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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

% Date of decision: 21.05.2024

W.P.(C) 7307/2024 & CM APPL. 30536/2024

SAVINDER SHARMA .. Petitioner
Versus

DIRECTOR GENERAL DIRECTORATE OF REVENUE

INTELLIGENCE AND ORS. ... Respondents

Advocates who appeared in this case:

For the Appellant: ~ Mr. Naveen Malhotra & Mr. Ritwik Malhotra, Advocates.
For the Respondent: Dr. B. Ramaswamy, CGSC with Mr. Vivek Nagar, GP for
R-1/ Ministry of Finance.
Mr. Aditya Singla, SSC, DRI with Mr. Ritwik Saha & Mr.
Harsh Bhatia, Advocates.

CORAM:-
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV SACHDEVA
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAVINDER DUDEJA

JUDGMENT

SANJEEV SACHDEVA, J. (ORAL)

1. Petitioner interalia seeks a direction to the respondents to
provide copies of the documents that was seized from the premises of

petitioner.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that without
prejudice to the contentions, the seizure was illegal and petitioner has
no concern with the company in respect of whom the authorization for

search was issued.
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3. He further submits that a representation dated 11.05.2024 has
been given to the respondents for releasing/providing of copies of the

said documents.

4. Learned counsel for the respondents submits that the said
representation is under active consideration and shall be disposed of

within a period of two weeks from today.

5. He further submits that search was conducted on the first floor
of the said building for the reason that the second floor was found
locked and it was also informed that the firm in respect of which
search was sought to be conducted had an office on the first floor, this
was fortified from the fact that the sign board of the said firm was also

found on the first floor of the said premise.

6. In view of the above, the petition is disposed of directing the
respondents to dispose of the representation dated 11.05.2024 of the

petitioner in accordance with law within a period of two weeks.

7. It 1s clarified that this Court has neither considered nor
commented upon the merits of the contentions of either party. All

rights and contentions of parties are reserved.

8. It would be open to the petitioner to avail of such further
remedies as permissible in law in case petitioner is aggrieved by any

further order passed by the respondents.
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9. Petition is disposed of in the above terms.

SANJEEV SACHDEVA, J

RAVINDER DUDEJA, J
MAY 21, 2024/sk
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