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CIVIL APPEAL NOS.7900-7902 OF 1995@ @
CCcCcCcCcceeecececececececcececccecececcecececcecccecececccecec

Collector of Central Excise ...Appellant(s)
versus
Panchmukhi Engg.Works & Ors. ...Respondent(s)
WITH

CIVIL APPEAL NOS.1122/1995 & 4418-4422/1997@ @
CCCCCcCcCLlcCreeeeeceececceeececcececeeccecececececcececceccececcececceccecce

ORDER@®@
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Heard the learned counsel for the parties.

The only question that requires consideration is
whether ‘Dharmada’ charged by the assessees should be
included in the assessable value under Section 4 of the
Central Excise and Salt Act, 1944, or not.

The learned counsel for the appellants-Revenue
submitted that this question is to be answered in favour of
the Revenue, having regard to the decision of this Court in
the case of Tata Iron and Steel Co. Ltd. vs. Collector@@

CCcCcCcceeeececeececececececececececcecececcecececec ccceecececece
of Central Excise, Jamshedpur [2002 (146) E.L.T. 3@@
CCCCcCcceeeeeececeececeececececcecececececececececc
(S.C.)]. The learned counsel for the respondents was not
in a position to dispute this legal position.

Under these circumstances, following the said
judgment, these appeals are allowed and the impugned orders
are set aside.

No costs.
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Collector of Central Excise Appellant (s)
VERSUS
Panchmukhi Engg. Works & Ors. Respondent (s)

(With office report)
WITH

C.A. Nos. 1122/1995 and 4418-4422/1997
(With applns. for stay and with office report)

Date : 28/11/2002 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVARAJ V. PATIL
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ARIJIT PASAYAT

For Appellant (s) Ms. Vibha Datta Makhija, Adv.
Mr. B.Krishna Prasad, Adv.

For Respondent (s) Mr. T. Viswanathan, Adv.
Mr. V.Balachandran, Adv.
Mr. V. Krishna Murthy, Adv. (N/P)
UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
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Heard the learned counsel for the parties for few

minutes.
The appeals are allowed.

No costs.
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(N. Annapurna) (Shelly Sengupta)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file.)



