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

(ITANAGAR BENCH)

Case No. : WP(C)/258/2019 

SHRI GROP DORJEE MEYOR 
S/O LT. SMTI PEMA LHAMU MEYOR, RESIDENT OF WALONG, PO WALONG,
PS HAWAI, DIST. ANJAW, AP.

2: SHRI DUNGAL TEZING MEYOR
 Age: 
 Occupation : 
 S/O LT. SMTI PEMA LHAMU MEYOR
 RESIDENT OF WALONG
 PO WALONG
 PS HAWAI
 DISTRICT
 ANJAW
 AP 

VERSUS 

THE STATE OF A.P. 
THROUGH THE CHIEF SECRETARY, GOVT. FOA P, ITANAGAR, AP.

2:THE SECRETARY
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 LAND MANAGEMENT
 GOVT. OF A P
 ITANAGAR.

3:THE DIRECTOR
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 LAND MANAGEMENT
 GOVT. OF AP
 ITANAGAR.
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4:THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 ANJAW DISTRICT
 HAWAI
 AP.

5:THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 TEZU
 DISTRICT LOHIT
 AP.

6:THE CIRCLE OFFICER
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 WALONG
 DISTRICT ANJAW 
 AP.

7:THE UNION OF INDIA
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 THROUGH SECRETARY MINISTRY OF DEFENSE
 GOVT. OF INDIA
 NEW DELHI.

8:THE DIRECTOR NE-II
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 GOVT. OF INDIA
 MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS
 NE DIVISION
 NORTH BLOCK
 NEW DELHI.

9:THE DIRECTOR GENERAL DEFENSE ESTATE
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 GOVT. OF INDIA
 MINISTRY OF DEFENSE
 RAKSHA SAMPADA BHAWAN
 NEW DELHI.

10:THE PRINCIPAL DIRECTOR
 Age: 0
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 Occupation : 
 DEFENSE ESTATE OFFICER 
 JORTHAT CIRCLE
 JORTHAT-785005
 ASSAM.

11:THE COMMANDANT
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 82 MTN
 BDE
 C/O 99 AP 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MrM Karbak 

Advocate for the Respondent : CGC  

                                                                                      

BEFORE
HONBLE MRS. JUSTICE MITALI THAKURIA

ORDER 
Date : 06.06.2024

Heard Mr. M. Kato, learned DSGI appearing for the respondent No. 4. Also

heard Ms. G. Ete, learned Additional Senior Government Advocate appearing for

the respondent Nos. 4 & 5. 

 

It is submitted by Mr. Kato, learned DSGI that as per the order dated

29.05.2024, the State respondent was supposed to collect the instructions from

the concerned authority, but till date, they have not received the instructions.

Moreso, he received the brief recently and need some time to go through the

brief. 

 

However, Mr. Kato, learned DSGI has submitted they have already filed

their affidavit-in-opposition for the respondent No. 7. 
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Further, he submitted that his name has not been reflected in the cause

list and accordingly, Registry is hereby directed to do the needful by reflecting

the name of Mr. M. Kato, learned DSGI who is appearing for the respondent No.

7.

 

List this matter accordingly after 2(two) weeks, on a date to be fixed by

the Registry. 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


