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

Case No. : WP(C)/1759/2021 

M/S CHINMOY BORAH ENGINEERS AND CONTRACTORS 
THROUGH ITS PROPRIETOR, SH. CHINMOY BORAH, AGED ABOUT 44 
YEARS, S/O- SH. PRAMOD BORAH, R/O- CHAGOLI CHUBURI, P.O. 
BHAGURI, DIST.- SONITPUR, PIN- 784153, ASSAM

VERSUS 

THE UNION OF INDIA AND 5 ORS 
REP. BY THE SECY. AND DIRECTOR GENERAL, DEPTT. OF POSTS, DAK 
BHAWAN, SANSAD MARG, NEW DELHI- 110001

2:THE CHIEF POST MASTER GENERAL
 ASSAM POSTAL CIRCLE
 MEGHDOOT BHAWAN
 GHY-01
 DIST.- KAMRUP (M)
 ASSAM

3:THE ASSTT. DIRECTOR
 DEPTT. OF POSTS
 O/O THE CHIEF POST MASTER GENERAL
 ASSAM POSTAL CIRCLE
 MEGHDOOT BHAWAN
 GHY-01
 DIST.- KAMRUP (M)
 ASSAM

4:THE SENIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POST OFFICES
 DARRANG DIVISION
 DIST.- TEZPUR
 PIN- 784001
 ASSAM
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5:THE SUPERINTENDENT OF POST OFFICES
 DARRANG DIVISION
 DIST.- TEZPUR
 PIN- 784001
 ASSAM

6:SH. RANJIT CHOUDHURY
 S.C.ROAD
 TEZPUR
 DIST.- TEZPUR
 PIN- 784001
 ASSA 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MR. U K NAIR 

Advocate for the Respondent : ASSTT.S.G.I.  

                                                                                      

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KAUSHIK GOSWAMI

ORDER 
Date :  08-05-2024

 

None appears for the petitioner when the matter is called. Heard Ms. A.

Gayan, learned CGC for the respondent Nos. 1 to 5.

It  appears from the last order dated 19.04.2023 that Ms. D. Mahanta,

learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner submitted that she has

received no  instruction  from the  client  and accordingly  has  sought  time for

instruction  in  the  matter.  However,  today when the  matter  was  called none

appears on behalf of the petitioner. 

The subject matter of the petition relates to setting aside and quashing

the  order  dated  10.03.2021  issued  by  the  respondents  whereby  the  mail

conveyance services work on the merged/new Tezpur-North Lakhimpur route



Page No.# 3/3

was awarded in favour of the Respondent No. 6. 

In view of no representation today, it appears that perhaps the petitioner

is not interested in pursuing the present writ petition.

Accordingly, the writ petition stands disposed of for non-prosecution. 

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


