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 The Revenue’s appeal questions the decision of the ITAT which 

affirmed the CIT(A)’s order on the advertising and training expenditure 

incurred and reported by the assessee.  It is contended that the assessee 

merely retails mobile handsets and does not in any manner promote the 

product nor is involved in its manufacture.  The CIT(A) by a detailed order 

was of the opinion that the expenditure cannot be said to result in enduring 

capital advantage to the brand owner and that it is appropriately fallen  into 

revenue stream.   The ITAT has concurred with this view and upheld that 

the expenditure could be limited under Section 37 of the Income Tax Act, 

1961.  This Court is of the opinion that since both the findings are 

concurrent no substantial question of law arises. 

 Appeal is dismissed. 
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