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Serial No.02
Supp. List

HIGH COURT OF MEGHAI AYA
AT SHILI ONG

WP(C). No. 8 of 2025

Date of Decision : 28.01.2025

Shri. Neriush M.Sangma
...Petitioner

-Versus-

1. The State of Meghalaya,
Represented by the Chief Secretary to the
Government of Meghalaya, Shillong.

2. Deputy Commissioner,
West Garo Hills District,
Tura, Meghalaya.

3. Additional Deputy Commissioner and
Joint Registrar of Societies,
Tura, West Garo Hills District,
Meghalaya.

4. The Registrar of Societies,
Government of Meghalaya,
Shilllong.
...Respondents

Coram:
Hon’ble Mr. Justice H.S.Thangkhiew, Judge

Appearance:
For the Petitioner/Applicant(s) : Ms. D.F.Mawrie, Adv.

For the Respondent(s) : Mr. H.Kharmih,Addl.Sr. GA.
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i) Whether approved for reporting in Yes/No
Law journals etc:

ii)  Whether approved for publication Yes/No
in press:._

JUDGMENT AND ORDER (ORAL)

1. Heard Ms. D.F.Mawrie, learned counsel for the petitioner.

2. Issue notice.
3. Mr. H.Kharmih, learned Addl. Sr. GA is present and accepts notice

on behalf of all the respondents.

4. The writ petitioner is before this Court with a prayer for issuance of
directions to the respondents No. 3 & 4 to expedite the process of renewing

the Certificate of Registration of the Association.

5. It is submitted by the learned counsel that the writ application has
been preferred in view of the fact that on an earlier occasion when the
renewal was sought, the same was rejected due to the fact that the
President had a case registered against him. It is further submitted that as a
new body has been reconstituted with fresh members, it is incumbent upon
the respondents No. 3 & 4 to renew the Registration of the Association.

She therefore, prays for appropriate directions in this regard.
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6. Mr. H.Kharmih, learned Addl. Sr. GA on behalf of all the
respondents submits that the writ petition is premature, inasmuch as, there
is no order of rejection on record and further, even a copy of the
application or acknowledgement of the fresh application has not been
annexed. He therefore, prays that the writ petition be rejected at this stage

in view of the insufficiency of materials or any fresh cause of action.

7. Having heard learned counsel for the parties and having examined
the materials on record, it is seen that there is no order of rejection and also
the factum of application, or that the same is in process is also not

available.

8. In this view of the matter, the writ petition being clearly premature
in the absence of any tangible cause of action at this stage, the same is not

entertained and dismissed.

Judge
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