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                               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 : 
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 S/o Late M. Tayu
 
Permanent Resident of Village Aroko
 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
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KUMAR MEDHI

ORDER 
04.02.2026

        Heard Shri R. Saikia, learned counsel for the petitioners. Also heard Shri N.

Ratan, learned Addl. A.G., who submits that the stand taken by the respondent

no. 1 in the affidavit filed would cover the stand of the respondent no. 3. So far

as the respondent no. 2 is concerned, Office Note dated 01.07.2023 reflects that

unserved notice has come back. 

        Shri Saikia, learned counsel for the petitioners prays for a liberty to serve

the respondent no. 2 by dasti. 

        Liberty  is  granted  and  such  service  by  dasti is,  however,  to  be  routed

through the Registry of this Court and in the notice, the next date of the case is

to be clearly reflected. Prior to the next date, the petitioners are required to file

an affidavit in proof of such dasti. 

        List this case on 23.02.2026. 

        The learned Addl. A.G., A.P. is also directed to seek instructions regarding

the whereabouts of the respondent no. 2 in view of the aforesaid office note.  

        

                                                                   JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


