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 The issue involved is whether under Rule 8D - on an application of 

Section 14A what ought to be the nature of investment to be taken into 

account for computing the disallowance.  This Court in the assessee’s case 

for another year AY 2008-09 concluded that the disallowance was to be 

premised only upon a conclusion that takes into account the investment 

which ultimately yields tax imposition, refer CIT v. Oriental Structural 

Engineers Pvt. Ltd. (ITA No.605/2012, decided on 15.01.2013).  The CIT 

(A) and the ITAT followed that decision.  We see no reason to depart from 

that decision.  No substantial question of law, therefore, arises. 

 The appeal is accordingly dismissed.  
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