| TEM NO 4 COURT NO. 1 SECTION |11 A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 1681 OF 2004

COVMWNR. OF | NCOMVE TAX, M P. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS
M S. H ND SYNTEX LTD. Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)
Date: 30/08/2012 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE MADAN B. LOKUR

For Appellant(s) M. Rajiv Dutta, Sr.Adv.
M. Rahul Kaushi k, Adv.
Ms. A. Subhashi ni, Adv.
Ms. Anil Katiyar, Adv.
for M. B.V. Bal aram Das, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. O P. Gaggar, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Heard | earned counsel on both sides.

The civil appeal filed by the Departnment is disnissed
with no order as to costs.

[ T.1. Rajput ] [ I'ndu Satija ]
A R-cumP.S. Court Master

[ Signed order is placed on the file]

I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1681 COF 2004



Conmi ssi oner of | ncone Tax, Bhopal ... Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

Ms. H nd Syntex Linited ... Respondent (s)

O R D E R

Heard | earned counsel on both sides.

In this appeal, the following question of Ilaw arises for
det erm nati on:

"Whet her the learned Hi gh Court erred in holding that deduction
under Section 80l of the Income Tax Act is to be allowed on the
gross total inconme without reducing deduction under Section 80HH
of the Incone Tax Act fromthe gross total inconme?"

Firstly, the anount is neagre and, secondly, the issue is squarely
covered in favour of the assessee by the decision of of this Court in
the case of Joint Comm ssioner of |Income Tax vs. Mandideep Eng. and Pkg.
Ind. P. Ltd., reported in [2007] 292 |.T.R 1.

Accordingly, the civil appeal filed by the Departnment is dismssed
with no order as to costs.

[S. H KAPADI A

[ MADAN B. LOKUR]
New Del hi ,

August 30, 2012.
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