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Form No. (J) 2

                            HEADING OF JUDGMENT IN ORIGINAL SUIT

District: Kamrup (M)

IN   THE  COURT  OF  CIVIL  JUDGE   NO.3,  KAMRUP (M), GUWAHATI

Present:     Rajesh Kumar Todi, AJS,

                   Civil Judge No.3,

                   Kamrup (M), Guwahati

Friday, the 21st day of April, 2017                                 

                                        Title Suit No. 202/2010

Sanjeev Jaiswal................................................................................Plaintiff 

                                                  Versus

Pride East Entertainments Pvt. Ltd. & 4 others......................Defendants

This suit coming on for final hearing on 22-03-17 in presence of- 

A. Bhuyan  ,  Ld. Counsel ...........................................for  the  plaintiff

     None .........................................................................for the defendants

And  having  stood  for  consideration  to  this  day,  this  Court  delivers  the 

following judgment:

J U D G M E N T

1. This is a suit  for declaration, damages, defamation and mandatory 

and permanent injunction.
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2. The case of the plaintiff in brief is that defendant no.1, Pride East 

Entertainments  Pvt.  Ltd.,  is  a  company  registered  under  the 

Companies  Act  1956  having  its  registered  office  at  News  Live 

building, 558, Christian Basti, G.S. Road, P.S.-Dispur, Guwahati-5, 

Kamrup(M),  Assam.  Defendant  no.1  is  the  owner  of  a  24  Hours 

Satellite TV channel in the name and style of ‘News Live’ having its 

headquarters and registered office at Guwahati. Defendant no.2 is the 

Editor-in-chief  of  ‘News  Live’  and  responsible  for  selection, 

production and broadcasting of news and other programmes in the 

said channel. Defendant nos. 3, 4 and 5 are the reporters of the said 

news channel of Defendant no.1.

3. That,  on  6.8.2010  at  about  7.22pm  the  News  Live  channel 

broadcasted a news in the Prime Time Assamese News and thereafter 

a  special  programme  at  about  8.30pm under  the  heading  ‘Cyber 

Crime and Facebook’; which was anchored by Defendant no. 2. In 

the said news and programme, the photographs of the plaintiff along 

with his wife was shown several times while making the statements 

inter  alia  to  the  effect  that  (open  English  translation)  several 

influential people are trying to destroy this social networking site and 

it could be seen that there are photographs of such persons also who 

are  holding   glass  of  alcohol  in  their  hand  and  uploaded  the 

photograph in the Facebook who are educated people of this society 

and  they  know  the  art  of  engineering.  That,  the  said  news  and 

programme was also posted in the News Live’s wall on Facebook 
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which  can  be  viewed  and  accessed  at  any  time  by  anyone  from 

anywhere through internet. 

4. That,  on  20.8.2010  at  about  7.10pm  the  News  Live  channel 

broadcasted  in  the  Prime  Time  Assamese  News  showing  the 

photographs of the plaintiff along with his wife and also displaying 

his name and making the statements inter alia to the effect that (open 

English  translation)  Sanjeev Jaiswal  is  running  Mafia  Raj  in  the 

business of iron in the State of Assam; that Sanjeev Jaiswal is behind 

the selling of iron at  a higher price in Assam than Siliguri  in the 

neighboring State; that this Jaiswal family has eight iron industries; 

that in order to gain special grant from the State as announced by the 

Central Government under Special Industrial Policy, Sanjeev Jaiswal 

set up 6 industries one after another by the names viz. ‘Sai Ji Ispat 

Ltd.,  2004;  Brahmaputra  Golvo  Chemical  Ltd.,  2005;  Shiv  Sai 

Industries, 2006; Brahmaputra Iron and Steels Co. Pvt. Ltd., 2006; 

Brahmaputra TMT Bars Pvt. Ltd., 2007; Brahmaputra Rolling Mills, 

2009 and thereafter started iron syndicate of the Sanjeev Jaiswal’s 

family and the loot over the poor people of Assam; that other iron 

industries are bound to sell their iron at the price as fixed per quintal 

by Jaiswal; that Jaiswal started Mafia Raj by gulping the blood of the 

people  of  Assam;  that  the  price  of  iron  is  higher  in  Assam than 

Siliguri because of the huge empire of Jaiswal as well as his ability to 

control three important Ministers viz. Industries and Power Minister 

Sri Pradyut Bordoloi, Supply Minister Dr Najrul Islam and Guwahati 

Development Minister Dr. Himanta Biswa Sarma; that the question is 
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with regard to the quality of the iron sold by Jaiswal at a higher price 

in Assam; that whether it is perfect for the earthquake prone State of 

Assam; that how much money was looted in the name of Transport 

Subsidy; that all these facts are available with News Live and will 

expose those facts very shortly. 

5. Thereafter, on 20.08.2010 at about 8.10pm, the said news was further 

broadcasted in English Prime Time News and on every news hour in 

the night and also continued in the next morning news. 

6. That, again on 21.8.2010 at about 7.14pm the News Live channel 

broadcasted  another  news  in  the  Prime  Time  Assamese  News 

showing the photographs of the plaintiff along with his wife and also 

displaying his name and making the statements inter alia to the effect 

that (open English translation) how the dreaded iron mafia Sanjeev 

Jaiswal is running the illegal iron syndicate; that it has become clear 

in our investigation that Sanjeev Jaiswal is taking crores of money as 

grant  from the  State  under  the  garb  of  the  Industrial  Policy;  that 

Sanjeev  Jaiswal  had  got  sales  tax  subsidy  to  the  tune  of  Rs. 

10,94,88,371.00 against the Brahmaputra TMT Bars Pvt. Ltd. within 

three years of its establishment; that Brahmaputra Golvo Chemical 

Ltd., 2005, in four years of its establishment took sales tax rebate of 

Rs.  2,42,99,155.00; that  for  Brahmaputra Iron and Steels Co. Pvt. 

Ltd., 2006, Rs. 25 lakhs was taken as sales tax rebate in the name of 

the  aforesaid  company;  that  it  is  very  strange  that  Jaiswal  Steel 

Rolling Mill set up in the year 1983 paid sales tax of Rs. 15,657.00 

for the year 2005-06 and the same company paid Rs. 89,223.00 as 

sales tax in the year 2008-09; that Jaiswal pays a little sales tax by 
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showing minimum production by the old companies which do not 

come under the Industrial Policy; that only two companies of Jaiswal 

which are under the Industrial Policy took back more than 25 crores 

from the government in the span of 4 years; that he is receiving such 

benefits  due  to  his  close  relation  with  the  three  Ministers;  that 

Brahmaputra TMT Bars Pvt. Ltd., set up in the year 2007 got Rs. 

28,89,633.00 as transport subsidy in only two months for the period 

from 1.7.2008 to 30.9.2008 and Rs. 37,74,713.00 from 1.10.2008 to 

31.12.2008; that this is the example of only four months; that despite 

getting various forms of tax exemptions and having close relation 

with three ministers, Jaiswal is successful in increasing the prices at 

his will; that who will stop the iron mafia; that who will raise a voice 

against the non-assamese businessman. 

7. Thereafter,  on  21.08.2010  at  8.08pm,  the  said  news  was  further 

broadcasted in English Prime Time News and on every news hour in 

the night  and also continued in the next morning news.  That,  the 

audio-visual of the said news was also posted in the News Live’s 

wall on Facebook which can be viewed and accessed at any time by 

anyone from anywhere through internet by using computers and/or 

mobile phones. 

8. That, again on 22.08.2008 at about 7.18pm the News Live channel 

broadcasted  another  news  in  the  Prime  Time  Assamese  News 

showing  the  photographs  of  the  plaintiff  along with  his  wife  and 

making  the  statements  inter  alia  to  the  effect  that  (open  English 

translation) it has now become an unachievable dream for the middle 

class people to buy a flat in Guwahati; that it is for some infamous 
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businessmen; that and a prominent one among these is this person 

(photograph  showing  Sanjeev  Jiaswal);  that  Sanjeev  Jaiswal-the 

notorious iron mafia; that the skyrocketing prices of cement and iron 

in  Assam  is  now  under  the  influence  of  few  persons  including 

Sanjeev  Jaiswal.  Thereafter,  the  said  news  in  Assamese  was 

broadcasted on every news hour in the night and also continued in 

the next morning news. 

9. That, again on 23.8.2010 at about 7.33pm the News Live channel 

broadcasted  another  news  in  the  Prime  Time  Assamese  News 

showing  the  photographs  of  the  plaintiff  along with  his  wife  and 

making  the  statements  inter  alia  to  the  effect  that  (open  English 

translation) the state government has completely failed to dominate 

the steel syndicate being run by Sanjeev Jaiswal; that question arises 

here, who will dare stop this illegal syndicate under the leadership of 

Sanjeev  Jaiswal.  Thereafter,  the  said  news  in  Assamese  was 

broadcasted on every news hour in the night and also continued in 

the next morning news. 

10. That, again on 24.8.2010 at about 7.27pm the News Live channel 

broadcasted  another  news  in  the  Prime  Time  Assamese  News 

showing  the  photographs  of  the  plaintiff  along with  his  wife  and 

making  the  statements  inter  alia  to  the  effect  that  (open  English 

translation) notorious steel mafia Sanjeev Jaiswal has been pocketing 

lakhs of rupees in the name of State sponsored subsidies under the 

North  East  Industrial  Policies;  that  it  has  hit  hard  the  State 

exchequer;  that  Sanjeev  Jaiswal  has  taken  capital  of  Rs. 

1,44,26,165.00 for his Brahmaputra TMT Bars Pvt. Ltd. in 2007 as 
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the benefits of North East Industrial Policies; that he has got Rs. 80 

lakhs as capital subsidy for the Brahmaputra Rolling Mill in the same 

year; that earlier in 1997, Sanjeev Jaiswal received Rs. 21,41,847.00 

as  subsidy  on  capital  for  his  Brahmaputra  Galvo  Chemicals  Ltd. 

under the North East Industrial Policies; that he has got a return of 

Rs. 23,03,031.00 from the government for his company Brahmaputra 

Iron and Steel and Rs. 3 lakh for the Brahmaputra TMT Bar Pvt. Ltd. 

Thereafter,  the  said  news  in  Assamese  was  broadcasted  on  every 

news hour in the night and also continued in the next morning news.

11. That, again on 27.8.2010 at about 7.20pm the News Live channel 

broadcasted  another  news  in  the  Prime  Time  Assamese  News 

showing  the  photographs  of  the  plaintiff  along with  his  wife  and 

making  the  statements  inter  alia  to  the  effect  that  (open  English 

translation) how far the notorious iron mafia Sanjeev Jaiswal is using 

his  own  television  channel  has  become  key  to  maneuvering  his 

murky empire is obvious now; that Sanjeev Jaiswal has begun his 

Bihari Gundagiri by threatening Deepak Bezbaruah, an engineer in 

GMC as the two floors of the house owned by the notorious iron 

mafia was declared illegal by the GMC. The said news in Assamese 

was broadcasted on every news hour in the night and also continued 

in  the  next  morning  news.  The  plaintiff  states  that  the  said 

imputations and allegations leveled against him are absolutely false, 

defamatory,  baseless,  concocted  and has  subjected  the  plaintiff  to 

ridicule in the society and lowered his image and reputation in the 

eyes of the public in general. 
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12. Thus,  in  view of  the  facts  and  circumstances  narrated  above  the 

plaintiff  has  sought  a  declaration  that  the  allegations/imputations 

made against him in the said news and programme broadcasted in the 

channel ‘News Live’ on all the aforesaid occasions are false, baseless 

and defamatory; in view of the physical and mental agony suffered 

by the plaintiff and the future loss being business career and social 

status, which the impugned news and programme may have caused 

to  the  plaintiff  in  future,  the  plaintiff  claims  an  amount  of 

Rs.200,00,000.00/- (Rupees Two Hundred Crores) only as damages 

against the defendants; pendente lite interest @ 18% per annum till 

actual  realization of  the decreetal  amount;  a  permanent  injunction 

restraining  the  defendants,  their  workmen,  agents  etc.  from 

broadcasting/uploading/posting any false and defamatory news etc. 

concerning the plaintiff in their channel ‘News Live’ as well as in the 

wall of the facebook site of ‘News Live’; any other relief or reliefs to 

which the plaintiff is entitled to in law and equity.

13. The defendants no.1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 on receipt of summons from court 

entered appearance and filed their joint written statement and denied 

all  the  allegations  made  by  the  plaintiff  except  those  which  are 

specifically admitted by them. As to the news items which have been 

published,  the  answering defendants  state  that  those  are  based on 

actual facts and figures. The defendants have only published the said 

news item for awakening the general public of Assam as to how the 

social networking site ‘facebook’ has been misused by some people. 

Such a photograph of the plaintiff was uploaded by himself in his 

facebook  account  and  the  defendants  have  only  downloaded  and 
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shown the same in the news item dated 6.8.2010 and for that the 

defendants  cannot  be  held  responsible  as  the  same  was  already 

available for public viewing. Furthermore, the plaintiff has failed to 

make the authorities of ‘facebook’ or their representatives a party in 

this suit who are necessary parties, for which the instant suit is liable 

to be dismissed for non-joinder of necessary parties. As regards the 

statements  made  by  the  plaintiff  about  the  photographs  of  the 

plaintiff  with a glass of  alcohol  along with his  wife  being shown 

while  broadcasting  of  the  said  news  and  programme  with  sole 

intention to defame the plaintiff in the eyes of public, the answering 

defendants deny each of those statements made by the plaintiff which 

are out  and out false  and the plaintiff  is  put  to the strictest  proof 

thereof.

14. That the news item dated 20.8.2010 has been based on actual facts 

and figures and the said activities of the plaintiff as broadcasted have 

been going on since  last  6  to  7 years  when the  Assam Industrial 

Policy as well as the Northeast Industrial Policy were formulated for 

giving special incentives by way of tax holiday and subsidies. The 

defendants  carried  out  its  own  investigation  and  the  news  item 

telecasted on 20.8.2010 has been based on facts and figures and the 

relevant  material  and  documents  shall  be  relied  upon  by  the 

defendants at the time of hearing of the instant suit. 

15. That the news item dated 21.08.2010 are true and based on actual 

facts  and  figures  which  the  defendants  have  acquired  from  the 

reliable sources collected from the concerned department. 
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16. That the news item dated 22.08.2010 are true and based on actual 

facts and figures and the defendants have investigated the same and 

unearthed the truth and not anything else. 

17. That the news item dated 23.08.2010 was based on the opinion given 

by some intellectuals and experts, for which the defendants cannot be 

held responsible. 

18. That  the  news  item dated  24.08.2010  are  based  on  actual  figures 

which are true and the answering defendants beg to rely on the same 

at the time of hearing of the instant suit. 

19. That the news item dated 27.08.2010 was based on the report and 

interview given by Sri Deepak Bezbaruah, the Associate Planner of 

the  Guwahati  Municipal  Corporation  who  was  threatened  by  the 

plaintiff as alleged by Sri Deepak Bezbaruah. Further the plaintiff has 

failed to make Sri Deepak Bezbaruah a party in this instant suit and 

as such the same is liable to be dismissed for non-joinder. 

20. That no cause of action ever arose on 6.8.2010, 20.8.2010, 22.8.2010, 

23.8.2010, 24.8.2010, 27.8.2010 and all subsequent dates thereafter 

within the jurisdiction of court.

21. Upon pleadings of the parties, following issues have been framed by 

my predecessor.

ISSUES

i. Whether there is any cause of action for the suit?
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ii. Whether the suit is bad for non-joinder of necessary parties?

iii. Whether the suit is maintainable in its present form both in law 

and facts?

iv. Whether  the  news items published/broadcasted  on 6.8.2010, 

20.8.2010, 22.8.2010, 23.8.2010, 24.8.2010, 27.8.2010 in the 

prime time news and other news bulletins and stories in the TV 

channel (News Live) involving the plaintiff and his wife are 

false, scandalous and defamatory?

v. If so, whether the defendants have published the above news 

items/stories knowing those to be false and scandalous with an 

intention to defame the plaintiff and his wife to malign their 

image in the eyes of public at large?

vi. Whether the plaintiff is entitled to the reliefs as prayed for?

vii. What other relief(s) the parties are entitled to?

22. Plaintiff side examined 3 (three) nos. of witnesses and submitted as 

many as 21 (twenty one) documents to support its case. On the other 

hand, there was no witness examined by the defendant side but as 

many as 10 (documents) have been submitted to support their stand.

23. I have heard the arguments advanced by the learned lawyer appearing 

for the plaintiff and carefully examined the evidence and documents 

on record. Now let me decide the case issue wise.
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DECISIONS AND REASONS THEREOF:

i. Whether there is any cause of action for the suit?

In the instant suit the plaintiff has come up with assertion that on 6.8.2010, 

20.8.2010, 22.8.2010, 23.8.2010, 24.8.2010 and27.8.2010, defendant no.2, 

the  Editor-in-chief  of  the  TV channel  (News Live),  a  24  hours  channel 

owned by defendant no.1, broadcasted in the prime time news and other 

news bulletins and stories some news items involving the plaintiff and his 

wife which are false, scandalous and defamatory. Defendant nos. 3, 4 and 5 

are the reporters of the said news channel of Defendant no.1. This claim of 

the plaintiff has been denied by the defendants in their pleadings.

Thus,  it  is  apparent  that  there  exists  a  dispute  and  triable  issues 

between  the  parties  which  needs  to  be  adjudicated  upon  by  the  Court. 

Accordingly, I am of the opinion that the suit does have a cause of action. 

This issue is, therefore, answered in affirmative.

ii. Whether the suit is bad for non-joinder of necessary parties?

The  defendants  no.  1  to  5  in  para  11  of  their  written  statement 

pleaded  that  the  suit  is  bad  for  non-joinder  of  ‘facebook’  or  their 

representatives as necessary parties. From para 9 of the plaint it appears that 

the  plaintiff  has  never  disputed  the  fact  about  the  existence  of  his 

photographs on his facebook account. Rather, plaintiff has asserted that the 

said photographs are irrelevant to the topic ‘Cyber Crime and Facebook’ 
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which was broadcasted in the channel ‘News Live’. Thus, in the instant suit 

there  is  no  necessity  for  the  court  to  determine  the  existence  or  non-

existence  of  the  said  photographs  on  Facebook  for  the  purpose  of 

adjudicating  the  dispute  between  the  parties  herein.  This  issue  is  thus 

answered in negative.

iii. Whether the suit is maintainable in its present form both in law 

and facts?

It is the pleading of the defendants that the suit is not maintainable but it 

has not been pleaded as to how and why the same is not maintainable. The 

suit  was  filed  on  2-9-2010  for  the  alleged  defamatory  news  item 

broadcasted on 6.8.2010, 20.8.2010, 22.8.2010, 23.8.2010, 24.8.2010 and 

27.8.2010. Apparently the suit is within the period of limitation of one year 

as  required  under  Article  75  of  the  Limitation  Act.  There  is  no  other 

apparent reason which shows that the suit is not maintainable and as such 

the instant issue is answered in affirmative.

iv. Whether  the  news items published/broadcasted  on 6.8.2010, 

20.8.2010, 22.8.2010, 23.8.2010, 24.8.2010, 27.8.2010 in the 

prime time news and other news bulletins and stories in the TV 

channel (News Live) involving the plaintiff and his wife are 

false, scandalous and defamatory?
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This is the core issue. Exhibits no. 1, 3, 5, 7, 9 and 11 of the plaintiff are the 

DVDs containing the audio-visual recordings of the news items broadcasted 

on the ‘News Live’ channel in the Prime Time Assamese news and English 

news on various dates as alleged by the plaintiff. PW3 in his evidence on 

affidavit has deposed that the aforesaid recordings were done by him from a 

DVR (Digital Video Record) device which were copied to the DVDs by 

using a desktop computer. Exhibits 2, 4, 6, 8, 10 and 12 are the certificates 

issued by PW3 in compliance with section 65-B of the Indian Evidence Act. 

At this juncture it is pertinent to make reference of the case of Anvar 

P.V vs P.K.Basheer & Ors, 2014 10 SCC 473, wherein the Hon’ble Apex 

Court has held that ‘source and authenticity’ of an electronic record are the 

two hallmarks pertaining to electronic record sought to be used as evidence. 

It  has also been specified  in  the judgment  that  genuineness,  veracity  or 

reliability of the evidence is looked into by the court subsequently only 

after the relevancy and admissibility is fulfilled.

Thus, in the instant case the admissibility of the aforesaid exhibits is 

to be determined before looking into the veracity of the same.

Let me reproduce section 65B (1) of the Indian Evidence Act which 

is as below—

(1) Notwithstanding  anything  contained  in  this  Act,  any  information 

contained  in  an  electronic  record  which  is  printed  on  a  paper,  stored, 

recorded or copied in optical or magnetic media produced by a computer 

(hereinafter referred to as the computer output) shall be deemed to be also a 

document,  if  the  conditions  mentioned  in  this  section  are  satisfied  in 

relation  to  the  information and  computer  in  question  and  shall  be 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/118240277/
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admissible in any proceedings, without further proof or production of the 

original, as evidence of any contents of the original or of any fact stated 

therein of which direct evidence would be admissible.

Section 65B (2) further prescribes the following-

 The computer from  which  the  record  is  generated  was 

regularly used to store or process information in respect of activity 

regularly  carried  on  by  a  person  having  lawful  control  over  the 

period,  and  relates  to  the  period  over  which  the  computer  was 

regularly used;

 Information was fed in computer in the ordinary course of the 

activities of the person having lawful control over the computer;

 The computer was operating properly, and if not, was not such 

as to affect the electronic record or its accuracy;

 Information reproduced is such as is fed into computer in the 

ordinary course of activity.

Thus,  in  the  backdrop  of  the  foregoing  discussions,  the 

computer, in  the  context  of  instant  case,  is  the  primary  source 

installed  at  the  office  of  the  channel  ‘News  Live’  and  the 

information are the contents of the impugned news items.

As pleaded in the plaint and further deposed by PW1, PW2 and PW3, 

the  impugned  news  and  programmes  were  broadcasted  in  the  channel 

‘News  Live’  which  is  a  24  Hour  Satellite  Television  channel.  Thus, 

apparently,  the  primary  source  of  the  said  news  items  was  the  said 

Television channel which telecasted it.

The  recordings  in  the  DVR  (Digital  Video  Record)  device  were 

captured from the Television which is in no way a primary source but only 
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a system for converting visual images (with sound) into electrical signals, 

transmitting  them  by  radio  or  other  means,  and  displaying  them 

electronically  on  a  screen.  In  other  words,  the  said  Television  only 

transmitted the electrical signals by converting the audio-visual contents of 

the  impugned  news  items  which  were  stored  with  the  said  Television 

channel.

The  plaintiff  has  exhibited  the  DVDs  as  secondary  evidence  of 

whatever  was  recorded  in  the  DVR.  But  in  the  light  of  foregoing 

discussion, the said DVR itself cannot be said to be the primary source of 

the contents of the impugned news items.

Therefore, the DVDs exhibited by the plaintiff are not the secondary 

evidence  of  the  impugned  news  items  and  accordingly,  the  certificates 

issued against those DVDs are insignificant.

However, the said DVR which was used to record the news items 

from the Television was never produced for the inspection of the Court nor 

any  attempt  was  made  by  the  plaintiff  to  obtain  the  contents  of  the 

impugned news items from the office of the said Television channel.

Hence,  the  evidence  adduced  by  the  plaintiff  does  not  serve  any 

purpose to prove the publishing/broadcasting in the prime time news and 

other news bulletins and stories in the TV channel (News Live) involving 

the plaintiff and his wife. This issue is decided accordingly.

24. In view of the decision in issue  iv, the issues no.  v,  vi and  vii are 

decided in negative.
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ORDER

25. The suit is dismissed with cost. 

Given under my hand and seal of this Court on this 21st day of 
April, 2017 at Kamrup (M) Guwahati. 

                                                                           

(Rajesh Kumar Todi)

Civil Judge No.3

Kamrup (M),  Guwahati 
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APPENDIX

Plaintiffs witnesses

1. Sanjeev Jaiswal (Pw1)

2. Pritamjit Hazarika (Pw2)

3. Anubhuti Buragohain (Pw3)

Plaintiffs documents/exhibits

1. DVD containing Prime Time Assamese news dtd. 20.8.10 (Ext-1)

2. Authentication certificate (Ext-2)

3. DVD containing Prime Time Assamese news dtd. 21.8.10 (Ext-3)

4. Authentication certificate (Ext-4)

5. DVD containing Prime Time Assamese news dtd. 22.8.10 (Ext-5)

6. Authentication certificate (Ext-6) 

7. DVD containing Prime Time Assamese news dtd. 23.8.10 (Ext-7)

8. Authentication certificate (Ext-8)

9. DVD containing Prime Time Assamese news dtd. 24.8.10 (Ext-9)

10. Authentication certificate (Ext-10)

11. DVD containing Prime Time Assamese news dtd.27.8.10 (Ext-11)

12. Authentication certificate (Ext-12)
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  Defendants witnesses –

NONE  

     Defendants Exhibits/documents

NONE

                                                                           

                                                                             

                                                                             (Rajesh Kumar Todi)

                                                                      Civil Judge No.3

                                                                   Kamrup(M), Guwahati


