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             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. 8461 of 1997@@
                    CCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCCC

  Commissioner of Customs                                  Appellant

                                VERSUS

  M/s. Ajanta Leather Fashions Ltd.                       Respondent

  (With office report)

  Date : 31/01/2002  This appeal was called on for hearing today

  CORAM :
           HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE U.C. BANERJEE
           HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVARAJ V. PATIL

  For Appellant (s)     Mr. G.V. Rao,Adv.
                        Ms. Rekha Pandey,Adv.
                        Mr. B. Krishna Prasad,Adv.

  For Respondent(s)     Mr. J.N. Biswas,Adv.
                        for Ms. Sarla Chandra,Adv.

          UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                              O R D E R

......L......I..T.......T.......T.......T.......T............T....J

                Heard learned counsel from 2.30 p.m. to 2.40 p.m.

                The civil appeal is dismissed.

                No order as to costs.

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

                 (Signed order is placed on the file)
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           The  argument  on behalf of the appellant is  that  the
    Tribunal  did  not  follow  its  earlier  three  member  Bench
    judgment  that took a different view.  It does not appear that
    that  earlier  judgment  was pointed out to  the  Tribunal  by
    counsel  who appeared on behalf of the appellant and it is not
    so  stated  in  the memo of the civil appeal.  For  the  rest,
    classification is within the province of the Tribunal.
           The civil appeal is dismissed.
           No order as to costs.
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                                      .......................CJI.@@
                                                             AAAA

                                      .........................J.@@
                                                               AA
                                      (U.C. Banerjee)@@
                                      AAAAAAAAAAAAAAA

                                      .........................J.@@
                                                               AA
                                      (Shivaraj V. Patil)@@
                                      AAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAAA
  New Delhi,
  January 31, 2002.


