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CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 2636-2639 OF 2001

COMMNR. OF CUSTOMS, AIR CARGO N.D. APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS
J.G.EXPORTS AND ORS. RESPONDENT (S)
(With appln. for intervention and permission to place addl. documents on record and office r
eport)
WITH
CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 3403-3407 OF 2001
COMMNR. OF CUSTOMS, HYDERABAD APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS
M/S CHANDRA SEKHARAN & ORS. RESPONDENT (S)

(With office report)

CIVIL APPEAL NO. 4060 OF 2001

M/S OM PRAKASH BHATIA APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS
COMMNR. OF CUSTOMS, DELHI RESPONDENT (S)

(With appln. for stay and intervention and with office report)

CIVIL APPEAL NO. 6982 OF 2001

M/S FORTUNE IMPEX APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS
COMMNR. OF CUSTOMS, KOLKATTA RESPONDENT (S)

(with appln. for stay and with office report)

CIVIL APPEAL NO. 7048 OF 2001

M/S. CHAWLA ENTERPRISES PVT. LTD. APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS
COMMNR. OF CUSTOMS, KOLKATTA RESPONDENT (S)

(With appln. for stay and with office report)

CIVIL APPEAL NO. 7259 OF 2001
H.S. CHAWLA APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS

COMMNR. OF CUSTOMS, CALCUTTA RESPONDENT (S)
(With appln. for stay and with office report)

S.L.P. © NO. 21056 OF 2001

UNION OF INDIA & ORS. APPELLANT (S)



VERSUS

M/S VIMAL INTERNATIONAL RESPONDENT (S)
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date : 16/04/2003 This/These Appeal(s) was/were listed for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE M.B. SHAH
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ARUN KUMAR

For RevenueMr. Raju Ramachandran, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Jaideep Gupta, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Sanjay Grover, Adv.
Mr. S. Ravindra Bhat, Adv.
Ms. Smita Inna, Adv.
Ms. Vibha Dutta Makhija, Adv.
Mr. Tufail A. Khan, Adv.
Mr. B. Krishna Prasad, Adv.

For Assessee
in CA 2636-2639/01Mr. Joseph Vellapally, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Pradeep Jain, Adv.
Ms. Manjula Gupta, Adv.

For M/s Temple Law Firm, Advs. (NP)

in CA 3403-3407/01Mr. Huzefa Ahmadi, Adv.
Mr. Ejaz Magbool, Adv.

Mr. Ujjwal Kumar Jha, Adv.

Mr. Nakul Dewan, Adv.

Ms. Minakshi Nag, Adv.

in CA 4060/01Mr. Yashank Praveen Adhyaru, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Braj Kumar Mishra, Adv.

Ms. Aparna Jha, Adv.

Mr. Ejaz Magbool, Adv.

in CA 6982, 7048 &
7259/01Mr. M.N. Rao, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Rupesh Kumar, Adv.
Mr. Tara Chandra Sharma, Adv.

For Applicant (s)

IN CA 2636-2639/01 &

CA 3403-3407/01Mr. Ashok Kumar Jain, Adv.
Mr. Pankaj Jain, Adv.
Mr. Bijoy Kumar Jain, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel, the Court made the following
ORDER

Heard the learned counsel for the parties appearing in C.A. Nos. 2636-2639/2001 and 3403-3407/
2001 for about twenty minutes.

The appeals are dismissed in terms of the signed order. There shall be no order as to costs.

I.A. Nos. 11-14/2003 would not survive and stand disposed of accordingly.

Mr. Yashank Adhyaru the learned senior counsel appearing on behalf of the assessee in C.A. No.
4060/2001 made his submissions from 12.10 P.M. to 12.55 P.M. Mr. Raju RamachandraN, the lea
rned Additional Solicitor General appearing on behalf of the Revenue made his submissions and
was on his legs when the Court rose for the day at 4.00 P.M. leaving the matters part-heard.



KALYANI  (JANKI BHATIA)
COURT MASTER

(SIGNED ORDER IN C.A NOPS. 2636-2639 AND 3403-3407/2001 IS PLACED ON THE FILE.)

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 2636-2639 OF 2001

COMMNR. OF CUSTOMS, AIR CARGO N.D...... APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS

J.G. EXPORTS AND ORS......RESPONDENT (S)

WITH
CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 3403-3407 OF 2001

COMMNR. OF CUSTOMS, HYDERABAD..... APPELLANT (S)
VERSUS

M/S CHANDRA SEKHARAN & ORS......RESPONDENT (S)

ORDER

Civil Appeal Nos. 2636-2639/2001 are filed against the judgment and order dated 6th September,
2000 passed by the Customs, Excise and Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal, New Delhi in Appeal
Nos. C/409-411/99A and C/20/2000A and Civil Appeal Nos. 3403-3407/2001 are filed against th
e judgment and order dated 24th October, 2000 in Appeal Nos. C/434, 435, 437, 438, 439/1998 wh
ereby the Tribunal after appreciating the facts arrived at the conclusion that for the goods w

hich were sought to be exported there was no over valuation by the assessee concerned and, th
erefore, the goods were not liable to confiscation. Hence the order passed by the Tribunal do

es not call for any interference. With regard to the other issues decided by the Tribunal, in

our view, they are not required to be dealt with in these appeals and are left undecided. Th

ese appeals are dismissed accordingly. There shall be no order as to costs.

I.A Nos. 11-14/2003 would not survive and stand disposed of, accordingly.

..................... J (M.B. SHAH)

(ARUN KUMAR)

NEW DELHI;
April 16, 2003.



