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Date : 10/11/2016 This appeal was called on for hearing today.
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M. B. Krishna Prasad, AOR
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UPON hearing the counsel the Court nmade the follow ng

ORDER

Heard in Part.
M. Radhakri shnan, | ear ned seni or counsel appeari ng for t he
Uni on of India shall obt ain i nstructions with regard to t he
2
notification dat ed 26.5.1984 whi ch has been resci nded by
notification dat ed 31. 03. 2003. e have required him to obtain
i nstructions as it is submitted by M. Bagari a, | ear ned seni or
counsel appeari ng for t he assessee- appel | ant t hat t he notification
whi ch was in force used t he wor ds &#39; al | owed to be sold in
and, t her ef or e, t he assessee is entitled to get t he benefit.
Accor di ng to M . Bagari a, when t he notification conti nued, t he
asessee was under the inpression that the notification was still in
exi stence and he can claim the benefits accordingly till t he

notification stood rescinded.
Let the matter be listed on 17.11.2016 for further hearing.
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