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IN THE MATTER OF -

Shri Lunkim Yamkhogin Khonsai, S/o. Late
Tongkhothan, Senior Engineer of Power Grid
Corporation of India Ltd. Daparijo, P.O. & P.S.-
Daparijo, Dist.- Upper Subansiri, (A.P.). |
Permanent resident of Molnom Village, P.O-
Ukhrol, Dist.- Ukhrol, Manipur. '

. PPl Lo 1— Writ Petitioner

- Versus -

Union of India, represented by the Secretary to the
Govt. of India, Ministry of Finance, New Delhi.

The Chief Commissioner of Income Tax (NER),
Guwahati, Assam.

. The Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax,

Guwabhati.

)ﬁ
Commissioner of Income Tax, Dibrugarh, Assam.

. Income Tax Officer, Ward, North Lakhimpur,

Assam.
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MC (WPC) 115(AP)/2010

BEFORE
THE HON’'BLE MR JUSTICE IA ANSARI
:ORDER::
04.01.2011
By making this application, the applicant has sought for
condonation of 749 days delay in filing the petition for restoration of
WP(C) No.150(AP) of 2004, which was dismissed for default, on

18.11.2008.
Heard Mr. K. K. Parasha(r, learned counsel for the applicant.

Having perused the reasons assigned by the applicant for the
delay in filing the application for restoration, I am of the view that
the applicant has assigned sufficient convincing reasons for the delay,
which has taken place.

In view of the above and in the interest of justice, the delay, in
preferring the application for restoration, is hereby condoned.

The Misc. Case shall accordingly stand disposed of.
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