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

Case No. : Cont.Cas(C)/19/2025 

Lalnunthari 
D/o Lalthuama, R/o D-30/a, PWD Tlang, Zarkawt, Aizawl, Mizoram  

VERSUS 

Sh Rajesh Kumar Singh and 6 Ors. 
Secretary to the Govt. of India, Ministry of Defence, South Block, New Delhi - 
1100112:Sh Govind Mohan
 Secretary to the Govt. of India
 Ministry of Home Affairs
 North Block
 New Delhi-110001

3:Sh A.K.Dhyani
 The Director (North East-II)
 Ministry of Home Affairs
 North Block
 New Delhi - 110001

4:Sh Shailendra Nath Gupta
 The Defence Estate Officer
 Gauhati Circle
 P.O.Silpukhuri
 Gauhati - 781003

5:Sh Khilli Ram Meena
 Chief Secretary to the Govt. of Mizoram
 New Capital Complex
 Khatla
 Aizawl
 Mizoram

6:Sh R.Lalramnghaka
 Secretary to the Govt. of Mizoram
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 Land Revenue and Settlement Department
 New Capital Complex
 Khatla
 Aizawl
 Mizoram

7:Sh Er. Lalhriatpuia
 District Collector/Deputy Commissioner
 Aizawl District
 Treasury Square
 Aizawl
 Mizora 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : Ms Valentina Laldinpuii 

Advocate for the Respondent :  

                                                                                      

 

B E F O R E

HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE SHAMIMA JAHAN
ORDER

 

06.10.2025
 

Mrs. H. Lalmalsawmi, learned counsel submits that the conducting counsel

Ms. Valentina Laldinpuii has some personal difficulty and has prayed that the

matter may be taken up on a later date.

Prayer is allowed.

Ms. H.C. Debora Lalnunziri, learned counsel appearing on behalf of Mrs.

Mary L. Khiangte, learned counsel for respondent Nos. 6 and 7 is present.

It  is  noticed  that  the  service  of  notice  upon  respondent  No.  4  is  not

complete  and  the  same  has  returned  unserved  on  26.08.2025  without  any
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postal note and as far as the other respondents are concerned i.e., respondent

Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 5, the service is not complete. 

As far as respondent No. 4 is concerned, it is directed that the petitioner may

take fresh steps for service of notice upon the said respondent and as far as

respondent Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 5 are concerned, let some more time be awaited

for the service of notice upon them.

List the matter after two (2) weeks on a date to be fixed by the Registry.

                                                            
         

        JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


