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  The Revenue is aggrieved by the order of the ITAT which had, 

while confirming the CIT’s order setting aside the search assessment, under 

Section 153C held that the materials that were taken into account were not 

part of the seized documents, and accordingly such amounts could not be 

brought to tax.  In doing so, the lower authorities followed the ruling in 

Commissioner of Income Tax vs. Kabul Chawla 380 ITR 573 (Del). 

 This Court is of the opinion that since Kabul Chawla was followed 

and the ITAT has extracted the ratio of that ruling in the impugned order (at 

para 6), no question of law arises.   

  The appeal is, therefore, dismissed. 
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