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IN THE MATTER OF: *
1 Er. Subu Tacho, AE, Assistant P4

; . CPwD
Surveyor of Works, Capital Circleq P.O

& P.S Itanagar, Papumpare District,

e Arunachal Pradesh
2. Er. Gyati Anda, AE,
Namsai PWD Sub-division, Lohit : k
district, Arunachal Pradesh, R ©: VA<
3, Er. Bini Pelen, AE,
Presently Functional Executive \
Engineer, PWD [Highway], Doimukh |
Division, Papum-pare District,
Arunachal Pradesh, p.© D oLk,

[Common cause] £ ..Petitioners

- Versus -

1. The State of Arunachal Pradesh

represented by the Chief Secretary,
Govt. of Arunachal Pradesh, Itanagar.

2. The Commissioner, Public Works
Department, Govt. of Arunachal
Pradesh, Itanagar.

...Respondents




WP(C) 503 (AP) OF 2010

- BEFORE
THE HON’BLE MR JUSTICE IA ANSARI
::ORDER::

Heard Mr. S. Tapin, learned counsel for the petitioners, and Mr. RH
Nabam, learned Senior Govt. Advocate, appearing for the respondents.

By making this writ petition, under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India, the petitioners have, essentially, sought for issuance of appropriate
writ(s) commanding the respondents to hold a review DPC for the purpose of
making promotion to the post of Assistant Engineer.

On taking up this writ petition for consideration, the learned Senior
Govt. Advocate has submitted that the review DPC has been held, on
27.12.2010, and that the result of the review DPC would be shortly
announced and necessary follow-up action will be taken expeditiously.

Considering the matter in its entirety and in the interest of justice, this
writ petition, as agreed to by the learned counsel for the parties, is disposed
of with direction to the respondents to c‘omplete, within a period of two
months from today, the process of making promotion to the posts of Assistant
Engineer, which form the subject-matter of controversy in this writ petition.

With the above observations and directions, this writ petition shall
stand disposed of. k\
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