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SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
Record of Proceedings
Civil Appeal Nos. 2083-2085 of 1999
Commissioner of Central Excise, Mumbai-III Appellant (s)
VS.

M/s. Philips India Ltd. Respondent(s)

(with appln.(s) for interim stay and with office report)

Date:13/12/2001 This/These matter(s) was/were called on for hearing
today.

CORAM:

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. KIRPAL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE D.P. MOHAPATRA
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE K.G. BALAKRISHNAN

For the Appellant (s): Mr. M L Varma, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Dileep Tandon, Adv.
Mr. B K Prasad, Adv.

For the Respondent(s): Mr. Joseph Vellapally, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Jay Savla, Adv.
Ms. Reena Bagga, Adv.
Mr. N Menon, Adv.
Mr. Tarun Gulati, Adv.

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
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The appeals are dismissed.

(D.P. Walia) (Prem Prakash)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed Order is placed on the file)
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION



CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 2083-2085 OF 1999@@
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Commissioner of Central Excise, Mumbai-lll  ..Appellant(s)
Vs.
M/s. Philips India Ltd. ..Respondent(s)
ORDER@@
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Having heard the counsel for the parties, we are not
satisfied that there is any material on record which can
persuade this Court to come to a conclusion different from the
one arrived at by the Tribunal, namely, that the item in
question, viz., stem of a bulb, is a marketable commaodity.
While affirming the order of the Tribunal, these appeals are

dismissed.
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......................... J.
(B.N. KIRPAL)
......................... J.
(D.P. MOHAPATRA)
......................... J.
(K.G. BALAKRISHNAN)

New Delhi;

December 13, 2001.



