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

Case No. : WP(C)/2922/2014 

KANHAIYA LAL JAISWAL 
S/O BHAGWANT LAL JAISWAL, R/O CHARIYAONKHAS, DIST- DEORIA, 
UTTAR PRADESH AND NOW R/O MAJORORKHUL, DIST- I.W. MANIPUR

VERSUS 

THE STATE OF ASSAM AND 2 ORS 
REPRESENTED BY THE COMMISSIONER AND SECRETARY TO THE GOVT. 
OF ASSAM, FOREST DEPARTMENT, DISPUR, GHY-6

2:THE LEARNED AUTHORIZED OFFICER
 CHIRANG DIVISION
 KAJALGAON
 DIST- CHIRANG
 BTAD
 ASSAM

3:THE OFFICER IN CHARGE
 SIDLI POLICE STATION
 P.O. SIDLI
 PIN-783373
 DIST- CHIRANG
 BTAD
 ASSA 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MR.M A I HUSSAIN 

Advocate for the Respondent :  
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BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJAY KUMAR MEDHI

ORDER 
09.01.2024

        This Court on the last occasion i.e., 09.11.2023 had passed the following

order: 

 

“      Mr. N. J. Choudhury, learned counsel for the petitioner submits

that  but  he  be  in  all  probability  this  writ  petition  has  become

infructuous granted two weeks time to obtain updated instruction

from his client.

The  prayer  is  not  opposed  by  Mr.  G.  Boklial,  learned

Government Advocate, Assam appearing on behalf of the State.

In  view  of  the  above,  Registry  to  list  this  case  again  on

24.11.2023 as a fixed item so as to enable the petitioner's counsel

to obtain instruction.” 

 

        Heard  Shri  NJ  Choudhury,  learned appearing  on instructions  of  Shri  AR

Bhuyan, learned counsel for the petitioner, who submits that in spite of his best

efforts, no instructions could not be obtained from his client. 

        Also heard Shri G Bokolial, learned State Counsel, Assam, who by referring

to the last order dated 09.11.2023 has submitted that this Court had already

observed that the writ petition had, in all probability, become infructuous. 
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        In view of the above and without expressing any opinion on the merits, this

writ petition is dismissed for want of prosecution. 

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


