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

Case No. : WP(C)/1144/2025 

RAMISHA BEGUM 
W/O- LATE NOUSAD ALI R/O- VILL. AND P.O.- DUMURIA P.S.- TAMULPUR, 
DIST.- BAKSA, BTR, ASSAM. PIN-781367

VERSUS 

THE STATE OF ASSAM 
REPRESENTED BY THE CHIEF SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT OF 
ASSAM, DISPUR, GUWAHATI-6

2:THE PRINCIPAL SECRETARY
 TO THE GOVT OF ASSAM
 DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL-B
 ASSAM
 DISPUR
 GUWAHATI-06

3:THE DISTRICT COMMISSIONER
 BAKSA
 AT MUSHALPUR

4:BODOLAND TERRITORIAL COUNCIL
 REP. BY THE PRINCIPAL SECRETARY TO THE 
 BODOLAND TERRITORIAL COUNCIL
 KOKRAJHAR

5:THE SECRETARY
 BODOLAND TERRITORIAL COUNCIL
 PERSONNEL DEPARTMENT
 KOKRAJHA 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MR. U K DAS, J M BAISHYA,H THAKURIYA,MS. B D SARMAH



Page No.# 2/3

Advocate for the Respondent : GA, ASSAM, SC. BTC  

 Linked Case : WP(C)/1158/2025

Md Jainal Ali
S/O- LATE MAMIN ALI
 R/O- VILL.- UTTAR GOLBERA
 P.O.- NIZDEFELI
 P.S.- TAMULPUR
 DIST.- BAKSA
 BTR
 ASSAM. PIN-781367.

 VERSUS

THE STATE OF ASSAM
REPRESENTED BY THE CHIEF SECRETARY TO THE GOVERNMENT OF 
ASSAM
 DISPUR
 GUWAHATI-6

2:THE PRINCIPAL SECRETARY
TO THE GOVT OF ASSAM
 DEPARTMENT OF PERSONNEL-B
 ASSAM
 DISPUR
 GUWAHATI-06

 3:THE DISTRICT COMMISSIONER
BAKSA
 AT MUSHALPUR

 4:BODOLAND TERRITORIAL COUNCIL
REP. BY THE PRINCIPAL SECRETARY TO THE BODOLAND TERRITORIAL 
COUNCIL
 KOKRAJHAR

 5:THE SECRETARY
BODOLAND TERRITORIAL COUNCIL
 PERSONNEL DEPARTMENT
 KOKRAJHAR
 ------------



Page No.# 3/3

 Advocate for : UJJWAL KUMAR DAS
Advocate for : SC
 BTC appearing for THE STATE OF ASSAM

                                                                                       

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANJAN MONI KALITA

ORDER 
Date :  --31.03.2026
 

1.      Heard Mr. U. K. Das, learned counsel for the petitioner. Also heard Mr.

N. Shama, learned Standing Counsel for the BTC, who submitted that he

was  appointed  as  Standing  Counsel  for  the  BTC  only  in  the  month  of

October  last  year;  therefore,  he  did  not  have  any  time  to  prepare  the

affidavit in the instant case.

2.       In view of the aforesaid, he has prayed for some time. Accordingly,

two weeks’ time is allowed.

3.       Let the matters be fixed after the ensuing Bihu vacation.

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


