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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Del ay condoned.

Learned Attorney CGeneral appearing for the
Department invites our attention to the judgenent
of t he Di vi sion Bench of the Hi gh Court of Kerala
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in the case of Catholic Syrian Bank Limted vs.
Conmi ssi oner of |ncone Tax, reported in [2011] 330
I.T.R 556. He al so invites our attention to
Ground No.Il at Page 12 of the Paper Book, which
reads as under:

"Because the Hon' ble High Court erred in

not following its earlier decision in

the case of Catholic Syrian Bank Ltd. v.

CIT: 330 I TR 556, wherein the Hon' ble

Hi gh Court decided the issue in favour

of t he Revenue hol di ng t hat CBDT
Circular No.11 of 2001 dated 23.07.2001

applies only to cases where assessnent

ot herw se cannot be nodi fi ed by any
authority under the provisions of the
Act . "

In view of what is stated in the fore-going



quot ed par agr aph, liberty is gi ven to t he
Depart ment to nmove t he Hi gh Court for
clarification/review w thin six weeks from today.

The special |eave petition is, accordingly,
di sposed of.

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Madhu Saxena ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar



