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                               THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT 
(HIGH COURT OF ASSAM, NAGALAND, MIZORAM AND ARUNACHAL PRADESH) 

Case No. : WP(C)/6434/2025 

SRI GHANASHYAM BORAH 
S/O- THULESWAR BORAH, AGED ABOUT 39 YEARS, RESIDENT OF 
VILLAGE- MILLANPUR, P.O. AND P.S.- SAMAGURI, NAGAON, ASSAM.

VERSUS 

THE STATE OF ASSAM AND OTHRS 
REPRESENTED BY THE CHIEF SECRETARY TO THE GOVT. OF ASSAM, 
JANATA BHAWAN, DISPUR, GUWAHATI-06, ASSAM.

2:THE COMMISSIONER AND SECRETARY TO THE GOVT OF ASSAM
 IMPLEMENTATION OF ASSAM ACCORD DEPARTMENT
 DISPUR
 GUWAHATI-06

3:THE COMMISSIONER AND SECRETARY TO THE GOVT OF ASSAM
 AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT
 DISPUR
 GUWAHATI-781006

4:THE DIRECTOR OF AGRICULTURE
 ASSAM
 KHANAPARA
 GUWAHATI781022.

5:THE DISTRICT COMMISSIONER
 
 NAGAON
 ASSAM
 PIN-782001

6:THE DISTRICT AGRICULTURE OFFICER
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 NAGAON
 ASSAM
 PIN-78200 

For the Petitioner(s)        : Mr. D. Sarmah, Advocate
                                     
                                                          

For the Respondent(s)    : Mr. J. K. Goswami, Government Advocate
                                              : Ms. G. Bora, Standing Counsel

                                                                                      

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DEVASHIS BARUAH

ORDER 
Date :  09.01.2026

 
       Heard Mr. D. Sarmah, the learned counsel appearing on behalf of the

Petitioner  and  Mr.  J.  K.  Goswami,  the  learned  Government  Advocate

appearing on behalf of the Respondent Nos. 1, 2 & 5. I have also heard

Ms. G. Bora, the learned Standing counsel appearing on behalf of the

Respondent Nos. 3, 4 and 6.

2.    Mr.  D.  Sarmah,  the  learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the

petitioner submits that the Petitioner would be well advised to submit a

fresh representation claiming appointment on the basis of Assam Public

Service (Preferential Appointment) Rules, 1999 taking into account that

the Petitioner had last submitted the representation in the year 2021.

3.    Taking into account the above, the instant writ petition stands closed

on withdrawal.

4.    It is observed that in the circumstance such representation is filed,

the Respondents shall duly consider the same and if the Petitioner is still
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aggrieved, the Petitioner is given the liberty to again approach this Court.

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


