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SUPREMECOURTOF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Civil Appeal No('s) . 872/ 2005
MUNI CI PAL CORPORATI ON OF DELHI Appel | ant ('s)
VERSUS
L. K. GARG Respondent ( s)

(with appln. (s) for bringing on record and office report)
Date : 11/05/2015 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE A K. SIKRI
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN

For Appellant(s)
Ms. Amta Qupta, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. P.H Parekh, Sr. Adv.

M. Sumt GCoel, Adv.

M. Vishal Prasad, Adv.
Ms. S. Lakshmi |yer, Adv.
Ms. Ritika Sethi, Adv. for
M

é. Par ekh & Co.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng
ORDER

The appeal is dismssed in terns of the signed order.

( SUMAN WADHWA) (SUMAN JAIN)
AR- cum PS COURT MASTER
Signed order is placed on the file.

Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by
Suman Wadhwa
Dat e: 2015.05. 12

11:30:58 I ST
Reason:
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO 872 OF 2005
Muni ci pal corporation of Del hi Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS

L.K arg Respondent ( s)



ORDER

we find from t he records t hat the tax ef f ect
particularly here is only Rs.20,000/-and the period invol ved
i s about 30 years. I nasmuch as with effect from 2004 the
whol e basis of levying the property tax has changed maki ng
the property in Delhi exigible to property tax on unit area
by virtue of amendment in the Del hi Municipal Act. For this
reason alone, we are not inclined to entertain this appeal
However, we | eave the question of |aw open to be determ ned
in an appropriate case. The appeal is accordi ngly

di sm ssed

( ROHI NTON FALI NARI MAN)
New Del hi ;
Date: 11.5.2015.



