@TEM NO. 101 COURT NO. 5 SECTION Il T A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NQ(s). 2344-2347 COF 2004

COW SSI ONER OF SALES TAX U. P., LUCKNOW Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS

M S. SANJIV FABRI CS Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report)
W TH

Gvil Appeal NO. 6382-6383 of 2004

(Wth of fice report)

Gvil Appeal NO. 1230 of 2005

(Wth of fice report)

Gvil Appeal NO. 1231-1238 of 2005

(Wth of fice report)

Givil Appeal NO. 1277 of 2005

(Wth of fice report)
Date: 27/07/2010 These Appeals were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTICE D. K. JAIN
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE H. L. DATTU

For Appellant(s) M . Aarohi Bhal | a, Adv.
I n CAs. 2344- 47/ 04, M. Gunnam Venkat eswar a Rao, Adv.
1230, 1231- 38, 1277/ M. S. K. Dwi vedi, adv.
2005 M. Manoj Kumar Dwi vedi, Adv.
Ms. Vandana M shra, Adv.
M . Ashut osh, Adv.
M . Subodh S Patil, Adv.
For Appl.In M. Dhruv Agarwal, Sr. Adv.
CA 6382-83/04 M. Praveen Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. Dhruv Agarwal, Sr. Adv.
I N CAs. 2344- 47/ 04, M. Praveen Kumar, Adv.
1230, 1231- 38/ 2005

M. Punit Dutt Tyagi, Adv.

.2/ -

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

C. A. Nos. 2344-2347 & 6382-6383 OF 2004

After hearing | earned counsel for the parties at
I ength, the Court reserved its judgnent.

C. A Nos. 1230, 1231-1238 & 1277 OF 2005
The appeals are dismssed in terns of the signed

order.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ N B. Dhyani ]
Court Master Court Master



[ Signed order is placed on the file ]
IN THE SUPREME COURT COF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1230 OF 2005

Conmi ssi oner of Sales Tax, U P. Lucknow .. Appel I ant (s)
Ver sus
Mahi m Pat ram Pvt. Ltd. .. Respondent ( s)
WTH

ClVIL APPEAL NOS. 1231-1238 OF 2005
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1277 of 2005

ORDER

C. A NCS. 1230, 1231-1238 OF 2005

Wth t he assi st ance of | ear ned counsel for t he

parties, we have gone through the orders passed by the

Sal es Tax Tribunal as well as by the High Court. Bot h the
appel l ate authorities have clearly recor ded t hat t he
respondent s- deal ers had a reasonabl e excuse wi t hin t he

meani ng of Section 10(d) of the Central Sales Tax Act, 1956

to nake use of the goods purchased by them This is a
pure finding of fact, which is not put in issue in the
present appeals. In that view of the matter, no question

of law arises for our consideration

The appeal s are disnissed accordingly with no orders
as to costs.

.2/ -

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 1277 COF 2005
NO ground is nmade out for our interference. The

appeal is dismssed.

[ DK. JAIN]



[ H L. DATTU ]

NEW DELHI ,
JULY 27, 2010.



