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"and if the dealer fails to furnish such declaration, 'then the 
movement of goods shall be deemed for all purpose of this Act to 
have been occasioned as a result of sale" 
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"The said provision has no application to a case where the assessee 
claims exemption and to substantiate the said claim, he does not 
produce form F. The enquiry that is contemplated under sub-
section (2) of section GA is an enquiry regarding the correctness 
of the particulars contained in the declaration. When there is 
no form F, the question of conducting an enquiry to find out the 
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correctness of the question of conducting an enquiry to find out 
the correctness of the particulars contained in the said form did 
not arise ............................................ I' 

However the impugned order saying that the appeal which is 
validly preferred against an order under section 9(2) of the Act as 
not maintainable in view of insertion of section 18A(1) of the Act is 
not proper." 
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