* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ o Judgment Reserved on: 10.02.2011
: Decision -Delivered On: 18.02.2011

(1) ITA 404/2010
COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS
ARJAN IMPEX PVT. LTD.

(2) ITA 708/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX
VERSUS

SPENTEX INDUSTRIES LTD.

(3) _ITA 79.3/2010
CCMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

| VERSUS
PHILCO EXPORTS.

(4) ITA 927/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX
' VERSUS

PHILCO EXPORTS
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(5) [TA 1080/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX
VERSUS

SPENTEX INDUSTRIES LTD.

(6) ITA 1886/2010
COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX
VERSUS

NITIN KUMAR SADH
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' (7) ITA 1887/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

" KAPOOR INDUSTRIES.

(8) ITA 1896/201.0

COMMISSIONER GF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

FUL KANT JHA

(9) ITA 1822/20190

'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
ZENELINI LEATHER WEAR

(12) iTA 1959/2010

COMMISSIONER OE INCOME TAX
VERSUS

RICHA APPARELS .

(13) 1866/2010
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VERSUS

KAPOCR INDUSTRIES
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(14) ITA 1980/2010

. COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS
AHUJA RADIOS

(15) ITA 2074/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS -

SHOREWALA OVERSEAS

" (16) ITA 14/2011

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX
VERSUS
SANGEETA JAIN

(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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COMMISSIONER OF INCOME\TAX | . » APPELLANT

' VERSUS

*© (20) ITA 178/2011

INDU GUPTA . . .RESPONDENT

(21) ITA 181/2011

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX .. APPELLANT
| VERSUS

SANGEETA JAIN . | .. .RESPONDENT

(22) ITA 182/2011
COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX . ..APPELLANT

| | VERSUS |
CLC CORPORATndN S . . . .RESPONDENT

(23) ITA 184/2011

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX o . . APPELLANT
VERSUS
CLC CORPORATION o . ...RESPONDENT

(24) ITA 185/2011

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX - . . APPELLANT
~ VERSUS
VIKAS KALRA | | ... .RESPONDENT

(25) ITA 187/2011

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX .. APPELLANT
VERSUS
- ANUj GOEL | . . .RESPONDENT

Judgment Reserved on: 10.02.2011
Decision Delivered On: 18.02.2011

(26) ITA 723/2009

COMMISSHON_ER OF INCOME TAX | ' . - APPELLANT
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PRIYANKA OVERSEAS P. LTD. . « .RESPONDENT

"VERSUS

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

COUNSEL FOR THE ASSESSEES Mr. Ajay Vohra, Advocate with Mr. Kavita Jha,
Mr. Somnath Shukla, Mr. Prakash Kumar 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. JUSTICE A.K. SIKR]
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE M.L. MEHTA

S 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. SIKR!, [.

1. For orders, see ITA 12 of 2011.

% L.MEHTA) 7

' . JUDGE
FEBRUARY 18, 2011,
skb
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VERSUS
NITIN KUMAR SADH

(8) ITA 1887/2010

COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX

VERSUS

KAPOOR INDUSTRIES.
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VERSUS
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COMMISSIONER OF INCOME TAX
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