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UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Shri Anil Divan, |earned senior counsel appearing for
Shri Ram Jet hmal ani, party-in-person would subnmit that he has
three prayers for this Court’s consideration. Firstly, that this
Court may be pleased to issue a direction to the S.I.T. to furnish
copi es of the Report submitted by them before us, and secondly,
that the Central Governnment and also the S.1.T. may pass
appropriate orders/ legislations, as the case may be, in order to
save the proceedi ngs before the Income Tax Authorities before they
becone tinme barred

Thirdly that, when the former Solicitor General of India
had furni shed copies of certain docunents/ information to the
party-in-person, pursuant to the orders passed by this Court,
certain portions the said information supplied to them had been
bl ackened out. Therefore, the | earned senior counsel would submt
that this Court may be pleased to direct the | earned Attorney
General for India to furnish a fresh copy of the said papers
wi t hout bl acki ng out any i nformation.

As regards the first request of the party-in-person, the
| earned Attorney General for India would nmake a similar request to
the effect that the S.1.T. be directed to furnish themw th copies
of the Report subnmitted before this Court. In regard to the second
request of the party-in-person, the | earned Attorney General for
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India would subnmit that the same may not be necessary as
appropriate proceedings would be duly initiated before they becone
time barred. Wth regard to the third request, the |earned
Attorney General for India would subnmit that it would be
appropriate for the party-in-person to nake the said request
before the S.1.T., for consideration of the sane.

W have heard | earned seni or counsel for t he
party-in-person and the | earned Attorney General for India.

I nsofar as the first request of the |earned senior
counsel is concerned, we are of the considered opinion that if we
perm t the party-in-person or his representative, or the
representative(s) of the Central Governnment nakes an appropriate
application/ representation before the S.1.T. for furnishing a
copy of the report submitted by the S.1.T. before us, in our view
if we permit themto nmake the sane request before the S.I.T. and
request the S.I.T. to consider the same in accordance with law, it
woul d satisfy the interest of both the parties. Therefore, we now
permit both the party-in-person or his representative and the
representative(s) of the Central Governnent to make an appropriate
representation before the S.1.T. to obtain a copy of the said
report. If such a representation is filed, the sane shall be
considered by the S.1.T. in accordance with | aw

I nsofar as the second request of the party-in-person is
concerned, this Court is confident that the Central Governnent



woul d conpl ete the proceedi ngs, as submitted by the |earned
Attorney General for India, on or before 31.03.2015. If, for any
reason, the sanme cannot be done, we are confident again that the
Central Government woul d i ssue appropriate orders or pass an
appropriate legislation in this regard.

Insofar as the third request is concerned, it would be
appropriate for the party-in-person or his representative to nake
an appropriate application before the S.I.T. for obtaining the
requi red correspondence, wi thout concealing any information by way
of blacking out of the sane. If such an application is made, the
S.I.T. will look into the grievance of the party-in-person or his
representative and pass appropriate orders in accordance with | aw

Shri Divan, |earned senior counsel would then state that
there is sone urgency in hearing |I.A No.15 of 2014. Since this
Court is left with only few nore days in the nonth of Decenber,
2014 for hearing of the matters, it nay not be possible for us to
hear the matter in the nonth of Decenber, 2014. Therefore, |et
I.A No. 15 of 2014 come up for consideration before this Court on
20.01. 2015 at 3.00 p. m
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Reply, if any, may be filed by the Central Covernnent on
or before 5th January, 2015.

W reserve liberty to party-in-person or his
representative to file a reply to the aforenentioned reply that
may be filed by the Central Governnent.

(G V. Ranana) (Vinod Kul vi)
Court Master Asstt. Registrar



