
Case No. 356 of 2024 

 
03.04.2025 

 

Present : Shri Shyam Sunder, Counsel for Petitioner. 
 :  Shri Satya Prakash, Halka Patwari, for Respondent, 

C.O. 

  

1. The revenue department to file their reply. 

2. In the meantime, the Petitioner to explain whether 

the delay can be explained by considering the 

conditions under which the revenue department is 

presently dealing with issues post urbanisation, in 

terms of the recent order of Hon’ble Lieutenant 

Governor, Delhi. 

3. Adj. to 02.05.2025.  

 

 
Financial Commissioner 

Delhi 
 



Case No. 41 of 2025 

 
03.04.2025 

 

Present : None for Petitioner. 
 :  Shri Parveen Kumar, Counsel for R-3. 

 : Shri Azad Singh, R-1 in person. 

  

1. The Petitioner is absent.  Issue notice for the same. 

Respondents made appearance. 

2. Petitioner is directed to appear and provide the copy 

of the petition to the Respondents failing which the 

matter shall be taken up for non-pursuance on the 

next date of hearing. 

3. Adj. to 02.05.2025.  

 
 

Financial Commissioner 

Delhi 
 

 

After the regular court proceedings, Shri Nikhil Dhull, 

Counsel for Petitioner appeared and filed proof of 

service of notice.  Taken on record. 

 

 
 

Financial Commissioner 

Delhi 
 
 



Case No. 44 of 2025 

 
03.04.2025 

 

Present : Shri Vinod Kumar, Proxy Counsel for Petitioner. 
 :  None for Respondents. 

  

1. The Petitioner filed the service of notice.  Taken on 

record. 

2. Respondents absent despite notice, issue notice for 

the same from Court. 

3. Adj. to 08.05.2025.  

 

 
Financial Commissioner 

Delhi 
 



Case No. 189 of 2016 

 
03.04.2025 

 

Present : Shri Vinod Kumar, Proxy Counsel for Petitioner. 
 :  Shri Lokeshwar Sharma, Proxy Counsel for 

Respondent, Gram Sabha. 

  

1. The Respondent to file the reply. 

2. This matter is also to be seen in terms of the case no. 

01/2024 vide which the Hon’ble High Court of Delhi is 

seized of this issue and the matter is coming up on 

25.04.2025. 

3. Adj. to 16.05.2025.  

 

 
Financial Commissioner 

Delhi 
 



Case No. 50 of 2025 

 
03.04.2025 

 

Present : Shri Shaurya Katoch, Counsel for Petitioner. 
 :  Shri Ayush Raj Jain, son of Respondent. 

  

1. Respondent made appearance and sought time to file 

reply. 

2. Adj. to 08.05.2025.  

 

 
Financial Commissioner 

Delhi 
 



Case No. 164 of 2024 

 
03.04.2025 

 

Present : Ms. Namita Arora, Counsel for Petitioner. 
 :  Ms. Vasu Singh, Counsel alongwith Shri Harish, Sr. 

Asstt. for R-1, RCS. 

  

1. None appeared for R-2. He appeared only once on 

22.11.2024. Final opportunity is given to the R-2 to 

appear and lead the case. Issue notice to the R-2 for 

the same. 

2. R-1, RCS is directed to file reply before the next date 

of hearing with an advance copy to the petitioner. 

3. Adj. to 23.05.2025. 

 
 

 

Financial Commissioner 
Delhi 

 



Case No. 345 of 2024 

 
03.04.2025 

 

Present : None for Petitioner. 
 :  Shri P. N. Mishra, Counsel for R-1 and R-2 (F&S 

Department). 

  

1. None appeared for the petitioner. Final opportunity is 

given to the petitioner to appear and lead the case 

failing which, the matter shall be dismissed for non-

pursuance. Issue notice for the same. 

2. R-1 and R-2 (F&S Department) sought time to file 

reply. Allowed as a final opportunity. 

3. Adj. to 16.05.2025. 

 
 

 

Financial Commissioner 
Delhi 

 



Case No. 162 of 2024 

 
03.04.2025 

 

Present : Shri Ravi Vashisht, Counsel for Petitioner. 
 :  Ms. Vasu Singh, Counsel for R-1, RCS. 

 : Shri Shyam Sundar, Counsel for R-2. 

  

1. RCS is unable to file reply despite being given 

enough opportunity and accordingly, no further 

opportunity can be given. 

2. Both the parties are directed to file their written 

submissions alongwith citations, if any, in support  of 

their averments before the next date of hearing with 

an advance copy to each other. 

3. Adj. to 09.05.2025 for final arguments. 

 

 
 

Financial Commissioner 

Delhi 
 



Case No. 172 of 2024 

 
03.04.2025 

 

Present : Shri S. P. Das, Counsel for Petitioner in both cases. 
 :  Shri B. K. Mishra, Counsel for R-1 in both cases. 

  

1. Heard the parties. 

2. Petitioner has already been protected by interim 

orders. 

3. Accordingly, both parties are at liberty to file their 

written submissions/arguments alongwith citations, if 

any, in support of their averments within four weeks, 

whereafter orders shall be passed based on the 

documents available on record. Case is reserved for 

pronouncement of orders. 

4. Case is reserved for pronouncement of orders on 

23.05.2025.  

 

 
 

Financial Commissioner 

Delhi 
 



Case No. 173 of 2024 

 
03.04.2025 

 

Present : Shri S. P. Das, Counsel for Petitioner in both cases. 
 :  Shri B. K. Mishra, Counsel for R-1 in both cases. 

  

1. Heard the parties. 

2. Petitioner is directed to clarify whether the petitioner 

is before the Hon’ble DCT as well. Since he cannot be 

agitating his case before two forums, he has to 

decide whether he would like to pursue the matter 

here. As the petitioner is already protected by 

interim orders and in the interest of justice, the 

petitioner is being given one opportunity to decide as 

to how he would like to proceed with the matter. 

3. Adj. to 02.05.2025. 

 

 

 

Financial Commissioner 

Delhi 
 



Case No. 211 of 2023 
 

03.04.2025 

 

Present : Shri Ashish Gupta, Proxy Counsel for Petitioner. 

 : Shri Narender Kumar, Proxy Counsel for R-1, Bank. 

 : Ms.Poornima Jain, Counsel for R-3, NDMC. 
             

1. The R-3, NDMC sought time to file the details so that 

the conduct of the Petitioner can be seen. 

2. Interim orders to continue qua both the impugned 

orders as ordered on the last date.  

3. Adj. to 08.05.2025. 

 

Financial Commissioner 

Delhi               
 



Case No. 265 of 2024 & 266 of 2024 
 

03.04.2025 

 

Present : Mr.M.U. Siddiqui, Counsel for Petitioner (in both the 

cases). 

 : Mr.Sushil Kumar, Counsel for Respondents, Excise 
Department (in case No.265/2024). 

 : Mr.P.N. Mishra, Counsel for Respondents, Excise 

Department (in case No.266/2024). 
             

1. Petitioner filed rejoinder.  A copy of the same is given 

to the Respondents. 

2. A query was put to the Respondent Department to 

confirm to the court as to whether the Department 

levies penalties in this proportion for default, in other 

cases also.  To submit such details where penalties 

have been levied for default, to the court before 

leading the arguments so that the matter can be 

concluded timely. 

3. Since the Excise cases are time bound, the 

Department to file such information before the next 

date of hearing. 

4. Adj. to 01.05.2025. 

 

Financial Commissioner 

Delhi               
 


