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LA. No.1 of 2026

(on being mentioned) Transferred
toi/o
Sri Manmohan Dundu, learned counsel appears | folder
before

for petitioner. corrections,

Smt. Bokaro Sapna Reddy, learned Senior if any.

Standing Counsel for Income Tax Department

appears for respondents.

The matter has been posted today on
Interlocutory Application No.l of 2026 at the behest
of the petitioner.

Vide common order dated 27.01.2026, Writ
Petition No0.40722 of 2025 was disposed of with a
batch of Writ Petitions led by W.P.N0.40118 of 2025
and other analogous cases by setting aside the
impugned notices under Sections 148(A) and 148 of
the Income-tax Act, 1961, following the ratio
rendered by this Court in the case of Kankanala
Ravindra Reddy v. Income Tax Officer {(2023) 156
taxmann.com 178 (Telangana)} with the liberty as
granted in the said judgment. The said batch of Writ

Petitions was decided on the legal issue of lack of
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jurisdiction on the part of the Jurisdictional Assessing
Officer (JAO) to initiate the proceedings post
implementation of the faceless scheme.

Since the instant Writ Petition Number was not
reflected in the annexure to the common order dated
27.01.2026 passed by this Court, the Assessing
Officer has while passing the Assessment Order dated
18.03.2026 held that the case of the petitioner is not
covered by the order passed by this Court, thereby,
proceeded to pass the order of assessment imposing
tax and interest and also directed initiation of penalty
proceedings.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
because of inadvertence in the annexure to the
common order dated 27.01.2026, the instant Writ
Petition Number with relevant details was not
reflected though the same was already shown in the
cause title of the main order. Therefore, the Assessing
Officer has treated the petitioner’s case as not covered
by the batch of Writ Petitions decided by this Court
on 27.01.2026 whereby the notices under Sections
148(A) and 148 of the Act issued by the JAO were set
aside. He submits that if it is clarified, the petitioner
would approach the Assessing Officer with a
rectification application under Section 154 of the Act

for necessary correction in the Assessment Order.
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Learned counsel for the Revenue does not
dispute that the case of the petitioner in
W.P.No0.40722 of 2025 was also decided with the
batch of Writ Petition Nos.40118 of 2025 and the
notices under Sections 148(A) and 148 of the Act
were quashed with the liberty as granted in the case of
Kankanala Ravindra Reddy (supra).

In that view of the matter, it is clarified that the
present Writ Petition is also one of the batch of cases
disposed of by the common order dated 27.01.2026
whereby the impugned notices under Sections 148(A)
and 148 of the Act were quashed on the ground of
lack of jurisdiction of JAO.

In such circumstances, the petitioner may have
the liberty to approach the Assessing Officer with a
rectification application against the order of
assessment.

The instant Interlocutory Application is

accordingly disposed of.

HCJ(AKTS, J)

GMM, J
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