IN THE H GH COURT OFJUDI CATURE AT BOVBAY
ORDI NARY ORIG NAL CVIL JURI SDI CTI ON

CENTRAL EXClI SE APPEAL NO 66 OF 2007

The Conm ssioner, Central Excise,

Pune-111 Conm ssionerate. ... Appel | ant

Vs.
M s. Dhariwal |ndustries Limted

(formerly known as M s. Dhariwa

Tobacco Products Pvt.Ltd.) & Os. ... Respondent s

M. R V.Desai, Senior Counsel with M. A S . Rao for the

appel | ant .
M. Vi kram Nankani with M. MR Baya for the

respondents.

CORAM  F.|.REBELLO &
J. H. BHATI A, JJ.

DATE; 29th April, 2009.

P.C

Hear d. Appeal is admtted on

substantial questions of |aw :-

foll ow ng



Whet her in the facts and circunstances of the case
and in law the Tribunal is justified in
considering the facts of Vadodara case and m x up
with investigation and evidence of Shirur’s case

whi ch is independent ?

Whether in the facts and in the circunstances of
the case and in lawthe Tribunal was right in
hol ding that the statenments recorded under Section

14 required corroboration ?

Whether in the facts and circunstances of the
case, the Tribunal had commtted an error in not
taking into consideration material evidence in the
form of several panchnamas and ot her docunents as
well as the test-run of the machinery and the
consunption of Polyster Lanm nated Roles (P.L.R)
used for nmaking pouches which could provide
sufficient corroboration to prove t he
contravention of Rules and evasion of duty by the

Respondent s?

VWhether in the facts and circunstances of the

case,the Conm ssioner (Appeals) as well as the



Tribunal conmtted error in rejecting the demand

of Rs. 8, 31, 06, 163/- and Rs. 1, 76, 37,990/- ?

VWhether in the facts and circunstances of the

case, the Tribunal was justified in setting aside

the demand of Rs. 4, 62,92, 457. 107

(J.H.BHATI A J.) (F.1.REBELLQ, J.)



