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Start inventory on  Cases started

01.01.2022

Cases closed

End inventory on

31.12.2022

M Cases started before 1 January 2016 I Cases started as from 1 January 2016

Cases started before 1 2022 Start Cases Cases 2022 End
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
Transfer pricing cases 234 0 19 215
Other cases 72 0 3 69
Cases started as from 1 2022 Start Cases Cases 2022 End
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
Transfer pricing cases 356 89 103 342
Other cases 78 12 19 71

Average time needed to close MAP cases

Note: the average time taken to close MAP cases that started before 1 January 2016 was computed by applying the following rules:

(i) start date: the date of receipt of the MAP request by taxpayers, or if the MAP request was submitted to the other competent authority,
the date of receipt of the MAP invocation letter from that competent authority; and
(i) end date: the date of sending of the letter to India’s tax authorities in the field to give effect to the MAP agreement entered into between

Cases started before 1 January 2016 A\ﬁ-:-r;e;ge
Transfer pricing cases 127.17 the competent authorities.
Other cases 88.50
Startto | Receiptto | Startto |Milestone 1
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 End - Milestone 1| to End
Transfer pricing cases 34.54 1.59 14.80 24.93
Other cases 34.19 1.15 22.36 12.54

2022 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx

Note: the average times to close MAP cases that started as from 1 January 2016 were
computed according to the MAP statistics reporting framework available at
http://www.oecd.org/tax/dispute/mutual-agreement-procedure-statistics-reporting-

framework.pdf

Page 1/9



Overview of MAP partners (only for cases started as from 1 January 2016)

Note: the MAP cases started before 1 January 2016 and closed in 2022 are not shown in these graphs
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The label "Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies)" applies to treaty partners with which the number of cases in start inventory plus the number of cases started is at least 5. The relevant MAP statistics are aggregated under
this category.

The label "Treaty Partners (Others)" applies to treaty partners that are not reporting MAP statistics for the reporting period. The relevant MAP statistics are aggregated under this category.
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MAP Outcomes - TP cases

3%

denied MAP access

MAP Outcomes - other cases

6% 9%
1% objection is not justified
withdrawn by taxpayer
22% M unilateral relief granted
2% o
resolved via domestic remedy
agreement fully eliminating double taxation eliminated /
fully resolving taxation not in accordance with tax treaty 36%
15% agreement partially eliminating double taxation / partially 55%
resolving taxation not in accordance with tax treaty
M agreement that there is no taxation not in accordance
with tax treaty
M no agreement including agreement to disagree
31% M any other outcome
agre.er’.nen_t ity agreement
eliminating R
- partially agreement that
. . double taxation | . .7 X no agreement
denied T . . . resolved via S eliminating double| there is no . .
objectionis | withdrawn by [unilateral relief . eliminated / fully X . . . including any other
Cases closed by outcome MAP I domestic X taxation / partially [ taxation not in Total
not justified taxpayer granted resolving . - X agreement to outcome
access remedy X . resolving taxation [accordance with B
taxation not in - disagree
.| not in accordance tax treaty
accordance with .
with tax treaty
tax treaty
Transfer pricing cases (all) 0 4 8 1 27 38 18 2 24 0 122
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 1 0 11 3 0 0 4 0 19
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 0 4 7 1 16 35 18 2 20 0 103
Other cases (all) 0 0 2 0 8 12 0 0 0 0 22
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 0 0 2 0 6 11 0 0 0 0 19
All cases 0 4 10 1 35 50 18 2 24 0 144

2022 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Annex A

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2022 Reporting Period (1 January 2022 to 31 December 2022)

number of pre-2016 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:

agreement no. of pre- | averagetime
agreement fully partially 2016 cases taken (in
o A agreement A
no. of pre-2016 eliminating eliminating e no remaining in| months) for
category of | casesinMAP | denied [ objection [ ... | unilateral |resolved via|double taxation|double taxation / n:taxzieo': agreement| | onMAP | closing pre-
cases inventory on 1 MAP is not by taxpaver relief domestic |/ fully resolving partially B including ou};come inventory on| 2016 cases
January 2022 | access | justified | "2XP& granted remedy [ taxation notin resolving accordance | 29reement 31 during the
accordance | taxation notin with tax treaty | © disagree December reporting
with tax treaty |accordance with Y 2022 period
tax treaty
o] 0 o] 0 4 0 0 §) o] 0 8 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Attribution/
RO Allocation 234 0 0 1 0 11 3 0 0 4 0 215 127.17
Ro Others 72 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 69 88.50
RO Total 306 0 0 0 13 4 0 0 0 284 121.90
Notes:
1. MAP Cases:

Definition of a MAP case
and counting of MAP cases

A. Cases arising from a request made by a person pursuant to the MAP provisions of a tax treaty concerning the taxation of income and capital. It does not include a request for an
Advance Pricing Arrangement (APA) including a request to apply the outcome of the APA to previous filed tax years not included within the original scope of the APA (i.e. a request

for the “roll-back” of the APA) and protective MAP Requests
B. Cases invoked by the other competent Authority under MAP.
2. Method of Counting MAP case:

MAP case is counted as one MAP case where a MAP invocation letter from the other Competent Authority or a MAP request from a taxpayer concerns taxation of only one taxpayer
in either Contracting Party or in each Contracting Party for one taxation year. If a letter from the other Competent Authority or a MAP request from a taxpayer concerns more than one

taxpayer or more than one taxation year, then the case has been counted in a way that each taxation year for each taxpayer would be treated as one MAP case.

Category of cases

A. ATTRIBUTION MAP CASES - MAP request relating to the attribution of profits to a permanent establishment

B. ALLOCATION MAP CASES - MAP requests relating to the determination of profits between associated enterprises, which is also known as a transfer pricing MAP cases

C. OTHER MAP CASES - MAP requests relating to the issues that are not relating to attribution / allocation

Notes on the computation of
average time

For computing the average time taken for resolving pre-2016 MAP cases, India used as a start date the date of receipt of the MAP request by taxpayers, or if the MAP request was
submitted to the other competent authority, the date of receipt of the MAP invocation letter from that competent authority, and as the end date: the date of sending of the letter to

India’s tax authorities in the field to give effect to the MAP agreement entered into between the competent authorities.

2022 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Annex B

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2022 Reporting Period (1 January 2022 to 31 December 2022) for Attribution/Allocation Cases

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases
number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:
no. of post-
no. of post- no. of post- agre‘errjent. fully agreement partially 2015 cases
2015 cases in [ 2015 cases . N . resolved ClImITEL eliminating double et [0 agreement remaining in
Treaty Partner MAP inventory |started during| denied fobjectionis] o by iR via double taxation | . - ion s partially emls o including any other |MAP inventory
on1January |thereporting [ MAP |k taxpayer il domestic | Sliminated /fully resolving taxation not (LI agreementto | outcome on 31
2022 period access justified granted remedy resqlvmg taxation T e_xccordance disagree December
not in accordance e with tax treaty 2022
with tax treaty
0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Australia 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
Switzerland 24 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 26
Germany 27 5 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 30
Denmark 16 4 0 0 0 0 0 3 17 0 0 0 0
France 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
United Kingdom 28 10 0 0 1 1 2 5 0 0 2 0 27
Italy 7 3 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
Japan 30 13 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 5 0 32
Korea 12 1 0 0 1 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 8
Netherlands 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 4
Singapore 4 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 8
Sweden 27 1 0 0 0 ] 0 6 0 0 0 0 22
United States 152 42 0 0 0 0 11 12 0 0 13 0 158
Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 14 1 0 4 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 9
Total 356 89 0 4 7 1 16 35 18 2 20 0 342
Notes:
1) There was a disagreement with one treaty partner over the categorisation of some cases as "Attribution/Allocation” or "Others". India has categorised them as A/A based on its understanding, while the treaty partner has categorised them as Other cases. However, the total number of cases pending stands matched.
2) A case that was started in 2021 was missed out to be reported by both treaty partners in the statistics for 2021. Accordingly, the opening inventory has been increased to reflect the missing case.
3) 13 cases were erroneously counted in the inventory with one treaty partner, which ought to have been treated as protective. These cases have been taken out of the inventory and both treaty partners have agreed to the same. 1 case was closed in 2021 with the same treaty partner. However, due to oversight, the
end date was not recorded before the statistics were finalised. Hence, the case has been taken out of the inventory and both treaty partners have agreed to the same.
4) There was mismatch in the closing figures last year as a result of which there is a mismatch in the opening inventory this year with one treaty partner.

2022 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Annex B

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2022 Reporting Period (1 January 2022 to 31 December 2022) for other Cases

Table 2: Other MAP Cases

number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome

agreement fully

no. of post- no. of post- i
2015 i 2015 2 eliminating CRJECmEL [PERIEI agreement that no. of post-2015
cases in cases . TR . resolved R eliminating double X no agreement CESES fETEiTTE
Treaty Partner MAP inventory |started durin denied |objectionis| . unilateral N double taxation / N N there is no . N : g
y y 9 withdrawn by N via " taxation / partially h . including any other | \iap inventory on
1 Januar the reportin MAP not relief q fully resolving H q taxation not in y
on y P 9 L taxpayer domestic . h resolving taxation not agreement to | outcome | 31 pecember 2022
2022 eriod access justified granted taxation not in . . accordance N
P remedy B in accordance with ) disagree
accordance with with tax treaty
tax treaty
tax treaty
0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 9 (o] 0] 0] 0 0 (o] 4
Ro Austria 4 1 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
United Kingdom 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14
Singapore 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
Sweden 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
United States 36 5 0 0 0 0 3 10 0 0 0 0 28
Ro Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 14 4 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 0 14
Total 78 12 0 0 2 0 6 11 0 0 0 0 71
Notes:

matched.J

2) One case was erroneously shown in the inventory in 2021. The same has been corrected this year.[]
3) For one case, the MAP request was received from the treaty partner without adequate details. As per India's MAP guidance, MAP access has been provided in this case. However, MAP discussions are on hold given that details of the case have not been provided from the treaty partner's side.(]
4) In respect of mismatch for cases started during the year with one treaty partner, for the 3 extra cases reported by the treaty partner as started during 2021, India had not received the MAP invocation letter. The same have been received in this year and reported as 'Started in 2022".

1) There was a disagreement with one treaty partner over the categorisation of some cases as "Attribution/Allocation” or "Others". India has categorised them as A/A based on its understanding, while the treaty partner has categorised them as Other cases. However, the total number of cases pending stands

2022 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Annex B

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2022 Reporting Period (1 January 2022 to 31 December 2022) for Attribution/Allocation Cases

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases

Treaty Partner

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:

"Start" to "End"

Receipt of taxpayer's MAP
request to "Start"
o)

"Start" to Milestone 1

4

Milestone 1 to "End"

Ro Germany 16.54 3.80 n.a. n.a.
Denmark 33.64 3.67 8.71 42.02
United Kingdom 26.46 0.84 17.95 15.22
Italy 16.93 1.22 n.a. n.a.
Japan 45.13 1.03 14.40 30.81
Korea 44.80 1.15 16.69 32.24
Netherlands 9.17 0.95 8.94 8.94
Singapore 46.68 1.15 7.10 39.58
Sweden 32.04 0.59 13.18 18.86
United States 37.01 1.09 21.62 15.39
Ro Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 33.37 1.10 8.94 24.43
Total 34.54 1.59 14.80 24.93

Notes:

2022 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Annex B

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2022 Reporting Period (1 January 2022 to 31 December 2022) for other Cases

Table 2: Other MAP Cases

Treaty Partner

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:

“Start” to "End" Receipt of taxpayer's MAP

"Start" to Milestone 1
request to "Start"

Milestone 1 to "End"

0 4 0
RO Austria 26.70 1.15 5.98 24.56
United States 33.84 1.15 20.64 13.40
Ro Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 39.07 1.15 41.69 0.95
Total 34.19 1.15 22.36 12.54
Notes:

2022 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Annex B
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2022 Reporting Period (1 January 2022 to 31 December 2022) for all Cases

Table 3: All MAP Cases

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:

Receipt of taxpayer's MAP request to
" Start"

"Start" to "End" "Start" to Milestone 1 Milestone 1 to "End"

Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4
Ro Total Average Time 34.49 1.52 16.92 21.45

Notes:
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.
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Start inventory on

01.01.2021

Cases started

Cases closed

End inventory on

31.12.2021

M Cases started before 1 January 2016 " Cases started as from 1 January 2016

Cases started before 1 2021 Start Cases Cases 2021 End
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
Transfer pricing cases 286 0 52 234
Other cases 89 0 17 72
Cases started as from 1 2021 Start Cases Cases 2021 End
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
Transfer pricing cases 422 62 115 369
Other cases 75 14 10 79

Average time needed to close MAP cases

Note: the average time taken to close MAP cases that started before 1 January 2016 was computed by applying the following rules:
(i) start date: the date when the MAP request was received; and
(i) end date: either the date of the closing letter sent to the taxpayer or the date of final closure of the case if no agreement was reached.

Cases started before 1 January 2016 A\;ﬁ;ige
Transfer pricing cases 103.87
Other cases 148.34
Receiptto | Startto |Milestone 1
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 [Start to End Start Milestone 1|  to End
Transfer pricing cases 39.28 1.19 14.40 11.96
Other cases 31.88 1.05 15.54 33.38

2021 MAP Statistics - India.xIsx

Note: the average times to close MAP cases that started as from 1 January 2016 were
computed according to the MAP statistics reporting framework available at
http://www.oecd.org/tax/dispute/mutual-agreement-procedure-statistics-reporting-
framework.pdf
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Overview of MAP partners (only for cases started as from 1 January 2016)

Note: the MAP cases started before 1 January 2016 and closed in 2021 are not shown in these graphs

Transfer Pricing Cases
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The label "Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies)" applies to treaty partners with which the number of cases in start inventory plus the number of cases started is less than 5. The relevant MAP statistics are aggregated
under this category.
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

MAP Outcomes - TP cases

denied MAP access

MAP Outcomes - other cases

4%

% 5% 1% 1% objection is not justified a% 7%

00
1% 17%

withdrawn by taxpayer

M unilateral relief granted

28%

resolved via domestic remedy

agreement fully eliminating double taxation
eliminated / fully resolving taxation not in accordance

with tax treaty

agreement partially eliminating double taxation /
partially resolving taxation not in accordance with tax

treaty

with tax treaty

M agreement that there is no taxation not in accordance

M no agreement including agreement to disagree 70%
45%
M any other outcome
agreement fully agregment
- partially
eliminating Lo
- eliminating agreement that
. . double taxation : - no agreement
denied T . . . resolved via S double taxation /|  there is no . .
objection is not| withdrawn by |unilateral relief . eliminated / fully . . . including any other
Cases closed by outcome MAP A domestic . ) partially taxation not in Total
justified taxpayer granted resolving taxation . . agreement to outcome
access remedy notin resolving accordance with disagree
. taxation not in tax treaty g
accordance with .
tax treaty accordance with
tax treaty

Transfer pricing cases (all) 0 2 28 0 76 46 2 3 8 2 167
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 2 0 32 10 0 0 8 0 52
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 0 2 26 0 44 36 2 3 0 2 115
Other cases (all) 1 2 0 19 0 1 0 0 27
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 1 0 15 0 1 0 0 17
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 1 1 0 4 0 0 0 0 10
All cases 1 4 32 0 95 46 2 4 8 2 194

2021 MAP Statistics - India.xIsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex A

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2021 Reporting Period (1 January 2021 to 31 December 2021)

number of pre-2016 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:

agreement agreement no. of pre- | average time
fully partially 2016 cases |  taken (in
no. of pre-2016 eliminating ellg"nnsltlng tﬁgietimen‘t no remaining in| months) for
category of | cases in MAP | denied | objection | ... | unilateral |resolved vial  double taxoal:ioz/ n;‘tax;ieo': agreement| | OnMAP | closing pre-
cases inventory on 1 MAP is not N relief domestic |taxation / fully artiall i including ou)’icome inventory on| 2016 cases
January 2021 | access | justified | P granted remedy resolving rFe)soIviny accordance |29reement 31 during the
taxation not in taxation no% in [with tax treat 1) IR December reporting
accordance Y 2021 period
with tax treaty accordance
with tax treaty
0 0 0 0 4 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Attribution/
Ro Allocation 286 0 0 2 0 32 10 0 0 8 0 234 103.87
RO Others 89 0 1 0 0 15 0 0 1 0 72 148.34
RO Total 375 1 2 47 10 0 1 0 306 114.83
Notes:
1. MAP Cases:

average time

Definition of a MAP case
and counting of MAP cases

Category of cases

Notes on the computation of

A. Cases arising from a request made by a person pursuant to the MAP provisions of a tax treaty concerning the taxation of income and capital. It does not include a request
for an Advance Pricing Arrangement (APA) including a request to apply the outcome of the APA to previous filed tax years not included within the original scope of the APA

(i.e. a request for the “roll-back” of the APA) and protective MAP Requests
B. Cases invoked by the other competent Authority under MAP.
2. Method of Counting MAP case:

MAP case is counted as one MAP case where a MAP invocation letter from the other Competent Authority or a MAP request from a taxpayer concerns taxation of only one
taxpayer in either Contracting Party or in each Contracting Party for one taxation year. If a letter from the other Competent Authority or a MAP request from a taxpayer
concerns more than one taxpayer or more than one taxation year, then the case has been counted in a way that each taxation year for each taxpayer would be treated as

one MAP case.

A. ATTRIBUTION MAP CASES - MAP request relating to the attribution of profits to a permanent establishment

B. ALLOCATION MAP CASES - MAP requests relating to the determination of profits between associated enterprises, which is also known as a transfer pricing MAP cases

C. OTHER MAP CASES - MAP requests relating to the issues that are not relating to attribution / allocation

For computing the average time taken for resolving pre-2016 MAP cases, India used as a start date the date of receipt of the MAP request by taxpayers, or if the MAP
request was submitted to the other competent authority, the date of receipt of the MAP invocation letter from that competent authority, and as the end date: the date of

sending of the letter to India’s tax authorities in the field to give effect to the MAP agreement entered into between the competent authorities.

2021 MAP Statistics - India.xlIsx

Page 4/9



Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2021 Reporting Period (1 January 2021 to 31 December 2021) for Attribution/Allocation Cases

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases
number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:
T, @ [pasiE agreement fully no. of post-
no. of post- | 0 o s eliminating agreement partially ESJFEEET 2015 cases
AU @RS I —— denied | objection unilateral | resolved | double taxation | eliminating double | “F T fno agreement femannaln
Treaty Partner MAP inventory during the e ismot | Withdrawn by| e via eliminated / fully | - taxation /partially |\ © . " "o including any other |MAP inventory
on 1 January EEEHITG S taxpayer domestic resolving resolving taxation agreementto | outcome on 31
2021 A CEEEES || it gianted remedy | taxationnotin | notin accordance e.xccordance disagree December
period X 5 with tax treaty
accordance with with tax treaty 2021
tax treaty
o} (o} 0 0 0 o} 6 o} 0 8 0 9 o} 0 o} 0 o} 0 4
Ro Australia 6 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 5
Switzerland 43 1 0 0 20 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24
Germany 24 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 27
Denmark 14 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16
France 6 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 4
United Kingdom 43 4 0 0 2 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 42
Italy 6 3 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
Japan 36 4 0 0 1 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 30
Korea 11 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12
Netherlands 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
Sweden 26 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 26
United States 189 34 0 2 0 0 40 27 1 1 0 0 152
Ro Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 14 6 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 18
Total 422 62 0 2 26 0 44 36 2 3 0 2 369
Notes:
There is a mismatch between the closing figure last year and the opening figure this year which has been corrected under mutual reconciliation of MAP cases between the Indian Competent Authority and its Treaty Partner.

2021 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2021 Reporting Period (1 January 2021 to 31 December 2021) for other Cases

Table 2: Other MAP Cases
number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome
no. of post- agreement fully
no. of post- i
POSE 1 2015 cases eliminating L EEMET VLY agreement no. of post-2015
2015 cases in — ) o : resolved h eliminating double - no agreement e ey
Treaty Partner MAP inventor denied | objection | . unilateral . double taxation / . X that there is no| . . 9
reaty y during the A withdrawn by N via X taxation / partially . R including any other MAP inventory on
on 1 January g~ LR s not taxpayer — domestic iy (ESCiYE) resolving taxation (EEH0 DI agreement to [ outcome Y
2021 reporting access | justified granted taxation not in 5 accordance - 31 December 2021
iod remedy X not in accordance X disagree
perio accordance with 5 with tax treaty
with tax treaty
tax treaty
0 0 0 0 4 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 4

Ro Germany 4 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4

United Kingdom 12 4 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 14

Sweden 6 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7

United States 39 4 0 1 4 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 36

Ro Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 14 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18

Total 75 14 1 1 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 79

Notes:

2021 MAP Statistics - India.xIsx Page 6/9



Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction’s original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

Annex B

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2021 Reporting Period (1 January 2021 to 31 December 2021) for Attribution/Allocation Cases

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases

Treaty Partner

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:

"Start" to "End"

Receipt of taxpayer's MAP

request to "Start"

"Start" to Milestone 1

Milestone 1 to "End"

0 0) 0) 0) 4 0)

RO Australia 39.78 1.15 18.41 21.37
Switzerland 40.21 1.15 n.a. n.a.

Germany 16.08 3.12 n.a. n.a.

France 22.37 1.15 n.a. n.a.

United Kingdom 18.76 1.09 14.50 8.28

Italy 43.30 1.15 n.a. n.a.
Japan 22.48 0.97 10.28 12.20

United States 43.28 1.22 51.45 3.81

RO Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 55.98 1.15 n.a. n.a.
Total 39.28 1.19 14.40 11.96

Notes:

2021 MAP Statistics - India.xIsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction’s original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2021 Reporting Period (1 January 2021 to 31 December 2021) for other Cases

Table 2: Other MAP Cases

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:
Treaty Partner "Start" to "End" Rec?fguogsttaiop?éf;st"MAP "Start" to Milestone 1 Milestone 1 to "End"
O ) O O 4 O
Ro Germany 5.16 1.15 n.a. n.a.
United Kingdom 37.82 0.87 n.a. n.a.
United States 34.00 1.08 15.54 33.38
Total 31.88 1.05 15.54 33.38

Notes:
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2021 Reporting Period (1 January 2021 to 31 December 2021) for all Cases

Table 3: All MAP Cases

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:
Receipt of taxpayer's MAP request to

"Start" to "End" "Start" to Milestone 1 Milestone 1 to "End"

" Start"
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4
Ro Total Average Time 38.69 1.18 14.61 15.98
Notes:
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

India
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Total MAP Caseload

1 _ -1

Start inventory on
01.01.2020

Cases started

Cases closed

End inventory on

31.12.2020

M Cases started before 1 January 2016 ' Cases started as from 1 January 2016

Cases started before 1 2020 Start Cases Cases 2020 End
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
Transfer pricing cases 380 0 94 286
Other cases 96 0 7 89
Cases started as from 1 2020 Start Cases Cases 2020 End
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
Transfer pricing cases 405 88 70 423
Other cases 66 20 11 75

Average time needed to close MAP cases

Cases started before 1 January 2016 A\ffraaege
Transfer pricing cases 87.43
Other cases 110.15

Note: the average time taken to close MAP cases that started before 1 January 2016 was computed by applying the following rules:
(i) start date: the date when the MAP request was received; and
(ii) end date: either the date of the closing letter sent to the taxpayer or the date of final closure of the case if no agreement was reached.

Receipt to Start to | Milestone 1

Cases started as from 1 January 2016 |Start to End Start Milestone 1|  to End
Transfer pricing cases 30.62 1.78 11.18 1.99
Other cases 25.68 2.76 4.79 40.14

2020 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx

Note: the average times to close MAP cases that started as from 1 January 2016 were

computed according to the MAP statistics reporting framework available at

http://www.oecd.org/tax/dispute/mutual-agreement-procedure-statistics-reporting-

framework.pdf
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Overview of MAP partners (only for cases started as from 1 January 2016)

Note: the MAP cases started before 1 January 2016 and closed in 2020 are not shown in these graphs

Transfer Pricing Cases

250
200
150
100
50
0 . 2 == — .— || — [ —
Australia Switzerland Germany Denmark France United Italy Japan Korea Sweden United States Treaty Partners
Kingdom (de minimis
rule applies)
™ Cases in 2020 start inventory - Cases started in 2020 W Cases closed in 2020
o0 Other cases
40
20
o I - [ |
Germany United Kingdom Sweden United States Treaty Partners (de minimis rule
m Cases in 2020 start inventory - Cases started in 2020  ® Cases closed in 2020 applies)

The label "Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies)" applies to treaty partners with which the number of cases in start inventory plus the number of cases started is at least 5. The relevant MAP statistics are aggregated under
The label "Treaty Partners (Others)" applies to treaty partners that are not reporting MAP statistics for the reporting period. The relevant MAP statistics are aggregated under this category.
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

MAP Outcomes - TP cases

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

denied MAP access

objection is not justified

MAP Outcomes - other cases

3% 4% 7%
withdrawn by taxpayer
M unilateral relief granted
)

resolved via domestic remedy 33%

agreement fully eliminating double taxation

eliminated / fully resolving taxation not in

accordance with tax treaty

agreement partially eliminating double taxation /

partially resolving taxation not in accordance with

38% tax treaty
48% M agreement that there is no taxation not in o
accordance with tax treaty 61%
6%
M no agreement including agreement to disagree
any other outcome
agreement fully
ellmlnatlng ag.regmgnt partially agreement that
. . double taxation | eliminating double - no agreement
denied Lo . . . resolved via o . . there is no . .
objection is not| withdrawn by |unilateral relief . eliminated / fully | taxation / partially . . including any other
Cases closed by outcome MAP A domestic . ) ; - taxation not in Total
justified taxpayer granted resolving taxation| resolving taxation . agreement to outcome
access remedy . ) accordance with )
not in not in accordance —— disagree
accordance with with tax treaty y
tax treaty

Transfer pricing cases (all) 0 0 11 0 79 63 5 6 0 0 164
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 5 0 56 31 1 1 0 0 94
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 0 0 6 0 23 32 4 5 0 0 70
Other cases (all) 0 0 6 0 1 11 0 0 0 0 18
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 0 0 6 0 1 0 0 0 0 11
All cases 0 0 17 0 80 74 5) 6 0 0 182

2020 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex A
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2020 Reporting Period (1 January 2020 to 31 December 2020)

number of pre-2016 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:
average time
no. of pre- )
full jall 2016 cases e (I
no. of pre-2016 Iggr_ee:ﬁentd u gl agll.re(_amcta.m pc?mZI Y agreement that f remaining in months) for
SR OL || CRESS LI | alEnie objection is [ withdrawn b unilateral | resolved via © Ig;r;?itl)lg/fl?;lj ‘ fel)gt?:r:r)g ar(iilixll ; = s ae noi:glrue;r:en any other on MAP closing pre-
cases inventoryon1| MAP Jection y relief domestic . y on Fpartially taxation not in 9 y : 2016 cases
not justified taxpayer resolving taxation | resolving taxation ] agreement to outcome inventory on .
January 2020 | access granted remedy ) } accordance with ) during the
not in accordance | notin accordance disagree 31 December i
ith tax treat with tax treat taxtreaty 2020 eI
Ll y Yy period
0 0 0 0 4 o] o] 6 o] 0 8 0 9 0 0 o] 0 0 0 !
ribution
RO Allocation 380 0 0 5 0 56 31 1 1 0 0 286 87.43
RO Others 96 0 0 0 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 89 110.15
Ro Total 476 0 0 5 0 56 38 1 1 0 0 375 89.00
Notes:
1. MAP Cases:

Definition of a MAP case

and counting of MAP cases

Category of cases

Notes on the computation of

average time

A. Cases arising from a request made by a person pursuant to the MAP provisions of a tax treaty concerning the taxation of income and capital. It does not include a request for an Advance Pricing
Arrangement (APA) including a request to apply the outcome of the APA to previous filed tax years not included within the original scope of the APA (i.e. a request for the “roll-back” of the APA) and

protective MAP Requests
B. Cases invoked by the other competent Authority under MAP.
2. Method of Counting MAP case:

MAP case is counted as one MAP case where a MAP invocation letter from the other Competent Authority or a MAP request from a taxpayer concerns taxation of only one taxpayer in either Contracting
Party or in each Contracting Party for one taxation year. If a letter from the other Competent Authority or a MAP request from a taxpayer concerns more than one taxpayer or more than one taxation year,
then the case has been counted in a way that each taxation year for each taxpayer would be treated as one MAP case.

A. ATTRIBUTION MAP CASES - MAP request relating to the attribution of profits to a permanent establishment

B. ALLOCATION MAP CASES - MAP requests relating to the determination of profits between associated enterprises, which is also known as a transfer pricing MAP cases

C. OTHER MAP CASES - MAP requests relating to the issues that are not relating to attribution / allocation.

For computing the average time taken for resolving pre-2016 MAP cases, India used as a start date the date of receipt of the MAP request by taxpayers, or if the MAP request was submitted to the other
competent authority, the date of receipt of the MAP invocation letter from that competent authority, and as the end date: the date of sending of the letter to India’s tax authorities in the field to give effect to
the MAP agreement entered into between the competent authorities.

2020 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2020 Reporting Period (1 January 2020 to 31 December 2020) for Attribution/Allocation Cases

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases

number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:
no. of post- | "% i ok ’ no. of post-
o @7 [E3F 2015 cases .aglteenjent fully ag.re(?mgnt partially eI (7L 2015 cases
2015 cases in . ; . eliminating double eliminating double - no agreement fa o
Thicsiy @ f started denied T . unilateral |resolved via . = . X there is no E . remaining in
y Partner MAP inventory . objection is [withdrawn by X . taxation eliminated / taxation / partially X . including any other .
10 A SERIED during the MAP T relief domestic h . ) ) taxation not in MAP inventory
y reportin not justified taxpayer fully resolving taxation |resolving taxation not agreement to | outcome on 31
2020 b Y access i CEEE not in accordance with | in accordance with CLIECITE disagree
period with tax treaty 9 December 2020
tax treaty tax treaty
0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Australia 5 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
Switzerland 48 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 0 43
Germany 19 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24
Denmark 14 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 14
France 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
United Kingdom 48 12 0 0 6 0 3 5 3 0 0 0 43
Italy 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
Japan 21 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 36
Korea 6 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11
Sweden 22 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 26
United States 201 35 0 0 0 0 19 22 1 5 0 0 189
Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 13 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 18
Total 405 88 0 0 6 0 23 32 4 5 0 0 423

Notes:

1) With the United States, there is a mismatch in the closing inventory of 2019 and opening inventory of 2020. 6 cases which were accounted for in the inventory of 2019 as attribution/allocation cases have been included in the inventory of other cases by both treaty partners, and hence

had to be removed from opening inventory of attribution/allocation cases this year. The treaty partner was also informed about the same. 2) There is a mismatch with a de minimis treaty partner owing to reconciliation.

2020 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website

Annex B

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2020 Reporting Period (1 January 2020 to 31 December 2020) for other Cases

Table 2: Other MAP Cases

number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome

no. of post- agreement fully )
no. of post-
POSE | 5015 cases climinating | 29reement partially | o ent that no. of post-2015
2015 cases in . o . resolved A eliminating double - no agreement Ffrer
. started denied objection . unilateral . double taxation / . . there is no . . cases remaining in
Treaty Partner MAP inventory |, . S ; withdrawn by N via X taxation / partially ; : including any other [\ o5 t
on 1 January urlng. € LA ESlels taxpayer el domestic (lilly resativig resolving taxation LEREUEnieLsli] agreementto | outcome ISy O
reporting access | justified granted taxation not in : accordance N 31 December 2020
2020 . remedy X not in accordance ) disagree
period accordance with . with tax treaty
with tax treaty
tax treaty
o] 0 0 0 o] 0 6 0 0 8 0 9 0 0 (o] (o] 0 0 4

Ro Germany 4 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4

United Kingdom 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12

Sweden 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6

United States 32 16 0 0 4 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 39

Ro Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 14 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14

Total 66 20 0 0 6 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 75

Notes:

2020 MAP Statistics - India.xlIsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction’s original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2020 Reporting Period (1 January 2020 to 31 December 2020) for Attribution/Allocation Cases

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases

Treaty Partner

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:

"Start" to "End"

Receipt of taxpayer's MAP

"Start" to Milestone 1
request to "Start"

Milestone 1 to "End"

O O O O 4 O
RO Switzerland 10.31 1.15 6.81 1.41
Denmark 32.94 1.05 28.64 4.31
United Kingdom 30.14 0.86 n.a. n.a.
United States 32.91 2.20 n.a. n.a.
Total 30.62 1.78 11.18 1.99

Notes:

2020 MAP Statistics - India.xIsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction’s original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2020 Reporting Period (1 January 2020 to 31 December 2020) for other Cases

Table 2: Other MAP Cases

Treaty Partner

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:

"Start" to "End"

Receipt of taxpayer's MAP
request to "Start"

"Start" to Milestone 1

Milestone 1 to "End"

) O O 4 )
RO Germany 7.82 21.50 n.a. n.a.
United States 27.36 0.85 4.68 44.38
RO Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 28.40 1.17 5.23 23.17
Total 25.68 2.76 4.79 40.14
Notes:

2020 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2020 Reporting Period (1 January 2020 to 31 December 2020) for all Cases

Table 3: All MAP Cases

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:
Receipt of taxpayer's MAP request to

"Start" to "End" "Start" to Milestone 1 Milestone 1 to "End"

" Start"
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4
Ro Total Average Time 29.95 1.92 7.98 21.06
Notes:
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

India

Total MAP Ca seload Cases started before 1 2019 Start Cases Cases 2019 End
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
1000
Transfer pricing cases 418 0 38 380
800 Other cases 97 0 1 96
600
400
Cases started as from 1 | 2019 Start Cases Cases 2019 End
200 January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
0 — Transfer pricing cases 303 184 77 410
Cases started Cases closed End inventory on Other cases 48 22 5 65

Start inventory on
01.01.2019

31.12.2019

Cases started as from 1 January 2016

M Cases started before 1 January 2016

Average time needed to close MAP cases

Note: the average time taken to close MAP cases that started before 1 January 2016 was computed by applying the following rules:

Average (i) start date: the date of receipt of the MAP request by taxpayers, or if the MAP request was submitted to the other competent
Cases started before 1 January 2016 time authority, the date of receipt of the MAP invocation letter from that competent authority; and
(i) end date: the date of sending of the letter to India’s tax authorities in the field to give effect to the MAP agreement entered into
Transfer pricing cases 64.86 between the competent authorities.
Other cases 61.97
Start to Receipt to Start to Milestone 1 Note: the average times to close MAP cases that started as from 1 January 2016
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 End St r:_t Milest 1| 1o End were computed according to the MAP statistics reporting framework available at
o &l NES0NE o 1Em http://www.oecd.org/tax/dispute/mutual-agreement-procedure-statistics-reporting-
Transfer pricing cases 18.48 1.00 2.68 11.18 framework.pdf
Other cases 19.02 1.83 0.49 37.54

2019 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Overview of MAP partners (only for cases started as from 1 January 2016)

Note: the MAP cases started before 1 January 2016 and closed in 2019 are not shown in these graphs

Transfer Pricing Cases
250

200

150

100

50

e B m -

Australia Switzerland Germany Denmark France United Italy Japan Korea Sweden United States Treaty
Kingdom Partners (de
minimis rule

i Cases in 2019 start inventory - Cases started in 2019 H Cases closed in 2019 applies)

» Other cases

30

20

i -
|

Germany United Kingdom United States Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies)

[ Cases in 2019 start inventory - Cases started in 2019 M Cases closed in 2019

The label "Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies)" applies to treaty partners with which the number of cases in start inventory plus the number of cases started is at least 5. The relevant MAP statistics are aggregated
under this category.

The label "Treaty Partners (Others)" applies to treaty partners that are not reporting MAP statistics for the reporting period. The relevant MAP statistics are aggregated under this category.
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

MAP Outcomes - TP cases

2% 1% 2%,

denied MAP access

objection is not justified

MAP Outcomes - other cases

17%
7%
withdrawn by taxpayer
M unilateral relief granted
resolved via domestic remedy
agreement fully eliminating double taxation eliminated 16%
/ fully resolving taxation not in accordance with tax
treaty
agreement partially eliminating double taxation /
partially resolving taxation not in accordance with tax
treaty
M agreement that there is no taxation not in accordance
with tax treat
y 67%
M no agreement including agreement to disagree
86% ® any other outcome
agreement fully agregment
A partially
eliminating L
- eliminating agreement that
. . double taxation - : no agreement
denied Lo ; . . resolved via o double taxation there is no . .
objection is | withdrawn by |unilateral relief . eliminated / fully - . ’ including any other
Cases closed by outcome MAP o domestic . / partially taxation not in Total
not justified taxpayer granted resolving - . agreement to outcome
access remedy - . resolving accordance with -
taxation not in - . disagree
. taxation not in tax treaty
accordance with .
accordance with
tax treaty
lax treaty
Transfer pricing cases (all) 2 0 2 2 8 99 2 0 0 0 115
Cases started before 1 January 2016 1 0 1 0 3 33 0 0 0 0 38
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 1 0 1 2 5 66 2 0 0 0 77
Other cases (all) 0 0 0 0 4 1 1 0 0 0 6
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 3 1 1 0 0 0 5
All cases 2 0 2 2 12 100 3 0 0 0 121

2019 MAP Statistics - India.xlsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex A
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2019 Reporting Period (1 January 2019 to 31 December 2019)

number of pre-2016 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:
agreement agree.ment no. of pre- | average time
fully gl 2016 cases |  taken (in
no. of pre-2016 eliminating ellcrinlngltlng t;\g[etﬁmenlt no remaining in| months) for
category of | cases in MAP | denied |objection| .. | unilateral [resolved via|  double taxoaL:iogl n:taxz;fof agreement| | onMAP | closing pre-
cases inventory on 1 MAP is not ere— relief domestic |taxation / fully artiall B including ou{come inventory on| 2016 cases
January 2019 | access | justified y taxpay granted remedy resolving rgsolviny accordance |29reement 31 during the
taxation not in taxation nogt in | with tax treat to disagree December reporting
accordance y 2019 period
with tax treaty I CLIRE
with tax treaty
0 0 0 0 4 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Attribution/
RO Allocation 418 1 0 1 0 3 33 0 0 0 0 380 64.86
Ro Others 97 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 96 61.97
Ro Total 515 1 0 1 0 4 33 0 0 0 0 476 64.79
Notes:
The average time taken to close pre-2016 cases was computed by applying the following rules:

(i) start date: the date of receipt of the MAP request by taxpayers, or if the MAP request was submitted to the other competent authority, the date of receipt of the MAP invocation letter from that competent
authority; and

(i) end date: the date of sending of the letter to India’s tax authorities in the field to give effect to the MAP agreement entered into between the competent authorities.

2019 MAP Statistics - India.xlIsx
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subsequent to its publication on the OECD website

Annex B

Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

MARP Statistics Reporting for the 2019 Reporting Period (1 January 2019 to 31 December 2019) for Attribution/Allocation Cases

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases

Treaty Partner

Column 1

no. of post-
2015 cases in
MAP inventory
on 1 January
2019

Column 2

no. of post-
2015 cases
started
during the
reporting
period

Column 3

number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:

denied
MAP
access

Column 4

- . resolved
objection . unilateral N
X withdrawn by N via
is not relief .
L taxpayer domestic
justified granted
remedy

Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8

agreement fully
eliminating
double taxation
eliminated / fully
resolving
taxation not in
accordance with
tax treaty

Column 9

agreement partially
eliminating double
taxation / partially
resolving taxation
not in accordance
with tax treaty

Column 10

agreement that
there is no

taxation not in
accordance

with tax treaty

Column 11

no agreement
including

agreement to
disagree

Column 12

any other
outcome

Column 13

no. of post-
2015 cases
remaining in
MAP inventory
on 31
December 2019

Column 14

Australia 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
Switzerland 24 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 48
Germany 2 17 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19
Denmark 7 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14
France 3 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
United Kingdom 43 19 0 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 0 0 48
Italy 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
Japan 21 27 0 0 0 0 5 22 0 0 0 0 21
Korea 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
Sweden 16 8 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 22
United States 166 71 1 0 1 0 0 28 0 0 0 0 207
Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 10 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 12
Total 303 184 1 0 1 2 5 66 2 0 0 0 410

2019 MAP Statistics - India.xIsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website

Annex B

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2019 Reporting Period (1 January 2019 to 31 December 2019) for other Cases

Table 2: Other MAP Cases

number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome

no. of post- agreement full
_of - g y i
no. of post- [ - P00 it || CESE PR || e no. of post-2015
2015 cases in d X o ) resolved ; eliminating double - no agreement fefterm
. starte denied | objection | . unilateral . double taxation / . . there is no . A cases remaining in
Treaty Partner MAP inventory GG (e . withdrawn by ) via X taxation / partially X ) including any other [ \iap inventory on
on 1 January g. LA Sl taxpayer M domestic (lilly resetivig resolving taxation B agreementto | outcome y
2019 reporting access | justified granted taxation not in ’ accordance - 31 December 2019
iod remedy . not in accordance . disagree
perio accordance with . with tax treaty
with tax treaty
tax treaty
0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Ro Germany 1 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4
United Kingdom 11 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12
United States 26 7 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 32
Ro Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 10 10 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 17
Total 48 22 0 0 0 0 3 1 1 0 0 0 65
Notes:

2019 MAP Statistics - India.xlIsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction’s original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B

MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2019 Reporting Period (1 January 2018 to 31 December 2019) for Attribution/Allocation Cases

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases

Treaty Partner

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:

"Start" to "End"

Receipt of taxpayer's MAP
request to "Start"

"Start" to Milestone 1

Milestone 1 to "End"

0 0 0 ) 4 )

RO France 20.68 1.15 n.a. n.a.
United Kingdom 25.15 1.01 2.15 23.00

Japan 8.34 0.85 2.29 3.12
Sweden 23.11 0.39 4.67 18.44

United States 24.03 1.15 n.a. n.a.

RO Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 18.46 1.15 8.68 9.78
Total 18.48 1.00 2.68 11.18

Notes:

2019 MAP Statistics - India.xIsx
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction’s original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2019 Reporting Period (1 January 2019 to 31 December 2019) for other Cases

Table 2: Other MAP Cases

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:
Treaty Partner "Start" to "End" Rec?fguogsttaiop?éf;st"MAP "Start" to Milestone 1 Milestone 1 to "End"
) O O ) 4 @)
RO Germany 10.58 0.54 n.a. n.a.
United States 31.43 0.36 n.a. n.a.
RO Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 17.70 2.75 0.49 37.54
Total 19.02 1.83 0.49 37.54

Notes:
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2019 Reporting Period (1 January 2019 to 31 December 2019) for all Cases

Table 3: All MAP Cases

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:
Receipt of taxpayer's MAP request to

"Start" to "End" "Start" to Milestone 1 Milestone 1 to "End"

" Start"
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4
Ro Total Average Time 18.51 1.05 2.63 11.82
Notes:
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

India

900
800
700
600
500
400
300
200
100

Total MAP Caseload

Start inventory on
01.01.2018

Cases started

Cases closed

End inventory on
31.12.2018

Cases started as from 1 January 2016 M Cases started before 1 January 2016

Cases started before 1 2018 Start Cases Cases 2018 End
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
Transfer pricing cases 460 0 42 418
Other cases 97 0 0 97
Cases started as from 1 2018 Start Cases Cases 2018 End
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
Transfer pricing cases 199 133 40 292
Other cases 22 15 3 34

Average time needed to close MAP cases

Cases started before 1 January 2016 Average time

Transfer pricing cases

60.53

Other cases

n.a.

Note: the average time taken to close MAP cases that started before 1 January 2016 was computed by applying the following rules:
(i) start date: for MAP cases invoked by the Competent Authority based on the request of the taxpayers, the date of receipt of MAP
request from the taxpayer; and for MAP cases which are invoked by the other Competent Authority, the date of receipt of MAP
invocation letter from the other Competent Authority in the office of the Competent Authority; and
(i) end date: the date on which the letter was sent to the Indian tax authoiries in the field to give effect to the MAP resolution arrived at

between two Competent Authorities.

Receiptto| Startto | Milestone 1
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 Start to End Start Milestone 1 to End
Transfer pricing cases 15.06 0.97 7.89 6.74
Other cases 4.99 0.21 n.a. n.a.

MAP Statistics 2018 India.xlsx

Note: the average times to close MAP cases that started as from 1 January 2016
were computed according to the MAP statistics reporting framework available at
http://www.oecd.org/tax/dispute/mutual-agreement-procedure-statistics-reporting-

framework.pdf
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Overview of MAP partners (only for cases started as from 1 January 2016)

Note: the MAP cases started before 1 January 2016 and closed in 2018 are not shown in these graphs

Transfer pricing cases

200 171
150
100
40
50 29 24
14 16 9 19
6 2 5 3 8 5 8 5 0 0 8 0 0 0
0 J— — | — — - |
Australia China (People's Denmark Japan Singapore Sweden Switzerland United Kingdom United States Treaty Partners (de  Treaty Partners
Republic of) minimis rule (Others)
I
Cases in 2018 start inventory + cases started in 2018 M Cases closed in 2018 epplies)

Other cases

20 18
15
10
9

10

5

’ ! 0 0 0
0 — —
United Kingdom United States Treaty Partners (de minimis rule Treaty Partners (Others)
applies)
Cases in 2018 start inventory + cases started in 2018 M Cases closed in 2018

The label "Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies)" applies to treaty partners with which the number of cases in start inventory plus the number of cases started is at least 5. The relevant MAP statistics are aggregated under
this category.
The label "Treaty Partners (Others)" applies to treaty partners that are not reporting MAP statistics for the reporting period. The relevant MAP statistics are aggregated under this category.
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

MAP Outcomes - TP cases

7% 2% 3%

denied MAP access

objection is not justified

withdrawn by taxpayer

MAP Outcomes - other cases

33%
M unilateral relief granted
resolved via domestic remedy
agreement fully eliminating double taxation eliminated /
fully resolving taxation not in accordance with tax treaty
agreement partially eliminating double taxation / partially
resolving taxation not in accordance with tax treaty
B agreement that there is no taxation not in accordance with 67%
tax treaty
M no agreement including agreement to disagree
88% any other outcome
agreement
agreement fully g .
A partially
eliminating Lo
- eliminating agreement that
. double taxation ; . no agreement
. s . . . resolved via o double taxation /|  there is no . .
denied MAP | objection is not |withdrawn by| unilateral relief . eliminated / fully . . . including any other
Cases closed by outcome o domestic . ) partially taxation not in Total
access justified taxpayer granted resolving taxation . . agreement to outcome
remedy . resolving accordance with :
notin - . disagree
. taxation not in tax treaty
accordance with .
accordance with
tax treaty
tax treaty
Transfer pricing cases (all) 0 0 2 0 2 72 6 0 0 0 82
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 0 42 0 0 0 0 42
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 0 0 2 0 2 30 6 0 0 0 40
Other cases (all) 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
All cases 2 0 2 0 2 73 6 0 0 0 85
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex A
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2018 Reporting Period (1 January 2018 to 31 December 2018)

number of pre-2016 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:

agreement agree_ment no. of pre- average t_|me
fully partially taken (in
e P e 2016 cases
no. of pre-2016 eliminating eliminating agreement no remaining in months) for
category of | cases in MAP denied | objection withdrawn unilateral |resolved via double double taxation| that thereis | agreement anv other on MAP closing pre-
cases inventory on 1 MAP is not relief domestic | taxation / fully [ partially  [no taxation not| including y s 2016 cases
T by taxpayer ) - ) outcome [Inventory on Suiag! i
January 2018 | access | justified granted remedy resolving resolving in accordance | agreement 2, Do uring the
taxation not in | taxation not in | with tax treaty |to disagree 2018 reportmg
accordance accordance period
with tax treaty | with tax treaty
0 0 0 0 4 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Attribution/
Allocation 460 0 0 0 0 0 42 0 0 0 0 418 60.53
Others 97 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 97 n.a.
Total 557 0 0 0 0 0 42 0 0 0 0 515 60.53
Notes:

The average time taken to close pre-2016 cases was computed by applying the following rules:
(i) start date: for MAP cases invoked by the Competent Authority based on the request of the taxpayers, the date of receipt of the MAP request from the taxpayer; and for MAP cases which are invoked by the

other Competent Authority, the date of receipt of the MAP invocation letter from the other Competent Authority in the office of the Competent Authority; and
(ii) end date: the date on which the letter was sent to the Indian tax authoiries in the field to give effect to the MAP resolution arrived at between two Competent Authorities.
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B
MARP Statistics Reporting for the 2018 Reporting Period (1 January 2018 to 31 December 2018) for Attribution/allocation Cases

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases
number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:
no. of post- | 7o of post- agtrjfnni]:gttir:u”y agreement partiall agreement no. of post-
2015 cases in | 2013 cases resolved | double taxat?on e?iminatingpdoublg thgt thereis | no agreement 2015 cases
Treaty Partner MAP inventory started denied | objection |, . o py| UNilateral via eliminated / fully | taxation / partiall no taxation includin any other |yamond I
duringthe | mAP is not Y| relief :  Fully on Ipartially : 9 Y MAP inventory
on 1 January : L taxpayer domestic resolving resolving taxation not in agreement to [ outcome
2018 reportmg access ISSHIEY ganisd remedy taxation not in not in accordance accordance disagree on 31
period N X 3 December 2018
accordance with with tax treaty with tax treaty
tax treaty
0 0 0 0 4 o} 0 6 0 0 8 o} 9 o} (0] o} 0 0 0 4
Ro Australia 5 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 4
China (People's Republic of) 5 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 2
Denmark 10 4 0 0 0 0 1 7 0 0 0 0 6
Japan 14 15 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 24
Singapore 2 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 0 0 0 3
Sweden 8 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 16
Switzerland 0 24 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24
United Kingdom 30 10 0 0 1 0 0 7 0 0 0 0 32
United States 121 50 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 162
Ro Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 4 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19
Ro Treaty Partners (Others) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 199 133 0 0 2 0 2 30 6 0 0 0 292
Notes
1) There is a mismatch in the opening inventory with the US. This is due to mutual reconciliation of cases between the two countries.
2) There is a mismatch in the opening inventory with Japan. This is due to mutual reconciliation of cases between the two countries.
3) There are two mismatches in the opening inventory with two treaty partners falling under the de minimis rule. These are due to mutual reconciliation of cases between the two countries.
4) In case of the other two treaty partners, India had inadvertently missed out in reporting the cases in the MAP statistics report for 2017 under the de minimis rule.
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2018 Reporting Period (1 January 2018 to 31 December 2018) for other Cases

Table 2: Other MAP Cases

number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome
agreement fully

no. of post- | M2: of post- U )
T P MAP i : started denied objection . unilateral TESQ ve -OU. e taxation e |m|r‘1a ing olu e al erg IS nq agregmen cases remaining in
reaty Partner inventory during the MAP is not withdrawn by relief via eliminated / fully | taxation / partially no taxation including any other [ \,Ap inventory on
on 1 Januar . i i i i i
P y reportlng access justified taxpayer granted domestic re;olvmg . resqIV|ng taxation not in agrgement to outcome 31 December 2018
period remedy taxation not in not in accordance accordance disagree

accordance with with tax treaty with tax treaty

tax treat
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4  Column 5 Column 6 Column 7 Column 8 Column 9 Column 10 Column 11 Column 12 Column 13 Column 14
Row 1 United Kingdom 6 4 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8

United States 10 8 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 17

RO Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 6 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
Ro Treaty Partners (Others) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 22 15 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 34

Notes:
There is the mismatch in the opening inventory with the US. This is due to mutual reconciliation of cases between the two countries.
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2018 Reporting Period (1 January 2018 to 31 December 2018) for Attribution/allocation Cases

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases
average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:
Treaty Partner "Start" to "End" Rl taxp?yer's"MAP "Start" to Milestone 1 Milestone 1 to "End"
request to "Start
O 0 0 0 4 0O
Ro Australia 31.33 1.15 3.22 28.11
China (People's Republic of) 14.00 1.25 n.a. n.a.
Denmark 16.73 0.95 14.23 2.88
Japan 5.89 0.74 0.99 5.13
Singapore 9.98 1.10 5.48 4.50
United Kingdom 14.53 0.72 7.00 9.67
United States 18.70 1.15 n.a. n.a.
RO Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
Ro Treaty Partners (Others) n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
Total Average Time 15.06 0.97 7.89 6.74
Notes:
1) The cases resolved with the US did not have a Milestone 1.
2) The cases resolved with China did not have a Milestone 1.
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2018 Reporting Period (1 January 2018 to 31 December 2018) for other Cases

Table 2: Other MAP Cases

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:
Treaty Partner "Start" to "End" REBCE Gl taxp?yer's"MAP "Start" to Milestone 1 Milestone 1 to "End"
request to "Start
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5
Row 1 United Kingdom n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
United States 14.96 0.62 n.a. n.a.
RO Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
RO Treaty Partners (Others) n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.
Total Average Time 4.99 0.21 n.a. n.a.
Notes:

India has been informed about mismatch in average time calculation with the UK in the 'Other cases' category. India has reported 2 cases as closed with the UK under the reason "Denied MAP
Access". However, India has not been able to reconcile the average time issue with the UK.
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Annex B
MAP Statistics Reporting for the 2018 Reporting Period (1 January 2018 to 31 December 2018) for all Cases

Table 3: All MAP Cases

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:
Receipt of taxpayer's MAP request to

"Start" to "End" "Start" to Milestone 1 Milestone 1 to "End"

" Start"
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4
RO Total Average Time 14.36 0.92 7.53 6.44
Notes:
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

India

1000

800

600

400

200

Total MAP Caseload

Start inventory on
01.01.2017

Cases started as from 1 January 2016

M Cases started before 1 January 2016

Cases started

Cases closed

End inventory on
31.12.2017

Cases started before 1 2017 start Cases Cases 2017 end
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
Transfer pricing cases 543 0 83 460
Other cases 98 0 1 97
Cases started as from 1 2017 start Cases Cases 2017 end
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
Transfer pricing cases 77 121 12 186
Other cases 7 15 2 20

Average time needed to close MAP cases (in months)

Cases started before 1 January 2016

Average time

Note: the average time taken to close MAP cases that started before 1 January 2016 was computed by applying the following rules:

(i) start date: for MAP cases invoked by the Competent Authority based on the request of the taxpayers, the date of receipt of MAP
request from the taxpayer; and for MAP cases which are invoked by the other Competent Authority, the date of receipt of MAP
invocation letter from the other Competent Authority in the office of the Competent Authority; and
(i) end date: the date on which the letter was sent to the Indian tax authoiries in the field to give effect to the MAP resolution arrived at

India - 2017 MAP Statistics

Note: the average times to close MAP cases that started as from 1 January 2016
were computed according to the MAP statistics reporting framework available at
http://www.oecd.org/tax/dispute/mutual-agreement-procedure-statistics-reporting-

framework.pdf

Transfer pricing cases 42.67
Other cases 80.02 between two Competent Authorities.
Receiptto| Startto [ Milestone 1
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 Start to End Start | Milestone 1 to End
Transfer pricing cases 7.91 0.98 6.95 2.04
Other cases 3.59 1.85 0.16 493
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Overview of MAP partners (only for cases started as from 1 January 2016)

Note: the MAP cases started before 1 January 2016 and closed in 2017 are not shown in these graphs

Transfer pricing cases Other cases
113 30
100
20
50
35 10 9
6 7
16 9
6 6 8
> 0 0 0 3 1 2 4 2 1 0 1
0 — I - - — 0 -— -—
Australia China (People's Denmark Japan Sweden United Kingdom United States Treaty Partners United Kingdom United States  Treaty Partners (de
Republic of) (de minimis rule minimis rule
applies) applies)
Cases in 2017 start inventory + cases started in 2017 M Cases closed in 2017 Cases in 2017 start inventory + cases started in 2017 M Cases closed in 2017

The label "Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies)" applies to treaty partners with which the number of cases in start inventory plus the number of cases started is at least 5. The relevant MAP statistics are aggregated under
this category.
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

MAP Outcomes

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

2% 3% 2% 2% o

‘, :

87%

objection is not justified

M unilateral relief granted

resolved via domestic remedy

agreement fully eliminating double taxation / fully resolving taxation not in accordance with tax treaty

agreement partially eliminating double taxation / partially resolving taxation not in accordance with tax treaty

M no agreement including agreement to disagree

agreement
agreement fully partially
eliminating eliminating agreement that
. ; . - no agreement
. Lo . . . resolved via | double taxation /| double taxation there is no . .
denied MAP | objection is not withdrawn | unilateral relief . . . . . including any other
Cases closed by outcome o domestic fully resolving / partially taxation not in Total
access justified by taxpayer granted . . - . agreement to outcome
remedy taxation not in resolving accordance with -
. . . disagree
accordance with | taxation not in tax treaty
tax treaty accordance with
tax treaty
Transfer pricing cases (all) 0 0 0 2 4 84 2 0 3 0 95
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 2 78 0 0 3 0 83
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 0 0 0 2 2 6 2 0 0 0 12
Other cases (all) 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
All cases 0 2 0 2 4 85 2 0 & 0 98

India - 2017 MAP Statistics
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

number of pre-2016 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:

agreement agregment no. of pre- | average time
fully ;.)aruall.y 2016 cases taken (in
no. of pre-2016 eliminating eliminating agreemen't no remaining in| months) for
category of | casesin MAP | denied | objection| . - unilateral |resolved via double douple/ RS agreement . on MAP closing pre-
cases inventoryonl1| MAP isnot | Withdrawn relief domestic | taxation / fully taxation no taxation including | 2" other Jinventory on| 2016 cases
January 2017 | access | justified 27 RS granted remedy resolving partlla.lly notdln agreement outcome 31 during the
taxation not in taxr:tsignvknogt - w?tchc?e:x ?Pe(;iy to disagree December reporting
accordance 2017 period
with tax treaty gccordance
with tax treaty
0 0 0 0 4 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 9 0 0] 0 0 0 0 4
Attribution/
Allocation 543 0 0 0 0 2 78 0 0 3 0 460 42.67
Others 98 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 97 80.02
Total 641 0 0 0 0 2 79 0 0 3 0 557 43.11
Notes:

were procured from treaty partners during the reconciliation process.

1) The average time taken to close pre-2016 cases was computed by applying the following rules:
(i) start date: for MAP cases invoked by the Competent Authority based on the request of the taxpayers, the date of receipt of MAP request from the taxpayer; and for MAP cases which are invoked by the other

Competent Authority, the date of receipt of MAP invocation letter from the other Competent Authority in the office of the Competent Authority; and
(i) end date: the date on which the letter was sent to the Indian tax authoiries in the field to give effect to the MAP resolution arrived at between two Competent Authorities.

2) There is a mismatch with the statistics presented last year since they had not been reconciled with treaty partners. During the process of reconciliation after the statistics had been presented, more pre-2016
cases were discovered. In some such cases, invocation letters had not been sent by the treaty partners earlier or the same had not been received by the Indian Competent Authorities. The invocation letters

India - 2017 MAP Statistics
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases
number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome:
no. of post- agreement fully ) no. of post-
no. of post- | 501e cases eliminating agreement partially 2015 cases
2015 cases in — ) — ) resolved | double taxation | eliminating double CrpeEmE el - o agreement remaining in
Treaty Partner MAP inventory during the dslrzid ok;]:ﬁg?n withdrawn by unrl(ljiteefral via eliminated / fully | taxation / partially ta;r;fir(?r:iZSin including any other |MAP inventory
on 1 January reporting access | iustified taxpayer teq | domestic resolving resolving taxation d agreement to [ outcome on31
2017 g Justifie grante remedy | taxation notin | notin accordance accordance disagree December
period ) ) with tax treaty 2017
accordance with with tax treaty
tax treaty
0 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 0 8 0 9 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
Australia 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
China (People's Republic of) 1 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
Denmark 2 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
Japan 9 7 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 13
Sweden 1 8 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 8
United Kingdom 15 20 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 33
United States 44 69 0 0 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 109
Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 3 5 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 6
Treaty Partners (Others) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 77 121 0 0 0 2 2 6 2 0 0 0 186
Notes
The number of the inventory on 1 January 2017 in the table above is different from 2016 MAP statistics mainly because the following cases were not previouly reported:
(i) a case which was opened in 2016 by one jurisdiction (for which this jurisdiction has given unilateral relief); and
(ii) 3 cases which were opened in 2016 by another jurisdictions.
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Table 2: Other MAP Cases

Treaty Partner

Column 1

no. of post-
2015 cases in
MAP inventory
on 1 January
2017

Column 2

no. of post-
2015 cases
started
during the
reporting
period

Column 3

number of post-2015 cases closed during the reporting period by outcome

denied
MAP
access

Column 4

objection is
not justified

Column 5

withdrawn by
taxpayer

Column 6

unilateral
relief
granted

Column 7

resolved
via
domestic
remedy

Column 8

agreement fully
eliminating
double taxation /
fully resolving
taxation not in
accordance with
tax treaty
Column 9

agreement partially
eliminating double
taxation / partially
resolving taxation not
in accordance with
tax treaty

Column 10

agreement that
there is no

taxation not in
accordance

with tax treaty

Column 11

no agreement
including

agreement to
disagree

Column 12

any other
outcome

Column 13

no. of post-2015
cases remaining in
MAP inventory on
31 December 2017

Column 14

United Kingdom 2 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
United States 3 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
Ro Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 2 5 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
Ro Treaty Partners (Others) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 7 15 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 20

Notes:

India - 2017 MAP Statistics
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Table 1: Attribution / Allocation MAP Cases

Treaty Partner

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:

"Start" to "End"

Receipt of taxpayer's MAP
request to "Start"

"Start" to Milestone 1

4

Milestone 1 to "End"

Ro Japan 9.23 1.15 5.60 3.63
Sweden 12.43 1.15
United Kingdom 4.22 0.84 5.72 0.00
United States 8.47 1.15
RO Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 6.26 0.46 9.60 0.66
Ro Treaty Partners (Others)
Total Average Time 7.91 0.98 6.95 2.04
Notes:

India - 2017 MAP Statistics
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Table 2: Other MAP Cases

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:

Treaty Partner

"Start" to "End"

request to "Start"

Receipt of taxpayer's MAP

"Start" to Milestone 1

Milestone 1 to "End"

O O O a O
Ro United Kingdom 5.10 1.45 0.16 4.93
Ro Treaty Partners (de minimis rule applies) 2.07 2.24
Ro Treaty Partners (Others)
Total Average Time 3.59 1.85 0.16 4.93

Notes:

India - 2017 MAP Statistics
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Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made

subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

Table 3: All MAP Cases

average time taken (in months) for post-2015 cases from:

"Start" to "End"

Receipt of taxpayer's MAP request to "Start" to Milestone 1

Milestone 1 to "End"

" Start"
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4
Ro Total Average Time 7.30 1.11 5.98 2.45
Notes:

India - 2017 MAP Statistics
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2016 MAP Statistics

Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

India

Total MAP Caseload

700

600

500

400

300

200

100

Start inventory Cases started
01.01.2016

Cases closed

End inventory

31.12.2016

Cases started as from 1 January 2016

M Cases started before 1 January 2016

Average time needed to close MAP cases

Cases started before 1 January 2016

Average time

Cases started before 1 Start Cases End
January 2016 inventory closed inventory

Transfer pricing cases 550 0 51 499

Other cases 72 0 3 69

(1) MAP Cases:

A. Cases arising from a request made by a person pursuant to the MAP provisions of a tax treaty
concerning the taxation of income and capital. It does not include a request for an Advance Pricing
Arrangement (APA) including a request to apply the outcome of the APA to previous filed tax years
not included within the original scope of the APA (i.e. a request for the “roll-back” of the APA) and
protective MAP Requests.

B. Cases invoked by the other Competent Authority under MAP.

(2) Method of Counting MAP case:

MAP case is counted as one MAP case where a MAP invocation letter from the other Competent
Authority or a MAP request from a taxpayer concerns taxation of only one taxpayer in either
Contracting Party or in each Contracting Party for one taxation year. If a letter from the other
Competent Authority or a MAP request from a taxpayer concerns more than one taxpayer or more
than one taxation year, then the case has been counted in a way that each taxation year for each
taxpayer would be treated as one MAP case.

(3) Categorisation of cases:

(a) TRANSFER PRICING MAP CASES - MAP request relating to the attribution of profits to a
permanent establishment or MAP requests relating to the determination of profits between associated
enterprises.

(b) OTHER MAP CASES - MAP requests relating to the issues that are not relating to attribution /
allocation.

Cases started as from 1 Start Cases Cases End
January 2016 inventory started closed inventory
Transfer pricing cases 0 71 1 70
Other cases 0 7 0 7

Note: the average time taken to close MAP cases that started before 1 January 2016 was computed by applying the following rules:

(i) start date: for MAP cases invoked by the Competent Authority based on the request of the taxpayers, the date of receipt of MAP
request from the taxpayer; and for MAP cases which are invoked by the other Competent Authority, the date of receipt of MAP
invocation letter from the other Competent Authority in the office of the Competent Authority; and

(i) end date: the date on which the letter was sent to the Indian tax authoiries in the field to give effect to the MAP resolution arrived at

Note: the average times to close MAP cases that started as from 1 January 2016
were computed according to the MAP statistics reporting framework available at
http://www.oecd.org/tax/dispute/mutual-agreement-procedure-statistics-reporting-

framework.pdf

Transfer pricing cases 27.45
Other cases | 108.33 | between two Competent Authorities.
Receipt to| Startto |Milestone 1
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 Start to End Start | Milestone 1 to End
Transfer pricing cases 6.60 n.a. 6.60 n.a.
Other cases n.a. n.a. n.a. n.a.

In the absence of information about the date of receipt of Taxpayer's MAP Request

to the other Competent Authority and about the date of intimation by the other
Competent Authority to the Taxpayer, the date of invocation letter from the other
Competent Authority has been taken as Start Date and the date of intimation of
closure of MAP by Indian Competent Authority to the other Competent Authority
has been taken as "Milestone 1"as well as "End Date".
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2016 MAP Statistics

Please note that the statistics included below reflect the jurisdiction's original submission from the relevant reporting year and do not include any corrections made
subsequent to its publication on the OECD website.

MAP Outcomes

2% 4% 3% resolved via domestic remedy

agreement fully eliminating double taxation / fully resolving taxation not in accordance
with tax treaty

agreement partially eliminating double taxation / partially resolving taxation not in
accordance with tax treaty

B agreement that there is no taxation not in accordance with tax treaty

91%
agreement
agreement fully partially
eliminating eliminating agreement that
. N > X no agreement
. N . : 5 resolved via | double taxation / [double taxation /|  there is no . .
denied MAP | objection is not |withdrawn by| unilateral relief . N . N . including any other
Cases closed by outcome e domestic fully resolving partially taxation not in Total
access justified taxpayer granted N ; X N agreement to outcome
remedy taxation not in resolving accordance with N
N X . disagree
accordance with | taxation not in tax treaty
tax treaty accordance with
tax treaty
Transfer pricing cases (all) 0 0 0 0 2 48 1 1 0 0 52
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 2 48 1 0 0 0 51
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
Other cases (all) 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 3
Cases started before 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 0 0 3
Cases started as from 1 January 2016 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
All cases 0 0 0 0 2 50 1 2 0 0 55
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