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Havmg considered all aspects of the matter we hold that the

High Coourt is right i in concluding that the appellant/Aut.honty could no;: o
claim “exemption from Union taxation under Article 289 (1) of the
Constitution of India. The impugned notice issued by the Income Tax
* Authorities was, therefore valid and legal and could not be successfully

challenged in the writ pet1t1on Accordmgly, thlS appeal is dismissed but

- without any order as to costs.” : -
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- 1 have perused both the ]udgements of the Hon’ ble High
Court and Hon’ble Supreme Court. The said judgements have been

delivered after taking into consideration several decisions of the Hon’ble
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Supreme Court..... Under the aforesaid circumstances, in My opinion, any

”

step for seeking review, is not likely to give any positive result. _
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