
Page No.# 1/3

GAHC040015842022

       

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

(ITANAGAR BENCH)

Case No. : WP(C)/501/2022 

Jando Taru and 5 Ors. 
S/o Late Rano Taru, 
Permanent Resident of Village Aunli, Dibang Valley District, Arunachal Pradesh.

2: Sunil Tayu
 Age: 
 Occupation : 
 S/o Late Erine Tay
 Permanent Resident of Village Aroko
 Dibang Valley District
 Arunachal Pradesh.

3: Dilip Tayu
 Age: 
 Occupation : 
 S/o Late Katu Tayu
 Permanent Resident of Village Aroko
 Dibang Valley District
 Arunachal Pradesh.

4: Rajiv Taru
 Age: 
 Occupation : 
 S/o Late Rano Taru
 Permanent Resident of Village Aroko
 Dibang Valley District
 Arunachal Pradesh.

5: Satish Tayu
 Age: 
 Occupation : 
 S/o Late M. Tayu
 Permanent Resident of Village Aroko
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 Dibang Valley District
 Arunachal Pradesh.

6: Gemu Taru
 Age: 
 Occupation : 
 S/o Late Amuge Taru
 Permanent Resident of Village Aroko
 Dibang Valley District
 Arunachal Pradesh 

VERSUS 

The Land Acquisition Collector/Deputy Commissioner and 2 Ors 
Anini, District Dibang Valley, Arunachal Pradesh.

2:The Etalin Hydro Electric Power Company Limited.
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 Represented by the General Manager (Jindal Power Limited)
 Flat No. 3
 First Floor
 Tashi Yang Apartment
 Prem Norbu Building
 Mowb II
 Itanagar
 Arunachal Pradesh. 
Pin Code 791111

3:The Secretary
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 Department of Land Management
 Civil Secretariat
 Govt of Arunachal Pradesh 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : Rintu Saikia, Ligam Nochi,Limi Bam,Bomchi Taipodia,Idak 
Bam,Hongmo Ete 

Advocate for the Respondent : GA (AP),  
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BEFORE
HONBLE MR. JUSTICE SOUMITRA SAIKIA

ORDER 
Date : 03.09.2025
 

Heard Mr. R. Saikia, learned counsel for the petitioners.

Mr.  N.  Ratan,  learned  Additional  Advocate  General,  Arunachal  Pradesh

appearing for the respondents submits that further instructions is necessary in

the matter and prays for 2 (two) weeks’ time.

Office Note, dated 02.09.2025, also reflects that the affidavit-in-opposition

on behalf of the respondent No. 3 has not been filed.

Liberty is granted to the respondent No. 3 to file affidavit-in-opposition, if

so advised.

List after 2 (two) weeks.

 

                                                       

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


