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

Case No. : WP(C)/3320/2020 

M/S. DEHING NADI PACHIMANCHAL ANCHALIK MEEN SAMABAY SAMITI
LTD. 
A REGISTERED FISHERY CO OPERATIVE SOCIETY HAVING ITS 
REGISTERED OFFICE AT VILLAGE DEHING THAN GAON, ITAKHOLI, 
DIBRUGARH, REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY SRI SIBA BHUYAN, 
AGED ABOUR 45, S/O LATE TULSI RAM BHUYAN, RESIDENT OF VILLAGE 
DEHING THAN GAON, PO ITAKHULI, PS BARBARUAH, DIBRUGARH.

VERSUS 

THE STATE OF ASSAM AND 3 ORS. 
REPRESENTED BY THE COMMISSIONER AND SECRETARY TO THE 
GOVERNMENT OF ASSAM, FISHERY DEPARTMENT DISPUR, GUWAHATI 6

2:THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
 DIBRUGARH ASSAM

3:M/S DEHING PART 1 FISHERY CO OPERATIVE SOCIETY LIMITED
 REPRESENTED BY ITS SECRETARY SRI PRAFULLA HAZARIKA
 PO KHOWANG GHAT
 DIBRUGARH ASSAM

4:THE MISSING AUTONOMOUS COUNCIL
 O/O THE PRINCIPAL SECRETARY
 REPRESENTED BY ITS PRINCIPAL SECRETARY
 MISING AUTONOMOUS COUNCIL
 GOGAMUKH DHEMAJI ASSAM

5:DIHING RIVER PART-1
 FROM BEKHURI CHAPORI TO TETELIGURI GAON ATMA SAYHAYAK GUT 
BEING REP. BY ITS SECY. SRI HITENDRA TAID
 AGED ABOUT 33 YEARS
 S/O. DHANJAY TAID VILL. SESSAMUKH
 P.O. DIHINGTHAN P.S. DEMOW
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 DIST. SIVSAGAR
 ASSAM-78567 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MR H GUPTA, MS. R M SARMAH 

Advocate for the Respondent : GA, ASSAM, SC. FOR MISSING AUTONOMOUS COUNCIL,MR J
PAYENG (Resp. No. 5)  

                                                                                      

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MICHAEL ZOTHANKHUMA

ORDER 
Date : 31.08.2024
 

Ms. N. Chakraborty, learned counsel appearing on behalf of Mr. H. Gupta,

learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the writ  petition has become

infructuous. 

Mr. P. Sarmah, learned counsel appears for the AFDC, while Mr. D. Gogoi,

learned  counsel  appears  for  the  Mising  Autonomous  Council.  Mr.  S.  Banik,

learned counsel  appears for  the respondent  No.  3 and Ms.  U.  Das,  learned

counsel appears for the State respondents.

In view of  the submission made by the petitioner’s  counsel,  this  writ

petition is dismissed as infructuous. 

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


