and
|Fmpn5tﬂr[5] could have been possible earller alsc
: But this argument will not hold good as earller the
| Legacy Data Codes were same and*therefore, the
! Family Tree statements of the same Legacy Data
: Code could be held against the conflicting
descendants. In the examples alven above, since

the Legacy Data Codes used would be different, the

Famlly Tree Statements (even If frozen) can't be

descendants to adduce evidence In favour of the

impostor(s) will have much higher probability now.

Further, the gifference in nearby names of famlly

| held against the descendants. Bribing the real
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members, neighbours will prévent e - TR
authoritles also to catch the mischief.

!T"l:' above are gxamples hased on just a few
Instances that were cparched by the deponent from
i amongst his acgualntances. It is difficuit for the
|'jE|:|EIF'|E!r,|[ to give such gxamples of unknown

1 - | e
the unused LDCs would usually De

pPErsons because

' , But as the
to the family membpers, But & e

| known only

A V2 three
deponent himself couid identify = these (

; few 8 aintances,
| examples from Just amongst @ Tew acqudl |

ft to the open |
it shows the pﬂgg:hl“h‘ aof misuse. [flefttot p I

= ', [ ey
' public, such Instances of LDC misuse may ru Into

thousands/ lakhs.

Misuse possible even if fresh Issue of Legacy

' Data Codes Is restricted: :Another counter
| argument that might be glven to support allowing

I ] b
accepting fresh Legacy Data, from pre-1971

: Electoral Rolls or 1951 NRC Is to stop availability to
|

| the pullic of LDCs by dis-aliowir.g dlgitized legacy
data from belng made shown gnline or at NSKs.
However, It |3 submitted that sven this wlll not
prevent misuse as digltized legacy data was openly
avallable In public domain for a very long time.

There are approximately 2 crores Legacy Data

Codes available through the dicitised legacy data

mechanism, out of which about 1.5 Crore are

already collected by public at NSKs and downloaded

| | online, most of which were collectet by the public

within August, 2015, and out of these only around

m' ﬂ_mllm'_-wﬂm—-_
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of digitised Legacy Data 15 dis-allowed In publ

|[domaln.

\Not feasible to club all Legacy Data Codes of
one Lagacy person: Another counter argument |

!‘.wuur of acceptance of fresh Legacy Uata w Il be
|egrap!hrwnenn al stronger verification system L
|counter misuse of unused Legacy Data Codes
through developing 2 Legacy Database where all
I;,L?Ea of different years of the same person are
combined ‘together, However, thls has been
IE‘I"::]I"I'IlI"IEd and not found feasible, Firstly, the names
|u|' the geographical units wviz. Polling Stations,
|Ulllagﬂ5 are not avallable for all the Legacy data

Further, even where such information Is avallable,

there are many variations In the way the same

names appear in gifferant vears | e. at some olaces
the name appear with surnames, while at some

other places the surnames are missing, while some
lplaces the names are in full while a-t another only
the inltials are used, There also Instances of PErgons
having similar name and surname |n the same

'village, In fact similar pame ang father name

TR e————




peopie als0 change locations

combination also. And

In years. So, It's not possible to accurately

determine all descendants af unused legacies Dy

Just programmatic name-matching |dentification

' IDrﬂ'C'ESS.

In view of what has been submitted above, the

deponent humbly submits that even with

change in Legacy Person; it is possible that

large scale mischief may happen i Laghcy 4

Data (1951 NRC and Elur.'t-::ral Rolls up to 24

March (midnight), 1871) are allowed as

'addltinnat List A documents to be accepted at
‘the time of filing Claims even if the Legacy

Person and Family Tree are frozen,

3, Comment an permissibility to accept Refugee

Registration Certificate (RRC) / Clitizenship
Certificate (CC) Including its “varlants” as

additional List A documents for filing of Claims:

| : . .
A. The following submissions are made about these
‘types of certificates :

| .- These certificates were Issued to Immigrants

g coming to India from Bangladesh (or East

‘ © Ppakistan).

Il. Whereas Citlzenship Certificate’s are Issued by
and large by Government Officers, Refugee
Registration  Certificates  have various
different types of Issuing Authorities, some of

which are government officers while some are
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srivate organisations | ke L

Refugee Federaltion, Gauhatl", “Mahkuma

Bastutyag! Samiti Cooch Bel
Ramkrishna Mission (Belur Matn, ca

Pakistan Refugee RelieF” etc. (exampla al
Annexure 11,12,13,14,15.,16). It s
gifficult to verify the backend of these
gocuments as present existence of these
crganisations were not found. Moreover
being private, these Issulng Authorities

canngl be considered to be rellabie also.

c. While submitting NRC apblications, the

applicants have also submitted certificates

like Relief Eligibility Certificate (example at

Annﬂurp X) or Camp Inmate Certificat

(example at Annexure 17) or Migration
Certificates (exampie at Annexure 18)

2. Relief Eligibllity Certificates bear the

name of Ministry of Rehabllitstion

-
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d. NRC Officers; now
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put mastly without signature of any

Government officer and are merely

self declaration of palu‘tlculars by the

Head of the Family (example at

Annexure 19)

ever, have been |ssued

instructions 0 allow only Refugee

Registration Certlficate/  Citizenship

certificate in Complete D:‘E!I‘t NRC.

e. Citizenship Certificates are Issuec by

Guuerﬁmenta! Officers viz Sub-Divisional

Officers (example at Annexure 20)

f. Family Tree verification not possible |

it [s submitted that Family Tree System Is
not possible to be implemented In case of
these certificates as these were noc

digitised due to :

a. Poor avallabllity of backend

b. lllegible nature of a large number of
such documents

As such, If one such dm;urr:ent Is used Dy
an unauthorised person hv pretending o
be a descendant of the person whaose name
appears in such a List A document, ItIs not

possible to detect such misuse through
contradiction by other genuine

descendants of such Legacy Person,

3. Poor avallability of backend and

forgeries : Of al the documents taken up
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0.08%) reported to De forgec

h. Detalls of authenticity verification of

Citizenship Certificate 376 C

wls ]

of 66,559

reported to be !

. Some samples of such forges

documents are at Annexure 21
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(These are in monochrome as

gocuments submitted by the

applicants are coples of the original)

List

"
-,

documents (whase numbers submitted are

more than 50,000) are given below
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.r'"t:lrn the above, b 15 rlear that

ectablishment  of authenticity by
comparison with the backend Is very low in
Refugee Reglstratian Certificates
(Including Its varlants, ' at 7.4% and

citizenship Certificates at 17.6% whereas

|
-

of

it Js much higher in case Lan

Documents., In case of Land Documents,

though submitted In large numbers
(approx more than 3 lakhs), authenticity
could still be established for around 40%

of the documents. Other List A documents

are submitted In much.smaller numbers
ang, therefore, not brought out In the

above analysis, It Is, therefore, clear that

both Citlzenship Cﬂl'tiﬂ;:al:c- and Refugee

Registration Certificate (and thelr variants)
.

have reported either fairly large absence o

backend (Record Not Avallable (RNA) as

Office Verification resull) or high numbers

of lllegible documents: The number of
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forged. Absence of such surety led to Ol

o

verification resull O he recorded as
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“mecord Not Avallable (RNA). It wi
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to polnt out, NOWEVET, that non-avalial

of the backend is not limited oniy 10 thesE

ILF

two documents but by angsarge Ic
List A documents other than pre-19/]
Electoral Rolls.and 1951 NRC but such a
List A documents are relatively less and,
therefore, their analysis cannot be used to
arrive at generalised conclusions.

Absence of conclusive authenticity

establishment due to poor backend
availabllity led to taking recourse to DM’s

Investigation (DMIT) under Clause 4{3)
DM’s Investigation s a subjective
investigation process of determination of

applicant’s eligibllity by relying upon oral

evidence of applicants, gther gescendants,

local government officials and assessment
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the process af Clalms also, It 16 pO

T

that |n Case af List A documents
LATERL L

at -y 5 A i I . _.I
verifcation result of gecord Not Ava

H'HNA]” are reported 10 substantial
L

numbers and there will be tremenacous

pressures from various pro-immigran

forces to conduct DM's Investigation

(DMIT). Howewver, it s humbly submitted

r,_-|1| ¢ N

that It Is very essentlal to rely
objective methodologies and not rely at ail
on subjective methodologles. Objective
methodology would mean determination of
authenticity only thruugr; comparison
with backend available with the
Issuing Authority. Subjectlve
methodology would mean determination
through circumstantial and oral evidence

like DM's Investigation.

. During varlous Interactions held with

them, the fleld officers have also reported
L]

that the two documents, namely, Refugee

Registration Certificates and Citizenship

Eiertlﬂ:ft_e_s are suspicious. Most of these

Interactions  happened  held during
trainings of CRCRs and LRCRs organised
during January, February 2018, By that
time, the fleld officers already had the

benefit of a falr amount of exposure to the

TS
o T A
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! | arious realities of the field,Incluging the
| '1'. ;-

| - gte. The
truth behind yarious documents eic

T
w
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I ' fleld officers also informed that

| | inability of the applicants 10 produce the

) originals of the documents was found to be

Registratian
! Certificates and Citizenship Certificates.

| | One case of an attempt: to enter NRC by

fraudulent means Was alsg recently

second

detected In Cachar. During the sec
round of DM’s Investigation conducted In
the month of May 2018, an Instance of

! iImpersenation angd forgery came to the
notice of NSK personnel of Barak Shristl
Haat NSK-located In Sadar Clrcle of Cachar
District. Cne Shr!_HIHHIL DAS_,_SEI‘I of

Shrl Nital Das submitted NRC Application
Form (ARN: 401B31602097197200100)
for Incluslon of his name and name of his

family members - father name Nital Das,
mother Ball  Das, one brother namely

Das. During the DM's Investigation, It was

found that except for NIKHIL DAS, all

other members of this ARN are still

residing In Kachua village under PS Dheral
of Sunamgan) District, Sylhet division In
Bangladesh. NIKMIL DAS entered Ingia

without any legal papers In October 2011

__"'-'1—-—-_'_'._._*_—"__




via Agartald, Tripura and started living

Jith his uncle at Slichar: During this time

ugh
he made geveral fake documents throug

a lawyer. FOr the purpose of Inclusion In

NRC, he prepared a fake Rellef Eligiblilty

Certificate (Annexure 22) in the name of

his paternal gra ndfather (not real) through
whom NIKHIL DAS'S fFather Nital Das and

| his prother and sister Nikhindra Das and

Ankhl Das drew linkage for Inclusion in
NRC. NIKHIL DAS also obtalned linkage

| ! documents Ssugh @5 birth certificates
| (Annexure 23], PAN card (Annexure
i 24), Aadhaar {Annexure 25) for himsell
and other members of the family. During

DM's Investigation as the residential

address glven by the applicant couldn't be

located, he was called over phone to

e ——— e e—

appear befpre the Local Registrar at the
NSK. Accordingly, NIKHIL DAS appeared

on 18" May 2018 with his maternal uncle

| ang during investigation they confessed

that NIKHIL DAS lliegally entered Ingia in

October 2011 and got Rellef Eligibllity

Certificate forged through a lawyer for Rs

BODO and also got a Voter Card made by

paying Rs 1500. He also confessed to have

collected birth -:n:rl.:ﬂ‘lv.ua-ﬂ:ﬂi PAN card etc.

made for his family to Impersonate fake
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identities. CoPY of confesslon of NIKHIL

pAsS and statements of Investgatior

of NSK are recorded (Annexure

officers

26) and on chis basis FIR was l0Gged

against NIKHIL DAS.

1 I " ".'-!
Although discovery of 2 mere single ca

cannot be treated 25 @ eanclusive proof to

generalise about all-.cases ofsubmission of

‘hese two documents, In the wake of the
various circumstances noted/ quoted
above, |t does lead to @ suspicion that
these twul documents are the preferred
cholce of forgerers/ touts trying to sneak
in Iliegal migrants. The Cachar Case of
NIKHIL DAS, can actually be anly the tip
of the iceberg. State Government had at
ane palnt af time also constituted a Speclal
Investigation Team (SIT) (notification at
Annexure 27) to “monitor and proper
Investigation of NRC related cases”, It has

been learnt that emanating from NRC,

around 484 cases of forgery etc have been

taken up acrgss the state but It seems that
not much progress has happened In the

Investigation of such cases by the Police
glther at the dtstr_l:ls or by the Special
Investigation Team (SIT)e It Is humbly

submitted that in the Interest of an error

free NRC or even In the background of




nrobiem of Hiegal immigration

rehensive prode Df
desirable that @ comprene

SO

o the matter of cubmIssic

conducted |

sorged documents DY applicants anc

of bogus documents DY various publ

autharithes.
n. Although the apgve findings werg those
the NRC aythorities anc that too In 2010

| it Is Imperative to note that simiiar

1??':-.1'

were also arrived at mucn Earik

Foreigners Tribunal (FT) in 31% August
2017. (photocopy of certified copy of the
arder |s at Annexure 28). In an Oroer
(legally speaking, the FnreLgnars Tribunals
are reguired to glve “Oplnlon™ gn
references made to them about suspected
foreigners) In a case (No F.1. (L)
192/2010 in Foreigner Tribunal No 1, at
Morlgaon district of Assam, It is observed

| | by the Learned Member, FT that “_.The

most alarming fact /s that almost ali
| Citizenship Certificates of Registration

exhiblted before me has turned aut to be
| fake/forged/tempered which has surfaced
| after examining a series ofsuch Citizenshio
| cerlificates covering the Districts of
! Nagaon, Morigagn, Barpeta, Kokrajhar,
| kamrup (Metro) and Kamrup (Rural). This

modus operand| of faking such certificates

R
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ciosed). In the
of the Order EncioSEd,

"'IF:E Tne Salld L T

(reference) disposed
dated 31.08.2017, Ihe L

FT.  after OuE axamination found

™ F}
LY

Citizenship Certificate produced

and als

accused as lllegal/ InagmissIDIE €
-ecorded observations on the SIrong
| nossibility of finding other documents alsc
fake such as voter list of the mother (othar
members appearing with the mother in [he

voter list couldnt be produced), land
document of 1990 shown as that of 1970
.

etc. The member, FT while deciding the

reference In favour’ of state by declaring

|
‘ the suspected person as roreigner also
| expressed concern that on the basie of

such fraudulent documents viz the

, : | Cltizenship Certificate and land document
mentioned. above, earlier cases against

one uncle and 2 brothers of the accused of

this sald case were disposed favourably

- = — —

' ‘ declaring them as Indians. As such, the
| Learned Member, FT o-dered in hic sald

Order to send its copy to Chief Secretary,
Govt of Assam and to Home Deptt for

taking note of hig observations on
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reificates of
= innumarabliée rake =

Jan”
Reglstration being in circulat

i |
Tnis said Order may b 1I1'LFl:IrliI|1'r. as It

detalls the findings of a Forelgner Tribunal

member having considerable experience in

deallng with such matters.

p. It Is important o note that the sald F1

Order was sent to. the Government of

Assam but It IS not Known what action was

taken by them Qn the matter, It also

appears that this matter has not been

reported by the Government of Assam 1o
this Hon'ble Court while filing affidavit
dated 17" September, 2018, In support of

accepting all 15 List A documents. This FT
Order was not known also to the deponent.
This Qrder was also never shared by the
State Government with the deponent
otherwise the deponent could possibiy
have taken some measures for better
verification  before  Camplete  Draft
publication. It was only In the fourth week
of August that the depcnent came to know

of this Order and got Its certified copy

forthwith.
Ramifications in case of freezing of Legacy
Person : Whereas the above submissions were

made about the ramifications in the context of

Refugee Registration Certificates and Citizenship
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the original and only on tracing the original wi
be possible to say categorically that It (s forged

| 2
| This may also be the case of Refugee Cltizenship

Certificates & Refugee Registration Certificates

‘ (including 1ts variants) which are all In simllar
formats. In the absence of backend, even for a

| | forged document, it wlll not be possible to say
‘ | categorically that It Is forged. Further, due to poor

backend maintenance, even for forged Cltizenship

CoartlAcats Bl wna b : .
Cortificates & REILOEE ﬂﬁq stration Certificates

(Inclucing Its variants), it will be difficult far th

| District Magistrate to categorically call it as fo
Gl L 85 r;.t.'.':
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e dal s
+ eych documents. On I
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documents etc, are all In var ou

) fing
formats, The forgerers/ touts WOUID

i
har]

sl cument
relatively difficult tQ photoshop such do

~an arise
L Bl

Considering the format iecyes, suspicion
through mere visual means in case of other List
documents. As such, for the genuine Clalimant

amongst the remaining 37.5 lakhs, allowing these
10 documents as additional List A documents may

not add very high risks of misuse,

10. | It Is also humbly submitted that it may be desirable
| 3
that certified coples of other 10 documents ever

issued- after 24' March, 1971 may be considered to be

I ¥
acceptable. This Is based on the premise that the
|

person .may actually have appeared in the Board
University Examination but had lost that document
5-1iJE'5'E':IhEﬂtr-'-'. This is particularly Important for Govt

PSU employment documents as the person may prove

the employment through Pension Papers etc.

{1. | Another very Important submission the deponent

| -
wishes to humbly make Is that it is felt that by and
large the public have already submitted whatever List

A documents they could have mustered/gathered. It Is

| ;
viery uniikely that now they wil| be able to submit fresh
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actually a well ptannel:.’ attempt g
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1] {im tC
fficers. 1t Is ais0 possible that with the d

f Hlegal
smuggle Into NARC the names © vl

lgrants, more such forged/oogus documents

W

nave been manufactured already Of are
being created by the network of forgerers
touts (supported by vested groups) during the
\ast few months. Consldering the fact that the
NRC Officers areé not Police personnel or the
IRC processes are not of the Police varlety, K
will not be desirable to subject the NRC process
to such pressures which may be best left to the

Police authoritles.

12, It 1§ also humbly submitted that there are alsc 2

number of Instances of Declared Foreigners (l.e
|

persons who have been daclared as a post 1971 (llegal
migrant Dy a Foreigners Tribunal) having thelr names
enrolled in the Electoral Rolis/ possess Electoral Photc
Identity Cards (EPIC). A number of those persons not
found eligible and, therefore, not Included in Complete

Draft NRC 2iso have valid EPICs, In order to keep the
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persons Who are
PAN ot have boen Créd

ted even for:

ing Lo Eenter
still -|'|I|'III_| In UJHGTHL.'*}".‘-"J and are Drﬂﬂﬂr g
1
s oft reapealted
Indla lilegally. 1t is also submitted that the 0!

consice red a

' be
nleas of poverty, llliteracy May not
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fro ia for NR
ground for reducing the strictness GIRre

ed support
allalbliity, as it has been found that organ's L

s avallable to the so called poen: iHicerate (egal
15 avalagie g 1 =

- ' va ooint
mmigrants his context, It Is als0 gssentlal to |

out that the Hon'bie Supreme Court In thelr judgment
dated 12th July, 2005, In WP (Civil) 13 of 2000, nave

erred the Immigration |ssue in Assam &3 an act of
external aggression” requiring the Union of Indie

-

under Article 355 of the Constitution of Indla to protec
the etate of Assam from such external aggression. This
sas agaln mentioned by this Hon'ble Court In their

judgmeat dated 17th Decamber 2014 passed In WP (C

2 of 2012 with WP (C) 274 of 2005 whereln the
Hon'Dle Supreme Court while referring to the said
judgment of 12th July, 2005 ordered, "..This Court
went on to hold that Article 355 of the Constitution had
been vioiated, In 285 much as the Unlon had failed o
protect the State of Assam against the external
aggression and internal disturbance caused by the

huge influx of lilegal migrants from Bangladesh !

by

Assam it Is In this context that the deponant feels
r:amplllal:l to state that the the eco-system prevaliing

In the state for @ long period of time Is an extremely
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various types to the public. As Such 10 the COft
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meaning of error-free NRC, the dtumr_ﬁent

a shift from
submits that there Is a neeod for 8 Pﬂ"ﬂdigm S

LS

= "IND
"No genuine citizen should be jaft out IJ

I "
a "I’ & FG_
ineligible person should be included". he P

immigrant forces have thrived S0 far under the earlier
saradigm. In view of the axiom that the onus of proot
of citlzenship lies with the citizen and not with the
authorities that, the above Is humbly submitted for
kind consideration by the Hon'ble Court. ,

15. It |s humbly submitted that the above observations
of the deponent are based on extensive and Intensive
study of various sltuations that ‘unfoided during the
sreparation of the Draft NRC, It Is humbly submitted
that the deponent could develop such deep knowledge
only because of the unique experience of exposure to
various types of situations and tkat too in large
numbers while implementing the NRC Update profec
under the guidance of the Hon'ble Court, As any other
persgn or authority or researchers may not ha |

ve SUcCH

first hand and intensive experience of ﬂandllng thie

=

Issue, recommendations from other authoritles on
Ilegal Immigration and method of detection of veraclty
of truth of such ciaims, may not be based on such a

comprehensive study. The deponent has alsg tried o
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acceptablliity OF any List A document, Instruct

[ssued as per RG] approval by the deponent
letter dated 19" October, 2017, may be adhered
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gstapilshment will have to gone anly through the
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DM's
| dence lKe
backend and not through oral evidy

Investigation (DMIT)

wln] oral
e. Determination of autneﬂﬂ'ﬁ't"’ throky

Ty OMIT
evidence |lke DM'S Investigatior (DMIT, -

. i ¢ List B
may, however, De considered for LI
documents

F
18, |1t 15 also humbly submitted rhat as on the date of

| n
filing this report, Claims for 26,573 persons have bee

‘have
filed -against rejections, Claims for 334 persons hav

been filed against Identification 2s O Voters, Declared

Forelgness or persons with cases pending In Forelgners

Trivunals, Objections have Deen fileg against 10

0 De

persons. 1t is humbly submitted that it needs t
clarified that relatively poor cubmission so far of Claims
& Obiections Is not a refiection of the Inabiiity of
gler.a.m- citizens to submit Clalms. j:ng reason for low

submission |s that the public are walting for the orders

af the Hon'bie Court to be made on 23™ DOctober, 2018.

As per the interactions held by the deponent with the

District Registrars and Circle Registrars angd as per
report of NRC State officials during thelr field trips It
has come to notice that as through media reportings,
communlty leaders etc. the public have got to <now
that the List A documents have not yet been finalized,
and that Clalm and Objection process has only started

tentatively with 10 documents, the public are feefing

reluctant to submit Clalms and Objections thinking

what if the documents they would submit is deciatred

unacceptable later. As such Interactions with pubiic
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. mit Clalms
indicate that the public would Hke 10 sub

- inalized. Furtners
only after the documents of List A aré findl

with fresn
those persons who have to submit claims

' iting FOr
List B (linkage) documents also are walling
|

n
nallzation of SOP to ensure what are the documents,

- ntable b
lssued up to which perlod etc. will be accepia y

: matters
NRC Authorities. As public awareness on NRC matt
L ]

are sound, the public Jynderstands SOP etc. Intricacies

=
k=]

well and as such they are mostly waiting for

verdict on the matter so that their claims submitted
during this interim period is not discarded |ater due to
any alteration etc in SQP. Fyrther, as the SOP has not
t'l:-EF.'n finalized, public awareness meetings al
community levels are also not afganizr:u by fleld
officials as they are not feeling confident to address
many queries of public on the matter of acceptabllity
etc. of various documents, As such these are appearing
85 maln reasons of low Suhmi-ﬁﬁ.cun:-:r Claims and
Objections as of naw. Further the deponent hubly

I-IJ'__' 13

]
that Ciaims will be filed ani
I

| ) have substantial claim for reconsideration to make

¥ by genulne applicants who

Unly genuine claimants will also be ahi
Ir‘ .I " [}
| 5 ble to submit any

| gocument which were left out earlier for some reason

Those who were making fraudulent claims will deter In

submitting Clalms for the fear of getting caught ¢

L B

simply to .avoid being confronted In family tree

| -

verification kind of hearing nrncesaea. espec

ially those

| ™
‘l'*'h':f got away earller claiming to have innocently

misused LDC of persons not related 1o them. As such
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