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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(s). 4377-4391 OF 2003

COMMNR. OF CENTRAL EXCISE, MEERUT & ORS.                   Appellant (s)

                    VERSUS

M/S. LIBERTY GROUP MKT. DIVISION & ORS.                    Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for stay and exemption from filing better copies
of dim pages and bringing on record additional documents and
with office report)

Date: 19/04/2011     These Appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE MUKUNDAKAM SHARMA
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL R. DAVE

For Appellant(s)           Mr.   R.P. Bhatt, Sr. Adv.
                           Ms.   Sunita Rani Singh, Adv.
                           Mr.   T.A. Khan, Adv.
                           Mr.   B.K. Prasad, Adv.

                           Mr. P. Parmeswaran,Adv.
For Respondent(s)
                          Mr. Rajesh Kumar,Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

          These appeals are dismissed leaving the parties to bear their
own costs in terms of the signed order.

               (DEEPAK MANSUKHANI)                         (RENU DIWAN)
                  Court Master                             Court Master
                 (Signed order is placed on the file)
                            IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

                            CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

                       CIVIL APPEAL NO(s). 4377-4391 OF 2003

COMMISSIONER OF CENTRAL EXCISE,
MEERUT & ORS.                                                Appellant (s)

                    VERSUS

M/S. LIBERTY GROUP MKT. DIVISION & ORS.                      Respondent(s)

                                   O R D E R

          Learned counsel appearing for the parties agree that these
appeals    are   squarely    covered   by   the   decision    of   this   Court   in
Commissioner of Central Excise, Mumbai-III Vs. I.S.P.L. Industries
Ltd. 2003(154) E.L.T. 3(S.C.).         In view of the aforesaid position and
in the light of the ratio of the aforesaid decision, these appeals



are dismissed but leaving the parties to bear their own costs.

                                            ........................J.
                                            (DR. MUKUNDAKAM SHARMA)

                                            ........................J.
                                            (ANIL R. DAVE)
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