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

Case No. : WP(C)/2342/2023 

SAMBHU BARMAN @ SAMBHU RAM BARMAN 
S/O PURNA RAM BARMAN, R/O BONDA COLONY, BONDA GAON, P.S.-
PRAGJYOTISHPUR, DIST-KAMRUP (M)-781026

VERSUS 

THE UNION OF INDIA AND 4 ORS. 
REPRESENTED BY THE SECRETARY, MINISTRY OF ELECTRONICS AND 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY, BANGLA SAHIB ROAD, BEHIND KALI 
MANDIR, GOLE MARKET, NEW DELHI-110001

2:THE STATE OF ASSAM
 REPRESENTED BY THE COMMISSIONER AND SECRETARY
 GOVT. OF ASSAM
 FOOD CIVIL SUPPLIES AND CONSUMER AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT
 DISPUR
 GUWAHATI-6

3:THE CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER (CEO)
 UNIQUE IDENTIFICATION AUTHORITY OF INDIA
 GOVT. OF INDIA
 NEW DELHI-110001

4:THE REGIONAL OFFICER
 UIDAI REGIONAL OFFICE
 GUWAHATI
 BLOCK-V
 FIRST FLOOR
 HOUSEFED COMPLEX
 BELTOLA-BASISTA ROAD
 DISPUR
 GUWAHATI
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 ASSAM-781006

5:THE SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT OF ASSAM
 GENERAL ADMINISTRATION DEPARTMENT
 GOVERNMENT OF ASSAM
 DISPUR
 GUWAHATI-0 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MS. D GHOSH 

Advocate for the Respondent : DY.S.G.I.  

                                                                                      

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SOUMITRA SAIKIA

ORDER 
Date :  24.05.2024
 
        Heard Mr. S.K. Chakma, learned counsel for the petitioner. Also heard Mr.

P.S. Bhattacharyya, learned counsel for the respondent Nos. 1, 3 and 4. 

        The learned counsel for the respondent Nos. 1, 3 and 4 has produced the

copy of instructions received from the Unique Identification Authority of India

(UIDA) Regional Office, Guwahati to submit that as per the records petitioner’s

Aadhaar has already been generated on 05.07.2021 against the EID number-

27837772500519 dated 16/12/2020.

The  petitioner  can  download  the  e-Aadhar  against  his  EID  number-

27837772500519.

Copy  of  this  instruction  is  furnished  to  the  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner.

Mr. S.K. Chakma, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that in view of

the instructions received no further caused survives to pursue the writ petition.

The writ  petition, is  accordingly found to be infructuous and the same
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stands dismissed as infructuous.            

                                                                                            JUDGE 

Comparing Assistant


