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

Case No. : I.A.(Crl.)/167/2024 

SAMIR ALI AND 4 ORS 
S/O NUR ISLAM 
R/O VILL- NO. 3 NANGLICHAR 
P.S. SHYAMPUR 
DIST. DARRANG, ASSAM

2: CHAMAD ALI
 S/O NUR ISLAM 
R/O VILL- NO. 3 NANGLICHAR 
P.S. SHYAMPUR 
DIST. DARRANG
 ASSAM

3: SONAULLAH
 S/O LATE SAHA ALI 
R/O VILL- JAHIR UDDIN CHAR 
P.S. BURAGAON 
DIST MORIGAON
 ASSAM

4: AZAD ALI
 S/O LATE MOBARAK 
R/O VILL- NO. 3 NANGLICHAR 
P.S. SHYAMPUR 
DIST. DARRANG
 ASSAM

5: INTAZ ALI
 S/O LATE MOBARAK 
R/O VILL- NO. 3 NANGLICHAR 
P.S. SHYAMPUR 
DIST. DARRANG
 ASSA 



Page No.# 2/3

VERSUS 

THE STATE OF ASSAM AND ANR 
REP. BY THE PP, ASSAM

2:MD. MUNSUR ALI
 S/O KASIMUDDIN 
R/O NO. 3 NANGLICHAR 
P.S. MANGALDAI 
DIST. DARRANG
 ASSA 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MR M AHMED 
Advocate for the Respondent : PP, ASSAM  

                                                                                      

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MRS. JUSTICE MALASRI NANDI

ORDER 

28.02.2024
 

Heard Mr. M. Ahmed, learned counsel for the applicants. Also Heard Mr. M. P.

Goswami,  learned  Additional  Public  Prosecutor,  Assam  appearing  for  the  State

respondent.

          By this  interlocutory application, the applicant has prayed for correction of a

typographical error in the cause title of Criminal Petition No. 1375/2023.

Mr. M. Ahmed, learned counsel for the applicant, submits that inadvertently a

typographical  error  has  been  crept  in  the  cause  title  of  Criminal  Petition  No.

1375/2023 wherein the date of the impugned order is written as 05.02.2014 instead

of 16.07.2012.

After hearing the learned counsel for the applicant and considering the grounds

cited in the petition,  the prayer  for  correction,  as  sought  for  by the applicant,  is

allowed. 

Accordingly, the date of the impugned order stands corrected and be read as
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“16.07.2012” in place of “05.02.2014”.Registry is directed to do the needful. 

With the above direction, the interlocutory application stands disposed of.    

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


