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                      IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA@@
                      AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

                       CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION@@
                       AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

                      CIVIL APPEAL NO.10035 OF 1995@@
                      CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

        Decent Laminates Pvt.Ltd.                  ...Appellant(s)

                versus

        Collector of Central Excise & Customs     ...Respondent(s)

                     WITH CIVIL APPEAL NO.9608 OF 1995@@
                     CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

                               O R D E R@@
                               CCCCCCCCC

L.......L.......I.......T.......T.......T.......T.......T.........J
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                These  appeals  are  against the  judgment  of  the
        Customs,  Excise  and  Gold (Control)  Appellate  Tribunal,
        dated 18th July, 1995.
                The  question  before  the Court  was  whether  the
        appellants  were  entitled to the benefit  of  Notification
        No.135/89  dated  12th  May, 1989.  The  said  notification
        exempts  goods  falling  under sub-heading 4823.90  of  the
        Schedule to the Central Excise Tariff Act, 1985.  The whole
        dispute  has  proceeded on the footing that the goods  fall
        under Tariff Entry 4823.90.
                This Court has, in the case of Collector of Central@@
                                               CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC
        Excise,  Hyderabad vs.  Bakelite Hylam Ltd.  [(1997) 10 SCC@@
        CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC      CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC                
        350],  held  that  these  goods  fall  under  Tariff  Entry
        3920.31/3920.37 and not under Tariff Entry 4818.90/4823.90.
        As  it is now settled by this Court that these goods do not
        fall  under the Tariff Entry 4823.90, it is clear that the
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        benefit  of the said notification would not be available to
        the appellants.
                Under   these  circumstances,   the  appeals  stand
        dismissed.  There will be no order as to costs.
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        New Delhi,@@
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        November 14, 2002.     @@
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ITEM NO.117                  COURT NO. 11                 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.10035 of 1995        @@
AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

  Decent Laminates P.Ltd.                             Appellant (s)

                                VERSUS

  Collector of Central Excise & Customs               Respondent (s)
  (With appln. for stay and with office report)

  With C.A.No.9608/1995
  (With appln. for stay and office report)

  Date : 14/11/2002 These appeals were called on for hearing today.

  CORAM :

           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE S.N. VARIAVA
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE B.N. AGRAWAL

  For Appellant (s)     Ms. Meenakshi Arora, Adv.

  For Respondent (s)    Mr. A.K. Ganguli, Sr.Adv.
                        Mr. K.C. Kaushik, Adv.
                        Mr. Dileep Tandon, Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R
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             Heard  learned  counsel for the appellant for  a  few
    minutes.
             The appeals stand dismissed.
             There will be no order as to costs.
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        (N. Annapurna)                            (Jasbir Singh)
         Court Master                              Court Master

             (Signed order is placed on the file.)


