GAHC040005682025

O
Lt
O]

H
I
-

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

(ITANAGAR BENCH)

Case No. : WP(C)/169/2025

M/s Niya Enterprise

represented by proprietor Shri Techi Niya, Son of Late Techi Tadik, resident of

Nirjuli-I, Papum Pare District, Arunachal Pradesh.

VERSUS

The State of AP and 4 Ors

represented by the Director, Rural Development, Itanagar, Govt of Arunachal

Pradesh, Itanagar. ~ 2:The Joint Director (RE)

Age: 0

Occupation :

Rural Development Department
Itanagar

Govt of Arunachal Pradesh
Itanagar.

3:The Deputy Commissioner
Age: 0

Occupation :

Yupia

Papum Pare District

Govt of Arunachal Pradesh.

4:The Block Development Officer
Age: 0

Occupation :

Mengio CD Block

PO Mengio

Papum Pare District

Arunachal Pradesh.

5:The I/C Deputy Advisor (IFC and WSM)
Age: 0



Page No.# 2/2

Occupation :

Ministry of Development of North East Region
NE Secretariat Shillong

Govt of India

Nongrim Hills

Shillong

793003

Meghalaya

Advocate for the Petitioner : Dilip Saikia, Toko Rini,Marnya Ete,Taku Pumbo
Advocate for the Respondent : GA (AP), SC (RD),Binter Picha

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KALYAN RAI SURANA

ORDER
Date : 710.04.2025

Mr. D. Saikia, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that there is an
inadvertent error in the Cause-title and therefore, prays for permission to make

necessary correction in the Cause-title.

Mr. B. Picha, learned Standing Counsel, Rural Development Department
appearing for the respondents No.1, 2 and 4 as well as Ms. R. Basar, learned

Government Advocate for the respondent No.3 are present.

The learned counsel for the petitioner shall submit a fresh typed out
copies of the Cause-title to the Deputy Registrar (Judicial), Gauhati High Court,
Itanagar Permanent Bench, for incorporation in the writ petition and thereafter,

the matter be listed again in the motion column.

In the meantime, the learned counsel for the petitioner shall also serve
advance copies of this writ petition to the learned Dy.S.G.I. in respect of

respondent No.5.

JUDGE
Comparing Assistant



