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

(ITANAGAR BENCH)

Case No. : WP(C)/528/2025 

Nicter Tare 
Son of late Nikter Taha, a permanent resident of Village Ginba, PO and SP Sangram, 
Kra Daadi District, Arunachal Pradesh and presently residing at Ganga Village, PO 
RK Mission, PS Chimpu, Papum Pare District, Arunachal Pradesh.  

VERSUS 

The State of AP and 3 Ors 
represented through the Secretary, Home Department, Govt of Arunachal Pradesh, 
Itanagar. 2:The Director Inspector General of Police
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 PHQ
 Itanagar
 791111

3:The Assistant Inspector General of Police (E)
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 Arunachal Pradesh
 Itanagar 791111

4:The Superintendent of Police (Security Cell)
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 PHQ
 Itanagar 79111 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : Nabam Rama, Dindo Boni,Teshi Aaku,Techi Ita Tara,T Rahul,N 
Kuma,P Tatam 

Advocate for the Respondent : GA (AP),  
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BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KALYAN RAI SURANA

ORDER 
Date :  13.11.2025
 

Heard Mr. N. Rama, learned counsel for the petitioner as well as Ms.. T.

Wangmu, learned Govt. Advocate for the respondents.

The Removal Order No. PHQ/DP-93/09/2227 dated 18.12.2024 and the

order of dismissal of appeal dated 15.09.2025, has been assailed by filing this

writ  petition  under  Article  226  of  the  Constitution  of  India  including  prayer

consequential release.

Issue notice returnable in 4 (four) weeks.

Extra copies of the writ petition be served to the learned Govt. Advocate

within 2 (two) days.

The departmental records in respect of the petitioner be produced.

The learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that the suspension

order dated 19.11.2009, has also been assailed.

As the order of suspension merges with the final order of punishment of

dismissal from service and the prayer for reinstatement is based on judgment

passed  by  the  learned  Trial  Court,  said  part  of  the  prayer  challenging  the

suspension order   out rightly rejected as the Court would not be powerless to
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grant such consequential relief to which the petitioners may be found entitled.

List after 4 (four) weeks.

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


