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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).10213/2006

(From the judgement and order dated 24/10/2005 in  CEA No. 69/2005  of The HIGH COURT OF A.P

AT HYDERABAD)

COMMNR., CENT. EXCISE & CUST, HYDERABAD                     Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

M/S. AIR OVERSEAS                                           Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief )

WITH S.L.P.(C)...CC NO. 4844 of 2006

With I.A.1(c/delay in filing SLP and office report)

Date: 10/07/2006  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE ASHOK BHAN

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE MARKANDEY KATJU

For Petitioner(s)           Mr. K.P. Pathak, ASG

                                             Mr. A.Subbra Rao, Adv.

                            Mr. B. Krishna Prasad,Adv.

                                             Mr. P. Parmeswaran, Adv.

For Respondent(s)           Mr. Joseph Vellapally, Sr. Adv.

                                             Mr. K.K. Anand, Adv.

                                             Ms. Meenakshi Arora, Adv.

           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following



                               O R D E R 

                Delay condoned in SLP(C).../2006 (CC No. 4844).

                As there was a dispute between the co-ordinate benches, the dispute

was   referred   to   a   larger   bench   for   resolving   the   dispute.     By   the   imp
ugned

order, the larger bench has resolved the dispute and sent back the appeals to

the respective benches for final disposal in the light of the decision rendered

by it.

                The   present   Special   Leave   Petitions   have   been   filed   challengin
g   the

decision of the larger Bench.  The appeals have not yet been disposed of.  The

Special Leave  Petitions are dismissed reserving liberty with the petitioner to

challenge the final order  to be passed in the pending appeals as well as the

finding recorded in these impugned orders. 

          (Parveen Kr. Chawla)                 (Rajesh Dham)

             Court Master                      Court Master


