
PITEM NO.103                COURT NO.4                     SECTION III

              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.3981 OF 2001

M/S ELECTRONICS CORPORATION INDIA LTD.                                            Appellant(s)

                        VERSUS

COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, MUMBAI                                                   Respondent(s
)

(with applications for permission to place addl. documents on record and

with office report)

Date: 31/08/2006  This  Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU

For Appellant(s)

                          Mr. Alok Yadav, Adv. for

                          Mr. V.Balachandran, Adv.

For Respondent(s)

                          Mr.A.K. Panda, Sr. Adv.

                          Ms. Shalini Kumar, Adv.for

                          Mr. B.K. Prasad, Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following



                               O R D E R 

             The Appeal is dismissed as not maintainable.

        (Parveen Kr. Chawla)                             (Kanwal Singh)

                         Court Master                             Court Master

                          [Signed Order is placed on the File]

                          IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                          CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                          CIVIL APPEAL NO. 3981 OF 2001

         M/S ELECTRONICS CORPORATION

         INDIA LIMITED                                                  ..APPELLANT

                                         VERSUS

         COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, MUMBAI                                ..RESPONDENT

                                         O R D E R

         Appellant is a Public Sector Undertaking.

         Counsel appearing  for   the  appellant  states  that the  High  Power

Committee   of   Secretaries   to  Government   of   India   constituted   under   the

orders of this Court in the case of O.N.G.C. vs. CCE (1992) 61 ELT 3 (SC)

has denied the permission to pursue the appeal before this Court.

         In views of this, the appeal is not maintainable and is dismissed

as such.

                                                ........................................J.



                                                [ASHOK BHAN]

NEW DELHI;                                      .......................................J.

AUGUST 31, 2006.                                [MARKANDEY KATJU]

                                     


