aRos wEaT - fH03H0em0/ 2022-23/ LesE / wrgex aRuy wear /223045 | o &
PR HGF, T BT, IR T

(fA031702M0 3=ToTaT, TTT=T3)

fewien: o4 faewsr, 2022

CUHET

IR YT As - 1,

IR IYFd I - 2 ([A0317702M0),

T IrgEFd (R03re702m0) / 3urgEd (fA03r702m0),

WM/WWM(WWI‘E%OWOQM)
UST T, 3a¢ WU

v yide aRRFaR fr ary - 67armhﬁomoanomma?rm
arell FAETE & FFEay A|

S G2 AT Ud Qe HAEE, 2017 (Side HORA) £ 4Ry - 67 &
yedae FA030M0 shsat F el caTORE whveRT / e i WA, dereh
v HHIEOT T HRFR TUT URT- 68 F e WA G SHSAT GIRT IRARA &
@ A (In Transit) T F HRFR GaeT AT @47 § G FEER G
wWOfI0 earT AT Re arfRer @ - 57 /1 2020 d sweawes Re §&r - 56 /
2020 & wreey #F wRa fofa R 06-08-2022 & feg T@m - 09 F A

Insofar as seizure of goods and demand of tax under Section - 129 of
the Act is concerned, it is unbelievable that two (not one), authority of the
- Mobile Squad of Commercial Tax Department chose to act with negligence.
The provision of Section - 129(3) of the Act could not be invoked to subject a
godown premises to search and seizure operation unmindful of the Act that no
action was taken or contemplated under Section - 67 of the Act, as that would
have mandated existence of “reasons to believe”, to subject that premise to
search and seize goods or documents found therein. Also, both authorities of
the Commercial Tax Department namely, _ _ _ _ Agra chose to exefcise
powers vested in them to search a vehicle carrying goods during transportation
to proceed against goods lying in a godown
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