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 The assessee is aggrieved by the order of the Income Tax 

Appellate Tribunal (ITAT), which after discussing the submissions of 

the parties, was of the opinion that consideration of the additional 

material by the CIT(A) to allow certain expenditure, was not justified 

and therefore, remitted the matter.  The assessee complains that the 

remand order was framed in such a way that it would be prejudiced.  

In these circumstances, it is clarified that the CIT(A) would carry out 

the directions in the remand order uninfluenced by the observations, 

contained in the impugned order with regard to the genuineness or 



otherwise of the expenditure.  The appeal is accordingly disposed off 

in the above terms. 
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