.1 TEM NO. 101 COURT NO. 4 SECTION |11 A
SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
C. A NO 3568 of 2001
Conmi ssi oner of |ncone Tax, Kerala Appel |
ant (s)
VERSUS
Ms. Tara Agenci es
Respondent ( s)
(Wth office report)
with . A No. 2 (Application for condonat i on of del ay in filing witten s
ubm ssi ons and
addi ti onal docunents)
Date: 17/08/2006 These matters were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE ASHOK BHAN
HON BLE MR. JUSTI CE MARKANDEY KATJU
For Appellant(s) M . Mohan Parasaran, ASG
M. Harish Chandra, Sr. Adv.
M. Chidanand D. L., Adv.
M. Gaurav Dhingra, Adv.
M. B.Y.Balram Das, Adv. for
Ms. Sushma Suri, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Bhargava V. Desai, Adv.
M . Rahul CQupta, Adv.
Ms. Nupur Kanungo, Adv.
M. Siddharth Choudhary, Adv.
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER
This case was heard on 26th July, 2006 and the judgnent was reserved.
Wiile dictating the order, it was felt t hat al though the judgnent cannot
be
supported by the reasoning given by the H gh Court but the same is covered by a
three Judge Bench decision of this Court in the case of Aspinwall & Co. Ltd. vs.
Commi ssi oner of Income tax, Ernakulamreported in (2001) 7 SCC 525.
The case was directed to be listed for re-hearing on 1st August, 2006 and
on 1st August, 2006 the counsel for the respondent was directed to produce the
process by whi ch t he tea was bl ended by t he respondent, whi ch he had

not



produced earlier, with an advance copy to the counsel opposite.

M . Mohan Par asar an, t he | ear ned ASG appearing for t he depart nent
states that the docunents show ng the process of manufacture or production was
handed over to themon 7th August, 2006 and the departnent has not been able to
verify the sane. Seeks sone nore tinme to do the needful.
Adj ourned to 29th August, 2006 as part-heard.
(Parveen Kr. Chaw a) (Kanwal Si ngh)
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