THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT
(HIGH COURT OF ASSAM, NAGALAND, MEGHALAYA, MANIPUR, TRIPURA
MIZORAM AND ARUNACHAL PRADESH)
ITANAGAR PERMANENT BENCH
NAHARLAGUN ¢

Appeal from AR Rw No...4Z(AP) 2011
Writ Petition (Civil) .
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T IN THE MATTER OF:
;9 1. Shri Balo Mukh.
/ S/o Shri Balo Tamin.

R/o Damsite, Naharlagun.
P.O/R.S Naharlagun.
Dist- Papum Pare.

| | Arunachal Pradesh.

| | | L Smti, Toko Natu.
| | | - W/ Shri Toko Jyoti.
| R/o [ndustrial Colony
g s . ‘ A-Sector, Naharlagun.
~ P.O/P.S Naharlagun.
Dist+- Papum Pare.

Arunachal Pradesh.

cy S"mti‘.j Heri Jeﬂgging.
i P ‘  W/o|Heri Tagung.
| | R/0 Donyi Polo road,

| | = iy =Itanalgar!. |

| P.O/P.S Itanagar.

| Dist- Pa;pum Pare.

| Aruhacl#al Pradesh.
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4. Smti. Haki Dumper.

* W/o Shri Haki Tako.

- R/o Divis ior{ IV, Itanagar.
‘ P.pP.S Itanagar.

‘ Dist- Papum Pare.
Arunachal Pradesh.

5. Dr. Toko Laxmi.

W/o Shr

| Balo Raja.

R/o Damsite, Naharlagun.

P.O/P.S
Dist— Pa

Naharlagun.

pum Pare.

' ‘ \ ' ijrunacl'lal Pradesh.

| il ’ ' | &/ | 2, '
| | C Chimbinn Caund) "......Revision

_VERSUS-

State of Atunachal Pradesh.
Represented by Public Prosecutor.

..... Respondent.
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Crl. Rev. P No.2(AP)2011

\
| BEFORE
- THE HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HRISHIKESH ROY

25-01-2011

Mr. N Ratan, learned counsel| appearing for the petitioners

;submits that instead of a Criminal Revision Petition, he needs to file
a quashing petitjon to challenge the i? pugned order.

Accordinl;ly he seei(s liberty tor withdraw this case and to re-
approach the Court with an approprie?te petition.

Mr. 1 Bagar, learned Addl. P.P.l does not oppose the prayer of
the petitioner.

Accordingly the Criminal Revision Petition is disposed of on

withdrawal.
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