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ORDER
Per B.R. Baskaran, AM :-

This appeal by the assessee is directed against the order dated
28.3.2014 passed by learned DIT(Exemption) rejecting the application filed by

the assessee seeking registration u/s. 12A.

2. We have heard the parties and perused the record. We noticed that the
assessee filed an application seeking registration u/s. 12A before learned
DIT(Exemption) on 30.9.2013. Thereafter learned DIT(Exemption) issued a
notice dated 21.10.2013 asking the assessee to furnish various details and
documents. learned DIT(Exemption) also directed the Managing Trustee of the
assessee to appear before him on 13.11.2013 for the purpose of production
and verification of original documents. It is noticed that the representative of
the assessee appeared only on 24.1.2014 and again on 19.3.2014. However,

assessee could submit only some details that were called for originally. Hence,
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learned DIT(Exemption) requested the assessee to submit other details, vide
order sheet noting dated 19.3.2014 and accordingly adjourned the case to
26.3.2014. However, there was no compliance from the assessee on that date
and hence learned DIT(Exemption) proceeded to dispose of the application on
the basis of details available on record. Since the assessee did not produce all
relevant documents/information that were called for by learned
DIT(Exemption), he expressed the view that he could not satisfy himself about
the objects of the Trust and genuineness of the activities. Accordingly, he

rejected the application filed by the assessee.

3. Aggrieved, the assessee filed this appeal before us.

4. Even though the Ld A.R contended that the Ld DIT(Exemption) has not
provided sufficient opportunity, yet, in view of the events narrated in the
earlier paragraph, we are of the view that the learned DIT(Exemption) has
provided sufficient opportunity to the assessee to submit various details that
were called for by him. In our view, there is failure on the part of the assessee
to furnish the details. At the time of hearing learned AR submitted that the
assessee has since collated all the details and accordingly prayed that the
assessee should be provided with one more opportunity to furnish those

details before learned DIT(Exemption).

5. On the contrary, CIT-DR strongly objected to the plea put forth by the
assessee by submitting that the assessee has failed to avail opportunities

provided by learned DIT(Exemption).

6. Having heard rival submissions and on perusal of the record, we are of
the view that, in the interest of natural justice, the assessee should be
provided with one more opportunity. However, since there is failure on the
part of the assessee to furnish the details as well as to appear before learned
DIT(Exemption), we are of the view that opportunity should be provided to the

assessee at a cost. Accordingly, we impose cost of ¥ 5000/- on the assessee
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and direct it to remit the same to the account of the Income Tax Department
on or before 30.6.2016. Subject to the payment of the above cost, the order of
learned DIT(Exemption) is set aside and entire matters are restored to his file
with the direction to examine the application filed by the assessee afresh. The
assessee is also directed to furnish all the details that were/may be called for
by the learned DIT(Exemption) in this regard. After providing adequate
opportunity of being heard to the assessee, the learned DIT(Exemption) may

take appropriate decision in accordance with law.

7. In the result, appeal filed by the assessee is treated as allowed for

statistical purposes.

Order has been pronounced in the Open Court on 9.6.2016.
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