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Petition for Special

Leave to Appeal

(CGivil) No.5314/2006

(From the judgrment and order dated 15/02/2006 in WP No. 334/2006
of The H GH COURT OF ORI SSA AT CUTTACK)

S.Al.L.
VERSUS
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(Wth prayer for interimrelief and
SLP(C) No. 5166/ 2007

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and
SLP(C) No. 5167/ 2007

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
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SLP(C) No. 1789/2010
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and i npl eadnent and with prayer for i
SLP(C) No. 1791/2010

(Wth appln. for exenption from appoi
and i npl eadmrent and with prayer for i
SLP(C) No. 4730/2010

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
SLP(C) No. 6680/2010

(Wth appln. for permission to file additional
prayer for interimrelief and office report)

additional affidavit and with

of fice report)
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Dat e: 09/ 04/ 2012 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE D. K. JAIN
HON BLE MR, JUSTICE ANIL R DAVE
D 2:
For Petitioner(s) M. Ranjit Kumar, Sr. Adv.
M. Suni | Kumar Jain, Adv.
M. A K. Panda, Adv.
M. Jagnohan Sharma, Adv.
M. Sachin Sharnma, Adv.
M. Mayank Jain, Adv.
M. Vi vek Tankha, ASG
M. Prashant Kumar, Adv.
M. Ri shabh Sancheti, Adv.
M. Anurag Sharnma, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Rakesh Dwi vedi, Sr. Adv.
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Kirti Renu M shra, Adv.
S. Pat hak, Adv.
Adv.

Avijit Bhattacharjee, Adv.

Hemant i ka Wahi ,
Roj al i n Pradhan,

Adv.
Adv.

R Sat hi sh, Adv.
D.S. Mahra, Adv.

V.G Pragasam Adv.
S.J. Aristotle, Adv.
Pr abur amasubr amani an, Adv.
B.S. Banthia, Adv.

Vi kas Upadhyay, Adv.

Khwai r akpam Nobi n Si ngh, Adv.
Sapam Bi swajit, Adv.
Techi Poto, Adv.

Adv.
Adv.

Ani | Shrivastav,
Rituraj Biswas,

Sanj ay R Hegde, Adv.

R Nedumar an, Adv.

Ri ku Sarma, Adv.

Navnit Kumar, Adv.

Deepi ka, Adv.

M s Corporate Law G oup, Advs.

T.V. Ceorge, Adv.
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Suni| CQupta, Sr. Adv.
Manoj Kunmar Dwi vedi, Adv.
Gunnam Venkat eswara Rao,
Ashut osh Kr. Sharnma, Adv.
Aviral Shukl a, Adv.

Adv.

Sushi| Kumar Jain, Adv.

Satya Siddiqui, Adv.

S. K. M shra, Adv.

Asha G Nair, Adv.

Gargi Khanna, Adv.

Satya Siddiqui, Adv.
B.V. Bal ram Das, Adv.
Ani| Katiyar, Adv.

Kul di p Si ngh, Adv.

R K. Pandey, Adv.

Mohit Mudgil, Adv.

Jagjit singh Chhabra, Adv.
S.S. Shanmshery, Adv.
Jatinder Kumar Bhatia, Adv.



M. Vijendra Kumar, Adv.
M . Shai kh Chand Saheb, Adv.
M. MIlind Kumar, Adv.
M. Aruneshwar Cupta, Adv.
Ms. Anitha Shenoy, Adv.
Ms. Anubha Agarwal , Adv.
Ms. Naresh Bakshi, Adv.
State of Jharkhand M. Ani | Kumar Jha, Adv.
Ms. chhaya Kuanri, Adv.
M. S. K Divakar, Adv.
M . Gopal Prasad, Adv.
M. V.N Raghupat hy, Adv.
State of Chhattisgarh M. Atul Jha, Adv.
M. Sandeep Jha, Adv.
M. Dharnendra Kumar Sinha, Adv.
State of Bihar M. Gopal Singh, Adv.
M . Chandan Kumar, Adv.
State of WB. M. Anip Sachthey, Adv.
M. Mhit Paul, Adv.
Ms. Shagun Matta, Adv.
4 :
M. Rajesh Srivastava, Adv.
State of Kerala M. Jogy Scaria, Adv.
State of Tami | Nadu M. Gurukrishnakumar, AAG
M. B. Balaji, Adv.
State of A P. Ms. C K Sucharita, Adv.
Ms. Rum Chandra, Adv.
For Goa Ms. A Subhashini, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng
ORDER

SLP(C) Nos. 5314/2006, 5765/ 2006, 5483 of 2006, 6461/2006
16795/ 2006, 5166/ 2007, 5167/2007, 4730/2010, 6680/2010

All t hese petitions are directed agai nst

orders passed by the High Court of Orissa at Cuttack in
the wit petitions preferred by Ms. Steel Authority of
I ndi a Lt d; t he petitioner her ei n, questi oni ng
correctness of the orders passed by the Commi ssioner of
Sal es Tax, Orissa directing the petitioner to deposit a
part of the additional demand raised by the Sal es Tax
Oficer by virtue of the assessment orders in respect of
the assessnment years 1998-99 to 2005-2006

Since the issue raised in all these petitions
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t he

t he



does not i nvol ve determ nation of any substanti al

question of law, and these petitions are still at a
nmoti on hearing stage, we are of the viewthat it would
be pr oper and expedi ent to di spose of al | t hese

petitions with a direction to the concerned Appellate
Authorities to dispose of all the appeals relating to
the aforesaid assessnment years, and stated to be stil

pendi ng, wi t hout i nsisting upon compl i ance of t he
orders passed by the Comm ssioner of Sales Tax in the
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stay appl i cations preferred by t he petitioner, as
nmodi fi ed by the Hi gh Court. Anot her factor which has
wei ghed with us in making this order is that sone of

these petitions have been pendi ng consideration for the

| ast over five years, with the result that both the

parties are deprived of the benefit of an adjudication

on t he | egal i ssues rai sed in t he appeal s by t he
Appel l ate Authorities.

Accordingly, we her eby direct t he Appel | ate
Authorities to dispose of all the appeal s pertaining to
t he af or e- not ed assessnent years as expedi tiously as
possi bl e, preferably within six nonths fromthe date of
recei pt of a copy of this order. The interimorders
made by this Court in all these cases shall continue to
remain in force till the appeals, giving rise to these

petitions, are decided by the Appellate Authorities.

It goes without saying that the appeals will be
deci ded after affording adequate opportunity of hearing
to both the parties. Learned counsel appearing for the
parties have assured us that no unnecessary adj our nnent
shal |l be sought by their respective clients.
Al'l the petitions stand di sposed of in the above
terns.

SLP(C) Nos. 1787/2010, 1789/2010, 1791/2010

Applications for inpleadnent are dism ssed.
Leave granted.

The appeals will be heard on the SLP paper
books. Addi tional docunents, if any, may be filed by
the parties.

Ad-interimorder(s) are nade absolute til
the di sposal of the appeals.

[ Charanjeet Kaur ] [ Kusum Gul ati ]
Court Master Court Master



