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Seeoad AP'peaT- U/e 79(3) oE Rig:bt to l;zfio:;z,af'ioz Act, 2OOs
before, Ceatgal lafona,t.ioa, Co ,ig.gioa,

2nd F7oor, B-Winq, August KranXi Bhawan
Bhikaji Cama pLace, New Delhi_lJ_0066

AppeTTant

B.S.K.FIAO/
Auditor & Tax Advocate,
BDKRAOT Beside SBI,
TiTak Nagar, Shimoga,
xeRrvArAre-577207.

EncTosed Second AppeaT U/s. 19(3)

order of the First Appellate Authority

dated 08.L0.2012.

Novaz,bar 30, 2072

of RTI Act against the clubbed

bearing No.748/60/20I2-SO(TpL)

7.

2.

Index to Appeal IVo. 's l
Oriqinal Second Appeal with following Exhibits po.,s 2Exhibit-L I{y grievance petition dated 26th February 2072
Exhibit-2 Letter of Law l[inistry
Exhibit-3 I{y RTI AppTication
Exhibit-4 CPIO Reply to my RTI Apptication
Exhibit-S Copy of 7st AppeaT filed
Exhibit-6 Copy of 7st Appeal Order
Exhibit-7 CPIO reply to J.st Appeal Order
Exhibit-9 Letter fssued by BCI
Exhibit-9 Proof for No. of CA's in practice

Copy flith Reapecta to:-

.}Sbri.il .Saravanaz,
US (TPL-III) -Czw-CPIO,
CBDT, North B7ock,
IYar Delhi-770007.

)Sbri .Rajash Xttn.zr Bhoot,
D irecto r ( T PL- I I I ) -Cum-FAA,
CBDT, North B7ock,
Nev Dalhi-770007.

Place: Shinoqa
Dated: 30.7J..20L2
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Seeoa.d. Atr>5>ea.Z
(U/s 19(3) of Right to Information Act, 2005)

Befolre Ceatr.al Inf:ozz.atioz Coaoiasioa, Nar DeJ,!'i

7. AppeJ'J,aat DctaiTe

2. CPIO & EAA DetaiTe

3. Appeal Agaiaet

Co uaieation Date of, EAA

Raaeoae foz Appaal

6. Tl'ie Agpeal Paztical,are

RTI Application
CPIO Order
.First AppeaT
EAA Order (Clubbed)
CPIO RepTy to FAO (Clubbed)

7. Blief faete Leading to Alpeal,

Crolande t ReJ-ief Sougbt

Preeoace for flearing

: B.S.K.R|AO,
Auditor & Tax Advocate,
BDKRAO, Beside SBI,
TiTak Nagar, Shimoga,
fientrArAKe-577207.

: Shli.iI .Saz.avar,aa,
US (TPL-III) -Cun-@IO,
CBDT, North B7ock,
Nar DaIhi-770007.

: Shli.Rajesh Kt:uaar Bhoot,
D i re cto r ( T PL - I I I ) -Cum-f,iiAA,
CBDT, North Block,
Nas Delbi-770007.

: FAA clup^bed 4 Lst Appeals to
common order beating r'.No.
1_48/ 60/201,2-so (TpL) Dt.0I. Lo.2012
CPIO issued clubbed reply to
the above order bearing F.IVo.
748/ 55 / 20L2-SO (rpl) Dt. 22. 70. 2072

:7L.L0.20L2

: Not Satisfied by C?IO Reply

: 7st Appeal bearing F.No.
148/ 55 /2072-So (rpL) Dt. 7 6. 08. 2072

: Date 24.06.201_2 Receipt t7.07.2072
: Date L6.08 .2072 Receipt 0I .09.20J_2
: Date 03.09.2072 Receipt 12.09.20 j_z
: Date 08 .,1.0 . 2072 Receipt J1 . t0 . 20J.2
: Date 22. L0.2072 Receipr 03. t j".20J.2

.' See Annexure-L

.' See Annexure-2

: Video Conference at NIC, Shinoga

4.

5.

8.

9.

VERZEZCATION

I, B.S.K.RAO/ the appellant do hereby
above is true to the best of ny knowledge

PLaca: Shimoga
Dated: 30 . 77 . 2072 Srgz,atu,re of Appe
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Annezuze to Second Appaal

Annezure-7 [Bzief Eaete Leadir'g to Appaal]

7. RTI Application fiTed to know action taken proqress report
against my grievance petiti,oa addressed to Dr.I{anmohan Singh, Honrble
llinister for Public Grievance & forwanded to CBDT by Law plinistry vide
Ietter No.A-6001-L/3/20L2 Adnn.LtLAl Dt.29.03.2072. Copies encTosed as
foTTowing Exhibits &.I{arked in BIue Ink.

Exhibit-L My grievance petition dated 26th February 2012
Exhibit-2 Letter of Law I{inistry
Exhibit-3 l,ty RTI Application
Exhibit-  CPIO RepTy to my RTI Application
Exhibit-S Copy of 7st Appeal filed
Exhibit-6 Copy of l-st Appeal Order
Exhibit-7 CPIO reply to 1.st Appeal Order

2. In RTI Application, I have sought four information. The detajls
of the same is furnished below:-

tal llaae 
't 

desigrratloa of person in CBDT with whom my grievance
in question is Taying on date.

tbl Whethet my grievaaee in the interest of Govt. revenue has' been examined in detair, if so, resurt of examination, rf
not, reasohs recorded for the same.

[c] Any of my argvacats/aveneats in my grievance furnished in
Pata No.l- to I convinced for revenue to open ite eyo for
taking necessary steps in the matter, at least in future.

tdl tinar result of decision & action taken progress report.

RepTy issued by cpro against para No.2 tal to tdl both before
after l-st Appeal does r'ot abaolutely r.eval information sought d hence
not satisfied.

Aa,aaxara-2 [Grotnde t ReJ,icf Sought]

7- rn Para No.2[a] of my RTr Appricatiorn, r bave sought ae'
desiglaatioa of pegaoa ia GBDT rzitb shom my gtic.vaacc petitioa
Iaying oz date.

rn repry to Lst Appear, cpro stated that it js aot pand,izg ozdate. re, presumed as disposed off. rf that is so, cpro shoutd
have furnished proof for disposal on discussing the issues raisedin Para No. L to I of my grievance petition.

e
ig

..2
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2. In Para No.2tb'l of ny RTI Applicationr' I brve eourgbt rrhether
grievaace in tbe intcroet of Govt. r.e.aue D,ag beaa c*lmiz'c,d
datail, if eo regult of cztniaation, if not r.c:,aol,a recorded fot
az'';a.

In repTy to Lst AppeaT, CPIO stated that As regards to result of
examination, it nay be noted that during budqetary exercises a
number of suggestjons ate received from varjous stake holders and
aI7 the suggestions are djscussed and examined in the Finance
llinistry. Based on the importance of the suggestion and
feasibiTity of impTementation, the Finance BiIT containing
proposaTs for amending Income-Tax Act, 796L e Wealth Tax Act,
L957 is placed before Patliament. llo formal record for the
discussion & examination in respect of each & every suggestion
received is kept. In your ease, jt was examined by the Finance
I{inistry and rta,o mecit rae foandn in it and no Eecotd of the sane
has been kept.

In ny qrievance petition, how inditect confinement of Income-Tax
7aw practice only to Charteted Accountants by way of mandatory CA
cettification in Income-Tax Act causing etrict hurdJ'e for
voJ;uatary eoryTiaaca A/a 739 is the mlia iesue in ny grievance
petition. In fact there is no such certification in taxation law
of any country throughout the world, Letter issued by Bar CounciT
of India in this matter enclosed (See Exbibit-9).

Eete belor furnigled bzief facte to ebov hor th,e main l,eeuc of
ul'datory CiA, cestificatioa ia Iac,ozo-Tax Aet is err,eiag stricL
hardIe for voJuatary eoryTiance in Ineoma-Taz Act as rreJ.l ta
otbcr Ceatzal E Steta Covt. tazatioa J',ars:-

IaI V/s 2gge) of lac,core-lI.r, Act, Coet Accottztaats, Cqtaay
Secrataziee, Legal Practitioaera t Cbacto,red Accouatr,ats are the
four class of Tax Professionals authorised to practice Income-Tax
7aw. U/s L39 of Incone-Tax Act, conpliance of return fiTing from
busjness class in partieuTar, comes through Tax Professionals
onLy, In the statue book of Income-Tax, certification from only
Chartered Accountants commenced in L984 with introduction of
Section 44AB & stands at 13 PI'VS iz zusbeta on data. Ccrtificate
t /e 4lAB is retaiaed ia gtatuta book eir,ee ty.o deeade,e rrithoat
evaruatirag ite utiTity/hutdre. ?hese cettificates have to be
furnished in the course of rncome-Tax practice on interpteting
Income-Tax 7aw. Here, crruz of tbe matter js Chartered Accountants
ate fu77y authorised furnish a77 43 PI'VS c,e=tificetas t rcpzaeent
taaeasaaa before rncome-Tax authorities, but l{on-cArs who are
also covered U/s 288 (2) not authorised issue 13 PLAS carltifica,tae
but can only represent assessees. Therefore, this position js
comparabJ,e to decrac of the coutt rbich c,az not be r,xccatcd. r€,
authority granted U/s 288(2) of Income-Tax Act to Non-CArs
izfrlg'ettaoug t maazi,a'gzase. on date, rncome-Tax practice has
become domain of onry chartered Accountants & new IVon-cA's are
not enterinq Tax Professjon to support compliance.

ay
ia

tbe
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LbI As per latest data of 1BDT, onry s9,472 cA,s are praeticinq
rncome-Tax Taws throuqhout rndia (sae Ez!,ibit-g). Furthir, thereis restriction for issue of s.44AB certificates by each cA at 4s
numbers. CBDT has zot takea ctepc to conf;ilz rrl,etbT, pt"c.ot CAtsate eyeary epread th,roughout r',dia to coy.E arr caeei. rn FinanceAct, 20L2 negative Tist introduced jn servi ce Tax requiring theassistance of mote Tax professionals, but number of such TaxProfessionars have not increased & are stand stirL. ?his is howcA certification in rncome-Tax Act causinq strjct hutdre forcompriance in other centrar and stat,e Govt. taxation raws also.llberafole, in ra'd,ia oary rittre or'cr 2t of poparatioa ar. tndeztbc te.: aet of rr,eomc-Taz Deptt., rr},arcag in deveroped, c,oanttieg
70$ to 80$ of popaZatioa ,re undez tbe tax aet.

3. rn Para No.2[c] of my RTr Apprication, r have sougbt tbat any ofty argumeats/avanents ia my grievance f;ur:r,isbad, ia itta No.Z to g
goaviaced to rereaua to opea its eye foz taki!,g r'ecteaa',rat, stape ia tbemattar, at leaet in futaz:a.

In reply to l-st Appeal, CPIO stated that iafolzatioz lc r,otwaiTabre since the query ie baeed oa tba f;uxure oveat. My queryreJ,ates both for present & future events, cpro shourd havereplied to praeent ayeat part of the query.

4. In Para No.2[d] of my RTI Application, I have soaght 
':inaJ- 

reeuJrtof deeieioa t aetioa takea pr'ognasa zeport.

rn repTy to l-st AppeaT, cpro stated ilslne ae zepry Eivca to pere
No.2tbl of my.REr Atrrytricatioaa. I{y ar,qument to this appear isalso same as given in para No.2 above.

Peayet E Rel,ief Soaght

Kindry make digcagaioo, on the grounds raised in Annexute-2(l) e(2) above to promota traaepa.acr,c,y t ,ccouatebiJ,ity ia framizgporicyt nzzee t pr.oc,edute "?det rr,c,ome-Ta* Act and arso:-

ItI Direct cPIo to furnish correct, relevant & true information
reguested in ny RTr Apprication, correrati,ag the same to arlissues raised in para No.l to g of my gricvaaea patj,tioz.

IbI Direct cpro to provide information about finar resuJ,ts ofdecision & action taken proqress report arong with detaiteddiscussion on eight issues raised in my grieiance petitlon,
to know ho* Ei,aaaee l/iai,ltry f'ert ao merit r,ae f,ovn,d ia mygrievance pctitioa.

5.

443/340189
Noveu,bec 30, 2072
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E . S - EC - EaJ|'.O, B.Com, LL.B,
Auditor & Tax Advocate

To,

Shri.l/aanaohan Sirigh,
Prime l{inister, Ncr DeJ,bi.

HoalbJ,e Sis,

Sub.' lfideaing Taz, Baee aader ltrrr;omr.-Tax Act, anrrdJias ia Eztry
Door of Saetioz 739 - CqtJaiat oa ICiAI - Reg

-0-

7. In Chapter No.7, t{anual of Office Procedure VoIume-II published
by Ditectorate of Income-Tax, 7ot about flideair,g of Tax Basa has been
discussed' bat zorhez.c diseuesed about har;dJ'es foz cqtlianec ia the
Eatry Door of Section 739. First of aII, Deptt. should adnit the faet
that compliance U/s 1-39 in respect of business cJ.ass comes through Tax
Professionars onry, which is not so jn rnditect ?axes. Eeaec, no;;e
Petao!,a ia &e l,izc of Inc,ome-Taz practice rrctae r;everrue. FoTTowing
genuine points should be considered before taking action for lfidaaing
of 6el;uila.a Tar Btse of assessees undet Income-Tax Act.

(1) FitstTy, Govt. should decide vhether it vants Cextitictt.t ox Rtyoauc.
(2) llhethex Widening of Tax Base has dixact ralrtioa to gtorth ia aulber of,

PexsoB! eagagad iz l;accrc-Tlz pxactlce ? If so, who ate the persons
authorised to practice Incone-Tax Law' A/s 288 (2) , assistinq for
propagetiag 3 cotpliaace A/s 139. llhether they are increasing/decreasing
every yeatt because of aappott/coxzctizg in the Incone-Tax Law ot js
there any coaettr,izt in thefu practice. Even holding CA,s are
increasinq, whether they stict to practice with out seeling enpToynent ?

(3) Eatdlac ia the EzttT Door Section 739, anaTysing the types of hurdles
that relates to Lseeaaees ox Taz ptotasaiontlc.

(4) Extent of tpplication a coraxr'ge of Incone-Tax Act a8 conpared to
Indirect Taxes and quantua of Eaz Profeeeionels teqaitcd tot the ttgp'.
Whether, persons on whom fu77 power of cattificetioa ead xegrctcttatloa
gtanted in Incone-Tax on date, are crzealy cpxaed. through out India to
covaz t!7 a,gaesceec ?

(5) Stop rilerlr txackiag zechaniaz, rhether Tax Professionals can handle
such event better by sending notice on regular basis to their cTients,
it they are encouraged without bias.

2, . Sjnce L984t amenrtment to Income-Tax Act made in such a way that
I;ndiaa Aaaaaaa. can not fiTe return of income with out the assistance
of CAts, as he is required to furnish ceztiiicates/zeposts along with
the teturn of income from oaly Charterad Accountaate. If not he wiII
be penalised ot restrained from allowing deductions. In ad.d.itions to
such certificatee/reporta, asse.ssees are arso required to siqn an
affidtvit caLLed vez.if,i,cation in the return of income stating that the
information given in the returns are correct, complete & truly stated.
By this, Assessing Officers can invoke Saetioa 7gI of IpC to punish
the asses see by way of iryrieoanreat which may extend to 3 years (AIco
See 5.277 of IT Act). Even holding such certificates/reports are
tequited, it should find utility in the process of scrutiny. Assessingr
of f ieets rh,o ara a'ot CA,'e ehoal,d not again vazify gucb u,ttare ia thc
Procasa of Scrutiry, because Governmdnt reposed confidence only on
Chartered Accountants and the assessees spend in l"hoasaad,a/Za*na for
such cartificatee/zepozta.

..2

€xhi bi* -!LTeI: 08782-227830 tol
BDKRAO, Eeside SBf, TiTak Nagar

Shinoga - 5 7 7 2 0 7, tEtRIyA?tXr
Cogty to: - l:ebrru,ary 26, 2OI2

Shri . Asbutogb Di.kabit,
Jt. Secretary (TPL-I), Ncr DcJ,hi.
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3. As paz Jltact drta of CBDT pubJ.ishod da 76.71.2011 or'J;y Sgrl1z
Chartcred Accouatla,te ate assjstjng fot collection of revenue under
Income-Tax with fu77 power of handling 44AB cases e big corporate
assessees (See laac.:ura-7 EneToeed,). If the Deptt. indirectly confine
Income-Tax practice to one particular class of professiona-Ls at the
point of colTection of tax, it amounts to restriction of g:rowth in
tevenue a7so, which is directly proportional to gtotrth in such one
particular class of professional.s only (Bec,aaac, eqtliancc a/g 739
cauged by Taz Profeesioaal,e). ICAI is not wotried about negative
impact of certificates/reports for Non-corporates to Section 739 of
Income-Tax Act. If, ICAI is rea7Ly interested in certificates/reports
of Cotpotates (Ifrzct bceause pubIie mcra,cy ilrvolvcd) , why it is strongly
objecting for the rotation of auditors in Company Law ? I,tain intention
of ICAI is it to provide fuJ.I qtToynent to its members at any cost.
Eese crur of tbc mattcr ie ICAI is botb tbe r.egu,J,atozy t cr,aair,atioa
eozdaetiag autbority. Hence, it naintains output of members for more
matket demand and fix l;udit Ceiling for each CA to achieve its motto
of fuJ'I erytl,oync,at.. Eaeh CA can undertake .15 Taz, Au,dit Acsj,ga/mg/zt
ittespective of Corporates or Non-Corpotates. In Corporate casest CA's
get fees in the range of Lakha, but fot Non-corporate cases they get
fees in the range of Tb,oueaade only. Hence, CAts make best combination
to yield hiqh revenue to Siga Taz Arudit Report. Those Non-Corporate
assessees tejected by CAts, approach Non-CA Tax Professjonals covered
U/s 288(2) for giving compliance U/s L39. Non-CArs have to zoam rrouad
for CA Signature jn search of unused -linjts of CA's at the tine of due
date for filing Tax Audit returns. Tbie eituatioa ie typietl or,C,
pravaiTiag ozly ia Zad.ia to pay taxea du'e to Coveraareat,

4, Due to indirect confinement of Income-Tax 7aw practice only to
such one particular cJ,ass of professionaJ.s, Income-Tax Law could not
be propagated weIT since 7984. It is evident from the fact, that many
business class people sti77 does not have the knowledge of Income-Tax
7aw, declaration of income, asset.s & what is r.'hite money to attract
voluntary compliance U/s J.39. Non-CA Tax Professjonal.s who are also
authorised to practice Income-Tax Law U/s 288 (2) are totally cornered
by vestila,g arr posars oazy oa chartezed Accouatanta. w,e.f . j.-4-20j.j.,
S.44AD of Income-Tax Act has been tedefined, so as to inctude aII
business class having the turnovet of Rs 60 Lakhs & below per annum,
within the ambit of Tax Audit U/s 44A8. Now, the assessees approaching
cA's can decrare ress income and pay ress tax, just by attaching Tax
Audit Report, if they approach Non-cA's, they have to decJ-are fixed.
percentage of income and pay more tax, because of no authority to
attach such Tax Audit Report. Hence, nobody wiIT approach llon-CA Tax
Professionals & the authority granted to them U/s 285 (2) js rcduadaat,
Tn,ie positioz is coryarabre to deczee of couzt, rrbicb 6,ta aot bo
ax'acuted. I'et tD,e Govt. c,ol,J'ect taz only througb saeb 591172 Ci1rg ead
dcrctc Noa-ca rar Profaesioaazs fr.oa s.2gg(2) of rr,eomr.Ta* Act, ao
tha,t sc riTZ drop oat froa Iacome-Tax pzactice.

5. rndian constitution says that Govt,is f,oz the peoprc t. by tbc
people. In every amendment made to Indian Income-Tax Act since 7984,
nurnber of c'estifica-tee to be furnished by Cbarteced Accouataats ate
increasing & now stFnds at 43 pJ.as, even kn.owing the fact other than
CA's are also authorised to practice Income-Tax Law U/s 288(2). Hence,
it is clear that Govt. is for the buzeeuerats bllt by tbe paopLe. That
is why highly qualified ecboJ:rs aad seieatigtg move abroad 6 settle
there to qet-rid off from prevaiTing bureaucracy in India.

.,3
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I am a Non-CA Tax PtofessionaT, practicing Income-Tax Law since
1.981.. rn the onLine tax payment pass sheet of my sBr sB A/c sent to
chairman CBDT on 23.02.2072, r have paid rncome-Tax on behalf of my
clients in the range of Rs 93r551627/- (This excludes direct payment
made by ny clients). If orre su,cb IYoa-Cl c,az coJ-J'act co gntcb of ter
vitb the coa,stctizt of har,dJ,ia,g Sectioa 44AA cEset, rhy can,t tbo
Covt. tbia.k tbat mos. p,eraoa,g in tbe J.ize of Il;como-Taz Practiec a1o;:c
telreave tbat too kaor.ia'g tbe faet th,at eoryIiaac,a t /c 7gg tccp,
bueiaees elase c,oz,ca tbrough Taz Profession,aJ,s oaZy.

7. You may ask me one guestion, why agitation is not coming from
business community, simpre answer is, you take the case of ant, if it
finds obstruction, it wiTl take deviation. SimiTarly, assessees wiIT
not protest, but they wi77 not come forward for voluntary eompliance
u/s 739. one more Ex:- there is restriction for cash putchase u/s
40A(3). In case of textiTe dealers, they have to visit out sjde state
to make bulk purchase. As they are un-known buyers, seJ.lers insist, fot
cash payment & allow huge discount to encourage cash papent. In such
case, assessees are fotced to exclude both such purchases & sales for
the purpose of tax & testrained to recotd only purchases E sales seen
reflected in bank A/c only, Here, what certification from onTy CArs
wi77 do ? It ia al,go evident from tbe faet, that Govt. ie iadi=ect1y
azcouragiag tsa.aa.ca to geaezate bl,aek moaey.

8. In fact, there is no such mandatory provision of certification &
reporting in any country in Reveaua side, which stands at 13 pluc in
Indian Income-Tax Act. In India Tittle ovet 2* of population are und.er
the tax net of Income-Tax Deptt., whereas jn deveJ.oped. countries 70*
to B0* of popuration are in the tax net. Noc, Non-cArs wiII graduarry
eliminate from Income-Tax Practice, which wilt have serious impact on
Govt. Revenue in due course.

I hope that ny above arguments wi77 help the concerned Deptt. in
CBDT to take necessary steps to amend Indian Incoae-Tax law to 71idtz
Geanrina 3ax Base of Aaeesseea.

nitb Respectc,

EacT: -
Annexure-l, Number of CA, s
in Practice Dt. 76. 77.20LL

Copy to:-
)Slri. Pranai llukherjee, tjnance l{inister,
)Slri.Salnan fturslid, Lat tinister,
)Slri. R. S. 6ujral, Revenue Seuetary,
)Slri.llutesh Cland Josli, Chairun CBD[,

)Slri.llontel Singl hllurali a, Planning Connission,
)Slri. lnnasaleb flazare, Indian tational lctirist,
)Bar Council of, India, ter Delli,
)Ile Iastitute of, Chartercd lccountaats of, Iadia,
)Ile Institute of Coryany Secretaries of lndia,
)lle Instjtute of, Cost I torts lccountants of India,
)Slinoga Dist. Clartered lccountants Association,
)Slinoga Dist. Tax 8ar ,lssociation,

*
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hH sot ;
of India

t?

iO,

No. 4-600tt / 3 /2Ol l-edmn. I {LA}
Government of India

Ministry of Lar.r' and Jurstice
Depa!'i:ner,i oi l.i:gai i'iilail'.

Dated z1[slt>_

Subject: Public Grievance Petition.

Sir,
I am directed to forward herewith the petition (in original

aiongu{th .enclosures} dated ?.Q:}j.?e!!:..............received from
Shri. ...{9: 5:K'..R.r€......
vide their ..r..r.r......
on the subject mentioned above-

2. Since, the .gln..S+..vw\q* is concerned with" the
subject matter of L' ,r above P.ESEpr.l,-$ lg re_quested that a suitable
reply may be sent to tJ:e petitioner, under intimltion to ui.

Yours F

(As
Under Secretary to the Govt.

Copy to:

(He is requested to make further correspondence in this regards
with the above said authority as the matter does not come r-urder
the administrative arr-rbit of this department.!

.Sbr,^nnc - 5 ))lal
K... .J;t. ,

Under Secretary io the Govt. of India

,t\uY

Ntor-T f\atl*' -
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B - S - ZC - EaA,O, B.Con, LL.B,
Auditor & Tax Advocate

To;

7lbe Pubhie ilrrfolaletioz Officer,
Central Board of Ditect Taxes,
Deptt. of Revenue,
North Block, Nar Delbi-770007.

EoalbJ,e Siz,

Sub: tliniatry of Lar t ilastice Lettet No.A-60077/3/2072
A&a.7IIrAI Dt. 29.03.2072 agaiast my Zettaz datad
26.02.2072 fonazded to you,r offiee foz euitabte
reply-AgtpJ.ieatioa V/s 6(7) of RTI Aet, 2O0S-ReE

-0-

7. EncTosed copy of above mentioned Tetter forwarded by Ministry of
Law & Justice to your good office alonq with ny gr'ic,vaa,ee letter dated
26..02.2072 for your kind perusal.

2. Kindly providc bcJor iafonatioa tbaF l.el,ates to ty ErilvaaceTctter dated 26.02.2072, fonagded by EiaietrT, of Lar t ilaetice:-

[a] flaaa E decigtzatioa of person in CBDT with whom my qrievance
in guestion is laying on date.

tbl Whether my grievanee in the interest of Govt. revenue
been examined in detail, if so, result of examination,
not, reasons recotded for the same.

[c] Any of my azgumeate/avazareats in my grievance furnjshed
Para No.7 to 8 convinced for tevenue to opao ita cyc
taking necessary steps in the matter, at least in future.

tdl Einal restult of decision & action taken progress report,

3. I hereby state that the information sought does not faIT within
the restrictions contained in Sectioa I t 9 of tbe Aet and to the best
of ay knowledge it pertains to your good office. I also state that I
am. the eitizea of Za,d.ia aa,d I aa eJ,igj.bl'e to seek information under
The Riqht to Information Act, 2005.

4. Enclosed Rs J.0/- Postal Order bearing No.05F 760377 Dt.74.06.2012
as fees towards my request. I hope that your good office wiII provide
the infornation requested in Para No.2 above at an earry date,

flith Reepacts,

EneI: -
>Copy of letter forwarded by
Itlinistry of Law & Justice

>Copy of ny grievance dated
26.02.2072

has
If

in
for

€rhi bi+-*3
Tc.I: 08782-227830 tol

227273 tRl
BDK&AO, Beside SBI, TiTak Nagar

Shimoqa- 5 7 7 2 0 7, K;ARNA3AKA
ilazc 2l, 2072



6x hib i+- +

New Delhi, the 16s August" ZO\Z.

Subject: Application for seeking information under RTI Act.

Kindly refer to your RTI application dated 24th June, 2012 addressed to the
Public Information Officer, Central Board of Direct Taxes, Deparunent of Revenue,
North Block, New Delhi-l10001, received by this offrce on 17107D012.

2. 2. "As a maffer of practice, all suggestions received for amendment to Direct
Taxes Laws'are exarnined during the pre-budget and post-budget exercise. The
suggestions received from you were also examined during the pre-budget and post-
budget examination. The outcome of such examinatiori was reflected in the Finance
Bill, 2012 presented before the Parliament."

3. If you are not satisfied with the reply and wish to file an Appeal under the RTI
Act, 2005, the Appellate Authority is the Director (TPLJII), R.No. 147-G, Central
Board of Direct Taxes, Department of Revenue, Ministry of Finance, North Block,
New Delhi-110001.

Yours

Under Secretary GPL-

F.No. I 48/55/20 l2-SOGPL)
Government of India
Ministry of Finance

Departnent ofRevenue
Central Board ofDirect Taxes

To
Sh B.S.K Rao
Auditor & Tax Advocate, BDKRAO, Beside SBI,
TilakNagar, Shimoga,
Kamataka-S77201



F.llo.118/55/2012-s0(TPL) Dl.15.08.2012
6xAibit -g

Ei-=st Atr>tr>ea.Z
(U/s L9(L) of Right to Information Act, 2OO5)

Before Tba Director (EPI'-III), CBDT, Noztb Bloek, Ner DaJ.hi

7. ltaae t addr.eea of tbe appeJ,l,eat

2. Officer paseir,g tbe ordez appealod

: B.S.K.RAO,
Auditot & Tax Advocate,
BDKRAOT Beside SBI,
TiTak Nagar, Shinoga

-577207.

: Sbzi. il . Saz.avan,aa,
US ( T PL- I I I ) -Cuw-CPIO,
CBDT, llorth BLock,
IYer Delbi-770007.

3. Order agair,st vhicb appeal made F. No. 1 4 8/ 5 5 / 20 7 2-SO (TpL)
Dated L6.08.2072

4. Date of co-ouaication of or'der : 07.09.2072

: u/s 19 (1) of RTI Act5, Section uadez rbich agtpaal mada

6. ParticuJ,ers of, ia,f;orzatioa soagbt Ag,aaxul:e-7 EncTosed

7. elroua,ds of appeal t r.alief sougbt 3 See Aaae.:usa-2 Enclosed

; See

VERIETCATTON

I, B.S.K.RAO,

above is ttue to

the appeTTant

the best of my

do hereby

knowledge

Place: Shinoga
Dated: 03.09.20L2

declare that what is stated

e beTief.

/-7trS
'# q



F.xo. 118/55/2012-s0{TPt) Dt. 15. 08.2012

Aa,tze.xtz=e- a

I. My grievance about widening of Tax Base under Income-Tax Act,

hurdles in Entry Door of Section 1"39 - Conplaint on ICAI, addressed to

Shri Ltanmohan Singh, Prime l{inister of India, forwarded to CBDT by

I{inistry of Law & Uustice vide Letter No.A-60071/3/2072 Atua .ltL I Dt.

29.03.2072 for necessaEy action (See Exhibit-A)

2- I have fiTed RTI AppTication Dt.24.06.20L2 on the above grievance

& sought the foTTowing information (Saa Exhibit-C):-

lal tleae E decigzatioa of person in CBDT with whom my grievance

in question is laying on date.

tbl whether my grievance in the interest of Govt. reyenue has

been examined in detaiT, if so, resul,t of examination, rt
not, reasons tecorded fot the same.

[c] Any of my az.gumeats/averzclatg in my qrievance furnished in
Para No.7 to I convineed fot tevenue to open ite oya for

takinq necessaty steps in the mat.ter, at Least in future.

tdl Ej;aar rasal;t of decision & action taken proqless report.

Scptanber 3, 2072



I.llo.1l8/55/2012-s0{IPU Dt.15.08.2012
. Aa.r;ta*,t.Ee-2

Grouads of Appeal 6 ReJ'ief Sougbt

7. The intormation furnished by learned CPIO in RTI order bearing
F.lfo. 148/55/2012-SO(TPL) Dt.16. 08.2072 (See E:bibit-B), does not revel
information sought by me in Pag.a No.2(a) to (d) of my RTr Application
(Sae Ezbibit-C) .

2. It is prayed to direct CPIO to furnish fu77 & exact information
covering each point in Pa,r.t No.2(r) to (d) of my RTr Apprication. rn
Finance BiTr 2072, foTTowing issues in my grievances not touched:-

(a) Hurdles for compliance relating to Non-CA Tax Professionals
authorised U/s 288(2) not touched in Finance BLII 20j2.

(b) Number of Certificates to be issued by CA's still stands at' 43 PIus in Income-Tax Act. There is no such Certificates in
any country for tax compliance (Hardl,c f,oc eoryJ'iazc'a) .

(c) In para IVo.3 of RTI Order F.No.225/63/20L2-ITA.II dated L0th
ApriT 20L2, Eevenue adnitted the fact that information of
wrong cTaims reported u/s 44AB not colTected, but still
Section 44AB is retained in statute book since two decades
ritb,out evalaatia.g its utiJ,ity, not touched. (Saa Exhibit-D)

(d) Scope of assessing officers to once again verify the matter
reguired to be reported by CAru U/s 44A8, in the process of
scrutiny assessment, on overtaking 5.742 (2A) -duplication,
not touched.

(e) Scope of CA's making best combination of tax audit
assiqnment to yield high revenue due to tax audit ceiling,
affecting non-corporate assessees, not solved.

(t) Because of redefining S.44AD w.e.f.l-4-20i.J., Non-CA Tax
Professionals are totaTTy bTocked from Income-Tax practice.
llhis is coryarabJ'e to decrae of tD.e covrt, rbieb caa aot be

, euecuted. Here, clause should have been de-Iinked from
S,44AB by.restricting it to maintenance of books onTy (Sac
Exhi,bit-E for reaeoniag) .

(S) Govt. is indirectly encouraging assessees to qenetate black
money by retaining 5.40A(3) in Income-Tax Act, not touched.

rt is arso prayed to direct cpro to pin point the out come of
examination reflected in Finance B|TI 2072 about the issue in
question of this RTI Appeal in particular.

3. Three institutes, ICAI, ICWAI e ICSI wi77 not provide reguisite
output of members to meet the requirement gap of Tax Professjonals in
Indian Economy. ft is right time, that Cent,ral Govt. should come out
with Tax ageat sastice Aet to qenetate Tax professionals by
establ.ishing Tax Practitioners Board in lines of Australian Tar(,
Practitioners Board, to seek service under Central e State Govt. tax
Iaws to encouEage voluntary compliance. (Sce Erhibit-E)

1., I request you
exact information
aceouatabiJ'ity iz

Sir to
sought

fraair,g

kindly direct learned CPIO to provide full &

in Rff Application. to prozrote tranapaz€D,cy,

q)
i/,i1,Tt,4.
* [ Tilak Nagar J -9

Septeober 3, 2072

Iavc, ruZes E pol.iciee.

APPELIT IpHiq,,tn*ry/gqbffi--9/



F.No.Z 2 5/63 | Z0 12 -Yt A"tt
Governmentof Indla
Mtnlstryof Flnance

Departrnent of Revenue
Central Board of Direct Taxes

Name of the Appellant
CPIO
Date ofCPIO's Order.
Date of Decision

. The appellant ftled the present appeal dated 29.3.2012 aginst the Cpl0'S letter dated
t5.3,20t2, An RTI application was filed by the applicant in the ofice of CPIO on 6,g,Z0Lz
seeHng certain lnformadon, whtch was resilonded by lrtm vide the aforesaid letter, holding
that the information sought by the appllcant ls not availabte wtth hlrn

2. The informadon ln the aforesaid RTI applicadon sought by the appellant is regardtng
tot audit reports filed by non*orporate tax payers ln lndla. Secdon 4+ AB of Income iax Act,
1961 casts an obligatlon on speciffed categor{es oftaxpayers to obtaln and file specified tax
audit reports. 'lhe appellant desires to obain the lnformation regarding wronb datms or
deductions quantified ln such tax audit repg$ in resp.ect of all non-corporate taxpayers
throughout the territory of lndla. lhe appellant further desires to knowthe 

"*t 
ni of ie

utilily made by the Income Tax Departrnent for terying tax on the same.

3. CPIO hia rejected'the appllcadon on the ground that such infor-"uoo lsnot collected
by his office an4 therefore, cannot be provided. ln the present appeal, in theldliitiFi
apgeal, the appellant has ctntended that the Board exerclses control over thJAssessing
Officers and thus should have collected such data. It has further been mendoned that Board
should have taken pains to address all Chief Commlssioners for such informadon. I have
carefully examlned the applicadon the response and the appeal and find that the matter can
be decided on the material available on record.

4. In the RTI Act, an appltcant can seek materlal informadon which is arnailable on the
records of public authority and Is ldendfiable. lt is beyond the scoBe of Section i ig oi nu
Act to collect an informatlon cut and suitably customlzed as deslred by the applicant under
the Act In the present case, CPIO would not be ln a posltion to Low the cases *riur"
statutory-tax audit report has reported 

_wrong claims ln each and every .atu Uuin! ass"sr"a. all oygf q9 country. It is also not possible roi cplo to ascertaln the pribtic authorites whictr
- . .- **.$+Ic!d. such. lnfolmation beceltleill lbtssessiug:ofrceF weutA abo no,-Uu irr rirrdoo. to hold a separate informadon as i-s desired by the appltcani rn ttris regar4 rt ii rmie-nUve

to refer to fudgment dated August 9,2otl delivered by Hon'ble suprerne-Court of tnaia in trre
case ofCentral Board ofSecondary

* C lccr cvJ d.'.c. f"Y l r-ec.i^;, l" he;4

'€xl'lbiJ -D'
nYSPFEDPOST

New Delhi, the 10ur April, Z01Z

Shri B.S.K Rao,
Under Secreary (lTA"ll)mm CPIO
t5.3,20t2
L0.+.2012

wf{[ou,{ cvo,lro{r ^tr ;14 s*ili{y.



t-

.-2-

Education & Anr, Vs Aditp Bandopadhyay & Ors. whereln the Hon'ble Supreme Court has

found necessary to clear some mlsconceptions about the RTI Act by maHng the followlttg

obsenations:

'The RTI Act provldes qc"ess b all tnformation that Is wailoble and uisting.
Tlris is clear fiom a combineil readlng of sudon 3 and the definldons of
'lnformadon'and'rtght to tnformation'under clouses (f) and (fi of sedon 2 of
the AcE lf a public authority has any tnlormation lntheloryn of dan oranolryed

' data, or abstmcB, or stntistts, an appllcant may acltess such lnformation
5yaiblect to the uempdons In secdon I of the Act fi.twhere the Inlon4adon
sorlgfit,tr. rlrlt,a pArr. of the ttl.r|td"of a pttbllctautlionlfi' gnd wherc suft
lnformatton ls not rqalred to be malntalned wfler uty low o! .!e ndes 

.

or regulatloW of the publlc outhorlty, the AcC does not cost an obllgadon
uPon the publlc authort{' b collecf or'collatc sttdt non-avallable
lnfurmatlon and then furnlsh lt to an appllcant A publlc authority is also

not rcquired to furz.lsh infolmation wlfch require drawing of lnfercnca and/or
makfug of asumpdons te is also not requircd b ptovlde hdvice' or 'oplnion' to
an appllcant, norrequlred to obd4 ondfurnlsh a4y bptnlon'or hdvle'to an
appltcane The rcference to'oplnton' or hdvice' tn the definldon of 'lnformadon'
in sedion 2(fl of the Act, on[ refen n such matertal avatlable ln the records of
the public authoricy. Many public authodds hcve, cs a public relatlon el;ercisr.,

prcviile advice, galdance and oplnion to the citizens. But thot Is pure|
voluntary and should notbe confuseilwlth any obllgadonunder che RTI Act'

5. ln view of the above, the decision aken by the CPIO ls upheld and appeal of the
dppellantherein Is refected. ln case the appellant is not sadsffed with the reply, he may file an
appeal with the second appellate authority, Central lnformation Commissiou'B'WingAugust
Krand Bhavan Bhll<art Cama Placs New Delhl.

(AjayGopl)
Director (ITA"II) & Appellate Authortty

Copyto:

1. TheAppellant
2, Under Secretary (tTA.lI)-cum-CPlO, Departrnent of Revenue, Central Board of Direc

To{es, New Delhi - to comply as directed in para No. 2 of t0""*"'.'ftffi\.
Director (ITAll) & Appellate Authority



€xA;u;i - 6
No. 148/60 / 2012-SO (TPL)

Government of India
Ministry of Finance

Department of Revenue
(Cennal Board of Direct Taxes)

Appellant:

New Delhi, dated 86 October,z}lz

Sh. B.S.K. Rao,
BDKRAO; Beside SBI,
Tilak Nagar, Shimoga,
Karnataka - 577201.

Shri J. Saravanan,
Under Secretary, US (TPL-[)
Central Board of Direct Taxes

Aleaf order under section 19 of the Right to Information Act, 2005

Shri B.S.K. Rao ('the appellant') has filed 4 appeals against the orders of Shri J.

Saravanan, Under Secretary, US (TPL-III) & CPIO, ('the CPIO') passed on 16.08.2012. As
similar grounds have been raised in these appeals, all the four appeals are, therefore,
disposed offby this single appqllate order.

2. The dates of receiving the appeals in this office and the details of order of CPIO are

as under:
\bg
tf

$
xs
-s

.F
r->
"t

F. No.148/57/20 dated16.08.2012
F. No.148/58/2012 dated 16.08.2012

3. The detail of information requested by the appellant and the information provided by

the CPIO in the appeals mentioned in table atpua2 above are as under:

I. In the appeal against the order of CPIO No. F. No.148/55I2012-SO(TPL) dated
L6.08.2012. mentioned at Sl. No.1 in the table at para 2 above, the appellant has
requested for following information in the application dated 24.06,2012filed
before the CPIO:-

*(a) Name & Designation of pmon in CBDT with whotn my griewnce in question

Iay@on dete.

rs

I

I

No. and date of CPIOts Order

F. No. 148/ 55 / 2012-SOCTPL) dated 16.08.2012
F. No. 148/ 56 / z}tz-SOffPL) dated t6.08.20L212.09.2012

12.09.20t2
12.09.2012

Page I of4



II.

(b) Whether my gimance in the interest of Govt, re7,eflue has been emmined in dctail, tf
so, result of emmination, If not, reasons recordedfor the same.

G) Any of rny afgurnents/averments in my gievance fumished in Para No.! to 6
conincedfor Retenue to opefl its ryefor taking necessary stqs in tlu matter, at leas in
funre.

(d) Finalresult ofdecision &action taken progress report."

In response, the CPIO has provided following information in his order
No. 148/55 / 2012-SO(TPL) dated 16.08.2012: .

"As a matter of practice, all suggestions received for amendment to Direct Taxes Inws are
examined duing the pre-budget and post-budget exercix. The suggestions received fron you
were also exatnircd during the pre-budget and post-budget examination. Tlu outcome of xrch
eramination was refeded in the Finance Bill, 2012 presented before the Paiinmcnt."

In the appeal against the order of CPIO No. F. No.148/56/2012-SOC[PL) dated
L6.08.24L2. mentioned at Sl. No.2 in the table at para 2 above, the appellant has
requested for following information in the application dated 22.06.2012 filed
before the CPIO:-

"(o) Natne & designation of pmon in CBDT with whom my gievance in question is laying
on date.

(b) Wuthq my gievance in the interest of Govt. levenue has'been examirwd in detsil
(Para wise) with the intention of kgislature in statute book of Income-Tax Ad, if so,
result of examination, Ifnot, reasons recordedfor the same.

@ Cutrmt status of letter beaing F. No.225/168/20A0/ITA.II/16.10.2000 is1ted by
US QTA.II) enclosed as Exhibit-I to my lenr dated 22.2.2012forwarded by Ministty
oflzw &Iustbe.

(d) Final result ofdecision & action taken progress report. "

In response, the CPIO has provided following information in his order
No. 148/56 / 2012-SO([PL) dated 16.08.2012:

"As a mctter of practice, all suggestions received for atnendment to DireA Tnces laws are
examined duing the pre-budget and post-budget exercise. The suggestiotu reaived from you
were also examined duing the pre-budget end post-budget examination. The outcome of such
exatnination was reflected in the Finance Bill, 2012 presented before tlu Parliament."

m. In the appeal against the order of CPIO No. F. No.148/57I2012-SO(TPL) dated
16.08.20t2, mentioned at Sl. No.3 in the table at para 2 above, the appellant hai

Page2 of 4



requested for following information in the application dated 23.06.2012 filed
before the CPIO:-

'(o) Nane & designation ofpercon in CBDT with whom my grievance in question is laying
on date.

(b) Whether my grievance/suggestions in the interest of Govt. rereflue hq bem eramined
in dctail, if so, result of examination, If not, reasons recordedfor the smc.

@ Final result of fucision & action taken progress rqzort."

In response, the CPIO has provided following information in his order
No. 148157 / Z0I}-SO(TPL) dated 16.08.2012:

"As e tnatter of praoice, all suggestions received for amendrnent to Direct Tares Laws are
eramitud. duing the pre-budget and post-budget exercise. mc suggestions received from you
were also examined duing the pre-budget and post-budget examination. T'Iu outcoftte of such
examination was reflected in the Finarrce Bill, 2012 prevnted before the Parliament."

ry. In the appeal against the order of CPIO No. F. No.148/58 /2012-SO(TPL) dated
16.08.2012, mentioned at S1. No.4 in the table at para 2 above, the appellant has
requested for following information in the application dated M.07.2012
(mentioned as 1.7.06.2012 in the CPIO's order) filed before the CPIO:-

"(a) Name & designation of pmon in CBDT with whom my grievance in Eustion laying
on date.

Whether rty arguments/avermentsfumished in my letter dated 21.11.2011 addressed
to Finance Minister in Para No.I to 14 has been examined in detail. If so, rewh of
emmination, if not reasons recordedfor thc same.

Any of my atguments/avennentsfumished in Para No.1 to 14 of my letter trcntiotud
in 2[bJ above conyinced to revenue to open its eye for taking necessary stqs in the
tnatter, at least infurure under Direct Tuces Code, 2010.

Reply snt to Prime Minister, who is in-charge of Public Gtiwances against PMO ID
No.7/3/201I-PMP 4/34284 dated 12.12.2011. If not leasons remrded. (See Exhbit-
2)

Final result of decision & action taken progress report again* pam-wiw
atguments/avermentsfurnished in Para No.I to 14 of my letter mentioned in 2[bJ
ebove.tt

In response, the CPIO has provided following information in his order
No. 148158 / 2012-SO(TPL) dated 16.08.2012:

a)

G)

(d)

k)

Page 3 of4



",4s a matter of practice, all suggestions received for amendment to Direct Taxes I-aws arc
ernmined'duing the pre-budget and post-budget exercise. Tfre suggestions received from you
were also examined duing the pre-budget and post-budget emmination. The outcorne of wch
emmination was refleaed in the Finence Bill, 2012 presented before the Parliament."

4. The common grievance of the appellant in his all the four appeals mentioned above
is that the information fumished by the CPIO does not fully reveal the information sought
by him in the applications filed by him. The appellant, therefore, requested that the CPIO
may be directed to furnish information covering each point of his applications.

5. A perusal of the information furnished-bylfie. CPIO indicates that the CPIO has not
fumished point-wise information to the appellant covering each point of the appellant's
applications mentioned above. The CPIO is, therefore, directed to fumish point wise
information, which is available with him, in respect of appellant's applications [mentioned
at para 3(0, 3(II), 3GID and 3(IV) abovel within 15 days from the date of receipt of this

!-oroer.

%
(Rajesli K-umaiBhoot)

Appe'ate Authority *$',1*:l&!tT,t

Copy to:

1. Sh. B.S.K. Rao, appellant.
2. Under Secretary (TPL-il)-cum-CPIO with respect to para No. 5 above.

Page 4 of4
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RN MATTER

SPEED POST

F.No. 148/5s/2012-SO(TPL)

Government of lndia

Ministry of Finance

Department of Revenue

Central Board of Direct Taxes
+*r 

New Delhi, dated 22nd october, 2012

Shri.B.S.K.Rao,

Auditor & Tax Advocate, BDK Rao, Beside SBl,

Tilak Nagar, Shimoga,

Karnataka -577201.

Sir,

Sub: Appeal Order under section 19 of the Right to lnformation Act, 2005

Ref: Appellate Authority order vide F.No. 1a8l60/2012-SO(TPl-) dated 8th October, 2012.

Kindly refer to the above.

2.ln para 5 of the above mentioned order, the appellate authority has directed to furnish point wise
infqrmation, which is available in this office in respect of appellant queries mentioned at para 3(t), 3(1),
3(lllland 3(lV) of the appellate.order.

3. The point wise information available in this office in respect of para 3(l) rnentioned in the absve

fS mentioned order are as follows:

-o
rt

$
rt

+
-it

|.t-at
{

At

(a) Not pending on date.

(b) As regards to result of examination, it may be noted that during budgetary exercises a number
of suggestions are received from various stake holders and all the suggestions are discussed and
examined in the Finance Ministry. Based on the importance of the suggestion and feasibil[ty of
implementation. the Finance Bill containing proposals for amending ti.ore-tax Ac! 1961and
the Wealth-tax Act, 1957 is placed before the Parliament. No formal record for the discussion
and examination in respect of each and every suggestion received is kept. ln your case, it was
examined by the Finance Ministry and no merit was found in it and no record of the same has
been kept.

(c) The information is not available since the query is based on the future event.



(d) Same as para lrl/

4. The point wise information available in this office in respect of para 3(ll) mentioned in the above

mentioned order are as follows:

(a) Not Pending.
(b) Same as para 3(b)

(c) fhe current status of letter bearing F.No.225/168/2@O/lTA.lt dated 16th day of October, 2000

issued by US(tTA.il) has been forwarded vide F.No.148l2gl2ot2-sO(TPL) dated 9d'July, 2012 for

5.The point wise information available in this office in respect of para 3(lll) mentioned in the above

mentioned order are as follows:

(a) Not Pending.

{b) Same as para 3(b}

(c) Same as (b)

6. The point wise information available in this office in respect of para 3(lV) mentioned in the a'bove

mentioned order are as follows:

Notpending

Same as para 3(b)

Same as 3(c)
your grievance has been taken as a suggestion and examined as mentioned in para 3(b) and the

individual reply has not been sent every suggestions.

Same as (b).

Yours faithfully,

Copy to

The Director(TPl-lll)-cum-Appellate Authority under the RTI Act.

sl,,l -
(J.Saravahan)

taking necessary acilo-n.

(d) Same as (b)

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Under Secretary(TP[-lll)-cum-CPIO



Aibil

21, vraq tEq rqa-$na qfrql

-T$ ftfr = rro oo2. -s?B
J. R,. SHAR'IAA

AiA. B.Ed., LL.B., LL.ll.,l BA

Secretory

In view of the above, Central Board of Direct Taxes, Department of Revenue,
Ministry of Law and Justice should authorized to sign and furnish the Tax Audit
Report under Section 44 AB of Income Tax to Legal Practitioner also.

Thanking you,

Encl.: As above

Copyto: -

\ y'". Srikrishna,
-Advocate & Tax Practitioner,

Vasudeve Nilaya, 5th Cross,
Basavanagudi, Shimoga,
Karnataka - ST1zot.

qrc-ftq ftlff, fx :8
BAR COUI{CIL OF II\DIA
(Statutory Body Constituted under the Advocates Act' 1961)

d. srn. trqf

1.1ctz;^ 14 91t/ tzolz

To,

1. Central Board of DirectTaxes
North Block,
Delhi - 11ooo1.

2, Ministry of Law and Justice,
. Government of India

'Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi

sub.: Forwarding of representation received from Mr. srikrishan,
Advocate & Tax Practitioner.

Ref.: crc order in case No.crc/sslc/zotzlooo64z dated r8.og.zorz
in the matter of Mr. Srikrishan Vs. Bar Council of India.

srr'

I am forwarding herewith a representation dated oS.oz.eorz received from Mr.
Srikrishna, Advocate & Tax Practitioner, Vasudeva Nilaya, Sth Cross,
Basavanagudi, shimoga, Karnataka srr2oL. Letter received fi.om Mr.
Srikrishna is self-explanatory. It has been correctly stated by the petitioner the
introduction of Section aaAB has been introduced bv vested intereit with inrent
to block Non-CAt

21, Rouse Avenue Institutional Areo

New Delhi - 110 OOe

Date:19.1o.2o12
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TAXAUDIT DATA PROVIDED BY CBDT : ICAI TO REVIEW ??

Recently, the ICAI had represented before Central Board of Direct Taxes (CBDT)
seeking tax audit data based on returns e-filed during the year 2o1o-11. Reportedly,
in response to the representation made to CBDT, the ICAI has been provided with
the data relating lo number of tax audits conducted by the members along with the
membership numbers of the tax auditors.

As per the data provided, the total number of tax audit returns filed in respect of the
financial year 2o1o-11was t6,t6,og6 which were conducted by Sg,4Tz auditors. The
data so provided is being further processed with regard to-ERE-ffi6rship
numbers, membership numbers which exceeded the specified number (ceiling) of
t* 

""dtt "stg*."tq etc. In order to prevent misuse o

auditors, ICAI is planning that from next year onwards the uploading of tax audit
report along with digital signatures should be rnade mandatory. ,

Reportedly, the ICAI has also suggested that on the basis of data of practising
Chartered Accountants providecl by ICAI, a user id and a password rnay be rnade
available to all practising members so that they can view all the tax audit reports
uploaded in their name, which in twn would further curb the malpractice of
misusing the details of member by the assessee. A tax audit not done by the member
maybe then reported by him to the Income-tax Departrnent for the action at its end.

The said suggestion found favor with the Department which has assured that the idea
would be taken forward for further consideration.

, +1 Recomrnend tris on Google
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