
ITEM NO.23 + 55 + 55.1         COURT NO.10               SECTION XV

               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)  No(s).  25965/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated  18-03-2026
in DBCWP No. 3636/2026 passed by the High Court of Judicature for
Rajasthan at Jaipur]

GVK JAIPUR EXPRESSWAY PVT. LTD                     Petitioner(s)

                                VERSUS

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER OF STATE TAX & ORS.            Respondent(s)

IA No. 220689/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT,  IA  No.  220690/2026  -  PERMISSION  TO  FILE  ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C)  No(s).  26973/2026

IA No. 229503/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT,  IA  No.  229507/2026  -  PERMISSION  TO  FILE  ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES
 
WITH

SLP(C) No. 26582/2026 (XV)

IA No. 226171/2026 - EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED
JUDGMENT,  IA  No.  226172/2026  -  PERMISSION  TO  FILE  ADDITIONAL
DOCUMENTS/FACTS/ANNEXURES
 
 
Date : 10-08-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : 
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MANOJ MISRA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VIJAY BISHNOI

For Petitioner(s) :Mr. Guru Krishna Kumar, Sr. Adv.
                   Mr. Adarsh Ramanujan, Adv.
                   Mr. Lzafeer Ahmad B. F., AOR
                   Mr. Parth Singh, Adv.
                   Mr. Shubham Arun, Adv.
                   Mr. Pawan Kant Singh, Adv.
                   Mr. Ashwin K, Adv.
                   Mr. Vishesh Goel, Adv.
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    Mr. Adarsh Ramanujan, Adv. (Item 55)
                   Mr. Lzafeer Ahmad B. F., AOR
                   Mr. Parth Singh, Adv.
                   
                   
For Respondent(s) : 

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

1. The submission on behalf of the petitioner(s) is

that they had raised an issue of non-service of notice as

well as the order.  Apparently, the notice was allegedly

served  by  uploading  it  on  common  portal.   It  is  the

contention of the petitioner(s) that the High Court of

Madras as well as Delhi High Court have viewed service of

notice by uploading on portal as incomplete particularly

where the relevant information may be referable to two

tabs, namely, "View Additional Notices/Orders", and "View

Notices and Orders".  It is the case of the petitioner(s)

that his case is squarely covered by the decisions of the

Madras High Court as well as Delhi High Court.

2. Issue notice, returnable in four weeks.

  (KAVITA PAHUJA)                               (SAPNA BANSAL)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                        COURT MASTER (NSH)
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