
 

List of cases where the reliefs granted to Mehtas by Hon’ble CIT(A) were not challenged by the 
department before Hon’ble ITAT and yet no refunds were offered for 5 years until Hon’ble Supreme 
Court intervened and stopped the sale of Madhuli flats and directed the department to make refund 
of Rs.192.54 Crores with interest and to comply with and give effect to 90 orders of Hon’ble ITAT 
which were not complied with by the department for 12 years and further 5 years in violation of 
order of Hon’ble Supreme Court dated 02.05.2017 in CA 6326 of 2010. 

 
 

Sr. 
No. 

 

Entity 

 
Asst. 
Year 

 
Assessed 
Income 

( Rs.) 

 

Relief (Rs.) 

 
Relief 

(%) 

C.I.T. 
(Appeals) 

Order Date 

 
Original 
Demand 

 

Refund 

 
1 Deepika 

A. Mehta 

 
1992-93 

 
29,53,91,212 

 
26,30,83, 189 

 
89 

 
20.01.2012 

 
2,63,99,53,777 

 
-14,90,51,270 

 
2 Rasila S. 

Mehta 

 
1992-93 

 
24,65,02,868 

 
20,76,08, 192 

 
84 

 
29.02.2012 

 
90,94,83,602 

 
-11,56,75,345 

 
3 Hitesh S. 

Mehta 

 
1992-93 

 
22,59,48,341 

 
17,89,96,365 

 
79 

 
30.12.2011 

 
1,12,35,77,428 

 
-12,38,04,308 

  1993-94 25,30,15,505 18,36,84,069 73 29.03.2012 58,60,75,906 -8,32,36,057 
 

4 
Pratima 

H. Mehta 

 
1992-93 

 
36,75,72,411 

 
23,68,94,373 

 
64 

 
29.02.2012 

 
2,03,91,25,264 

 
-13,26,60,832 

  1993-94 13,99,10,820 3,70,44,793 26 30.03.2012 10,70,08,414 -1,65,77,921 

5 Jyoti H. 
Mehta 1992-93 4,06,89,84,089 1,51,40,13,494 37 29.02.2012 21,09,81,48,682 -84,56,35,605 

      ( Rs.1,46.66 Crores ) -1,46,66,41,338 

 
Notes:  
1) The Hon’ble CIT(A) passed the above orders of relief with due participation of the Assessing Officer and 

after it was conclusively established  that there were gross errors committed in the assessment order while 
determining the income for the above persons.  

2) That the orders passed by Hon’ble CIT(A) so far as the reliefs were granted were not challenged before 
the Hon’ble ITAT and as such the reliefs attained finality.  

3) The Assessing Officer passed the Order Giving Effects (OGEs) and issued revised Demand Notices 
disclosing the refunds but which refunds were not offered to the Custodian. 

4) Mehtas therefore preferred Applications before Hon’ble Special Court to seek the relief of refunds in which 
the refunds were not offered for one reason or the other. 

5) In the meantime the Custodian was pressing for sale of the only residential flats of Mehtas even though 
the liabilities were not crystallized and therefore the above facts of pending refunds were placed before 
Hon’ble Supreme Court in the proceedings in Civil Appeal 6326 of 2010 and further grievance was made 
about non-compliance with 90 orders of ITAT by the department and after hearing the parties the reliefs 
were granted by Hon’ble Supreme Court under its order dated 02.05.2017 in CA 6326 of 2010. 
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