
Page No.# 1/5

GAHC040002342024

       

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

(ITANAGAR BENCH)

Case No. : IA(C)/34/2024 

Tania June 
Son of Shri Tania Tading, permanent resident of Linia Village, PO Raka, PS Ziro, 
Lower Subansiri District, Arunachal Pradesh  

VERSUS 

The State of AP and 22 Ors 
represented by the Chief Secretary cum Chief Vigilance Officer, Govt of Arunachal 
Pradesh, Civil Secretariat, PO Itanagar 2:THE SECRETARY (PERSONAL)
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

3:THE SECRETARY (APSSB)
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

4:THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

5:THE ADDITIONAL DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

6:THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
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 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

7:SHRI CHUKHU TAKER
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

8:SHRI NENDING CHATUNG
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

9:SHRI KEMO LOLLEN
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

10:SHRI GOMBU TSERING
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

11:SHRI CHUKHU PANIOR
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

12:SHRI PADI RAJEN
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

13:MISS LIKHA YARIN
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

14:SMTI PADI PUBYANG
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
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15:MS. LIKHA ASUM
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

16:LIGANG MUMPA
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

17:SHRI CHUKHU TADO
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

18:SHRI BINI ARUN
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

19:MS. TAYA YAJA
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

20:MISS TOKO MAMA
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

21:SMTI SUBU RINYO
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

22:SHRI RINTU DEY
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 

23:SHRI CHUKHU TAMER
 Age: 0
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 Occupation 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : T Torum 

Advocate for the Respondent : GA (AP)  

                                                                                      

BEFORE
HONBLE MR. JUSTICE KAKHETO SEMA

ORDER 
Date :  21-02-2024

Heard Mr. T. Torum, the learned counsel for the applicant. 

 

The  present  application  has  been  filed  for  striking  off  the

names of the respondents No.9 and 10 from writ petition.

 

It is submitted by the learned counsel for the applicant that

respondent  No.9  has  been  terminated  from  the  service  and  the

respondent No.10 has retired from the service and in view of the

matter, the respondents No.9 and 10 are no longer necessary parties

in the writ petition.

 

The application is accordingly, allowed and respondents No.9

and 10 are struck off from the case. 

 

Registry is directed to make necessary corrections in the cause

title of the case.   
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                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


