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1. Heard the learned senior counsel for the petitioners in

above writ petitions as well as the learned counsel for the

respondents.

2. Bdth the learned counsel for the petitioners as well as
the learned counsel for the respondents ife.ry fairly stated that a very -
recent judgment of the Supreme Court in the case of Godirvey
‘Phiums India mﬂﬁied & Another vs. Stale éf UP imd Others,
(2005} 2 SCC 515 will squarely appiy in all the above matters and
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compared and
er the physical



‘e same is against the Tevenue.
2. Under these circumstanéesz in all the above petitions,
ruleis made ai)solute .in terms Aof prayer clause (a). However, there
willl he no order as to costs. |

4. ) Tt is made clear that if any of the petitioners hereinabove
have collected any amount tov:.fards luxury tax from the

consumers/customers after obtaining interim orders from this Court,
[ ’ '

: | .
or in absence of the order, they will ?ay the said amount to the State

Covernment.
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