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Shri Alok Aradhe, Advocate

Shri V.V.S. Murthy, AddLC;

the Union of India.

Heard on LA.No.1815 of 2

opposed. Application is allowed.

Amendment be incorporated.
filed

circumstances, as directed. Coun

The petitioner has

the petitioner regrets and tenders

stated that the position has alsg

acCompan:if:d by affidavit of Shri
the Petitioner Company. |
Heard.

Jfor the petitioner. ‘
pntral Govt. Standing/ Counsel for

003 for amendment, Prayer not

an affidavit explaining the
scl for the petitioner submits that
apology for the mistake, It is also
been explained in the rejoinder

k.M. Agrawal, General Manager of

g
“

Counsel for the Union of India has no objection. He submits

that the mistake appears to be no

The apology tendered is acc
_ Counsel for the pai‘ties sub
' has been p’asS‘éd."':"A'éopy of the ¢
- W.P.No. 1684 /2001 has been prog

" Since the grievance of the

~in the representatidn made befg

Excise,

- circumstances. of the case and ma

~ this Court ends of justice would

.,

.

Raipur, \_having thug

 intentional.

3ptéd.

mits that in similar matter order
rder dated 10.10. 2001 pas’scd in
juced. _ _
petitioner haé béeﬁ high- lightcd,‘
re ‘the Commissioner OE' Central
.conéidered the facts and
terial on record, in the opinion of

ibe served if instead of this Court
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examining the matter the Excise

the entire matter on merit and pa

Exc1se and Customs Raipur shall
pass necessary orders on merits.

one month from the_ date of receij

| _ - the Commissioner decides the mptter, no coercive steps may be

taken against tht: writ petitioner.

Rs.25,8 1,000/-.
amount so deposited be directed

Union of India submits that no

| amount/refund and in case an

recovered and will be recovered.

It is prayed that

Commissioner should examine

ks necessary order. In this view

- of the matter, this writ petitién is disposed of after hearing counsel

for both the sides, With a directio that the Commissioner Central

examine the represcntauon and
Let it be done Wlthm a period of
bt/ productlon of this order. Till

Counsel for the petitioners J.ubmits that they have deposited

if the petitioner succeeds, the
to be refunded. Counsel for the

speciﬁc direction as sought is

rcqmred If the petitioner succcecﬁs he is entitled to get back the

r amount 1s due 1t has to be

aforesald thls writ petltmn is

disposed of. _
- C.C.as pér rules.
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