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(1) ITA 404/2010

COMMISSDONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

ARJAN IMPEX PVT. LTD.

(2) 8TA 708/2010

COIvilvllSSaONER OF INCOIVIE TAX

VERSUS

SPENTEX INDUSTRIES LTD.

(3) ITA 793/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

PHBLCO EXPORTS.

(4) ITA 927/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX
VERSUS

PHILCO EXPORTS

(5) PTA 1080/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

SPENTEX INDUSTRIES LTD.

(6) ITA 1886/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

NITiN KUMAR SADH

ITA No. ITA 404/2010 Si ors.connected matters

. APPELLANT

.RESPONDENT

„ . . APPELLANT

. . .RESPONDENT

. . .• APPELLANT

. . .RESPONDENT

. . APPELLANT

. .RESPONDENT

. . APPELLANT

.'.RESPONDENT

. APPELLANT

.RESPONDENT

Page 1 of 5

2^

Digitally Signed By:AMULYA
Certify that the digital file and
physical file have been compared and
the digital data is as per the physical
file and no page is missing.

Signature Not Verified



(7) iTA 1887/2010

COMMISSPONER OF JNCOME TAX

VERSUS

KAPOOR INDUSTRIES.

(8) ITA 1896/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

FUL KANT JHA

(9) ITA 1899/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

PAL ENTERPRISES

(10) ITA 1957/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

, VERSUS

PRAVEEN INDUSTRIES PVT. LTD.

(11) ITA 1958/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

ZENELBNI LEATHER WEAR

(12) ITA 1959/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS
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KAPOOR INDUSTRIES

ITANo. ITA404/2010 & ors.connected matters

„ . APPELLANT

. .RESPONDENT

. . APPELLANT

. .RESPONDENT

. . . APPELLANT

. .RESPONDENT

. . APPELLANT

. .RESPONDENT

. . APPELLANT

. .RESPOWDENT

, . •. APPELLANT

. .RESPONDENT

. . . APPELLANT

. .RESPONDENT

Page 2 of 5



(14) ITA 1980/2010

COIvSMISSaONER OF INCO!V!E TAX

VERSUS

AHUJA RADBOS

(15) ITA 2074/2010

COIVSMISSBONER OF INCONE TAX

VERSUS

SHOREWALA OVERSEAS

(16) ITA 14/2011

COr/SMISSBONER OF IISJCOME TAX

VERSUS

SANGEETA JAEN

(17) ITA 15/2011

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

LEATHER TECH

(18) ITA 67/2011

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

PUROLATOR INDIA LTD.

(19) ITA 177/2011

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

BALDEV RAJ JAGGI
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(20) 8TA 178/2011

COMMiSSiONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

INDU GUPTA

(21) ITA 181/2011

COMMISSJONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

SANGEETA JAIN

(22) ITA 182/2011

COMMISSBONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

CLC CORPORATION

(23) ITA 184/2011

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

CLC CORPORATDON

(24) ITA 185/2011

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX
\

VERSUS

VIKAS KALRA

(25) ITA 187/2011

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

ANUJ GOEL
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(26) ITA 723/2009

COMMISSBONER OF INCOME TAX
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•VERSUS

PRSYANKA OVERSEAS P. LTD. . . .IRESPOMDENT

COUNSEL FOR THE REVENUE: Mr. Kamal Sawhney, Mr. Abhishek Maratha,
Ms. Suruchi Aggarwal, Mr. Anupam Tripathi,Sr.
Standing Counsel with Mr. Amit Srivastava,
Advocate.

COUNSELFOR THE ASSESSEES:Mr. Ajay Vohra, Advocate with Mr. Kavita Jha,
•Mr. Somnath Shukia, Mr. Prakash Kunnar and
Mr. Manish Kumar, Mr. O.P. Sapra, ,Mr. Amit
Dayal, Mr. Pankaj Jain, Mr. D.K. Goyal, Mr. Vijay
Nair and Mr. Manish Chaudhary, Dr. Rakesh
Gupta, Advocate with Mr. RK. Aggarwal, Ms.
Poonam Ahuja, Advocates.

CORAM

HON'BLE MR. JUSTBCE A.K. SIKR0
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.L. MEHTA
1. Whether Reporters of Local newspapers may be allowed

to see the judgment?
2. To be referred to the Reporter or not?
3. Whether the Judgment should be reported in the Digest?

A.K. SiKm, I

1. For orders, see ITA 12 of 2011.

.K.SIECIRI)
JUDGE

JUDGE-
FEBRUARY 18, 2011,
skb

fM.L.MEHTA) ^
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

Judgment Reserved on: 10.02.2011
Decision; Delivered On: 18.02.2011
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COMMISSSONER OF INCOME

) ••• •
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VERSUS

.[RESPONDEi\flT
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Standing Cc
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Tribunal has held that the face value of

(iiib) at the time of accrual of income, th
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