REPORTABL
E
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
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W TH
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VERSUS
COW SSI ONER OF | NCOVE - A WARD, GORAKHPUR RESPONDENT( S)
JUDGMENT
A K SIKR,J.
Leave granted in SLP(C) No. 13766/2011
2. The Conmi ssioner of |ncone Tax, Gujarat Central, Ahmedabad-
t he appel | ant (hereinafter referred to as "the Revenue"),

aggrieved by the judgrment dated 20.01.2005 passed by the Hi gh Court

of Cujarat whereby the H gh Court has dism ssed the appeal of the
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Revenue affirmng the order of the Incone Tax Appellate Tribuna
Reason:

(hereinafter referred to as "I TAT") holding that the assessnent
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order dated 01.09. 1984 passed by the Assessing Oficer in respect

of Assessnent Year 1981-82 was tinme barred. W nmay nention at the



outset that in ternms of Section 153 of the Income Tax Act, 1961
(hereinafter referred to as "the Act"), tinme limt for conpletion
of the assessnment to be nmade under Sections 143 or 144 of the Act
is at any tine after the expiry of tw years fromthe end of the
Assessnment Year in which the incone is first assessable, where

Assessnent Year is comrenci ng on or after 01. 04. 1969. On
this

reckoni ng, the date by which assessnent shoul d have been carried

out by the Assessing Oficer in respect of Assessnment Year 1981-82

was 31. 03. 1984. The assessnent or der was, however, passed
on
01. 09. 1984. The Revenue cl ai med t hat this assessnent order
was
still within the prescribed period of linitation because of the
reason t hat on 13. 03. 1984 draft assessnent or der was p
assed

pertaining to the aforesaid Assessnent Year and forwarded to the

I nspecting Assi st ant Conmi ssi oner, Central Range- 11, Ahneda
bad

(hereinafter referred to as "the AC') on 13.03.1984 (i.e. before
31.03.1984). The I AC issued instructions under Section 144B of the
Act on 31.08.1984 and based on that the Assessing O ficer framed
the assessment on 01.09. 1984 under Section 143(3) of the Act read

with Section 144B of the Act.

3. The position t hat was t aken by t he Revenue was t hat
t he

period from 13.03.1984 to 31.03.1984, when the matter was before

t he I AC, had to be excl uded whil e conputi ng t he peri od
of
limtation of t wo years and once t he peri od is excl uded
t he

assessnent order was passed within the period of linmtation. The
3

contention of the respondent/assessee, on the other hand, was that,
by order dated 29.08.1983, the Conm ssioner of Incone Tax, Central

Ahnedabad (hereinafter referred to as "the aT) pas
sed under

Section 125A(1) of t he Act had assi gned al | t he po
wer s and



functions of t he | ncone Tax O ficer, Centr al Circle
Jamagar

(hereinafter referred to as "the ITO') to the I AC. This order was
passed specifically in the case of the respondent herein which

becane effective from 01. 09. 1983. It was their subm ssi o
n t hat

once, by virtue of the aforesaid order dated 29.08. 1983 passed by
the CIT, the ACis conferred concurrent jurisdiction, along with
I TO, enpowering himto nake assessnent order in the case of the
assessee, there was no question of forwarding the draft assessnent
order by the ITOto the I AC and this unnecessary and superfl uous
exerci se would not enure to the advantage of the Revenue giving it

t he benefit of t he peri od from 13. 03. 1984 to 31.08. 1984
whi | e

calculating the period of limtation of two years provi ded under
Section 153 of the Act. In nutshell, the subnission was that the
confernent of the powers of the Assessing O ficer upon the | AC, he
is in the sane position as the 1TO and draft assessnent order could

not be sent to himwho was brought at par with the | TO

4. The Assessi ng O ficer was not anused by t he
aforesaid

contention of t he assessee and repel | ed t he same res
ul ting in

fram ng of the assessnent order dated 01.09.1984. However, the |TAT
found force in the said subnission of the assessee and all owed t he
appeal thereby setting aside the assessment order. The Hi gh Court,

as pointed out above, has upheld this view of the | TAT, resulting
4

in the disnissal of the appeal of the appellant.

5. Bef ore proceeding further, we nay nention that in the appea
arising out of SLP( O No. 13766/ 2011  whi ch is preferred by t he
assessee- M s. Sar aya Sugar MIIls Pvt . Ltd., in t he same

circunstances, on the sanme question, the All ahabad H gh Court has
taken a contrary view. The High Court of Allahabad has found nerit

in the stand taken by the Revenue and excl uded the period during



which the draft assessment was forwarded to the IACtill the date
of receiving the instructions fromthe I AC under Section 144B of
the Act. We are, thus, faced with two conflicting views and to
decide as to which Hi gh Court has correctly decided the issue of

limtation.

6. W have already stated, in detail, the facts of G vil Appea

No. 2984 of 2008. Before we enbark upon our detail ed di scussion on

the issue, we would like to place on record the rel evant provisions

of the Act which have bearing on the issue. As nentioned above,

Secti on 153 prescribes limtation of t wo years for
assessnent under Section 143 or Section 144 of the Act. Avoiding

those portions of these Sections with which we are not concerned,

the material provisions are re-produced bel ow

"153. Tinme-linmt for conpletion of assessnments and

reassessments. - (1) No order of assessnent shal
be made under section 143 or section 144 at any
tinme after -

(a) the expiry of - ...
(iii) tw years fromthe end of the assessnent year
5

in which the incone was first assessable, where
such  assessnent year is an assessnent year
commenci ng on or after the 1st day of April, 1969;
or....

whi chever is latest. .

(3) The provisions of sub-sections (1) and (2)

shall not apply to the follow ng classes of
assessnents, reassessnents and re-conput ati ons
whi ch nay, subject to the provisions of sub-section
(2A), be conpleted at any time -

(ii) where the assessnent, reassessnent or
re-conputation is : nade on the assessee or any
person in consequence of or to give effect to any
finding or direction contained in an order under
section 250, 254, 260, 262, 263 or 264 or in an
order of any court in a proceedi ng otherw se than
by way of appeal or reference under this Act;..

Expl anation 1. - In conputing the period of
limtation for the purposes of this section -

(iv) the period (not exceedi ng one hundred and

ei ghty days) commencing fromthe date on which the
Inconme-tax Officer forwards the draft order under
sub-section (1) of section 144B to the assessee and
ending with the date on which the | ncone-tax

O ficer receives the directions fromthe Inspecting
Assi st ant Conmi ssi oner under sub-section (4) of
that section, or, in a case where no objections to
the draft order are received fromthe assessee, a
period of thirty days, or (iva) the period (not
exceedi ng sixty days) comencing fromthe date on
whi ch t he I ncome-t ax O ficer recei ved t he

maki ng



decl arati on under sub-section (1) of section 158A
and ending with the date on which the order under
sub-section (3) of that section is nade by him or

éhéli be excluded. . . ."

7. Section 123 of the Act lays down the jurisdiction of the I AC

and reads as under:

"123. Jurisdiction of I nspecting Assi st ant

Conmi ssioners - (1) The Inspecting Assistant

Conmi ssioners shall performtheir functions in

respect of such areas or of such persons or classes

of persons or of such incones or classes of incone
6

or of such cases or classes of cases as t he
Conmi ssi oner may direct.

(2) Where any directions issued under sub-section
(1) have assigned to two or nore Inspecting

Assi stant Conmi ssi oners, the sane area or the same
persons or cl asses of persons or the sane incones
or classes of incone or the sane cases or cl asses
of cases, they shall have concurrent jurisdiction
and shall performsuch functions in relation to the
said area or persons or classes of persons or

i ncones or classes of incone or cases or classes of
cases as the Comm ssioner may, by general or

speci al order in witing, specify, for the
distribution and allocation of the work to be
perforned. "

8. Section 124, on the other hand, deals with the jurisdiction of

the Incone Tax O ficer and reads as under

"124. Jurisdiction of Income-tax Oficers. - (1)
Income-tax O ficers shall performtheir functions
in respect of such areas or of such persons or

cl asses of persons or of such incones or classes of
i ncome or of such cases or classes of cases as the
Conmi ssi oner may direct.

(2) Where any directions issued under sub-section
(1) have assigned to two or nore |Income-tax

O ficers, the sane area or the sanme persons or

cl asses of persons or the same incones or classes
of income or the same cases or classes of cases
they shall have concurrent jurisdiction and shal
performtheir functions in relation to the said
area, or persons or classes of persons, or incones
or classes of incone, or cases or classes of cases,
in accordance with such general or special orders
in witing as the Conm ssioner or the Inspecting
Assi st ant Commi ssi oner aut hori sed by t he
Conmi ssioner in this behalf nay make for the
purpose of facilitating the performance of such
functions.

(3) Wthin the limts of the area assigned to him
the I ncome-tax O ficer shall have jurisdiction -
(a) in respect of any person carrying on a business
or profession, if the place at which he carries on
hi s business or profession is situate within the



area, or where his business or profession is
7

carried on in nore places than one, if the

princi pal place of his business or professionis
situate within the area, and

(b) in respect of any other person residing within
the area.

(4) Where a question arises under this section as
to whether an Incone-tax O ficer has jurisdiction
to assess any person, the question shall be

determi ned by the Conmi ssioner; or where the
guestion is one relating to areas within the
jurisdiction of different Conmi ssioners, by the
Conmi ssi oners concerned or, if they are not in
agreenent, by the Board.

(5) No person shall be entitled to call in question
the jurisdiction of an Income-tax O ficer -

(a) after the expiry of one nonth fromthe date on
whi ch he has made a return under sub-section (1) of
section 139 or after the conpletion of the
assessnent, whichever is earlier :-

(b) where he has nmade no such return, after the
expiry of the time allowed by the notice under
sub-section (2) of section 139 or under section 148
for the nmaking of the return.

(6) Subject to the provisions of sub-section (5),
wher e an assessee calls in question t he
jurisdiction of an Inconme-tax Oficer, then the
Incone- tax Officer shall, if not satisfied with
the correctness of the claim refer the matter for
det erm nati on under sub-section (4) bef ore
assessnent is nade.

(7) Notwithstandi ng anything contained in this
section or in section 130A, every | ncone-tax

O ficer shall have all the powers conferred by or
under this Act on an Incone-tax Oficer in respect
of any income accruing or arising or received
within the area for which he is appointed.

9. Li kewi se, Section 125 of the Act prescribes the powers of the
Conmi ssioner with respect to specified areas, cases, persons etc.

Section 125A of the Act, to which we shall advert at a |l ater stage,
di scusses the concurrent jurisdiction of 1AC and | TO under certain

circunst ances. Furt her, Secti on 130A of t he Act deal s

conmpetency of the ITOto performany function or functions under

certain specified circunstances. Sections 131 to 136 provide for
various powers of the Income Tax Authorities with which we are not
concerned in the present case. The inportant provisions directly
rel evant for the controversy in issue are contained in Chapter XV,
nanely, Sections 144A and 144B of the Act. Section 144A authorises
the 1AC to issue directions in certain cases and Sections 144B
provides that in certain cases reference is to be nade to the I AC

by the I TO before fram ng the final assessment order. Under Section



144A, the I AC may, on his own notion or on a reference bei ng made
to himby the 1TO or on the application of an assessee, call for
and exanmi ne the record of any proceedings in which the assessnent
is pending and, if he considers that, having regard to the nature
of the case or the anount involved or for any other reason, it is
necessary or expedient so to do, he may issue such directions as he
thinks fit for the guidance of the ITOto enable himto conplete

the assessnment. Directions so issued are binding on the ITO

10. Section 144B of the Act deals with a situation where the ITO
intends to pass an assessnent order which is in variation to the
income or loss that is shown in the return of the assessee and the
anount of such variation exceeds the anpbunt that can be fixed by
the Board under sub-Section (6) thereof. In such a situation, the
ITOis under obligation to first forward a draft of the proposed
order of assessnment to the assessee who can file his objections
within 7 days thereof and if the objections are received, the ITO
is to forward the draft order together with the objections to the

I AC. The I AC, after considering the draft order and the objections,
9

is enpowered to issue such directions as he thinks fit for the

gui dance of the ITOto conplete the assessnent.

11. From the reading of Section 153, the period (not exceeding 180

days) commencing fromthe date on which the I TO forwards the draft

order under sub-Section (1) of Section 144B to the assessee and
ending with the date on which the I TO receives the directions from

the 1 AC under sub-Section (4) of Section 144B, is to be excluded

whil e conputing the period of Iimtation

12. There is no quarrel up to this stage. However, as pointed out

in the earlier portion of this judgnent, as per the assessee when

the | AC was vest ed/ enpower ed with sane powers as that of | TO by
specific order of the CIT in respect of the respondent/assessee

itself and with the conferring of said powers the I1AC and |1 TO had



concerned jurisdiction over the assessee, there was no reason to

send t he draft assessnent order by t he ITO to t he I AC
appreci ate this contention, we at this st age, repr oduce
provi sions of Section 125A of the Act under which concurrent powers

can be assigned to the IAC as wel |.

"125A. Concurrent jurisdiction of I nspecting
Assi stant Commi ssi oner and | nconme-tax Officer. -
(1) The Conmi ssioner may, by general or speci al
order in witing, direct that all or any of the
powers or functions conferred on, or assigned to,
the Income-tax O ficer or Incone-tax Officers by or
under this Act in respect of any area, or persons
or classes of persons, or incones or classes of
i ncone, or cases or classes of cases, shall be
exerci sed or per f or ned concurrently by t he
I nspecting Assistant Conmi ssioner.
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(2) Where under sub-section (1), an Inspecting

Assi st ant Conmi ssi oner exerci ses concurrent
jurisdiction with one or nore Inconme-tax Oficers
in respect of any area, or persons or classes of
persons, or incomes or classes of incone, or cases
or classes of cases, the Incone-tax O ficer or

I ncome-tax Oficers shall exercise the powers and
perform the functions under this Act in
relation-thereto as the Inspecting Assi st ant
Conmi ssi oner may direct.

(3) Wthout prejudice to the generality of the

provi sions contained in sub-section (3) of section
119, every Incone-tax O ficer shall al so observe
and foll ow such instructions as may be issued to
himfor his guidance by the Inspecting Assistant
Conmi ssi oner within whose jurisdiction he perforns
his functions in relation to any particul ar
proceeding or the initiation of any proceeding

under this Act

Provi ded t hat no i nstructions, whi ch are
prejudicial to the assessee, shall be issued before
an opportunity is given to the assessee to be

hear d.

Expl anati on. - For t he pur poses of this
sub-section, no instruction as to the lines on

whi ch an i nvestigation connect ed with the

assessnent shoul d be made shall be deened to be an
instruction prejudicial to the assessee.

(4) Where an order is made under sub-section (1)
and the | nspecting Assistant Conmi ssioner exercises
the powers or perfornms the functions of an
Income-tax Officer in relation to any area, or
persons or classes of persons, or incones or

cl asses of income, or cases or classes of cases,
references in this Act or in any rule nade
thereunder to the Income-tax O ficer shall be
construed as references to the Inspecting Assistant
Conmi ssi oner and any provision of this Act
requiring approval or sanction of the Inspecting
Assi st ant Conmi ssi oner shall not apply.

12. Fromthe aforesaid sections, it is apparent:

To

t he



(i) Under section 123 of the Act, the Inspecting

Assi st ant Conmi ssi oner s have jurisdiction in

respect of such areas or of such persons or classes

of persons or of such incones or classes of incone

or of such cases or classes of cases as per the

direction of the Commi ssioner. Were there are two
11

or nore |Inspecting Assistant Conm ssioners, they
are having concurrent jurisdiction and are required
to exercise their powers and perform their
functions as per the order in witing nmade by the
Conmi ssi oner specifying for the distribution and

al l ocation of the work to be perforned.

(i) Simlarly, under section 124(1), t he
I ncone-tax Oficers are also required to perform
their functions as per the direction of the

Commi ssioner. If there are two or nore |Incone-tax
O ficers, they are having concurrent jurisdiction
and are required to performtheir functions as per
the general or special orders in witing nmade by

t he Conmi ssi oner or I nspecting Assi st ant
Conmi ssi oner aut horised by the Conmissioner in this
behal f. Sub-section (3) provides that within the
limts of the area assigned to him the | ncone-tax
O ficer shall have jurisdiction in respect of any
person carrying on business or profession, if the
pl ace at which he carries on his business or
profession is situate within the area, or where his
busi ness or profession is carried on in nore places
than one, if the principal place of his business or
profession is situate within the area and in
respect of any other person residing within the
area. Sub-section (4) provides as to who shal
decide the dispute arising with regard to the
jurisdiction of an Incone-tax Officer to assess any
person. Sub-section (5) provides that no person
shall be entitled to call in question the
jurisdiction of an Incone-tax O ficer beyond the
time-limt prescribed therein;

(iii) In section 125, an exception is carved out
with regard to the jurisdiction of an Incone-tax
O ficer which provides that the Conm ssi oner may by
general or special order in witing direct that the
powers conferred on the Income-tax O ficer by or
under the Act shall, in respect of any specified
case or class of cases or of any specified person
or class of persons, be exercised by the Inspecting
Assi st ant Conmi ssi oner. By an order of the
Conmi ssi oner under section 125(1) (a), the
Incone-tax Officer is divested of his jurisdiction
to deal with the specified case or class of cases
or specified person or persons. Hence, even though
the Incone-tax Oficer is having jurisdiction in
respect of any specified case or person, the
Conmi ssioner is enpowered to direct that the said
powers shall be exercised by the |nspecting
Assi stant Commi ssioner. Where such order is made
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under section 125(2)(a), any provision of the Act

requiring approval or sanction of the Inspecting
Assi stant Commi ssioner will not be applicable.

(iv) Section 125A carves out further exception wth



regard to the jurisdiction of an | ncome-tax

O ficer. It does not oust the jurisdiction of

I ncome Tax O ficer but confers concurrent
jurisdiction on t he I nspecting Assistant
Conmi ssioner. |t provides that the Conm ssioner
may, be general or special order in witing, direct
that all or any of the powers or functions
conferred on, or assigned to, the |Incone-tax

O ficer or Income-tax Officers by or under this Act
in respect of any are, or persons of classes of
persons, or incomes or classes of incone, or cases
or classes of cases, shall be exercised or
performed concurrently by the |Inspecting Assistant
Conmi ssi oner. Sub-section (2) of section 125A al so
enpowers the I nspecting Assistant Comm ssioner to

i ssue direction to the Incone-tax O ficer and the

I ncone-tax Oficer is required to exercise his
powers and perform his functions under the Act as
per the said direction. Sub-section (3) thereto
clarifies that the Income-tax Oficer is also
required to observe and foll ow such instructions as
may be issued to himfor his guidance by the

I nspecting Assistant Comm ssioner wthin whose
jurisdiction he performs his functions in relation
to any particular proceedings or the initiation of
any proceedi ng under the Act. The proviso clarifies
that no instructions which are prejudicial to the
assessee shall be issued before an opportunity is
given to the assessee to be heard."

13. Thrust of the counsel for the assessee was on sub-Section (4)
of Section 125A with the submission that on the confernent of the
concurrent jurisdiction, provisions of the Act requiring approva
and the sanction of the I AC are not applied and, therefore, the
provi sions of Section 144B seize to apply and shoul d not have been
i nvoked by the 1TO in the instant case. It was al so argued that
the H gh Court in the inpugned judgnent has rightly discussed that

with the passing of a specific order dated 29.08.1983 by the CIT
13

directing that all the powers and functions assigned to the | TGO

Central Circle, Jammagar are thereby available to the I AC, Centra

Range I, Ahnmedabad, t he I AC, Centr al Range
was

br ought at par with t he I TQ, i nsof ar as

t he

assessnent of the assessee herein and he did not remain an Oficer
hi gher in status than I TO i nsofar as assessnent of the assesse is
concerned and for this reason al so no such reference to the | AC was

called for.

it

I, Ahnedabad

pertai ns



14. These argunments are without any force and the result which the
respondent/assessee wants does not flow fromthe readi ng of Section
125A of the Act. A bare reading of sub-Section(4) of Section 125A
of the Act provides that where-

(a) an order is made under sub-section (1), and

(b) the Inspecting Assistant Comm ssioner exercises

t he power s or performs t he functions of an
I ncome-t ax O ficer in rel ation to any ar ea, or
persons or cl asses of persons, or i ncones or

cl asses of inconme, or cases or classes of cases, -

(i) references in this Act or in any rule made

t her eunder to t he | ncone-t ax Oficer shal | be
construed as references to the Inspecting Assistant

Conmi ssi oner, and

(ii) any provision of this Act requiring approva

or sanction of t he I nspecting Assi st ant

Conmi ssioner will not be applicable.

14
15. Hence, the provision of the Act requiring the approval or
sanction of t he I nspecting Assi st ant Conmi ssi oner will not
be
appl i cabl e only in t hose cases wher e bot h t he af orenment i oned

conditions (a) and (b) are satisfied. It would nean that, even

t hough an order is made under section 125A(1) enmpower i ng
t he

I nspecting Assistant Conm ssioner to performthe functions of an

| ncomne-t ax O ficer, yet if he has not exerci sed t he power
or

performed the function of an Incone-tax O ficer, the provisions

requiring appr oval or sanction of t he I nspecting Assi sta
nt

Conmi ssioner will be applicable. Sub-section (4) nowhere provides

that, if sone directions by the Inspecting Assistant Conm ssioner

are i ssued as provi ded under sub-section (2), t hen provisio
ns
requiring appr oval or sanction of t he I nspecting Assi sta

nt



Conmi ssioner will not be applicable.

16. In the instant case, we find that it is not the | AC who
exerci ses the powers or perforns the functions of the ITQ even
when such a power was conferred upon him concurrently with the
I TO The significant feature of Section 125A of the Act is that
even when the IAC is given the sanme powers and functions which are

to be performed by the ITOin relation to any area or cl asses
or

person or income or classes of inconme or cases or classes of cases,
on the conferment of such powers, the I TO does not stand denuded of
those powers. Wth confernment of such powers on the I AC gives him

"“concurrent” jurisdiction which neans that both, 1TO as well as the
15

| AC, are enpowered to exercise those functions including passing

assessnent or der. It is still open to t he I TO to assune t he
jurisdiction and pass the order in case the | AC does not exercise
t hose power s in respect of t he assessnent year . Provi si ons of
Section 144B woul d not apply only if the | AC exercises powers or
performs the functions of an I TO What is inportant is the actua
exerci se of powers and not nerely confernent of the powers that are
borne out fromthe bare reading of sub-Section (4) of Section 125B
17. The position becomes abundantly cl ear when we read Section
144B, particularly, sub-Section (7) thereof, though for the sake of
clarity we reproduce hereunder the entire provision
"(7) Nothing in this section shall apply to a case
wher e an I nspecting Assi st ant Conmi ssi oner
exerci ses the powers or perforns the functions of
an inconme-tax Officer in pursuance of an order nade
under section 125 or section 125A."
18. Sub-Section (7), in no uncertain terms, nentions that Section

144B will not apply only in that case where the | AC "exercises the
powers or perforns the functions of an I TO" in pursuance of an

order nmade under Section 125 or Section 125A.



19. In the instant case, as already noted above, no such power was

exerci sed or function of an I TO was perfornmed by the I ACC W woul d

l'ike to poi nt out here t hat t he Hi gh Court of Guj ar at whil e
di sni ssing the appeal of the Revenue failed to take into account

the earlier judgnent of the Co-ordinate Bench of the High Court in
16

CIT vs. Shree Digvijay Wollen MIls Ltd. [1995] 212 | TR 310],

whi ch has taken the view that we have expressed above. W agree
with the viewtaken in CIT vs. Shree Digvijay Wwollen MIls Ltd.
thereby allowing Cvil Appeal No. 2984 of 2008 and setting aside

t he i mpugned j udgment.

20. For t hese reasons, t he Cvil Appeal ari sing out of
SLP(C) No. 13766/ 2011 filed by the assesee agai nst the judgment of

the All ahabad High Court is dismssed affirmng the viewin the

sai d case which is reported as Conmmi ssioner of |ncone tax vs.

Saraya Sugar MIls P. Ltd. [2011] 336 ITR 572 (All).

21. The Revenue shall be entitled to costs in both the appeals.

...................... J.
[A K SIKRI]

...................... J.
[ ROH NTON FALI NARI MAN]

NEW DELHI ;

MAY 02, 2016.
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A.G Garg, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Bhar gava V. Desai, Adv.
Saunya Mehrotra, Adv.

K. Radhakrishna, Sr. Adv.
Rupesh Kumar, Adv.

Ni ranj ana Si ngh, Adv.
Ani| Katiyar, Adv.
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

The Civil Appeal No(s). 2984/2008 is allowed and the Givil
Appeal 4971/2016 @SLP(C) No. 13766/2011 is dismissed in terns of
t he signed Judgnent.

Interlocutory application(s)pending, if any, shall stand
di sposed of accordingly.

(Ashwani Thakur) (Tapan Kr. Chakraborty)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed reportable judgnent is placed on the file)



