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CREDIT BANK LIMITED,
GAJENDRAGAD POST,
RON i (
EPRESENTED BY ITS MANAGER
I N SINDI, AGED ABOUT 52 YRS

TALUKA, GADAG DISTRICT,
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vehicle tax of the vehicle m guestion for non-use of the
same. The appellant-Bank has stated i the explanation
offered to show cause notice issued by the 1% respondent

4

demanding for payment of Motor Vehicle Tax due to the

¢

s

aforesaid period is that the hypothecation of the vehicle it

s vehicle

m»
£
S

favour of the appellant Bank was discharged and the
was delivered to the 34 respondent. Therefore, it is not
iable to pay tax under the provisions of the Act to the 1=t

s, &

responident.  The 1%t respondent after considering the

the hiability of motor vehicle tax lability upon it. The same




Lt

The 2= respondent is right in affirming the findings and
reasons recorded by the 1*t respondent by assigning valid
and cogent reasons at Paras-5 and 6 of his order after
referring to the relevant provisions of the Act, namely,

Sections

(ol
it

1} and 4(1) of the Karnataka Motor Vehicle
Taxation Act, 1957 and the decision rendered by this Court

in Writ Petition No.2111/1990 on 11.09.1991 in the case of

TAHSI

and also the decision of the Hon'ble Supreme

|

Court reported n 1970 SC 1811. Further, in this

regard, he has also referred to the Division Bench decision of

2

mentioned decisi

appeal in exercise of

&
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4. Both the orders passed by Repondents-1 and 2
were challenged in the writ petition by urging various legal
contention The learned Single Judge after careful
examination of the grounds urged in the writ petition has
declined to interfere with the orders impugned therein, by
accepting the concurrent findings recorded by the 2»d
respondent. After examining the contentions urged by the

Bank, the learned Single Judge has observed that the owner

was a party before the Appellate Authority and as second

?E%Zé%%‘%%’fﬁ and it is his case that the possession of the

removed from the notified place without permission of the 1=

= yehicle

el
e




the Act and the contention that as the amount was re-paid
the owner would only show that the vehicle has been
removed from the notified place without permission of the 1=t

respondent. But the said contention has not been
substantiated by it before the 224 respondent by producing
any valid evidence. Therefore, the learned Single Judge has
concurred with the findings recorded by the Appellate
Authority. The additional document produced before this
court along with an application placing strong reliance upon
its contention at Ink Page No.86, SLNo.806 stating that on
16.11.1999 a letter was sent to RT.O. Office, Gadag,

of Bank Hypothecation OPV No.KA
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i and requested for deletion of the

Act, the Bank is required to send a letter by RPAD. The
acknowledgement for having sent the letter regarding the




for us to consider the additional document

#

produced before us along with an application is either as

primary evidence or secondary evidence in terms of Section

.

65 of the Evidence Act. We are in respectfu

—

agreement with

ke

the findings and reasons recorded by the learned Single
Judge, as he has rightly concurred with the findings of fact
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of the rival contentions urged by the appellant’s counsel




