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                               THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT 

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

(ITANAGAR BENCH)

Case No. : IA(C)/178/2023 

The State of AP and 3 Ors 

represented by the Secretary, General Administration Deptt. Govt. of AP, Itanagar

2: The Secretary

 Age: 

 Occupation : 

 

3: The Director

 Age: 

 Occupation : 

 

4: The District Food and Civil Supply Officer

 Age: 

 Occupation 

VERSUS 

Bina Devi 

Wife of Shri Kanta Hazarika, R/o Bam Parvatia, Near DRC Office Parvati Nagar, 

Tezpur, District Sonitpur, assam  

Advocate for the Petitioner     : Subu Tapin 

Advocate for the Respondent : S K Singha  



Page No.# 2/4

 Linked Case : IA(C)/179/2023

The State of AP and 3 Ors

 Age: 0

 Occupation : 

Address:represented by the Secretary

 General Administration Deptt. Govt. of AP

 Itanagar

2: The Secretary

Age: 0

 Occupation : 

 Address:Department of Food and Civil Supply

 Govt. of AP

 Itanagar

 3: The Director

Age: 0

 Occupation : 

 Address:Department of Food and Civil Supply

 Govt. of AP

 Naharlagun

 4: The District Food and Civil Supply Officer

Age: 0

 Occupation : 

 Address:Lower Subansiri District

 Ziro

 AP

 VERSUS

Bina Devi

 Age: 0

Occupation : 

 Address:Wife of Shri Kanta Hazarika

 R/o Bam Parvatia

 Near DRC Office Parvati Nagar

 Tezpur

 District Sonitpur

 Assam

 

 ------------

 Advocate for : Subu Tapin

Advocate for : S K Singha appearing for Bina Devi: Advocate appearing for 

respectively.
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BEFORE

HONBLE MR. JUSTICE SUMAN SHYAM

HONBLE MR. JUSTICE KARDAK ETE

ORDER 

Date :  18-03-2024
(Suman Shyam, J)

 

          Mr. S. Tapin, learned counsel for the applicant is present. Mr. M.K. Neog, learned

counsel is present on behalf of the sole respondent.

          This I.A. has been filed under Section 5 of the Limitation Act, 1963 with a prayer to

condone the delay of 89 days in filing the connected appeal.

          We have perused the grounds stated in the I.A. explaining the delay. The opposite

party has filed objection. We have perused the same.

          After going through the pleadings of the parties, we are of the opinion that the

applicant has sufficiently explained the delay in filing the connected appeal. As such, the

delay of 89 days in filing the connected appeal stands condoned.

          I.A. stands allowed.

          On the request of Mr. Neog, office to list the connected writ appeal on 08-04-2024

for admission.

 

JUDGE                                    JUDGE

GS 
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Comparing Assistant


