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@ Southeyn Yetro Chemical Corpomh’ow
Ys.
Adl. CCT (2003) 21vsT 274(MP)

@usr Whethen mter-stote sale or Local sale ?
= The pehhover, a. company owhed by the Govt of

Tawi lpodut hav]war its head office ot Clhienna aval
bravch ok Bhopal., wos LV\C}ﬁﬁrﬁa\ w Hhe manutacture
made.

avd sale of medicines, 0 rders weve darect
}o the head otfice of the oompar\yaf Chennal and.
Bie wiedicings were sold from the head ofhice and.

bulk-‘cmns’?ewed 1o the. punchasey in variows
Pm}rs of the state of M-P for the purpose of

Facili totivy <amooth hransfer of the sold items, €
Form-T75( Entry form) was tssued by the Bhopaul_
branch to the head oftfice ab Chennal -

_j_twa’s ‘”dﬁ thal- merd;r be cause_ form-75 was
issued From the Bhopol office Hul by itself dudl

not cast a Jjabw{"-r on the P&HHome.r to pay Yo




@

as If I 1s docal sale. A further anljnar had to be

recorded by the aubthorities fo the effect thak the
soles ransackion. had toRen place withim the stale
of MP. and, theretore, Liable to be toixed.

DCM Limited
Vs.
CST (2009) 21 vsT w7 (s¢)

Quss— Wwhether iber -state. sale or Local sale.
= The assessee sold ex-worRs m Delly (e yoods delivered
W ‘DeJJuD chemicalds to reqz]s‘rerefpl dealers who were
under a conbractual obb'araﬁomé to sell them
Helr ass }_arned Jcﬂ‘f‘YH'OT‘T oubside Dellu. Under tae
contrack with the qu/is{'e’r&cl dealers ,eada dealex
was assianed an ex dusve. Fervitory and wes
obliged to take the chemicals oﬁside Delld where.
ey were to be sold. The dealers were required to
submit mon‘dwa, stock. of sales and a market
report fo the assessee. The question was whethe
Hu solt fo fe dealers were wier- state sale .
It was held Haak the obligation of purchasing dealers
onder Hae contrack with Hhe assessee  to TmRe the
chemicalds to Hulr respechive tevritories outsicle Pollds,
o sell em v those territomes owly al-thaprice Hixed by
Ry assessed and to submit mon reports fo 1t assesser
\ducated the control of assessee ‘over the movement
of the areod/s- T sedes were nkey-stale Sals.




@)

(3) Cewtval Bavk of India
Vs.
State of kevala CZDOHJ 21 VsT 505 (50)

Qus:- Fivsk Change o Recovery Pvcceecljua/s —Validity of Provisions -
=4ince the Fafdiame.ml: has not maodle any vafsfows WAL
Securibsahon and Re construchon of Financial Assels and.
Enforcement of Security iwkerest Ack 2002 and Recovery of
'Dabhs‘é.ux Yo Bank and. Fivancial lwshtutions Act, 2e 1443
creabing the fivst charge v favour of Bank and Fnancial
wshibubions , there is no v consistency m the provisiows
onder Hie state sales tax Ad, creah\wr e first chage,
subject o any Cewtral Ack. The shate Legaslabows VN
frst chorye i Favowt of stale sperate m. res peck o?(
chargyes Haak are v force on Hae date of introduction

of the vais‘lows c_’reﬂvar the. Chaseye.

@  RP Kakeh ¥
Ys. "
01 Land Naturad Gias Comm..(2009)
|ssuei- H;ﬁnci,ol: Cxanes — Whetho toxable. astranstert of w‘ca,hl- o

use. c}wd/s.

2 The assessee gave the cvanes on hiye . Cws%od.y and conho]
of cranes vemeuned with the. assessee and the entive

excpenses, namdy, diesel chorges, salasy of dviver yepaly
etc. were born by um.. It was held thak the assessee

never hransferved Hw effechive conbrol_of the cranth.
Therefore, the adhvity, was ot subjeck to sales tax,



S ccT
Vs.
Tigen Steel_Tubes (P) Lid. (2009) 22 vsT 224
lssuwe Misuse of e C - Fenalby

= Punc\r\a/s;vu} dealer 1ssued Form € for such lwis whichare
not Jisteod m Wi's cembol recr's‘rm,{—lbn_ cerbfcales Ak
was held that Hae dealer was Liable for pevialky /s fo A

of C:5.T Ack.
Freedom. Info Systems
Vs.
Bhayal Sanchar Nl‘c}am Lt . [ 26097

Isswei~ DS, ju Werks contract
=> No tax can be deducted on Hae job contracts, involviv@r
no maleviok even if the conbract bet wee,mMPth‘e,s
requuYes for deduchon of tux at source.

cTT
@ Vs.

New Holland. Traders India (P) Lid. [ 2009]
lssue:- ToD.5. w works Cowtracks en cdvance payments,
= Tax cannot be deducted by tHhe contractee on Hie advance
payments made fo the conbractor
Ravi Gupta Vs. € ST [2009]
jssuwd i~ Appeal viot fo be entertained unless thare is proof of-tux payment.
= Wherw dentel of Intexim relief moy lead to public
mischief great Irveparable private in Jww or shake.
a cihzens fauth m the imPaAHa_lj&T of the public

administyahive nterim. relief con be ariven. ;




