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

Case No. : WP(C)/6209/2018 

HAMIDA KHATUN 
W/O. LATE ABDUL MANNAF, RESIDENT OF VILLAGE CHOTA ROWMARI, 
P.O. KACHUMARI, P.S. NAGAON SADAR, DIST. NAGAON (ASSAM).

VERSUS 

THE STATE OF ASSAM AND 4 ORS. 
REP. BY THE COMMISSIONER AND SECRETARY TO THE GOVT. OF ASSAM, 
REVENUE (SETTLEMENT) DEPTT., DISPUR, GUWAHATI-6.

2:THE DIRECTOR

 LAND RECORDS AND SURVEYS ETC.
 RUPNAGAR
 GUWAHATI-22.

3:THE DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
 (LAND SETTLEMENT BRANCH) NAGAON
 P.O. AND DIST. NAGAON (ASSAM)

4:THE ADDITIONAL DEPUTY COMMISSIONER

 (REVENUE BRANCH) NAGAON
 P.O. AND DIST. NAGAON (ASSAM).

5:THE CIRCLE OFFICER

 NAGAON SADAR REVENUE CIRCLE
 P.O. AND DIST. NAGAON (ASSAM) 

For the Petitioner(s)                 : Mrs. R. Choudhury, Advocate
                                                                                                                   
For the Respondent(s)              : Ms. U. Das, Addl. Sr. GA
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BEFORE

HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DEVASHIS BARUAH

ORDER 
Date :  10.01.2024

 
1.    The  instant  writ  petition  has  been  filed  seeking  a  direction  upon  the

Respondent Authorities to accept the revenues of the land measuring  8 Bighas

2 Kathas 3 Lechas covered by Dag No.172 (new) 243 (old), Patta No.9 (new) 10

(old) Mouza Kachmari  under Nagaon Sadar, Revenue Circle in the District  of

Nagaon, Assam.

2.    It reveals from a perusal of the materials on record that on the basis of an

order passed vide No. AK No.42/71-72 and the DC’s office Memo No.14447-48

dated 11.07.1972, the land measuring 8 Bighas 2 Kathas 3 Lechas pertaining to

Dag No.283 was made Government Khas land. It is under such circumstances,

this Court taking into account that the writ petition was filed in the year 2018,

directed the writ  petitioner to  produce any document to show till  when the

Petitioner has paid the revenue. Accordingly, various opportunities were given to

the Petitioner but the Petitioner has not been able to produce such documents.

This conduct on the part of the Petitioner not only shows that the Petitioner is

not interested in the present proceedings but also the filing of the instant writ

petition grossly suffers from laches. 

3.    Accordingly, this Court finds no reason for issuance of a writ in the instant

proceedings for which the instant writ petition stands dismissed.

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


