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ANTONY DOMINIC & SHAJI P.CHALY, JJ.

Dated this the 11™ day of June, 2015

ORDER
Antony Dominic, ].

This revision is filed by the Revenue challenging the order of the Kerala
Sales Tax Appellate Tribunal, Additional Bench, Ernakulam in T.A.No56/98.
The said appeal was filed by the Revenue challenging the order of the First
Appellate Authority, where dispute was regarding the quantification of the tax
liability arising out of a works contract.

2. In the impugned order, the Tribunal has held that following the
judgment of the Apex Court in Rainbow Colour Lab and Another v. State of
Madhya Pradesh and others ]J.T. 2000 (1) SCC 498, in T.A.753/97, it has
already held that the activity of the assessee was not a works contract and that
therefore the appeal filed against the quantification of tax liability of the
assessee did not survive for consideration on merits.

Having heard the Government Pleader, we fully concur with the view
taken by the Tribunal. For that reason, the revision is only to be dismissed.
We do so.

ANTONY DOMINIC

JUDGE

SHAJI P.CHALY
JUDGE
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