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THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT

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

Case No. : WP(C)/1980/2019

MANDAKATA TEA ESTATE AND ANR.
REP. BY ITS SOLE PROPRIETOR SRI BHASKAR BARUA, S/O- LT KRISHNA

KANTA BARUA, AGED ABOUT 71 YEARS,, PERMANENT R/O- H.NO. 272,
RAJGARH ROAD, CHANDMARI, GHY- 3, DIST- KAMRUP (M), ASSAM

2: BHASKAR BARUA
S/O- LT KRISHNA KANTA BARUA
AGED ABOUT 71 YEARS

PERMANENT R/O- H.NO. 272
RAJGARH ROAD
CHANDMARI

GHY- 3

DIST- KAMRUP (M)

ASSA

VERSUS

THE STATE OF ASSAM AND 4 ORS.
REP. BY THE SECY. TO THE GOVT. OF ASSAM, HOME DEPTT., DISPUR,

KAMRUP (M), ASSAM- 781006

2:THE DY. COMMISSIONER
KAMRUP (R)

INDOOR STADIUM ROAD
AMINGAON

GHY

ASSAM- 781039

3:THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE
KAMRUP (R)

KAMPUR

TRIPTI NAGAR

AMINGAON
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GHY
ASSAM- 781031

4. THE CIRCLE OFFICER
KAMALPUR REVENUE CIRCLE
DIMU ROAD
KAMALPUR
ASSAM- 781380

5:THE OFFICER-IN-CHARGE
BAIHATA PS.

BAIHATA

KAMRUP (R)

ASSAM

PIN- 78138

Advocate for the petitioner(s): Ms. MC Das

Advocate for the respondent(s): Mr. N Goswami

Government Advocate, Assam

BEFORE
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEVASHIS BARUAH
ORDER
30.08.2024

Heard Ms. C Das, the learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioners
and Mr. N Goswami, the learned Junior Government Advocate appearing on
behalf of the respondent State.

2. The petitioners herein have approached this Court being aggrieved by the
lack of proper investigation being carried out in connection with Baihata Chariali
Police Station Case No0.51/2019 and Baihata Chariali Police Station Case
No.58/2019. In addition to that, the petitioners have also sought for that proper

security be provided to the petitioners.
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3. This Court has duly taken note of the affidavit-in-opposition filed by the
respondent No.3, wherein it has been mentioned that both the cases which had
been registered as Baihata Chariali Police Station Case N0.51/2019 as well as
Baihata Chariali Police Station Case No0.58/2019 have been duly investigated and

final reports have been submitted on account of insufficient evidence.

4. This Court has also duly taken note of the communication issued by the
Superintendent of Police Kamrup (R) Amingaon dated 01.04.2019 pursuant to
the order passed by this Court on 27.03.2019.

5. Taking into account the above, nothing further survives in the instant writ

petition and the same stands closed.

6. Be that as it may, the petitioners can always avail other remedies as

provided under the extant laws.

JUDGE

Comparing Assistant



