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                S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A
                          RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

   Civil Appeal No.2981/2001

  COMMNR. OF CENTRAL EXCISE, JAIPUR                         Appellant (s)

                              VERSUS

  M/S. SRIKANT FAB. TAX (P) LTD.                            Respondent (s)

( Office report on default )

  Date : 04/03/2002 This  Petition  was  called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE R.C. LAHOTI
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.N. PHUKAN

  For Appellant (s)     Mr. N.K. Bajpai,Adv.
                        Ms. Renu George,Adv.
                        Mr. B. Krishna Prasad,Adv.

  For Respondent (s)

                   UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                    O R D E R
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                The  appeal is dismissed for want of prosecution  in
        terms of the signed order.
.SP1

           (Neena Verma)                         (Radha Rani Bhatia)
            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 NO. 2981 OF 2001@@



                      CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

        Commissioner of Central Excise, Jaipur     .... Appellant

                        Versus

        M/s. Srikant Fab. Tax (P) Limited          .... Respondent

                                 O R D E R@@
                                 CCCCCCCCC

........L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T..........J
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                The  respondent - Company is reported to have closed
        its business and, therefore, the appellant has not been able
        to  effect service on the respondent.  The quantum  involved
        is  only  Rs.94,927/-.  The appeal is dismissed for want  of
        prosecution, leaving the question of law open.
.SP1

                                            ......................J.
                                             ( R.C. LAHOTI )

                                            ......................J.
                                             ( S.N. PHUKAN )
        New Delhi,
        March 04, 2002.


