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ITEM No.108 COURT No. 1 SECTION Il

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Civil Appeal No. 3082 of 1997@ @
Ccccececececececccececececececececcececececcececececce

M/s. Standard Radiators Pvt. Ltd. Appellant
VERSUS
Commissioner of Central Excise Respondent

(With office report)

Date : 18/04/2002 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON’'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE N. SANTOSH HEGDE
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVARAJ V. PATIL

For Appellant (s): Mr. K.V. Viswanathan,Adv.
Ms. Shruti Choudhary,Adv.
Mr. Suman Jyoti Khaitan,Adv.

For Respondent(s): Mr. M.L. Verma,Sr.Adv.
Mr. Sanjiv Sen,Adv.
Mr. B. Krishna Prasad,Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER

...... Lo LT T T T Tl T
Heard Mr. K.V. Viswanathan, learned counsel for the
appellant, and Mr. M.L. Verma, learned counsel for the
respondent, from 11.15 a.m. to 11.25 a.m.
The civil appeal is dismissed.

No order as to costs.

(T.1. Rajput) (Shelly Sengupta)
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. 3082 of 1997T@ @
CCCcCcCcceceecececececececececccececececececececcce
M/s. Standard Radiators Pvt. Ltd. ...Appellant (s)
Versus”
Commissioner of Central Excise ....Respondent (s)
ORDEROQ@
cccececececececcecce
vl T T..oo.. T T T T, J
.SP2

We have read the order of the Tribunal and heard
learned counsel.

We are satisfied that far greater consideration should
have been given by the Tribunal to the case of the assessee
than is shown by the order under challenge. The Tribunal is
the last fact finding authority and it is expected that it
will discuss the facts in some detail and not cursorily and
come to briefly stated conclusions on that basis. We,
therefore, think it appropriate that the order of the
Tribunal, which is under appeal, should be set aside and the
assessee’s appeal (E/316/88-Bom.) should be restored to the
file of the Tribunal Bench at Bombay to be heard and disposed
of afresh, having due regard to what we have stated above.

We do not express any view on the merits of the case on
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either side.

Order on the appeal accordingly.

Pending the fresh disposal of the appeal by the
Tribunal, the interim stay granted by this Court on 10th
November, 1997 shall operate.

No order as to costs.
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......................... J.O@
AA

(N. Santosh Hegde)@ @
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(Shivaraj V. Patill@@
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New Delhi,
April 18, 2002.



