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Date : 30/03/2015 These petitions were called on for hearing
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmde the follow ng
ORDER

It may be nentioned that the inpugned order of the
H gh Court is an order confirm ng the appell ate order of
the I ncone Tax Appellate Tribunal by which the Income Tax
Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by
Tri bunal remanded the matter to the Assessment Officer on
Deepak Mansukhani

the ground that the assessee was not properly served with
Dat e: 2015.03. 30

18: 20: 57 I ST
Reason:
noti ce before the assessnent was nmde.
-2
Duri ng t he pendency of t hese speci al | eave

petitions, it appears fresh orders of assessnent cane to
be passed by the Inconme Tax authorities as there was no
interimorder during the pendency of these special |eave

petitions. Ther ef or e, t he question rai sed in t hese
special |eave petitions relating to the service on the
assessee is purely academic. We, therefore, dismss the

speci al |eave petitions |eaving the question of |aw open.
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