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ORDER:- (per CKR,J)



This Tax Revision Case is filed by the State challenging the order
dated 17.06.2002, passed by the Sales Tax Appellate Tribunal, Andhra
Pradesh, Hyderabad, in T.A.No0.496 of 1998, for the assessment year
1992-93 (APGST).

Heard Sri M.Govinda Reddy, learned Special Government Pleader
for Taxes (Telangana). Though notice was served, none appeared for

the respondent.

The issue involved in the present Tax Revision Case is as to
whether the electrical wire could be classified as an electronic
component and eligibility for concessional rate of tax at 2%. The
Tribunal, as a matter of fact, found that the wires are mentioned as Item
16.11 under the head miscellaneous electronic items in the list prepared
by the Electronic Commission. Now the issue is settled by the

judgment of the Supreme Court in State of A.P and another vs. M/s.

]

Concap Capacitors Limited, Balanagar, Hyderabad™~, wherein the
goods which are mentioned in the notified list would be considered for
the purpose of concessional rate of duty as “electronic components”. In
that view of the matter, the issue is squarely covered by the above
judgment of the Supreme Court and required to be answered in favour of

the dealer and against the department.

Accordingly, the Tax Revision Case is dismissed answering the
questions in favour of the respondent/dealer and against the department.
No order as to costs. Miscellaneous Petitions, if any, pending in this

Tax Revision Case shall stand disposed of.

G. CHANDRAIAH,J

CHALLA KODANDA RAM, J
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