
ITEM NO.37               COURT NO.14               SECTION III

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  Nos. 17980-17986/2017

(Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  18-07-2016
in TA No. 241/2009 18-07-2016 in TA No. 242/2009 18-07-2016 in TA
No. 243/2009 18-07-2016 in TA No. 244/2009 18-07-2016 in TA No.
245/2009  18-07-2016  in  TA  No.  246/2009  18-07-2016  in  TA  No.
247/2009 passed by the High Court of Gujarat at Ahmedabad)

SALES TAX OFFICER (1) DIV.15 Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

MIRA INDUSTRIES                              Respondent(s)

(FOR ADMISSION AND I.R. )
 
Date : 24-01-2020 These petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE NAVIN SINHA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE KRISHNA MURARI

For Petitioner(s)   Mr. Pritesh Kapoor, Sr. Adv.
Mr. Aniruddha P. Mayee, AOR
Mr. A. Rajarajan, Adv.
Mr. Sanjeev Kr. Choudhary, Adv.

                   
For Respondent(s) Mr. Uchit Sheth, Adv.
                    Mr. Santosh Krishnan, AOR                    

           UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

Leave granted.

The appeals stand disposed of in terms of signed order.

(RAJNI MUKHI)                             (DIPTI KHURANA)
SENIOR PERSONAL ASSISTANT                COURT MASTER (NSH)

(Signed order is placed on the file)



IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CIVIL APPEAL NOS. 697-703 OF 2020
(Arising out of SLP (C) Nos.17980-17986 of 2017)

 SALES TAX OFFICER (1) DIV.15             APPELLANT(S)

                                VERSUS
MIRA INDUSTRIES                         RESPONDENT(S)  

O R D E R

Leave granted.

We  find  that  the  High  Court  while  allowing  the  assessees

appeal  has  not  considered  the  judgments  relied  upon  by  the

Tribunal.

We  are  also  informed  by  counsel  for  the  parties  that  the

judgment relied upon by the Tribunal, have been the subject matter

of further orders passed by the Tribunal and the High Court, which

have also not been considered.

We consider the same as sufficient to hold that the impugned

order is not sustainable in its present form and that the matter is

required  to  be  remanded  for  fresh  adjudication  on  merits  in

accordance with law.

The impugned order is set aside and the appeals stand

disposed.

 ……………………………………..J.
           [NAVIN SINHA]

……………………………………...J.
[KRISHNA MURARI]

NEW DELHI;
JANUARY 24, 2020  
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