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"17. Taking into consideration the judgment of this court in the case of 
M/s. Heera Lal Murlidhar (supra), where this court has taken into 
consideration the meaning of "confectionery" from various 
dictionaries, as reproduced hereinbefore, it would show that the AO 
had taken into consideration that the products manufactured by the 
assesses are produced on account of constant mixing and blending 
with various ingredients and these are hardened sweet confectionery 
which are prepared by mixing various ingredients. Applying the test 
as laid down by this court in the case of M/s Heera Lal Murlidhar 
(supra), a sugar candy or Meethi Goli which was considered by this 
court contains purely lumps of sugar and nothing more, whereas in 
the instant case it is merely not sugar but many more ingredients are 
added to it. These are essentially toffees or other products and cannot 
fall purely as a Sugar Candy containing majority of sugar. 

"19. 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 authorities 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." 
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