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

(ITANAGAR BENCH)

Case No. : WP(C)/245/2024 

Ennyo Nangkar 
Son of Atang Nangkar, a resident of C Sector, Itanagar, PO and PS Itanagar, 
Papumpare District, Arunachal Pradesh 791111 and a permanent resident of Gosang 
Village, PO and PS Jengging, Upper Siang District, Arunachal Pradesh  

VERSUS 

The State of AP and 2 Ors 
represented through the Chief Secretary, Govt of Arunachal Pradesh

2:The Secretary Land Management
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 Govt of Arunachal Pradesh
 Itanagar
 Arunachal Pradesh Civil Secretariat
 Itanagar

3:The Inquiry Officer
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 represented through Shri C N Longphai
 IAS
 Secretary Home
 govt of Arunachal Pradesh
 Arunachal Pradesh Civil Secretariat
 Itanaga 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : Muk Pertin, Senior Advocate 

Advocate for the Respondent : GA (AP)  
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BEFORE
HONBLE MRS. JUSTICE MARLI VANKUNG

ORDER 
Date :  24.07.2024

Heard Mr. Muk Pertin, learned senior counsel for the petitioner.

It is seen that notice upon respondent No. 3 has been served through

dasti and affidavit to that effect is accordingly filed. 

Mr. S. Tapin, learned senior Government Advocate submits that he will be

representing  respondent  Nos.  1  &  3.  None  appeared  for  respondent  No.  2.

Requisite copies of the writ petition to be duly furnished to the learned counsel

for the respondents, if not already done.

The learned counsel for the petitioner has prayed that the Order dated

06.06.2024,  which  is  the  proceeding  of  departmental  enquiry  against  the

petitioner may be stayed till the final disposal of the instant writ petition, since

the petitioner, who is now a pensioner, is facing much difficulty and harassment,

having to appear before the Enquiry Officer for Departmental Proceedings which

ought to be quashed. 

The grant of interim stay is strongly objected by Mr. S. Tapin, learned

senior Government Advocate for respondent Nos. 1 & 3 submitting that there is

an extension order for  appointment  of  the Enquiry  Officer  which is  dated 5

March, 2024 and he will file the necessary documents by way of an affidavit by

the next Cout date and that the writ petition is liable to be dismissed since no

case is made out in the writ petition.

I  have considered the  submissions made by both  the  parties  and this

Court find it fit to order an interim stay of the order dated 06.06.2024 till the

next date of listing.
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List  the  matter  after  1  (one)  week,  on  a  date  to  be  fixed  by  the

Registry.

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


