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P.C.:

Mr. Patil states that for the subsequent years the
agricultural income was exempted but for the assessment
year in question, admittedly, appellant had not provided any
evidence that the fruits, vegetables or coconuts were sold to
anybody. If it is appellant’s case that there was no evidence
to confirm that the income disclosed as a agricultural
income was in fact agricultural income the question of this

Court devoting any time does not arise.

2. Appeal dismissed.

(M.S.KARNIK, J.) (K.R. SHRIRAM, }.)
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