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

Case No. : IA(Crl)/11/2024

Malung Panyang

Son of Late Tayam Panyang, resident of Ledum Village,
PO Bilat, PS Ruksin, East Siang District,

Arunachal Pradesh

VERSUS

The State of AP and Anr
through the PP

2: XXX

Age: 0
Occupation

Advocate for the Petitioner : Amy Talom

Advocate for the Respondent : P P of AP

BEFORE
HONBLE MR. JUSTICE BUDI HABUNG

ORDER
Date : 09.04.2024

Heard Mr. N. Pada, learned counsel for the applicant. Also heard Mr. T. Ete,

learned Additional Public Prosecutor for the State respondent No. 1 and Mr. L.



Page No.# 2/2

Perme, learned counsel appearing for the respondent No. 2.

This is an application under Section 5 of the Limitation Act, 1963, praying

for condonation of delay of 90 days in filing the connected Criminal Appeal.

The grounds for delaying in filing the connected appeal has been

explained in paragraph No. 6 of the condonation petition.

On perusal of the ground stated in paragraph No. 6 of the petition, I am
fully convinced and satisfied that the petitioner has been able to show a
sufficient cause for not preferring the connected appeal within the stipulated
time. Moreover, the learned counsel for the respondents has no objection, if the

delay of 90 days in filing the connected appeal is condoned.

In view of the above, the delay of 90 days in filing the connected appeal is

hereby condoned.

With the above observation, the interlocutory application stands allowed

and disposed of.

JUDGE

Comparing Assistant



