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Rel i ance I ndustries Ltd. Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS

Col I ector of Custons, Minbai Respondent (s)
(Wth office report)

Date : 14/03/2001 This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE S. P. BHARUCHA
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE N. SANTOSH HEGDE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE Y. K SABHARWAL

For Appellant (s) Joseph Vel l apally, Sr.Adv.

Atul S.Dayal, M.Rohan Shah,

Ashwi n Dave, M.R Sasi Prabhu, Advs.
For Respondent (s) Harish N. Salve, S. G
N. K. Baj pai, Adv.

K. C. Kaushi k, M.B.K Prasad, Advs.

SSs 558

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

ORDER
B oo T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T o
. SP2
The civil appeal is dismssed. No order as to costs.
. SP1
(N.  Annapur na) (Shel l'y Sengupt a)
Court Master Court Master
(Signed order is placed on the file.)
. PA
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. SP1

Rel i ance I ndustries Ltd. ....Appellant(s)

Ver sus
Col I ector of Custons, Minbai ... Respondent (s)
OR D E Ra@

0000000060
L....... ... .. T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T J
We have heard | earned counsel. W do not think that this

is a case in which this Court should set aside the order of the
Tribunal nerely because it does not reflect very precisely the
reasoni ng upon which it has held on one issue against the present

appel I ant . It is clear that the present appellant intended to
make the inport under Chapter 84 of the Custons Act and not as a
project inport. It is only after the first show cause notice in

respect of a part of the inport was issued that a certificate was
obtained from the Directorate General of Technical Devel opnent
which approved of the project inport. It is clear that, in the
circunmstances, the requirenents of the Project Inport Regul ations,
1986 have not been net.

In the circunstances, the appeal is dismssed.

No order as to costs.

........................ J.
(S. P. Bharucha)
........................ J.
(N. Sant osh Hegde)
........................ J.

(Y. K. Sabharwal)
New Del hi ,
March 14, 2001.



