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M.RAMACHANDRA MURTHY Flat No.303. ASHOKA SCINTILLA
CHARTERED ACCOUNTANT H.No0.3-6-520. Opp. To Malbar Gold Show Reom

Himayathnagar Main Road.
Hyderabad -500 029
Tel.:040-40248935 7 36

To, e Date:09/01/2020
The Appellate Dy. Commissioner (CT) -
Punjagutta Diviston,
Hyvderabad.

Sir.

Sub: TVAT Act, 2005 - Appeal filed in the case of M/s. Modi and Modi Constructions
M.G. Road. Secunderabad - For the tax period from January’2014 to June’2017/VAT-

Reg. ?
eskosk e ok w
Please find enclosed herewith the following appeal papers:
1. Form ~APP 400 2 copies.
2. Grounds of Appeal 2 copies.
3. Challan bearing No.2000015139 dt.07/01/2020 for Rs.1000/- towards

appeal fees.

3. Assessment order No.47202 dated 09/12/2019 passed by State Tax Otficer-1 (I/c),
M.G. Road - 8.D. Road Circle. Hyderabad (in original) along With Xerox copyrra st i

6. Copy of e-payment challan no.2000020302 dt.08/01/2020 relating to proof of pavment
of 12.5% disputed tax.

7. Form —APP 400A

8. Form -APP 406 2 copies

9. Form -565 (Authorization).

Kindly acknowledge receipt of the above documents and post the appeal for hearing,
Thanking you,

Yours sincerely,

i

e,
M.Ramachandra Murthy., _ 7
Chartered Accountant. i ;3 . )
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From

M/s. Modi & Modi Constructions.
D.No.5-4-187/3&4. 2™ Floor, Soham Mansion,
M.G. Road. Secunderabad — 500 003.

11;1@ Commercial Tax Officer,

M.G. Road — S.D. Road Circle,

Hyderabad.

Sit;

Aggrieved by the assessment order n0.47202 in Form VAT 305 dated 09/12/2019 passed
by the State Tax Officer-1 (I/¢). M.G. Road- S.D. Road Circle, Hyderabad for the tax
iwriod January 2014 to June’2017 under the provisions of TVAT Act. 2005. we are filing
appeal before the Appellate Dy. Commissioner (CT). Punjagutta Division, Hyderabad. As
required by the second Proviso under Section 31(1) of the said Act, we are issuing crossed

Demand Draft/e-Payment Challan for Rs.1.77.253/- towards 12.5% of the disputed tax.

Please acknowledge receipt of the same.

Yours truly




1/8/2020

E-Receipt for

Tax Payment
Remitter's Name

Customer Account Number
Department Code

Challan Number
Departmental Transid

DDO Code

Head of Account

Amount

Transaction Date & Time
Debit Account Number
Transaction Status

& Remarks

o Your Tax Payment has been done successfully.

Payment ID for future communication: 14052649 (Confirmation has been mailed you.)

M S MODI AND MODI CONSTRUCTIONS

CYBER_TG

2303

2000020302

36200108440107

25002303017

0040001020005000000NVN

1,77,253.00

08-01-2020 16:26:37

919020031272204

sSuc

VAT 305 12.5% Disputed Tax Ao.No.47202 MNM

1/2



1/7/2020

E-Receipt for
Tax Payment
Remitter's Name
Customer Account Number
Department Code
Challan Number

~ Departmental Transid
DDO Code
Head of Account
Amount
Transaction Date & Time
Debit Account Number
Transaction Status

\Remarks

° Your Tax Payment has been done successfully.

Payment ID for future communication: 13996752 (Confirmation has been mailed you.)

M S MODI AND MODI CONSTRUCTIONS

CYBER_TG

2303

2000015139

36200107876794

25002303017

0040001020005000000NVN

1,000.00

07-01-2020 11:46:33

919020031272204

suc

Appeal Fee Before ADC AO.47202 MNM

1/2



10.

L1,

FORM APP 400
FORM OF APPEAL UNDER SECTION 31

[See Rule 38(2)(a)]

Appeal Office Address

TIN/GRN

Name & Address

I wish to appeal the following decision /
assessment received from the tax office on

Date of filing of appeal

Reasons for delay (if applicable enclose a
separate sheet

Tax Period / Tax Periods

Tax Office decision / assessment Order No.

Grounds of the appeal (use separate sheet
if space is insufficient

If turnover is disputed

a) Disputed turnover
b) Tax on the disputed turnover

If rate of tax is disputed

a) Turnover involved
b)  Amount of tax disputed

12.5% of the above disputed tax paid

Note: Any other relief claimed

: The Appellate Dy. Commissioner (CT)

Punjagutta Division, Hyderabad

: 36894097186

: M/s. Modi & Modi Constructions,

D.No.5-4-187/3&4, 2™ Floor, Soham Mansion,
M.G. Road, Secunderabad — 500 003.

: 11/12/2019

/01/2020

: Not Applicable
: Janaury’2014 to June’2017/VAT

- Assessment of Value Added Tax

in Form VAT 305 order dt.09/12/2019
passed by State Tax Officer-1 (I/c),
M.G. Road — S.D. Road Circle,
Hyderabad.

: Separately Enclosed

: NIL
:Rs.14,18,019/-
: NIL
: NIL
: Rs.1,77,253/-

: Other grounds that may be urged at the

time of hearing.



(Tﬁe payment particulars are to be enclosed if ready paid along with the reasons on Form APP 400A)

12. Payment Details:

a)Challan / Instrument No.
b)Date :
¢)Bank / Treasury R
d)Branch Code © e
e)Amount :

TOTAL

Declaration:

1, hereby declare that the information

provided on this form to the best of my knowledge is true and accurate.

ucv 1ONS
o1 Moot €
for WO -
e P.mu i

~

7

Signature of the Appellant & Stamp Date of declaration
Name

Designation :

Please Note: A false declaration is an offence.

o ok ok ok ok ok



MODI & MODI CONSTRUCTIONS,
MG ROAD, SECUNDERABAD.
Jan.14 to Jun. 2017 /VAT

Statement of facts:-

l.

It is submitted that the appellant is a registered VAT dealer under the
provisions of the TVAT Act, 2005 (for short Act) on the rolls of the
Commercial Tax Officer, MG Road-SD Road Circle, Hyderabad and is
engaged in the business of constructing and selling independent houses,
flats, etc.

Claiming authorization from the DC, CT, Begumpet Division, the learned
State Tax Officer-1, MG Road-SD Road Circle, Hyderabad (for short
STO) conducted audit of the books of account of the appellant for the
period from January, 2014 to June, 2017 and issued show cause notice
dated 3.10.2019, followed by revised show cause notice dated 2.11.2019,
proposing to levy certain tax under the Act.

Pursuant to such notice, appellant filed detailed objections through letter
dated 4.11.2019. Relevant documents have also been produced before
the STO.

However without properly considering the objections and documents, the
learned STO passed the assessment order dated 9.12.2019 levying tax of
Rs.14,18,019.

. Aggrieved by such assessment proceedings, appellant prefers this appeal

on the following grounds, amongst others:-

Grounds of appeal:-

a. The impugned assessment order is ex-facie illegal, unjustifiable and

b

contrary to facts.
The learned STO ought to have properly considered the objections,
documents and facts.

. Turnover variation with P&L account - Rs. Rs.3,22,645 and 5,04,528

= Rs.8,27,173:- The following taxes have been levied:-

Sl Period Constructi | turnover Turnover | Differentia | Tax @
No. on liable to tax | liable to |l turnover | 5%
account @ 5% as|tax @ 5% | arrived
receipts as | per P&L as per
per P&L VAT
s returns
1 2013-14 | 25811540 | 6452885 0 6452885 322645
(01/2014-
03/2014)
Total 25811540 | 6452885 0 6452885 322645
differential tax




Sl | Period Construction | turnover Turnover Differentia | Tax @

N account liable to | liable to tax | I turnover | 5%
0. receipts as |tax @ 5% | @ 5% as | arrived
per P&L as per | per VAT
P&L returns
1 |2013-14 0 0 0 0 0
(01/2014-
03/2014)

2014-15 26007241 6501810 | 3840588 2661222 133061
1. | 2015-16 36823350 9205838 | 6620250 2585588 129279

2. | 2016-17 49492000 9516750 2856250 142813
12373000
3. 12017-18 19425000 4856250 2868750 1987500 99375
(Apr’l7 to
Jun’17)
Total 131747591 32936898 | 22846338 | 10090560 | 504528

differential tax

It has been observed in the impugned assessment order that tax has
been levied on the differential amount between ‘construction account
receipts as per P&L’ and the turnover reported in the ‘VAT returns’.

. It is submitted that no such tax on the so called differential amount is
leviable. Receipts in P&L account are posted as per the Accounting
Standards of ICAI based on WIP method and whereas the turnovers
reported in the VAT 200 returns are the actual sale amounts.
“Turnover’ for the purposes of the VAT Act is different from ‘income’
declared in the P&L account. The learned STO ought to have
understood this concept. As and when the property is registered, tax
is paid under Section 4 (7) (d) of the VAT Act.

. Though this status has been explained, the learned STO has not
properly looked into the documents and statements. It is submitted
that there is no such difference. Appellant has paid tax at the
applicable rate on the entire sale consideration received during the
period of assessment. This is verifiable from the registration records
also.

It is therefore submitted that such levy of tax of Rs.8,27,173 is not
correct. Itis therefore prayed to set aside such levy.

. Differential turnover wrt sale agreements - Rs.5,90,846:- This tax
has been levied by stating as follows:-

SI.No. | Period Sale deed | Estimated Difference | Proposed
value Agreement | turnover to tax @




1 of sale value | arrived 5% on 25%
(Adding 30% difference
value on Sale turnover

- 3 deed value)
1 01/2014 to | 25811540 | 33555002 96793
03/2014 7743462
/) 2014-15 26007241 33809413 7802172 97527
1 2015-16 36823350 | 47870355 11047005 138088
2 2016-17 49492000 | 64339600 14847600 185595
2017-18 19425000 | 25252500 5827500 72843
3 (April’'17 to
June’17)
Total 157559131 | 204826870 47267739 | 590846

The learned STO observed as follows in relation to the above levy of
tax:-

“While issuing the show cause notice dt. 03-10-2019 the dealer was
requested to produce all original Agreements of sale for verification
for the audit period since the same were produced in sample basis at
the time of audit. But as the dealer was failed to produce the same a
revised show cause notice dt. 02-11-2019 was issued estimating the
difference turnover between Agreement of sale and Sale deed
turnovers adding 30% value on Sale deed value as under.”

. It is submitted that the STO has seen all the documents including the
agreements at the time of audit. In the event of conduct of such field
audit of all the books of account and the documents, there is no basis
for making any estimate. Further it amounted to double levy in as
much as the learned STO levied tax on the differential amount
between P&L figure and the VAT 200 declared figure and has also
levied tax on the estimated receipts.
It is reiterated that the appellant has paid tax on the entire
consideration received for the sale of all villas etc. There is no basis
for such estimate. No tax shall be levied on mere presumptions and
surmises.
. Itis therefore submitted that even this levy of tax is not correct.

. For these grounds and the other grounds that may be urged at the

time of hearing, appellant prays to set aside the impug ed order loNﬁ
allow the appeal. for MODI & 001 CONST

— APBELLANT



FORM APP 406

APPLICATION FOR STAY OF COLLECTION OF DISPUTED TAX

[Under Section 31(2) & 33(6)] [See Rule 39(1) ]

01. Appeal Office Address:
To,
The Appellate Deputy Commissioner (CT)
Punjagutta Division,
Hyderabad

Date Month Year

01 2020

02 | TIN 36894097186

03. Name : M/s.Modi & Modi Constructions
Address: D.No.5-4-187/3&4, 2™ Floor,
Soham Mansion, M.G. Road,
Secunderabad — 500 003

04. | Tax period

January’2014 to June’2017/VAT

05. | Authority passing the order or proceeding disputed.

Assessment of Value Added Tax in Form VAT 305 order
dt.09/12/2019 passed by

State Tax Officer-1 (I/c),

M.G. Road-S.D. Road Circle, Secunderabad.

06 | Date on which the order or proceeding was 11/12/2019
Communicated.
07. (1) (a) Tax assessed Rs.14,18.019/-
(b) Tax disputed Rs.14,18,019/-
(2) Penalty / Interest-disputed NIL

08 | Amount for which stay is being sought

Rs.14,18.,019/-

09. | Address to which the communications may be sent
to the applicant.

M/s. Modi & Modi Constructions
D.No.5-4-187/3&4, 2™ Floor,
Soham Mansion, M.G. Road,

N2
Secunderabad — 500 003. co“gﬁl“c‘ﬁ

]
Jature of t/l;e Dea“’s)

e df the »ﬁ(arised Representatives if any




10. GROUNDS OF STAY
1.) Substantial question of facts and law that may arise in the appeal.

2.) The appellant will be hard hit if it is called upon to pay this heavy amount of tax pending
disposal of the appeal.

3.) The grounds that are stated in the main appeal may kindly be read as grounds of this appeal.

4.) The appellant has already paid 12.5% of disputed tax for the purpose of admission of the appeal
and hence it is requested grant stay on the balance disputed tax till the disposal of the appeal.

5.) In this regard the appellant relied on the latest decision of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in a case
wherein the Hon’ble Court dismissed the SLP filed against the order of the Honble High Court
of Andhra Pradesh & Telangana in the case of Deputy Commercial Tax Officer-I,
Bhavanipuram Circle, Vijayawada Vs. Sri Dedeepriya Paints in Diary No.11711 of 2019
dt.22/04/2019.

The Honourable High Court of Andhra Pradesh & Telangana in its decision in WP N0.20922 of
2018 dated 22.06.2018 in the case of Sri Dedeepriya Paints Vs Deputy Commercial Tax
Officer-I. Bhavanipuram Circle, Vijayawada held as follows:-

“When the petitioner concern already paid 12.5% of the disputed tax amount for the purpose of

maintaining an appeal as required by law, it would be wholly unjust for the tax authorities to

demand the balance of the disputed tax amount notwithstanding the pendency of the appeal”.
Hence it is just and necessary that the Appellate Dy. Commissioner (CT) may be pleased to grant

stay of collection of the disputed tax of Rs.14.18,019/- pending disposal of the appeal.

VERIFICATION

[ applicant (s) do hereby declare that what is

stated above is true to the best of my / our knowledge and belief.

Verified today the day of January'2020 10NS
s ONSTRY
1 & MODI C \ﬁrf
for HOE

Signatu the Dealer(s)

Signature of the Authorised Representatives if any



FORM VAT 305

GOVERNMENT OF TELANGANA
COMMERCIALTAXES DEPARTMENT
ORDERS OF ASSESSMENT OF VALUE ADDED TAX
See Rule 25 (5}
FPresent
A.0.No 47202
TIN No: 36894097186\NATIAMH Dated 09-12-2019

Ref :1. Noﬁﬁcation&:rsmnivyofMG\fATh Farm VAT 304, dated
14-12-2018

by Deputy Commissioner (CT), Hyderabad.
3. Show cause mﬁceiﬁmdinanVATSOSA,dahedﬂaqﬂ-zmgby
the undersigned.
4. Rewised show cause notice issued dated 02-11-2049 by the
undersigned.
4. Objections filed wmmmmmmﬂmtg
S. Persanal hearing opportunily provided on dt. 14- 11-2019,

1} Copy of Farm VAT 250
2) Sales Statement

3} Sample Sale deec copies
4) P&L Accounts.



ted by the dealer with reference tc

ﬁ'nemmﬂﬂyVAT-ztx!Rehmﬂeddnmﬂnepetndfmnhﬂaym14mm2m?
mmmmmmmmmmmawme
authorizahion issued in Admn 1C dated 03-10-2019 in the reference 2™ oted.

Turnovers as per VAT 200 returns.

201314 | 2315-16
S. Description (0172014 | 2014-2015 2018-17 2017-18
No to wup to
s 0372014 June
2017)
Purchase Account:
1. | Exempted 0 0 0 0 0
Purchases
Sales Accoun:
1. | Exempt Sales 0 151217631 14340000 28550250 8606250
2. | 5% Sales 0 3840588 6620250 9516750 2BBB750
3. |Tax@ 5% 0 192029 331013 475838 143438
4. | Total Sales 0 18962351 20960250 38067000 11475000
5. | Output tax 0 192029 331013 475838 143438
8. | VAT Due 0 192029 331013 475838 143438
7. | VAT Paid 0 192029 331013 ! 142814 143438
8. | Balance 0. 0 0 333024 0
+ Short payment of Rs. 333024/- is noficed.
Tumover as per Piil Accounts {SALE OF FLATS)
Si.No. ! Period Constructi |tumover | Tumover | Differential | Tax @ 5% |
' on account | liable to | fiable to tax | tumover !
receipis as |[tax @ 5% | @ £% as | amived
per PEL as per |per VAT
P&L retums
1 2013-14 0 0 0 0 0
(0172014
03/2014)
201415 26007241 8501810 3840588 | 2661222 132061
1. 2015-16 36823350 9205838 6620250 2585588 128279
2 201617 494952000 | 12373000 9516750 2856250 142813
3. 2017-18 19425000 | 4856250 2868750 1987500 88375
{(Apri17 tc ]
Jun’17)
Total differentia | 131747591 | 32936898 { 228456338 | 10090560 504528
tax




h%dﬂe&oeikwhmm&nml\g under declared
tax for the period Jamaqm4mmm1?asmxbr:

1 ShonpaymemofTauof ‘Rs
2 Tamwuerdedaaij:Rameo
Total - Rs. 83755200



submitted any docimentary evidence as requested in the show cause notice ror
attended for personal hearing opportunity. Hence, n the said circumstances. the
undersigned has left with no other option except estimate the difference sale deed

turnover with refe-a2nce to Agreement of sale turnover on best of judgment basis
which is done as unider.

SLNo. | Pericd Sale deed | Estimated Difference  Proposed to |
value | Agreement of | tumnowver tax @ 5%
' | sale value | arrived ' on 25%
| (Adding  30% : difference
value on Szle : tumover
{ deed value)
1 01214 to | 25811540 33555002 96703
031214 7743462 |
2 2014-15 26007241 . 33809413 7802172 97527
1 201%-18 36823350 47870355 11047005 13B0BB
2 201¢-17 49492000 54339600 14847600 | 1855085
201.-18 19425000 25252500 5827500 72843
3 {Apr'17 to | -
June’17)
Totz1 1 157559131 204826870 | 47267739 590846

Further, while issiing show cause notice a turnover of Rs. 2,58,11,540/- s not
proposed by oversight which is now being proposed as under.

Turnover as per P&l Accounts (SALE OF FLATS'

SI.No. | Period Constructi | tumnover | Tumover | Differential | Tax @ 5%

on account | fiable to | liable to tax | turnover
receipts as (tax @ 5% | @ 5% as | amived
per P&L as per |per VAT

PaL relums
1 2013-14 25811540 | 6452885 0| 6452885 322645
{0172014- '
: 0372014) ]
Total different al | 25811540 | 6452885 0 8452885 322645

tax

Total under declared tax proposed in the revised show cause notice.

1. Short p:yment of Tax - Rs. 33302400
2. Tax on uyder declared turnover - Rs. 827173-00 (Rs.504528+Rs.322645)

3. Tax on « fferential turnover amived w.r.t Agreement of sale tumowver: Rs.580B4€-0D
Total :Rs. 17,51,043-00

Accordingly a revised show cause notice dated 02-11-2019 was issued tc the
dealers calfing 1 eir written objections if any against the proposed tumovers. In reply
the dealer has fied a letier dated 04-11-2019 referrng to show cause notice issued
dated 03-10-201 3 and filed another lefter dated 08-11-2019 refening to revised show
cause nofice issi2d dated 02-11-2019 wherein the dealer has stated that they have
already filed detailed written objections in their letter dated 04-11-2019. And at the
time of personal “earing availed on dt. 14-11-2019 while referring to the propesails

4



madehihesimcausemﬁceandaswelasbﬂremisedsmcammﬁcemey
mmmmﬂmmﬂammun-zna

“26 OCQUPAHCYCERWECATE:

(a) Occupancy Catﬁcﬂeﬂaﬂbemmiwaf%im No person shay
mwywaihrmyoﬂmpmm:hmwmybukﬁngo—patdabwdshg for
any purpose wmmygmmmmmmmymw
WMQWW Pafﬁal()cupau:ycﬁﬁi:ztemaj beamsﬂeradbyﬂxe



way of regstered deed beaning document no. 5972/15 dated 30-09-15
registered a* SRO Keesara (copy enclosed). They stated that Vat was paid
under compasition scheme @ 7% or 1.25% in the value of sale deed + age of
construction if any) for the 94 i to 95 villas Aownhouses irespective of
whether the sale was made before or after completion. Villa no. 13 was soid
after July, 2017 and therefore no VAT has deed paic on the said sale fsae
deed copy enclosed). They submitled thar fo avoid unnecessary and
protracted litigation VAT has been paid for all the villasfiownhouses (expect
no.13) the cedails of payments of VAT for 94 villas are attached herein.

The payment parficulars and copies of Challans submitted by the dealer are verified
with “Monthly DDO Recondiliation List” and found payments of Rs. 3,33,024/- for
which credit was nct given while issuing Show cause nofice an Revised show cause

notice. Hence the credit of Rs. 3,33,024/- is hereby accepted and accordingly the
short payment propsed of Rs. 3,33.024/- is hereby dropped.

They submifted that in some cases sale deed has been execuled for “he
entire sale consideration and in some cases Ine sale consideration has besn
divided intc sales deed for semifinished construction and agreement of
constructior.. In either case the sale has been covered by a mother
agreement for the entire consideration i.e., the agreement of dale. Vat nas
been paid cn the entire consideration under composition scheme. 5 samy /es
copies of agreement of sale + sale deed whereon no agreement of

construction has been executed for the nolice period are enclosed herein.

While issuing the show cause notice dt. 03-10-2013 the dealer was requestec to
poduoeala'gimmgeamisdm&wﬁmﬁcnfuﬂ'eadpahds&mhe
mmmmmmmammadm&nmmmums
faﬁedmmthemambedslmcammﬁmd.ﬂz-ﬂ-zmsmsmmd
esﬁmdi‘\gmedﬁetammmﬂeenﬁmeemaﬂdsalemdﬁedeed
turnovers adding 30% value on Sale deed value as Lnder.

SINo. | Periadd | Sale deed | Estimated Difference | Proposed 1o |
| value Agreement of | turnover tax @ 5%
sale vaue | arived on 5%
{{Adding 3% | difference
| value on Sale | tsmover
deed value)
1 01014 to | 25811540 33555002 96793
03014 77143462
2 2014-15 26007241 33800413 | 7802172 97527 _
1 2015-16 36823350 47870355 11047005 138088
2 2016-17 49492000 | 84339600 14847600 185595
201718 19425000 252525060 5827500 72843
3 {Ar#17 o ]
Jurei7) |
Tolal 457559131 204826870 | 47267739 590846

After receiving th> revised show cause nofice the dealer has filed a letter datec 08-
11-2019 and aviiled a personal hearing opportunity on dt.14-11-2019 but not

6



Proposed tax of Rs. m.iw-(wommmmzwz 3 June 2017 for Rs.
5,04,528/-; and January 2014 ta March 2014 for Rs. 3,22 645/ is hereby confirmed.



pertain 10 s2es made after completion of ho.sing project, there cannot te
any lax fiat ity on such sales under VAT, as there is no element of works

contract in such a sale. The sale is purely of immovable property. No
agreement of consiructions has been executec for such sales

The conte iion of the dealer above is nct tenable as said in the pre paras
that the they hae not produced original Agreemert of sale for verification and the
completion cerfiicates submitted by the dealer is not valid since the cerfificates
were not issued by the sanctioning authority.

In view of the above the assessment for the period January 2014 to Jine
2017 is hereby completed on the following under declared tax.

1. Tax on tunover variation with P21 account : Rs. B27173-00

2. Tax on di Terential tumover arrived w.rt Agreement of sale turnover: Rs.59508453-00
Total :Rs. 14.18,019-00

The dealer has !0 pay the demand of Rs. 14,18,018/- within (10) days from receipt

of this onder. Failure to make payment will lead to recovery proceedings under T
VAT Act, 2005.

From the forgoing it is indicated that the dealer has comrmitted an offence under
the provisions of T VAT Act, 2005 for which perally proceedings will be issued
separately.

The dealer ca) file an appeal before Appellate Deputy Commissioner (CT).
Panjagutta Divi sion within (30) days of receipt of tHis order.
-?ip..::-_.._———-j!- e e <
State Tax Officer -1 (iic), > .3 -
MG. Road — S.D. Road Cicle,

Road Cirels,
M.G. Road-SD.



Division

Pay to

Towards
Amount

Payment from compa

Project

Type of payment

Payment mode

Payment to be dividec
PO/WO no.
Remarks/ Desc.

Requested by:

VI NAY Chagy, L

required by tl
Demand Draj

Please acknoy

Yours truly

for Modi & M

Encl.: e-Paymq

: 7}

Request for payment

Accounts
_ _\ZAT_ Comn « ricial Tax Officer M.G. Road/S.D Road Circle
:: = 14, 18 )9 * 12.5% of Disputed TaxJan2014t0]u _01 + AD()
1 77,253/- - | ooo/,._ Payment / cheque date ( -

_ ad
y |ModiandN ii Constmclons —
| Nilgiri Hom - ]
o Advance Part Payment Balance Payment -+ »Full Payment

PDC
| = Transfer Other:

Cheque Payorder RTGS/NEFT Cash  + ¥Online payment

Payment » » Happay card Transfer to Happay card * Transfer to

| petro card Other: /
attach statement) 6 * "Yes / No —
- | . . 1 ]]eq
202.
A.O.No.47202, )RM VAT 205 // \, B
. [TAPPROVED BY
Amnﬁp }/?ﬁ *\\;in% \h{j}( Date 04 JAN 2020
dy C 0310112 <opamw oo

secend Proviso - 1 der Section 31(1) of the said Act, we are issuing crossed

e-Pament Chall

eclge receipt of th - same.

i Censtructions,

t Challan No. __dated

for Rs.1,77,253/- towards 12.5% of the disputed tax.



