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COW SSI ONER OF CENTRAL EXCI SE, MEERUT Appel | ant

VERSUS

M S. TI TAW SUGAR COWPLEX, U. P. Respondent
(Wth office report)

Wth CA 5043/2000, 4042/ 2002
(Wth appln.(s) for stay and with office report)

DATE: 21/11/2002 This matter was called on for hearing today. @@
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CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE M B. SHAH
HON BLE MR JUSTICE D.M DHARVADH KARI

For appellant (s) Soli J. Sorabjee, AG
K. Swary, Adv.

B. K. Prasad, Adv.
For Respondent (s) Dushyant A. Dave, Adv.

Vi nay Garg, Adv.

ss 55%

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
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The civil appeals are di sm ssed.
There shall be no order as to costs.
. SP1

Sukhwi nder ( JANKI BHATIA )
COURT MASTER

(Signed order is placed on the file.)
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Heard | earned counsel for the parties. The Tribuna
all oned the appeal filed by the assessee by referring to its
earlier decision in A/ 1038/ 99-NB(SM dated 24.9.1999 wherein
it was held that press-nmud was waste and would not be a
mar ket abl e comodi ty and therefore not exci sabl e.
Admttedly, the Departnent has accepted the deci si on
rendered by the Tribunal in Shankar Sugar MIIls 1998 (25)
RL.T. 766 and has not chall enged the sane. Further, the
Department has not led any evidence to establish that
press-mud was in any way marketable commodity. Hence these
appeals are dism ssed.

There shall be no order as to costs.

New Del hi, J.
Novenber 25, 2002 ( D.M DHARMADHI KARI )



