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Selected passages, not a complete analytical case note. Read the complete source for context and attribution.

Source discrepancy: The source gives different pronouncement and closing dates (25 November and 3
December 2025). Verify the authenticated copy.

01 FACTS OF THE CASE

“This assessee’s appeal for assessment year 2016-17, arises against the Commissioner of
Income Tax (Appeals)/National Faceless Appeal Centre [in short, the “CIT(A)/NFAC”], Delhi’s DIN
and order no. ITBA/NFAC/S/250/2025-26/1080323022(1), dated 03.09.2025 involving
proceedings under section 147 r.w.s. 144 of the Income-tax Act, 1961 (hereinafter referred to as
‘the Act’). Heard both the parties. Case file perused. 2. It emerges at the outset during the course
of hearing that there arises the first and foremost issue of validity of the impugned reopening
itself since the learned assessing authority had issued Assessee by Sh. Sankalp Malik, Adv. Sh.
Sanjay Malik, adv. …” (source PDF page 1)

02 DISCUSSION BY THE HON’BLE TRIBUNAL

No separate discussion passage is reproduced in this extract brief. Consult the complete order;
do not infer a holding from the filename or the parties’ submissions.

03 JUDICIAL DECISION

The disposition is not classified in this brief. Read the final operative paragraphs and any
schedules in the complete order.

04 OUTCOME — IN FAVOUR OF

The quoted result identifies the disposition of the appeals, rather than a universal ruling for all
taxpayers. A merits or party-specific outcome is not independently certified in this source extract
brief; verify every ground in the complete order.

05 AKHB REVIEW POINT

Read the numbered grounds and operative reasoning together. Match the statutory provision,
assessment year, jurisdiction and material facts before relying on this order; check later appeals,
stays and amendments.

SOURCE & VERIFICATION

Read the supplied court / tribunal copy (PDF)

https://akhb.ai/judgments/reference/ref-070.pdf
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Page references refer to the supplied PDF, not an official reporter. Authenticity and subsequent case history require
separate verification.

AI DISCLOSURE
AI-assisted source extract brief. Selection and extraction may contain errors or omit material context. The selected
discussion passage may include a precedent quoted within the order. No independent professional approval is claimed.
Verify the attribution, complete reasoning and every material statement against the original.

PROFESSIONAL DISCLAIMER
General research information only; not legal or tax advice, a certified judgment or a substitute for the full order.
Applicability depends on facts, statutory version, assessment year and jurisdiction. Subsequent appeals, stays,
reversals and amendments have not been checked. Downloading does not create a professional engagement. Obtain
case-specific advice before reliance.


