
1. 31 	 1184/2011/'j19 
3. 3'I4lvI (1sI 1186/2011/i 
5. I5RT 3IIlctII 172/2012/vNL 
7. 3TYM 31 	ctI'l 174/2012/1qt 

9 	(1II 2024/2014/%J1Lly 
11. 31'4'ki (1I 2026/2014/11 

1'i'4 'iñcsi 	fk, 
)cc.l c1?iii, TJ *EA * .d1414, 

iict1c.I, 3I'.I1 	1-;, ui 

ClIPI1TYlCt) ZT5 &f.iEwr.t 
i1?ct,igcjti.i, 

12. 31'le1 (1s1I 2135/2011/1q 
14. 31e1 *Isii 2137/2011/.1 

i1i1i1cp z 
qf~co~lcictrl, ñr—i, 7 

1 l Ii 
ñ(\)l it 1k, 

'kc'i Cl)F?,.lICII), TT  

2. 	*II 1185/2011 
4. 314'kI ifUW 1187/2011/sN 

6. WM 3IIctI1 173/2012/vNL 
8. I51Wf 31 .icii 175/2012/1q 

10. 311 e1 1s1I 2025/2014/u1 

13. 3L1k1 1s1I 2136 2011 

15. 311 e1 *I9.1I 2138 2011 

.u1 
41c'1 lTT, (1c*1 

ur 1Ie1c, 

TR1T 3TfRT 	 I 

311T 	 fi 	3 
[u 	{jjq, : 13.04.2017 

r 
1wcI 

I. 

• iftijrl;i. 

iJ EEIILIIii!IS1 
I 	

31TT' 
tftiici 

.9r.31T. 
f1iq, . 

 ii1ci 	(ifr 
IIIcI 

1184/2011 346/19.05.11 04.02.11 2007-08 12,45,998 4,73,213 
1185/ 2011 348/19.05.11 04.02.11 2008-09 24,30,686 7,04,900 
1186/2011 349/19.05.11 04.02.11 2009-10 26,69,026 4,53,734 
1187/2011 347/19.05.11 04.02.11 2010-11 9,92,654 89,338 
2024/2014 295/08.07.14 24.07.13 2010-11 14,37,872 5,17,633 
2025/2014 296/08.07.14 24.07.13 2011-12 18,36,4891 4,40,757 
2026/2014 297/08.07.14 24.07.13 2012-13 13,88,7621 1,66,651 
2135/2011 346/19.05.11 04.02.11 2007-08 1 24,90,596 
2136/2011 348/19.05.11 04.02.11 2008-09 48,61,372 
2137/2011 349/19.05.11 04.02.11 2009-10 

. 

53,38,052 
2138/2011 347/19.05.11 04.02.11 2010-11 19,85,308 

k_. 	
c'lIIc1k. ........... 2 
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2. 	'9 11'c-c1 	cUI') 	T2ZI 1 -1h-1 	WR7 TffZFT 1 .cflUI t5 tt 3I! 

1I 	T 	T t, PI U LLI 	 14) R 	 nt I 

3 	 24 	ktt 	lcPk 	f5 	I'LlcP 0IFI[0b 

fr[-2f9 	TT 	 c1Nl 	f { 	V{ M 

	

TT tE \3gc&T cfl 	1cb 	 R t1TIT Tf1T fcf ci 	T 
cUs), 111i "1, 	's 	it 1c 	I's.1 	 * 4 lc 	c) 

c) TT 1c1RlJ T1T 	31C 	JT '.I\B.l * 7T T5T4 

tf 	I]J 4 Ic1Icfr fqqm R1i 1Ic1I *1 TfvFcfff 	 cI 	c1CPit urizr t 
tff[ f5 cj.) j{ 	cç A lutg cj.-) T f4qM fcFM 'ilicli 

1. Nuterine chocolaty Eclairs - Tasty chocolaty center 
2. Nuterine froot shoot - fruit flavoured candy. 
3. Nuterine Santra Goli - Orange filled juicy centre 
4. Nuterine Gulkand - Rose filled juicy centre 
5. Nuterine chatkeeli Imli - Spicy tamarind filled juicy centre 
6. Nuterine Maha choco - Maha creamy chocolaty candy 
7. Nuterine Maha Lacto - 

4. 1IL1cP cii1i1 	3fTE5f * NT Rcpis 	T 3rICICP'f C1) 	t[ ¶?fj 

TMT fcF ciciil 	ri '3ctcl Ictc1 11T[ 1I° 	c,-ch1 	I 1p'I 	cCP1 

t[ TrU -?t TI1RIT TR1T f5 C-1C1I') Nuterine Chocolaty Eclairs tr 3iI'lri..i 3ft 

14 RIci t 'H1Ic1 	* TrqT *f mute, cc.-I 	IT1 tR 5 !'1RIc1 t 
;~ilA 	 I ci 	TT fp f4T4 7T * 	 fr 1R TT 

\34Tiiti &ufft tr Ilct) m TF1 Nuterine - Gulkand, Chatkeeli Imli, Santra Goli, 

Maha lacto, Maha Choco Tt 11cTS) 5T 1ciui lcc1 Cl 	tq IIè'H TTt M TF?1 

tEf 3flç)6 3TEfttf 	 cc 

	

cl5cl 	 T 	 I 

14 .lf?IIc1 	 t9T 1i'lc') 	ii) 	TT fT 1R1 It ir 	Igcz 

m 	t[R1T TrqT 9 !.1 	I ci 3I 	 l 1 ci / FIT wum 	I -I I 9 

ciiFItRicp T9 31 	'Prosecutor should not be judge' 

3TT"[T * ci ci Y -A 10 e) 	fj1suj 31fr 	t 	I 	-ci Rci 	I 

5. f-T1JT aTft4qt 	Ic1c''1, 	4ci&T RI' 	kc1 * 	T 31ckcP'1 

fi 1i'i 74U f45 ci 	TT f4TfM f 	IT * 	ri Santra Goli, Gulkand, 

Chatkeeli Imli, Maha lacto, Maha Choco 	Indredients 	& tR ZF9 9TI Sugar 

Candy made of Sugar & Glucose 	WTI 	'31c1ei'1cti 	Santra Goli, 

Gulkand, Chatkeeli Imli, Maha lacto, Maha Choco tR SUGAR BOILED 
CONFECTIONERY zr Rbci 1 	1R1T TRIT 1i 	Z 	t f 	lutg  

t ZffftD5 4m t Eclairs tR 31Fd tITZIT TMT I Maha Choco tR Maha 

Creamy Chocolaty 	31f4ci *, fimtI 4t 	* f5 

411R -ftW-Jt 154 	Exclude R1i TRIT 9 I own5 itI * I1cfl[c1 
'3c1-IK 'Sugar Candy made of sugar and glucose but excluding coco' I11 	1'$4I 163 

	

* c1cj ctTh.1 9t 1T T1I &1CII) -4 AIu 	 FT 
3Id1t-I 3IfRit 	lI 	Ict (Eclairs) * 1RcPi FbU t U21T Sugar Candy 

made of sugar 41I9Cb 5 	RiIci 	iuIci RbI t, 	 iiu 	ctlI'-l' 

Tt MW 	1W 154 	 TfZ t, IrN1c 	1Y Zrg 

c1c1 3IIc'1ir2 3TrfT 	14 !lR1Ici 	 rr * cpkUI 

CI- ) * 	1[ iici Pi4tci fcffM UM fctc) 	 • ET5 	 k'lcl Oquil 
c\c 9 !lRIIc1 	Ij1cp' 	 3rr 	Y11's-I f 3IgCJZ1 1i 'ilI'lI 

IIciI ...........3 
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55 zr 61 	c15c1. i"i{ti -,art fcfT4 74 TTUff 7ZFR t 3Mcc- BM 	\11cfc1 

ciiRcpvm7 9t jiici zj, ZqU aT47ft tf UTP-Fff 	c11 

37'ki 3ft 	TfT 1c1 	I.icp WFfkT 	fP tr 

fq-;:s tr 

	

	cici 1i TFZIIJ zTtQ~m 31F * zwr 31I 

tW;Z cI) Wt fTT TT '.3cM 3cl/R 31'IctI'1 31f11fZi'Tit 1TT 83 

iiti 

6. I 

7. cL4r4 	 [I._j &1Trq5 	1(4'i R 	f 	jc 	r 1 	iii 

t 	 m IIIz. 'd'sfl 163 'Sugar Candy made of sugar and 

glucose but excluding coco' 	c1ci 31ThT * TRU 3?t 	31I' cIcI) it 3 

4AI0 cPl 	I'.-lct 	T9T cPII iiT Te tH II'I 3TfRTttEI 

{i f 3TftTfk1Tf FL 	 1S4J 154 

'Confectionery excluding choclate' Qft, u1 I -IicP 08.05.2006 	3I1R[9T 

M1frr ')cP' Excluding branded Confectionery 3IT TrZff I.iicp 01.06.2006 

qWe iI 163 3741 'Sugar Candy made of sugar and glucose but excluding coco' 

\3c -lIc 	 cbII d1I 	'd1Ic1 cPc 	flRT 

cPRlI TflI 	—Ef 	ct 	1-lI 163 # All type of sugar candy '1I1I1c1 

t T-U 'Coco' 	Pi1ci cju.)Tff#'HI11'1c1 9t * I 	TfT 7 1 Sugar Candies 

made of Sugar and glucose and containg Flavours, Creame and colors q1 	c1: 1?TEI 

rt 1b.0 ti 1i-i 3TfTIfE1 	 ia 0 TQT-;T Ri f5 Tffc '.3çc 

- 90 Rici 7# &f-Th 	t [21T 1I'1'- 	zzç19 	R1Ic 	j5T {u 

Gurudevdutta Vksss Margyadit and others Vs. State of Maharashtra and others 2001 
(004) SSC - 0534(SC) TT -cI -d '.3cRc1 f4TM I 1T2T t '31 	TT RI f 

'3c 	T11cP 	I 	Sugar & Glucose 	IT lTT T1T * 
Flavouring Substances, Emulisifiers and colorants Tt 9 I fii-i 	4 I11 1 1 	31't 

1'1F9 	tT TT1 	1993 .4N1 qR4 32 '1cii-1 1 *St ñc 	RiI'II 90 

Riici 	 r cPctI.t) 	 TT t I Rii'i 31I1T! 

3IRiRcM 31IcM TT -1TT 12-7 aTqT-Ftf t 	T 31II fTflCp 02.01.1989 #T-Fd  
31I1cP L-'k1 cp'k T cI-c1 tt 7 Lozenges Tofee qt At ñc4' TT 

74 fRTrr tf qrnTT5T 	TI 1c1e1ILlI 	I '3- 	cp1Y 	cik 	J Iy'c 

l-,c1 iti 
3I 	* TMOff 	 P1r1ci -i4i1icp C1T 	zjc 

1. [Supreme Court of India] Frick India Limited Vs State of Haryana May 13, 1994. 
2. [In The Supreme Court of India] (2009) VST 249 (SC) Sree Krishna Electricals Vs 

State of Tamil Nadu April 21, 2009 
3. [Suprcmc Court of India] J.K. Synthetics Ltd. Vs Comm. Taxes Officer (C.A. Nos. 

3414 to 3416 of 1982) Birla Cement Works Vs State of Rajasthan May 9, 1994. 
4. [2012] 51 VST 130(Mad) [In The High Court] Cadbury India Limited Vs Assisstant 

Commissioner (CT), Chennai July, 2009 
5. [In The High Court of Karnataka At Bangalore] Kundanamal Ganeshmal And 

Borthers Vs State of Karnataka February 12, 1993. 
6. [2012] 48 VST 107 (AP) [In The Andhra Pradesh High Court] Banyan Enterprises 

Vs Commercial Tax Officer August 24, 2011. 
7. [2017] 98 VST 172 (Born.) [In The Bombay High Court] Zamil Steel Buildings 

India Pvt. Ltd. Vs State of Maharashtra December 23, 2016 
8. [In The High Court of Rajasthan At Jodhpur] Black Stone Rubber Industries Pvt. 

Ltd. Vs State of Rajasthan February 19, 2001L  
eIIIc1k............ 4 
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9. [2011] 39 VST 184(A11) [In The Allahabad High Court] Kesar Enterprises Ltd. Vs 
State of U.P. August 27, 20 10/ 

10. [2011] 43 VST 222(All) [In The Allahabad High Court] Dabur India Limited Vs 
State of U.P. December 6, 20 10/ 

11. [In The Allahabad High Court] Harbans La! Ma!hotra Vs Assistant Commissioner 
Ghaziabad July 28, 1994 

12. [In The High Court of Kerala At Ernakulam] New Prasanthi Automobiles Co. Vs 
State of Kerala Sepetember 26, 1992. 

13. Reportes of Sales Tax Cases Vol. 146 2006 [High Court of Madhya Pradesh] 
Commissioner of Commercial Tax, Indore Vs Modern Agency October 25, 2004. 

14. [In The High court of Rajasthan] Jaipur Bench Cycle Hatt of Jaipur Vs The Board 
of Revenue May, 13, 1977. 

15. [2007] 5 VST 197 (Al!) [In The Allahabad High Court] Carbon Crafts Pvt. Ltd. Vs 
state of U.P. December 13, 2005. 

16. In The High Court of Judicature for Rajasthan at Jodhpur Commercial Taxes 
Officer Vs Ms Heera La! Murlidhar Bikaner Date July 2, 1992. 

3If: 	ci1'1 	]T 1*c.j!,c1 3'-)cñ T[ ?5R9 3Ic'1 qt -ccPI 

fmT FJ 	c1 3Ttñ I5't 3I*c)cPI Ct 	T Pi 1i 
8. Ri-i \3 I'jIc1 3TfT115 	Pi.i 1i f 	u 

1l-FN fll-FN 73TThT 3Ef 	 i1l 	][ tiiRci {ju 	I'IIcP 17.02.2017 
k 	R4I lT.fT. ZFM 	ck lctUI iI 473/2011 IZT 3Tf 

111 r 4 34 vWM74 -4 WffT-;T 	t[ 3Th?:Trf?[ cpu 	iIU 	ci)4 I•t zm 

W .J1.jft4 	 f1Içi Z t 7q 3j'fc1 WFUff 	kf f4TM t I WTU 

zlc11 -LlR1Ic'lL1 TT miRci 	U4 	 cWfl ~tftTq;~- M 4'lI1 'H.cPI' 

(2009) 23 VST 249 (SC) * 	 Ii)Ic1 	IIIc1 T1 3i'-1l-c1 Rbu t I 
iii4l 	r 	ir ir t # qff\'-ff Piu1 	puj'j W 3iIIIci G1cieiIi 

v3- 	CC 	 r) 

9. [T[ 'i 'l c'l T 	cP I . 	tE 	dç1 	I 	c 	c 

	

TcAH 11I TTI l*c,c1 	 cfl[çi fc z 	fs u4 r4 6 1 	iT 
Pu1ci CjU.), v1 	cc 	y) 	[ç) 	 cc) •R[ 
Ic1k-1I 1TZIT Elt \3'dC 	R1 I" 	tj5 t15F 	ff1 41Ir4lcP IcP.1 R1i 7Ic1I 

I ctcl 3I1E!5T 	I 	1 c 	ff 	t[ 	t{jZ[[ f45 c c 

cp- 	Ij ZbT ftqm 1i 1T!T t I 

10. c.lciJ 	TT Icli54 3TEfZi1 	[cci 7F &ftrfIN 	t —Iv it 

MWRZ #LEW 163 "Sugar Canday made of sugar & Glucose but excluding coco" * 
11I 5 lI?1Ic1 fr1c1I ZFT 1T1 Tt &lcfr< Sugar and Glucose it 31c'1IcII 3TT WM 

it Mixing and Blending Ri*i 	PiIci 'c-II zm IIcT) A7r tR c.lciJ) 

	

R[ Itc1 TFFF Sugar Candy rT t-cR §114s cp4 N1 PF[ fR 	iT t I 
fjfuj ft% 	 II giRci aute # 'ii 	1cci 

{iici 	cicii 	TT it T1 	Rlcii1ci 1ct'i 	lutss c4,w&ii11 

cpçj friff 	TRt 0 c44(45I') * 1c 	3IIc'Iit 3TfT?f 

y.j)cç1 ciiI1cPI1I 

 

cw~[~ Llu i f4TM *, qg ffi 91 4i1.i41q w5iwi 

	

q7 IciIIc1 	qi'i1 i 	i4) 	W/*1 

(1I 473/2011 AWd 	4?'c) tff 	 woft'To, WqV •?I 3TJ 6I'1I9 

0YIc1c1 (31#e1) cc1Iq, i &T 1'14 {'1Ic1 17.02.2017 	f 	ucp 

I11b1l*f:- 
elIIc1k............5 
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"In my view, applying the common parlance test which has been held 
appropriate by the Apex court time and again in matters like this, the 
products in which the assessee are dealing, are certainly branded toffees. 
Taking into consideration the aforesaid reasoning of the Apex court as well 
as by this court (supra), in my view the finding reached by all the three 
authorityes in unision is well reasoned and no interference is required to be 
taken into consideration and accordingly while the tax is upheld and 
consequently the interest being consequential, is also upheld." 

1t1 	IRlI 	 {Uf 3TtM 	 -M Rctci rrT/*iil'i 
ict-R1 t 9TF Z1 {lct it 	*, {rk1c 	,4cp'.0 	L14ç1: 	TT 	Tk 

,ant ti 
11. TT TrzF wrRu zFT 1I t, 9I - 	g1tc4 vWWM TT '-1IIc1 1k 21.04. 

2009 11ct'I 31 ctWIl 	Ic1-e11 4ffF 	31T dIeMItt 3TT (2009) 23 VST 

249 (SC) 5T IlIc1 * TIT 	Piui1.icp &J PI - I cPI'. 

"So far as the question of penalty is concerned the items which were not 
included in the turnover were found incorporated in the appellants account 
books. Where certain items which are not included in the turnover are 
disclosed in the dealer's own account books and the assessing authorities 
includes these items in the dealers turnover disallowing the exemption penalty 
cannot be imposed. The penalty levied stands are aside." 

3c ç1 1cPut 	 T, 	 1i1ci 
R 1i lltrr t I iii -  i'ki fl z1Z't 	 '3cM 31II * 31k'ñcP 	'iI'si~ 	c'lI21 

cj') 	'19*c1 1ct) 	[1iui 	cj1 	, 3k')[c1 ii1i 	r 
1YIc1 Zj5 	ft ctRci 	 *, c11g 	T f 

3T i 

12. \3T<ICMI-j\,iT;z aTtAlm &fTEwrt 	T YIRd3utvft 

3T4Tq 	.icñci 9t ett t, 31T: 3TtQ1 3T1[ * 	z1J 

cLIc1i1 1T l'c,c1 "d1 	IT 	 3cPk 1bi '.'lIclI t T2T 

1I'l1 ici1tz4 Iic * 	 (. 

3ccpJ 	it 'lfc) ti 
13. L[UII 41*1 	 RT 1*cc1 141*c1 34)/sPi'(1 	 f.1T fRTrr 

Tirp :41t 31 

it -ulic *1 

fufi '19R1I TMTI 

--r7t- ~-w r 
(ic"l aTT iicicTh) 	 ("iq"i iir) 


