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3TeY / ORDER

PER R.S. SYAL, VP :

These two appeals by different but connected assessees relate
to the assessment year 2011-12. Since the facts/grounds are
common in these appeals, I am, therefore, proceeding to dispose
them off by this consolidated order for the sake of convenience.

2. Briefly stated, the facts in the case of Shri Sonal Dattatraya
Valvi are that he furnished a return declaring, inter-alia, agricultural
income of Rs.20,08,947/-. For the reasons given in the assessment
order, the Assessing Officer did not accept the genuineness of the
claim of agricultural income amounting to Rs.13,84,486/-, being a
sum of Rs.9,04,922/- and another sum of Rs.4,79,564/-. The 1d.
CIT(A) accepted the claim of assessee qua the sum of Rs.9,04,922/-
and sustained the addition of Rs.4,79,564/-. The assessee is
aggrieved by the sustenance of the addition.

3. [ have heard both the parties and perused the relevant material
available on record. No material has been brought on record by the
ld DR to demonstrate that the relief allowed by ld. CIT(A) has been
challenged by the Revenue in the second appeal. In so far as the
grievance of the assessee in relation to the confirmation of the

addition amounting to Rs.4,79,564 /- is concerned, it is seen that the
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assessee claimed to have earned this much agricultural income from
sale of onions. The Id. CIT(A) sustained the addition because the
assessee could not place on record enough evidence to substantiate
the earning of income, more specifically, there was no evidence of
having transported so much of onions. The ld. AR submitted that
7/12 extracts amply show growing of onions. It was, therefore,
candidly submitted that a direction may be given to allow the claim
of agricultural income as per the standard yield determined by the
competent authority at the relevant time. The 1d. DR did not raise
any serious objection to the same. In view of the above said factual
panorama, I of the considered opinion that it will be just and fair if
the impugned order is set aside and the matter is restored to the AO.
I order accordingly and direct him to find out the standard yield of
onion at the relevant point of time. By considering the landholding of
the assessee vis-a-vis the standard yield, the extent of agricultural
income from onion be accepted after deduction of expenses in this
regard.

4. The only issue involved in the appeal of Shri Swapnil
Dattatraya Valvi is assail to the confirmation of addition of
Rs.4,79,564 /- on the same facts and circumstances as are obtaining
in the case of Shri Sonal Dattatraya Valvi. Both the sides fairly
admitted that the facts and circumstances of this appeal are mutatis
mutandis similar to those in the other appeal. In view of my decision
in the foregoing paras in the appeal of Shri Sonal Dattatraya Valvi, I

set aside the impugned order and remit the issue to the file of the AO
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for deciding it accordingly. Needless to say, the assessee will be

allowed an opportunity of hearing in the fresh proceedings.

S. In the result, both the appeals are allowed for statistical
purposes.

Order pronounced on 6t day of February, 2020.
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