Ol TEM NO. 18+48 COURT NO. 3 SECTION Il T A

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil)...... /2010
CC 17790/ 2010
(From the judgenent and order dated 07/ 08/ 2009 in WP  No.
677/ 2008 of The HI GH COURT OF BOVBAY)
UNION OF I NDI A & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

KAMANA LEASI NG & FIN. P. LTD. Respondent ( s)

Wth I.A No.1 (C/delay in filing SLP and office report)

WTH S.L.P. (©...CC NO 17846 of 2010

Wth I.A No.1 (C/delay in filing SLP and office report)
S.L.P.(Q...CC NO. 17893 of 2010

Wth I.A No.1 (C/delay in filing SLP and office report)

S L.P.(Q...CC NO 17895 of 2010

Wth I.A No.1 (C/delay in filing SLP and office report)
S.L.P.(Q...CC NO. 17907 of 2010

Wth I.A No.1 (C/delay in filing SLP and office report)
S.L.P.(Q...CC NO. 17913 of 2010

Wth I.A No.1 (C/delay in filing SLP and office report)

S L.P.(Q...CC NO 18041 of 2010

Wth I.A No.1 (C/delay in filing SLP and office report)
S.L.P.(Q...CC NO. 18070 of 2010

Wth I.A No.1 (C/delay in filing SLP, c/delay in refiling SLP and
of fice report)

S L.P.(C...CC NO 18216 of 2010

Wth I.A No.1 (C/delay in filing SLP, c/delay in refiling SLP and
of fice report)

S.L.P.(Q...CC NO. 18219 of 2010

Wth I.A No.1 (C/delay in filing SLP and office report)
S.L.P.(Q...CC NO. 18332 of 2010

(Wth appln.(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)
S.L.P.(Q...CC NO 18385 of 2010

(Wth appln.(s) for c/delay in filing SLP, c/delay in refiling
SLP office report)

Date: 29/11/2010 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE R V. RAVEENDRAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE A. K. PATNAI K

For Petitioner(s) Mukund Gupta, Sr Adv.

C. V. Subba Rao, Adv.

Aman Ahl uwal i a, Adv.

Ri tu Shawney, Adv.

Sompr akash, Adv.

M. B.V. Bal aram Das, Adv.

SFSSE

For Respondent (s)

I TEM NO. 18+48 COURT NO. 3 DATED 29/ 11/ 2010 ....contd.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER



We find that the judgnent of the Hi gh Court

rel ates to a purely | egal i ssue, t hat is,
constitutional validity of a provision of the Incone

Tax Act, 1961. The Union of India instead of filing

one bat ch of appeal s in regard to al | t he Wit

petitions which were di sposed of by a comon judgnent,

is filing individual petitions in trickles with a del ay

of now nore than 200 days. If the judgnment is conmmon
and if a decision is taken to challenge the sane, we

fail to understand why the appeals should be filed in

instalment. As the petitioner is aware of the decision

and has already filed SLPs chall enging the very sane

order, we are of the view that the reasons given for

condonati on of delay are unacceptabl e. We also fail to
understand why two or three volunes of papers should be

filed in regard to each individual case when a single

batch of appeals will reduce the work of everyone and

the cost and the space required. In this background,
| earned counsel appearing for the petitioner seeks tinme

to clarify the issue and file proper affidavit and take

necessary steps.

Adj our ned by four weeks.

(Ravi P. Verma) (Mthlesh Gupta)
Court Master Court Master



