
The Joint Commissioner of Income=tax, 
Central Range, Udaipur, 
Room No. 17, 3rd Floor, Moomal Tower,
Rajasth, 16, Moomal Tower, Saheli Marg,
UDAIPUR, Rajasthan 313001.
Sir,
Sub: Proceedings u/s 10 of Black Money (UFIA) and Imposition of Tax Act, 2015.
Ref: Your Notice dated 02.02.2023 issued u/s 10 of Black Money (UFIA) and Imposition of Tax Act, 2015 bearing no. ITBA/COM/F/17/2022-23/1049363321(1) Assessment Year: 2021-22 and PAN NO: AEKPP3897E
-Regarding. 
Kindly refer to the subject mentioned above.
In this regard, It is to submit that I have submitted reply dated 21St Oct 2021 in response to your previous notice dated 11.10.2021, a copy of my previous reply, for ready reference, is attached as Annexure-1 herewith.

2. In continuation of my earlier reply as referred to above, I may Further submit that the humble Noticee objects to the said proceedings initiated  as in my humble view the said proceedings are without jurisdiction, time barred and not in accordance with the provisions of the Black Money (Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets) and Imposition of Tax Act, 2015 (“the BM Act, 2015” for Short). 
3. The notice issued is without jurisdiction for following among other reasons:
(i)Jurisdiction to various authorities under the B M Act, 2015 was assigned after coming in to effect of the BM Act, 2015 by way of notifications issued on three different occasions by the CBDT being in the years 2015, 2017 and 2021, copies of the three notifications are enclosed for your kind perusal as Annexures- 2, 3 & 4 herewith.
4.	Initially, by way of notification issued on 24th August, 2015, the jurisdiction under Section 120 of the Income tax Act, 1961 read with Section 6 of the B M Act, 2015 was assigned to the Additional Commissioners/Joint Commissioners of Income tax who were  empowered to exercise the powers and perform the functions of an Assessing Officer  under the B M Act, 2015 in respect of which such Additional Commissioners /Joint Commissioners were having jurisdiction.This meant that territorial Additional Commissioners/ Joint Commissioners of Income-tax were authorised to exercise the powers and perform the functions of assessing Officers under the B M Act, 2015.
5. Subsequently, on 16th May, 2017, the CBDT authorised DGsIT (Investigation) or The Principal Director/Director of Income tax (Investigation) were authorised to issue orders in writing for the exercise of the powers and perform the functions of an Assessing Officer to an Assistant Director/ Deputy Director of Income tax (Investigation) who were subordinate to such Principal Director or Director of Income tax (Investigation) within their territorial areas, Resultantly, the jurisdiction shifted from the territorial ranges under the B M Act, 2015 to the Deputy Director/Assistant Director of Income-tax (Investigation) in the Directorates of Investigation from the said date, that is, 16th May, 2017.
6. A further change was brought about by another notification issued by the CBDT on 23rd February, 2021 whereby the jurisdiction earlier assigned to territorial Additional Commissioners/Joint Commissioners in the year 2015 was modified to assign the jurisdiction to Central Charges as against the earier territorial Ranges. But, this change carved out an exception in respect of Investigation Directorates to the effect the jurisdiction given to Additional Directors/ Joint Directors of Income tax (Investigation ) was not disturbed which continued to be with such Directorates.
7. In our case, the jurisdiction which came in to effect by the Notification of 24th August, 2015 continued with the Assistant Director/ Deputy Director of Income tax, (Investigation) Udaipur, as the case may be, in terms of notification dated 16th May, 2017 as it was he/she who was assigned the powers of and to perform functions of an assessing Officer as is evident from the reference made on 18th March, 2019 by the Principal Director of Income-tax (Investigation), Jaipur for eliciting information under the relevant Articles of Exchange of Information from the Competent Authorities of Switzerland and UAE.
8. Therefore, the notice issued by you as Joint Commissioner of Income tax, Central Circle Udaipur is vitiated, without jurisdiction, bad-in-law as you do not hold valid jurisdiction to issue notice to me under the B M Act, 2015. 
9. Without prejudice to the above, it is further submitted that Noticee neither own any undisclosed foreign assets nor earned any foreign income during previous year 2020-21 and Without providing any information/documents/communication, another notice was issued on 02/02/2023 for compliance and preparation of such information/reply required by the earlier Notice dated 21/10/2021 and therefore, the very basis of present proceeding does not exist 
10. Without prejudice to above, it is further submitted that my case is outside the purview of the provisions of the BM Act,2015 as income earned outside India in the form of dividends, interest and capital hains etc. by the trustees of BWR Trust, Jersey with the application of funds available to them cannot be assessed in the hands of the settlor-assessee and more so when a substantial portion of the income earned outside India has already been assessed to tax under the Income-tax Act, 1961 in relation to financial year 2013-14 relevant for the assessment year 2014-15. The provisions of the B M Act, 2015 are therefore inapplicable to me as my case does not come within the ambit of the said Act.
11. It is therefore prayed that the notice issued may kindly be vacated and dropped for the reasons given above.

Thanking You,


[Indu Bala]
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