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-AND-
IN THE MATTER OF:

Smti Hage Yania, wife of Shri Hage
Obin, resident of Chandra Nagar,

Itanagar (A.P).

......... PETITIONER

-Versus-

1. The State of Arunachal Pradesh

represented through its Chief
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Secretary, Government of Arunachal

Pradesh, Itanagar.

2. The Secretary,YLand Management,

Government of Afunachal Pradesh,

Itanagar.
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3. The Director, Land Management,

Government ofl Arunachal Pradesh,

Itanagar.

4. The Deputy Commissioner, Capital

Complex, Naharlégun, Arunachal
Pradesh.
5. The Distriict Agricultural

' Officer cum  Member Secretary,

APMC, Papum Pare\District, Yupiaf

Arunachal Pradesh.
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W P (C) No.496 (AP 2010

BEFORE
THE HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE HRISHIKESH ROY

24-01-2011

1t is submitted by Mr. N Lowang, learned Addl. Senior Govt.
Advocate that the Appellate Authority i.e. the Dy. Commissioner,

# Capital Complex has resumed his duty and accordingly the pending
Appeal No.2/2010 filed by the petitioner, against the impugned
eviction order dated 15.4.2010 passed by the Estate Officer
(Annexure-8), can now be heard by the said authority.

| Mr. T Pertin, learned counsel appearing for the petitioner
submits that an application for interim order has also been filed
along with the appeal and the Appellate Authority should consider
the said application and until such consideration is made, the
impugned eviction order should be stayed.
| Having regard to the fact that the petitioner has already filed
ain appeal against the eviction order, it/ would now be appropjriate
for the Appellate Authority to pass any |order interim or otherWise,
in the appeal. However since interim ?rder was recorded by this

Court on 22.12.2010 because of the non-availability of the

Appellate Authority, the Court’s interim| order is extended unfil 70

February, 2011. In the meantime, the Dy. Commissioner may

con5|der the interim prayer of the appel lant in its own merit.

Accordingly this writ petition is disposed of by permlttlng the
petltloner to avail of the remedy in appeal against the impugned

Qrder of the Estate Officer. It is made clear however that this

¢oun’s interim order shall not operate beyond 7" February, 2011.
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