
F i re-qange & Associates

To

4th Floor, West Block, Anushka
Pride, Opp. Ratnadeep
Supermarket,
Road Number 12, Banjara Hills,

Chartered Accountants

Date: 11.O7.2O18
To
The Superintendent of Central Tax,
Ramgopalpet-I Range,
Secunderabad GST Division,
Secunderabad GST Commissionerate,
Door No. 2-4-416 & 417, M.G Road,
Secunderabad-5OOOO3

Dear Sir,

From

"Basheer Villa",
House No.8-2-2681t/ L6/8, II Floor,
Sriniketan Colony, Road No.3,
Banjara Hills, Hyderabad - 5OOO34

SuLr: Proceedings under oc No. 85/20i8-Rgpet-r dated 1g.04.2o18 issued
to M/s Alpine Estates, 5-4-187 /3 & 4, II Floor, Soham Mansion, M.G. Road,
Secunderabad - 5OOO03.

we have been authorized to reply and represent M/s Alpine Estates. we are
hereu"ith to submit the Reply to scN, Authorization letter and other annexure etc.

Iiindly acknowledge the receipt of the above

Kindly note that there is a change in our address of the office premises

Landline: o4o.o,o62934 23606181 H derabad, Tela na 5OOO34
Hence we request you to make future correspondence to the above
mentioned new address

Thanking You,
Yours faithfully,
For Hiregange &
Chartered Acco

an
Chartered Accoun

Hesd Ollice BaDgelore
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Sub: Proceedings uader OC No. 85/2O18-Rgpet-I dated 1a.O4.2O18
issued to M/s Alpine Estates, 5-4-la7 13 & 4, II Floor, Soham Mansion,
M.G. Road, Secunderabad - 5OOOO3

FACTS OF TIIE CASE:

A. Alpine Estates, Secunderabad (hereinafter referred to as 'NoticeeJ is

mainly engaged in the sale of residential flats to prospective buyers

during and after construction. The project was completed and the

occupErncy certificate was received on 04. I l.2O7O, 13.O4.201O and

23.O3.2077 block A B&Cres ctive (copy of occupzrncy

certificates is enclosed as Annexure -ii ).

B. Noticee has sold some flats before OC and some flats after OC. However,

for the flats which were booked after OC, sale deed is executed for the

entire sale consideration in most cases. Only in some cases SaIe deed is

beins executed for semi-frnished construction along with an

agreement of construction. Sale deed is registered and appropriate

'Stamp Duty' has been discharged on the same. Selsice tsx was not

paid on the amounts received towards these 'sale deed' since same

is sale of 'immovable Dertv'. Details of flats, Occupancv

Certifrcate details and bookins details are in Annexure Tii

C. The various amounts recovered under the said agreements as under:

a. Value towards the sale deed

b. Value towards the construction agreement

c. Other Charges like electricity charges, etc.

BEFORE THE SUPERINTENDENT OF CENTRAL TAX. RAMGOPALPET - I
RANGE. SECUNDERABAD GST DruISION. SECUNDERABAD GST

COMMISSIONERATE. SALIKE SENATE. DOOR NO. 2.4.416 & 417. M. G
ROAD. SECUNDERABAD . SOOOo3



Cz.

d. Collection of taxes like VAT, Service Tax,

Registration Charges from the buyer

D. The details of flats booked after OC and before

Stamp DuQr and

oc during the

disputed oeriod are as follows

E. The lery of service tax on above referred transactions has seen a fair

share of litigation and amendments. The Noticee is also a partJr to the

litigation process and matters for earlier periods are pending at various

adjudication/judicial forums.

F. In July 2OL2, tJ:.e service tax law underwent a paradigm shift and

importantly, the exemption for personal use available for construction of

residential complexes was removed. Accordingly, it became evident that

service tax was payable on the construction agreement as per valuation

prescribed under Rule 2A of the service Tax (Determination of va_lue)

Rules, 2012 i.e. on a presumed value of 4oo/o of the contract value. The

Noticee regularly discharged the service tax on the said value in normal

course. It also discharged service tax on other charges. However, it did

Particulars No of Flats
No of flats booked before receipt of OC during the

disputed period (Taxable as the flats are booked before

oc)

o

No of flats booked after receipt of OC during the

disputed period (Not-taxable as the flats are booked after
oc)

3

Total 3



3
not discharge service tax on sale deed value, which is in tl.e nature of

immovable property and on the value of taxes collected.

G. The detailed working of the receipts and the attribution of the said

receipts was already provided to the Department authorities, identilied

receipt wise and flat wise. The summaqr of the same is provided

hereunder:

Descriptiorr Recelpts Non taxable
Sum of towards sale deed 6,66,347 6,66,347 o

Sum of towards agreement of
construction

o o o

Sum of towards other taxable

receipts

0 o o

Sum of towards

Registration charges, etc

VAT, 6,25,583 6,25,583 o

Total 12,91,93O 12,91,93O o

H. Accordingly, the taxable value for the same is Nil and there arises no

service tax liability.

I. Previously several SCN's were issued covering the period upto March

2014 with sole allegation that " selices rendered bu ttem after exeantion

of sale deed aoainst aqree ments ofconstruction to each of their cllstomers

to uthom tle land u)as alreadu sold uide sale deed are taxabIe seruies

under contract sentie".

a. Vide Para Sof SCN dated 16.06.20 TOand para 2 of the Order

adjudicating the said SCN

b. Vide Para 3 of Second SCN dated 23.O4.2O1L

c. Vide Para 2 of third SCN dated 24.04.2012

d. Vide Para 2 of fourth SCN dated 10.06.2013

Taxable



e. Vide Para 2 of fifth SCN dated 26.09.2014

f. Vide Para 2 of Sixth SCN dated i5.O4.2016

In all the above SCN's, there is error in as much including the value of

sale deeds within the ambit of taxable value while alleging service tax is

liable only after execution of sale deed i.e. on construction agreements.

J. Now the present SCN OC No. 85/2of8-Rgpet-I dated 18.O4.2018 was

also issued with sirnilar error of quanti$ing the proposed demand of

service tax in as much treating the sale deed values & other taxes as

taxable value of services (annexure to SCN) while alleging that service

rendered after execution of sale deed alone liable for senrice tax (Para 2

of SCN).

K. The present SCN has been issued under Section 73(lA) of Finance Ac!

1994 therefore the allegations based on which tJre previous SCN is

issued was equally applicable to present SCN.



Submissions:

l. Noticee submits that as stated in background facts, they have received

the occupancy certificate in the year 2010 & 2011 itself and the

amounts received during the disputed period are in relation to flats

booked aliter receipt of occupancy certilicate which are not liable to

senrice tax therefore the Noticee has not pald any sersice tax on the

same. As the amounts received are towards flats booked after OC the

proposition of SCN to demand aerelce tax is not correct aud the

saEe needa to be dropped (details of date of booking, occupancy

certificate and arnounts received from the customer during the disputed

period are enclosed as AnnexureJ'ij .1

--:'

2. In this regard, Noticee submits that during the disputed period Noticee

has received only amounts towards sale deed, VAT, registration charges

and other non-taxable receipts such as electricit5l deposit, corpus fund,

maintenance charges etc. The amounts received towards sale deed is not

at all a service as the activigr of transfer of property is excluded from

definition of service under Section 65E}(44) of Finaace Act, L994. Further,

the amounts received towards electricity deposit, corpus fund arrd

maintenance charges are completely paid to respective departments i.e,

electricit5r departments, residential welfare society therefore the said

amounts shall not be treated as received by Noticee for provision of

taxable service.

((



3. Noticee submits that the details of amounts on which SCN proposes to

tax and the purpose for which the same were received is as follows

Flat
No

The maintenance charses and corDus fund collected were inturn paid to

BI
oc
k

Atrounts
on which

scN
ProPosed

to
dem.and
Service

tax

Bifurcation for amounts received

VAT Maintena
nce &

Security

Corpus
Fund

Electri
ctty

Deposit

Sale Deed

B 1t4 130,loo
37509 91234 1357

C 506 6,66,347
6,66,347

A 507 56,585
877s 47ato

Tot
al

M/s. Mal'flower Heiehts Owners Assoc iation, a resistered societv, formed for

the purposes of maintainine the housins Droiect.

4. From the above referred explanation, it is therefore apparent tJlat tle

SCN represents an error in quantification of the demand. The above is

explained through a comparative chart provided below:

Particulars As per Noticee As per SCN

Gross Receipts 12,91,930 12,91,930
Less Deductions
Sa-le Deed Va]ue 6,66,347 0
VAT, Registration charges, stamp duty

and other non taxable receipts
6,25,583 4,38,899

Taxable amount n 8,53,032
Abatement 4Oo/o 0 5,11,819

0 46,916
Paid o

Balance Demand 0 46,9t6

n

453()32

Service Tax as applicable
o



The Noticee submit that once the apparent error in calculation is taken to

its logical conclusion, the entire demand fails and therefore there is no

cause of any grievance by the department on this ground.

5. Witlout prejudice to t}'re above, Noticee further submits that the

a. Commissioner of Central Excise (Appeals) and the Hon'ble CESTAT,

Bangalore in the previous period has remalded the matter back to

the adjudicating authority for re-quantilication of the duty liability.

However, the subject show cause notice has not considered this

aspect arrd demanded service tax on the Noticee. On the basis of the

same, Noticee submits that the proposition of the subject show

cause notice demanding the duty is not sustainable and requires to

be dropped.

b. The grounds based on which tJle previous SCN's are issued is not at

all applicable for the current period due to the substantial changes

took place in the provisions of service tax.

c. Once SCN raises allegation/demand based on inapplicable

provisions then such allegation/demand cannot sustain. Relied on

Maharashtra Industrial Development Corporation Vs CCE, Nasik

2OI4 (36l. S.T.R. 1291 (Tri. - Mumbai) wherein it was held that "With

regard to tle slana cause notice in Appeal No. ST/ 85262/ 14 ute find.

tfnt the peiod involued i.s 1-10-2011 to 3O-9-2012. In tle said. case,

tle demand is for turc peiods - one from 1-10-2011 to 3O-6-2O12 and

tLe seand is from 1-7-2O12 to 3O-9-2O12 uhen the neqatlte llst
cane l.nto e but the shout cause notlce hrzs been on

tr



the bdsis of definition of Manaqement . Maintenanc e and Repalr

seruice has stood orior to 7 -7-2O 12. Therefore, ds post' 7'7-20 72

the protlsions are n.ot exlsting therefore. the detnands for the

period post-7-7-2012 are not maintainable"

d. As the subject SCN is issued without any allegations, the same has

not proved the burden of proof of taxability, which is essential under

new service tax law. Relied on United Telecom Ltd. Vs CST 2008 (9)

S.T.R 155 (Tri-Bang); Jetlite (India) Ltd. Vs CCE 2011 (21) S.T.R 119

(Tri-Del)

e. As the Noticee has not collected service tax from tJre buyer, the

benelit of cum-tax u/s. 67(21 of Finance Act, 1994 requires to be

given.

6. Without prejudice to the foregoing, Noticee submits that when seryice tax

itself is not payable, the question of interest does not arise. Noticee

further submits that it is a natural corollar5z that when the principal is

not payable there can be no question of paying any interest as held by

the Supreme Court in Prattriba Processors Vs. UOI, 1996 (88) E,UT L2

(SC). Similarly the penalt5r also cannot be imposed in absence of the any

short pa5rment as alleged in the SCN.

7. Without prejudice to the foregoing, Noticee submits that penalty is

proposed under section 77. However, the subject show cause notice has

not provided any reasons as to why how penalty is applicable under

section 77 of tlte Finance Act, L994. F\rrther, the Noticee is already

registered under service tax under works contract service and filing



0
returrrs regularly to the department. Accordingly, penal provisions

mentioned under section 77 is not applicable for the present case. As the

subject show cause notice has not considered these essential aspects, the

proposition of levying penalt5r under section 77 is not sustainable and

requires to be dropped.

8. Noticee craves leave to alter, add to and/ or amend the aforesaid

grounds.

9. Noticee wishes to be heard in person before passing any order in this

regard.

For /s Alpine

Au Signatory



UPERINTENDENT OF CENTRAI TAX CETRAI, EKCISE &BEFORE THE S
SER\/ICE TAX. RAM PALPET - I RANGE, SECUNDERABAD DTVISION,

SECUNDERABAD COMMISSIONE RATE, SALIKE SENATE, DOOR IrO. 2-4-416 e
4L7 M. G ROAD SECUNDERABAD - 5OOOO3

Sub: Proceedings under OC No. a5/2o18-Rgpet-I dated 18.O4.2O18 issued to M/s
Alpine Estates, #5-4-LA7 t3 & 4, II Floor, Sobam Mansiotr, MG Road' Secunderabad
- 500003

I, Soham Modi, partner of M/s Alpine Estates, 5-4-rc7 13 & 4, II Floor, Soham
Malsion, MG Road, Secunderabad-SoOoO3 hereby authorizes and appoint Hiregange &
Associates, Chartered Accountarts, Hyderabad or their partners and qualified stall who
are authorised to act as authorised representative under the relevant provisions of the
law, to do all or any of the following acts: -

a. To act, appear and plead in the above noted proceedings before the above
authorities or any other authorities before whom the same may be posted or
heard and to frle and take back documents.

b. To sign, f e verif and present pleadings, applications, appeals, cross-
objections, revision, restoration, withdrawa.l and compromise applications,
replies, objections and allidavits etc., as may be deemed necessary or proper in
the above proceedings from time to time.

c. To Sub-delegate all or any of the aforesaid powers to any o
and I/We do hereby agree to ratiff and confirm acts d
authorised representative or his substitute in the matter as

t.l.er representative
one by our above
my/our own acts,

as if done by me/us for all intents and purposes.
This authorization will remain in force till it is duly revoked by me

-4

Chanered
Accountants

AT.!

e & 4

o
o

I the undersigned partner of M/s Hiregange& Associates, untants, do
hereby declare that tJle said M/s Hrreg€rnge& Associates is a registered frrm of
Chartered Accountants and all its partners are Chartered Accountants holding
certjficate of practice and duly qualified to represent in above proceedings under
Section 35Q of tJ:e Central Excises Act 1944. I accept the above said appointment on
behalf of M/s Hiregange& Associates. The firm will represent through any one or more
of its partners or Stalf members who are qualified to represent before the above
authorities.
Dated: _.07.2018
Address for serrrlce:
I{iregaage & Assoclates,
Cha,rtered Accorxltants,
4th Floor, Ilfest Block,
SrldaAnush&a Hde,
Opp. Rataadeep Supermarket,
Road l{urnber 12, Baajara H ls,
Hyderabad 5OO O34

I Partner/employee/associate of M/s Hiregange
represent lna bove proceedings in terms of the rel
said authoriza tion and a tment.

Chartered Accoun

.*

'T

v Prasad P
Partaer (M. No. 2365581

& Associates duly qualified to
evant law, also accept the above

\!

'',;,

Sl l{o. Name Qualification Mem./RoII l{o. Slgnature
o1 Sudr,ir V S CA
o2 Iakshmaa Xuruar K CA 24t726 l&

i.,rr

(

Executed this on _ day of July 2018 at Secunderabad

For Hlregaage & Assoctates

2L9tog
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OFFICE OF TIIE SUPERIN" ENDENT OF

CEI{TRAT TAX' CENTRAL EXCISE & SERVICE TAX:

irfiq *.r, i;drq 3-qE gIFr :itt d-sr 6{ * lfifferdF *. F[drdq

t!

RAIIICTOPATPET - I RANGE' SF'UNDERABAD DIWSION, SECUNDERABAD
COMMTSSIONERATE:

{rrirqrdS-€ - r l-f,, Riia{rEE xsfl' R'6flrEr< yrT{d

SALIXE SETATE, DOOR NO' 2-4-416 At417' M' G ROAD' SECLNDERABAD - 5OO OO3

#Es-daz. a{ilar crr - g-l-utq ${ I
oc No. 85/2o18-Rgpet-l Date: 18 04 2018

SIIOW CAUSE NOTICE

lNotlce under Section lAl of the Act L9

Sub: No!-pa!n tent of S€rvlce Tax on Taxabte Services rendered by M/s
afpfnl iXtates, Hyderabad for the Perlod froo APrll, 2015 to Jure'
2dl7 - Issuauce ofShow Cause xotlce - Regardlag'

M/s Alpine Estates., 5'4-187/3 & 4' 2nd Floor' Soham Mansion' M'G Road'

Secunderabad-5OOOO3(hereinafterreferredtoas'M/sAlplne'or"tbeAssessee")
have registered tltemselves with the Service Tax Department vide Registration

No.AANFAS2SOFSTOOI, for palrment of Service Tax under t}re categories of "Works

contract service" and "Construction of Residential Complex service"'

2. As seen from the records, t.Ile Assessee entered into l) SaJe deed for sale of

undivided portion of land togetler with semi-finished portion of the flat and 2)

Agreement for construction, witi their customers. On execution of the sale deed the

.ight ln a proPerty got transferrad to the customer, hence the construction service

rendered by t!3 Assessca ttrereafter to their customers under agreement of

constructjon are taxable under Seryice Tax as there exists service provider and

receiver relationship between t]:em. As transfer of property in goods in execution of the

said constructiorr agroements is involved, it appears that the services reodered by

ttlem alter execution of sale deed against agreements of construction to each of their

customers to whom the land was already sold are taxable serviees under "Works

Cont'act Service".

3. Accordingly, the following Show Cause Notices had been issued to the Assessee:

Sl No. Status

Confrrmed vide OIO No.
44l20I0-ST datcd 15. 1o.2010.
Party's appeal was dismissed
vide OIA No.O8/20 I l-(H-II)
dt.3 r.0 r.2011. CESTAT
granted Stay on 25.04.2012
vide Stay Order No.666 &
667 /2012 with the condition of
Pre-deposit of Rs. lO t akhs
vide Misc. Order
No.21877 /2014 dt.3l.O7 .2014

Amount of
Service Tax

demanded in
Rs.

Period
Covered

SCN O.R No
and date

ot /2oo9
to
12 / 2OO9

31,tO,377I HQPOR No.
a2/2Jto-
Adjn(ST) dated
t6.06.20to

extended sta for six months

)

)



- rom 3 1.07.2014
35,03,l l3

able
Con6rmed vide OIO
No.49 I 20 t2- Adjn(ST)(ADC)
dt.3 l.O8-2O 12. Ordered
Denovo by the
Commr. (Appeals) vide OIA
NO.38/2013-(H-U) S.Tax
dt.27 .O2.2O13 for re-
quantifrcation of the service tax

ble.

Pending adjudication

Confirmed vide OIO No. HYD-
S.TAX-COM-O3/20 I 5 dated
3 I .08.2015. Aggrieved with the
said OIO the assessee {iled

a.l before CESTAT
Confirmed vide OIO No.
37l20 l6-Adj(ST)(AC) dated
30. 12-2O16. Ordered denovo
vide Comm(Appeals) OIA No.
HYD-S\/TAX-OOO - A72-O27 3 -

17- 18 dated 26.12.2017 .

4. As per the iaforaation fumished by the Assessee vide theL letter dared
15.02-2018 received by the Superintendent of Ramgopa.lpet - I Range, it is seen that
"the Assessee" have rendered taxable services under t].re category of "Works Contract
Services" during the period April, 15 to June, 2017. 'lt.e Assessee had rendered
services for a taxable value of Rs.12,91,93O/- (Rupees Twelve l,akh Ninety one
tlousand Nine Hundred and Thirty only). After deduction ofVAT, Registration Charges
ofRs.4,38,898/- the taxable value works out to be Rs.8,53,O32/- on which service tax
(including cesses) works out to Rs.46,916/- for the services rendered during the said
period, as shown in the attached Annexure.

5. Vide Finance Act, 2012 sub section (1A) was inserted in Section 73 which reads
as under:

SECflO.IV 73(1A) Notwithstanding angthing contained in sub-section (1), ttte
C.entral Excise Olficer mag serve, subsequent to ang notice or notices served
under that sttb-section, a statenlent, @ntaining the details ol seruice tax not
levi.ed or pq.id or shott leuied. or sl@n paid or erroneouslg refunded for the
subsequent period, on the person clwrgeq.ble to serube ta.x, lhen, service of such
statemenl sha.ll be deemed to be seruice of notice on such person, subject to the
condition ttat the grounds relied upon for the subsequent period. qre same as are
mentioned in the earlier noti.es.

0t /20to
to
t2 /20rO

Confirmed vide OIO
No.49 / 20 t2' Adjn(ST)IADC)
dt.3 1.08.20 12. ordered
Denovo by the
Commr.(Appeals) vide OIA
NO.38/2O l3'(H-ll) S.Ta-x
dt.27 .O2.2o13 fot re-
quartification of the service t.L\

)

i)

6. The sections 658, 668, 66D as inserted in the Finance Act, 1994 by the Finance
Act, 2012 w.e.t. Ol.O7 -2012 are reproduced below:

6.1. SD9TIOIY 6i\tl4): "seruice" mca ns anV actiuitA canied. out by a person lor
anotfer for consideration, and. includ.es a declared seruice, but sh,iu not include_

3 OR No,
st /2012-
Adjn{ADC) dated
24.O4.2012

48,33,495o1/2Or t
to
12l2Ot I

4 OR No.
a2 / 20 L3-
Adjn(S'Il (ADc)
dated
02.12.20t3

o1/2012
to
06 /20 t2

30,39,s97

5 OR No.
t6t /2014-
Adjn(STf (Commr)
dated
26.O9.2014

07 /2Ot2
to
03/2014

1,23,37,565

6 OR No.
22 / 20 16-
Adjn.(Sr)(Jcl
dated
15.04.2016

04 /2014
to
03/20t5

2 OR N0.62 /201 t -

Adjn(ST) dated
23.04.20I I

6,40,39 t



6.2

6.3

lq) an actiuit7 uhtch constitutes merely,- fi) a lr(u6Jer of title n goods Lrr

immouable propertg, by wag o-f sale, gift sr in any other manner; or li) Q

transaction in moneA or actionable claim; (b) a prouision of service bg an

employee to the emploger in the course of or tt1 relatton to his emploament; (c) Jees

taken in ang Coui or tibunal estabtished under ony tau for the ttme betng tn

force.

SECTION 668.: There shall be Leuied a to, (hereinafter rekfted to as the service

tax) at the rate of tluelve per cent on the ualue of all seruices, other than those

seruices specified in the negatiue list, prouided ot agreed to be Prouid.ed in the

toxable territory bV one person to aflother and collected in such manner as mag

be prescribed-

SEICTIO!{ 66D: Contains t]te negative list of services. lt appears tiat sen'ices
provided by the Assessee are not covered under any of the services list€d
therein.

)

6.4. SECTIOIC 668: Contains declared service and work contract is covered under
66E(h) of the Finance Act, 1994.

6.5. Further, Notification No.25l2012-ST, dated,20.6.2012, as amended specified

services which were exempted from pa5rment of Service Tax. It apPears that
services provided by the Assessce are not covered under any of the services

listed therein.

7. 'f,i.e grounds as explained in the Show Cause cum demard notices position in
so far issucd above are a-lso applicable to the present case: the legal position io so far

as "Works Contract Service" is concerned, thc said service and its taxability as delined
under Sub-clauselzzzzal of Clause lO5 of Section 65 of t}le Finarce Act, 1994 as

existed befor€ Ol.O7.2Ol2 stalds now covered by 65E}(54) whereby the said service

beiag declared service under Section 66E(h) of Finance Act, 1994 and for not being in
the Negative List prescribed under 66D, continues to be a taxable service. But for the

said changes in legal provision, the status of Service and the corresponding tax
liability remained same. Hence, t]lis statement of demand/show cause notice is issued
in terms of Section 73(1A) of the Finance Act, 1994 for the period from April, 2015 to
June,2Ol7.

8. In view of the above, M/s.Alpine Estates, Hyderabad are hereby required to
show cause to ttle Superintendent of Ramgopalpet - I Range within 3o(thirty) days of
receipt of this notice as to wllj/:- -, - .-

/.' l
i) an amount o.f Rs.46,9161:(Rupees Forty six thousartd Nine hundrcd and
Sixeen onty) (inclrrttirrg'tesses) should not be demanded as per Para-4 above

towards "Works Contract Service" rendered by them during April, 20l5 to June,
2017, in terrns of S€ction 73 (l) of the FinaI}((t Act, 1994; on the grounds
discussed supra; ald

ii) Interest should not be demanded at (i) above, under Section 75 of the
Finance Act, 1994; and

iii) Penalty should not be imposed on them under Section 76 of the Finance Act,

1994, for ttre contravention of Rules and provisions of the Finance Act, 1994;

and

iv) Penalty should not be imposed on them under Section 77 of the Finaace Act,
1994.

9. Mls Alpine Estates a.re required to produce all the evidence upon which they
intend to rely in their defense while showing cause. They are also required to indicate
in their writtcn reply whetJrer tl.ey wish to be heard in person before the case is
adj u dicated.

)



r\;'
\_)

)

Estates the

Note:
Service Tax Rate for Works Contract Servicej during the said period:

Till3lst May, 2015
From lst June, 2015 to 14th Nov, 2015

from 15th Nov, 2015 to 31st May, 2016

From Lst June, 2016 to 30th June, 2017

Annexure
from 2015 to June, 2017 n Rs.)

Gi.
f!,: r. '11! i:A,:r-,

i '.:

4.944yo

s.60%
5.80%
6.OOvo

9D l(

Se.. j , , .. '!.'j' -: ..:!l
i.q-.' :. r <., 9.. d (:: e bad

)

12,91,930Totalamount Rece
4,38,898[ess amount towrads VAT, Reistration
8,s3,032Net

46,976S€rvice Tax Liability

t
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PARTIAL OCCUPANCY CERTIFICATE
lBye-law No. 'l3.ll

I
No.BA/G3r2s4l2006-07 lfgt DatejJqa.04'2010,13

This is to certify thal the Residential Complex consisting of A, B & C

Blocks with SUlt + 5 Upper floors be,ongs to lvUs.Alpine Estiates, Rep by Sri

Anand S.Mehta, in Sy.No.1/l, zl|l'l(P) & 191(P), situated at Mallapu(v),

Uppal(m), GHMC Kapra Circls, R.R.Dist.. represented to issued partial

Occupancy C€rtiricate as they have completed ths construction to lhe extent of

Block-B, as per the technically approved by V.C.HUDA vide Lr.No.14013/P'll/P19.

/HUDA/2006, dt;23.03.2007 and sanc-tion of GHMC issued vide Proceeding

No.BA/G3294 t2006-07, dt:29.03.2007, has been inspecled and it is declared

that bas€d on completion certiflcate of licenced Technical Personnel of Architect

and Struc{ural Engineer the building to the extent of Block-B, conlirms in all

aspects to the requirements of the building regulalions clntained in Hyderabad

Municipal Corporation Act, 1955 and Bye-Laws made there und€r wilh the minor

deviations which are within p€missible limlt6 of 10% have h'een compounded by

collectlng compounding fee of Rs.11,44,750/- and to the extent of Block-B is fit

for ocoupation. The loYo built up area mongaged to GHMC in Block-B is also

released.

(This has the approval of lhe Commiss r, GHMC)

r
COMM IONER

rabad M lcipal Corp
L-
fration

1To,
r/ \Ws.Alpioe Estates,

Greate

4n,valA
Rep.by Sd Anand S.Mehta,
H.No.l03, lr flooa Harigaoga complex,
Rsniguj, scculderabad-
Copy lo:-i. 

Th" Zonul C"--issioncr, East Zooe, GHMC'
i. fn" Sut-n"gi"tt"t, Kapra wilh a rr{uest to tele€se lhe moflgaged arc&

i.)
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(, OCCUPANCY CERTIFICATE

lBye-law No- 13.'ll
I

No. BA.|G3/294/2006-07 lhl.! Date: 01.11-2010

This is to certify that the Residential Complex consisting of A, B, & C

Blocks with stilt + 5 upper floors belongs to M/s Alpine Estates,

Rep by Sri Anand S. Mehta, in Sy. No. 1/1, 21114(P), & 191(P), situated at

Mallapur (V), Uppal (M), GHMC Kapra Circle, R. R. District represented to

issudd Partial Occupancy certificate as they have completed the

construction to the extent of Block-'A', as per lhe technbally approved by

V.C.HUDA vide Lr. No. '14013/P4IP19./HUDA,/2006, dt. 23.03.2007 and

sanction of GHMC issued vide Proceeding No. BAr'G3/294/2006-07,

dt. 29.03.2007 has been inspected and it is declared thal based on

completion certificate of licenced Technical Personnel of Architect and

Structural Engineer the building to the extenl of Bock-A, Confirms in all

aspects to the requirements of the building regulalions contained in

Hyderabad Municipal Corporalion Act, 1955 Bye-laws made th€re under

with the minor devialions which are within permissible limits of 10% have

been compounded by collecting compounding fee of Rs. 9,46,250/- and to

the extent of Block-'A' is fil for occupation. The 10% built up area

mortgaged to GHMC is BlockrA' is also released.

(This has the approval of Commissioner, GHMC).

O

for co SIONER,
Greater Hyderabad Municipal Corporatlon

"lt l,

Rep by Srl Anand S. Mehta,
H.No. 103, 1"t Floor, Hariganga Complex,
RanigunJ, Secunderabad.

Coov to:
1. The Zonal Commissioner, East Zon6, GHMC.
2. The Sub-Registrar, Kapra, R. R. Dlstricl with a request to release the

mortgage area.
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(This has the approval of Commissioner, GHMC).a

ll
ror co

S,^^l
ER,MMISSION

Greater Hyderabad Munlcipal Corporation

ro' &.,tzfi-ls. Alpine Estates, _Yt -lo.r
Rep by Sri Anand d. u"n4 29Yr
H.No. 103, 1"rFloor, Hariganga Complax,
Ranigunj, Secunderabad.

No. BA/G3/29/1/2006-2007 Oale: 23,.03.2011-

This is to certify that the Rosidential Complex consisting of A, B, & C

Blocks wilh Stilt + 5 upper floors belongs to M/s Alpine Estates,

Rep by Sri Anand S. Mehta, in Sy. No. 111,21114(Pl, & 191(P)' situated at

Mallapur (V), Uppal (M), GHMC Kapra'Circle, R. R. District represented lo

issued Partial Occupancy Certificate as lhey have completed lhe

construction to the extent of Blockrc', as per the lechnlcally approved by

v.c.HUDA vide Lr. No. 14013lP4lPlg.lHUOA/2006, dt. 23.03.2007 and

sanction of GHMC issued vide Proceeding No. BAr'G3/294l2006-07,

dL29.O3.2007 has been inspected and it is declared that based on

completion certificate of licenced Technical Personnel of Architect and

Structural Engineer lhe building to (he extent of Blockro' only confirms in

all aspects to the requirements of the buildlng regulations contained in

Hyderabad Municipal Corporatlon Act, 1955 Bye]aws made there under

with the minor deviations which are within permissible limits of 10% have

been compounded by collecting compounding fee of Rs. 2,90,000/- and to

the extent of Blockrc'only is fit for occupation. The 10olo built up area

mortgaged to GHMC ls Block-'C' is also released.

)

Coov to:
l .The Zonal Commissioner, East Zone, GHMC-
2. The SuFRegistrar, KaPra, R. R' Districi with a request to releasB the

mortgage area.
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