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

(ITANAGAR BENCH)

Case No. : IA(C)/174/2024 

United Brothers Distilleries Pvt Ltd 
Pappu Hills, Naharlagun, Arunachal Pradesh 791110 represented by its one of the 
Director, Mr Niraj Sharma, Son of Tek Chand Sharma, resident of 611-B, Beverly 
Park-1, Near MG Road, Sikhanderpur Ghosi (68) Gurgaon, HAryana, 122002  

VERSUS 

The Union of India and Anr 
represented by the Secretary, Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, having his
office at 137, North Block, New Delhi 110001 2:The Principal Commissioner
 Age: 0
 Occupation : 
 CGST and CX
 Itanagar Commissionerate
 Sector A Naharlagun
 Arunachal Pradesh 79111 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : Tapi Omo, 

Advocate for the Respondent : Marto Kato, DSGI  

                                                                                      

               -BEFORE-

                  HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE KALYAN RAI SURANA

20.09.2024

Heard Mr. T. Omo, learned counsel for the applicant; Mr. K. Boro,

learned counsel for respondent No. 2 and Mr. M. Kato, learned DSGI for

respondent No. 1.



Page No.# 2/3

This  Interlocutory Application has been filed  for  extension of  the

interim order dated 12.07.2022 in the connected WP (C) 203 (AP) 2024

(formerly WP (C) 4614 of 2022).

The learned counsel for the applicant has submitted that the matter

was  listed  on  18.09.2024  and  the  matter  was  mention  and  allowed.

However, due to inadvertent omission, omitted to have the interim order

extended.

The learned counsel for the opposite party have opposed the prayer.

The Court recollects that on 18.09.2024, after the order was signed

and uploaded, the learned counsel for the applicant did make a verbal

prayer  for  extension  of  the  interim  order.  However,  as  the  order  was

uploaded, the order could not be altered. 

Accordingly, the Court finds good and sufficient cause explained by

the learned counsel for the applicant to have inadvertently omitted prayer

for extension of  the interim order when mention for adjournment was

made on 18.09.2024.

Accordingly,  prayer  made  in  this  Interlocutory  Application  stands

allowed.

The I.A. stands allowed.

 

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE
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Comparing Assistant


