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APPEAL UNDER SECTION 260-A OF THE INCOME TAX ACT 1961
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D.B. Hon’bie Shri Satish K‘ Ag
Hcn’ble Shr§ Radha Shya:

29.012011

Shri Sameer Shrivastava, Advocaté for the appeiiant.

Heard.

the default, as pointed out by 1 he office, failing which the

appeal shaif stand dismissed for want of prosecution, without

reference to the Court.
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R.S. Sharma'

Judge

As requested, two weeks tiLne is granted ta make good
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