
Page No.# 1/5

GAHC030000642024

       

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

Case No. : I.A.(Civil)/22/2024 

The Union of India and Anr. 
r/b the Secretary to the Govt. of India Ministry of Defence, South Block, New Delhi-
110011 

VERSUS 

The State of Mizoram and 18 Ors. 
r/b the Chief Secretary to the Govt. of Mizoram, New Capital Complex, Khatla, 
Aizawl, Mizoram  

Advocate for the Petitioner     : Mr. Sanjay Kumar Medhi 

Advocate for the Respondent : Ms. Mary Lalruatkimi Khiangte  

 Linked Case : I.A.(Civil)/34/2024

Union of India r/b the Secretary to the Govt. of India
 Ministry of Defence and Anr.
 Ministry of Defence
 South Block
 New Delhi-110011

 VERSUS

 State of Mizoram r/b the Chief Secretary to the Govt. of Mizoram and 18 Ors.
 New Capital Complex
 Khatla
 Aizawl
 Mizoram
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 Advocate for the Petitioner : Mr. Sanjay Kumar Medhi
 Advocate for the Respondent : 

 Linked Case : WA/6/2024

The Union of India and Anr.
 R/by the Secretary to the Govt. of India
 Ministry of Defence South Block
 New Delhi-110011

2: The Defencne Estate Officer
 Guwahati Circle
 Narangi
 Military Station
 Guwahati-26
 VERSUS

 The State of Mizoram and 18 Ors.
 r/b the Chief Secretary to the Govt. of Mizoram
 New Capital Complex
 Khatla
 Aizawl
 Mizoram

 2:The Secretary to the Govt. of Mizoram
 Land Revenue and Settlement Department
 New Capital Complex
 Khatla
 Aizawl
 Mizoram

 3:The Director
 Land Revenue and Settlement Department
 Aizawl

 4:The Deputy Commissioner
 Mamit District
 Mamit
 Mizoram

 5:Sh Zuithanga (now dead)
 S/o Vara (L)
 West Phaileng
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 Mamit District
 Mizoram
 r/b his son Rosanga

 6:Sh Chaukunga (now dead)
 S/o Lianngura
 West Phaileng
 Mamit District
 Mizoram
 r/b his wife Tlangkhumi

 7:Smt Rochhungi
 w/o Lalthanzuala Sailo
 West Phaileng
 Mamit District
 Mizoram

 8:Sh Darrikhuma
 S/o Ruala
 West Phaileng
 Mamit District
 Mizoram

 9:Sh Tlangkhuma (now dead)
 S/o Rualkhuma
 West Phaileng
 Mamit District
 Mizoram
 r/b his son Ropianga

 10:Sh Lalnghenga (now dead)
 S/o Sangkhuma
 West Phaileng
 Mamit District
 Mizoram
 r/b his daughter Hmangaihzuali

 11:Sh C.Vanlalsiama (now dead)
 S/o Ch.Lianngura (L)
 West Phaileng
 Mamit District
 Mizoram
 r/b his wife Darrikhumi

 12:Smt Hranglawmi (now dead)
 D/o Pachhunga (L)
 West Phaileng
 Mamit District
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 Mizoram
 r/b his son Lalsiahnuna Sailo

 13:Sh Thiamsanga
 S/o Sialaichhunga
 West Phaileng
 Mamit District
 Mizoram

 14:Sh Kapthangpuia (now dead)
 S/o Thangthuami
 West Phaileng
 Mamit District
 Mizoram
 r/b his son Lalzawngliana

 15:Sh Laldingliana (now dead)
 S/o Kapzauva
 West Phaileng
 Mamit District
 Mizoram
 r/b his son J.Lalrongenga

 16:Sh C.Thankhuma
 S/o Lianngura
 West Phaileng
 Mamit District
 Mizoram

 17:The Secretary to the Govt. of India
 Ministry of Home Affairs
 North Block
 New Delhi

 18:The Director
 Govt. of India
 Ministry of Home Affairs
 North Block
 New Delhi

 19:The Joint Secretary
 Govt. of India
 Ministry of Home Affairs (N.E.Division)
 North Block
 New Delhi

 Advocate for the Petitioner : Mr. Sanjay Kumar Medhi
 Advocate for the Respondent : Ms. Mary Lalruatkimi Khiangte for R1-R4 
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B E F O R E
 

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MICHAEL ZOTHANKHUMA
HON’BLE MRS. JUSTICE MARLI VANKUNG

ORDER
 
10.04.2024
 
          Heard  Mr.  S.K.  Medhi,  learned  counsel  for  the  applicants.  Also  heard  Mr.

Zoramchhana,  learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  respondent  Nos.  5  to  16,  Ms.

Zairemsangpuii, learned CGC appearing for respondent Nos. 17 to 19 and Ms. Mary L.

Khiangte, learned Government Advocate appearing for respondent Nos. 1 to 4. 

          Mr. S.K. Medhi, learned counsel for the applicants submits that there is a delay of

58 days in filing the appeal. 

          The counsels for the respondents submit that they have got no objection to the

delay being condoned. 

          In view of the consent of the parties and keeping in view the reasons given by

the applicants for the delay in filing the appeal, we find that sufficient cause of the

delay has been made out. 

 The IA is accordingly allowed and disposed of. 

 

          

                                                JUDGE                      JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


