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ITEM No.108 COURT No. 2 SECTION 11l

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Civil Appeal No. 7468 of 1999@ @

CCCcCcCceceecececececececececececececececececececcce

C.C.E., Hyderabad-lll Appellant
VERSUS

M/s. V.S.T. Industries Ltd. Respondent

(With appln.(s) for stay and office report)

Date : 01/03/2001  This appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE S.P. BHARUCHA
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE N. SANTOSH HEGDE
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE Y.K. SABHARWAL

For Appellant (s)  Mr. Soli J. Sorabjee,AG.
Ms. Nisha Bagchi,Adv.
Ms. Smita Inna,Adv.
Mr. B.K. Prasad,Adv.
Mr. P. Parmeswaran,Adv.

For Respondent(s) Mr. S. Ganesh,Adv.
Mr. Ravinder Narain,Adv.
Ms. Sonu Bhatnagar,Adv.
Mr. Jitin Wasan,Adv.
For M/s. J.B.D. & Co.,Advs.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
ORDER
...... LT T T T T T
The civil appeal is dismissed.

No order as to costs.

(T.1. Rajput) (Shelly Sengupta)
Court Master Court Master

(Signed order is placed on the file)
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

Civil Appeal No.7468 of 1999@ @
CCCccceeeececeecececececececececececececececce

Commnr. of Central Excise, Hyderabad-Ill ...Appellant (s)
Versus™
M/s. V.S.T. Industries Ltd. ....Respondent (s)

O RDE R@OQ@
cccceceecececceccc
el T, T T...... T T...... T J
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It is not now in dispute that the figures given in
respect of advertising expenses are correct. Nothing,
therefore, survives in the appeal. The civil appeal is
dismissed.

No order as to costs.
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(S.P. Bharucha)@@
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......................... J.
(N.Santosh Hegde)@ @
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......................... J.
(Y.K. Sabharwal)@ @
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New Delhi,
March 01 2001.



