
@ITEM NO.34 and 46              COURT NO.3                     SECTION IIIA

              S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A

                           RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                      

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).2000/2007

(From   the   judgement   and   order   dated   18/12/2006   in     CWP   No.   4953/2006     
of   The

HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

VIJAY DIXIT                                                 Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

ASSTT. COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX & ORS.                    Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned Judgment and prayer for

interim relief )

WITH 

SLP(C) NO. 2018 of 2007

SLP(C) NO. 2137 of 2007

SLP(C) NO. 2164 of 2007

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned Judgment and prayer for

interim relief and office report)

SLP(C) NO. 1838 of 2007

(With appln(s) for exemption from filing c/c of the impugned Judgment and prayer for

interim relief

Date: 09/02/2007  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE V.S. SIRPURKAR



For Petitioner(s)         Mr. Krishan Mahajan, Adv.

                                    Mr. K.Sampath, Adv.

                                    Ms. Lakshmi Iyengar, Adv.

                                    Mr. shailendra Paul, Adv. for

                          Mrs Rani Chhabra,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

              The   High  Court   has   dismissed   the   writ   petition  only  on   the   gr
ound

that notice, as envisaged in  Rajesh Kumar vs. Deputy Commissioner reported

in 287 ITR 91 (SC),  had not  been  issued to the  petitioner.     The  revenue   was

directed   to   issue   a   show   cause   notice   at   the   first   stage   and   petitione
r   was

given   an   opportunity   to   file   reply   to   the   same.     The   High   Court   has  
 not

decided the case on merits.  Counsel appearing contends that the High Court

should have decided the case on merits as well.

          The Special Leave Petitions are dismissed.  However, petitioner, if he

so   desires,   would   be   at   liberty   to   approach   the   High   Court   for   appropr
iate

relief   and   if   such   an   application   is   moved,   the   High   Court   shall   decid
e   the

same in accordance with law.  

            (Parveen Kr. Chawla)                                   (Kanwal Singh)



                 Court Master                                       Court Master


