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MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETTION

(SPECIAL ORGINAL JURISDICTION)

(r"rNDER ART.226 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDrA)

IN THE HIGH COURT FORTHE STATE OF TELANGANA

W.P.NO. OF 2024

BETWEEN

Iv?s. Silver Oak Villas LLP,

5-4-18'l 13,2nd Floor, Soham Mansion,

M.G Road, Secunderabad,

Telangana- 500003

Represented by the Partner,

Slui. Soham Satish Modi, S/o Shri. Satish Modi,

Aged 55 years, R/O. Plot No. 280, Road NO. 25,

Jubilee Hills, Hyderabad-5000034, Telangana

AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner (ST),

Begumpet Division, M.G. Road- S.D. Road Circle,

Pavani Prestigc, Above R.S. Brothers,

Ameerpet, Hyderabad-5000 1 6.

2. The Additional Commissioner of Central Tax,

S ecuuderabad Commissionerate,

GST Bhawqn, L.B. Stadium Road,

Basheerbagh, Hyderabad - 500 004.

3. State of Telangana, 
Gt)

Rep. by its Principal Secretary (Revenue) Department,

i

Petitioner

Telangana, Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad



I
4. Union of India,

Ministry of Finance,

Represented by its Secretary,

North Block, Nerv Delhi-110 001

5. Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs,

GST Policy Wing, Nerv Delhi

rep by its Commissioner

The address for service of all notices, summons, process, ctc., to the above-named

petitioner are that of his counsel M Naga Deepak, Mohammad Shabaz, venkata Prasad

?, Ankita L{ehta, Jai Shankar D, Advocates, 4m Floor, Srida Anushka Pride, Road

No.12, Banjara Hills, Hyderabad, Telangana ' 500 034.

The address for the purpose of service of notices on the Respondents is the same as

mentioncd in the cause titlc.

For the reasons stated accompanying in the affidavit it is humbty prayed that tl:ir

Hon'ble High Court may be pleased to issue

a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a Writ of

Mandamus declaring impugned Order vide Ref No' 2D361223015515R

dated 08.12.2023 passed by the i" Respondent under the plovisions of

CGST/TGST A cl,2017 as being void, arbitrary, illegal, without jurisdiction,

violative of the principles of natural justice apart from being violative of

Articles la, 19(1Xg) and 265 of the Constitution of India, and to

consequently set aside thc same and pass such further or other order(s) as this

Hon'ble Court may deem fit and proper in the ckcumstances of the case.

(ii) a rwit, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a Writ of

Mandamus declaring that the Notificatiorr No. 09/2023'C.T dated 31.03.2023

issued by Respondent No. 4 through Respondent No' 5 and corresponding

(i)

it

.Rcspondents
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law

1

are without authority of

No.Respondent

2l

25.08.2023 issueddated

and

case

(

Date: 11 .03.2,024

Place: Hyderabad

'lt-!""-Counsel for Petitioners



w.P.NO.

]

oF 2024

v

Mohammad Shab az (222A7 )

Venkat Prasad P

Ankita Mehta

Jaishankar D

Advocates

Counsel for the Pctitioner

District:

IN TIIE HIGIIT COURT FOR
THE STATE OF TELANGANA

IUEMORANDUN{ OF WRIT PETITION

Filed on:

Filed by:
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT HYDERABAD FOR THE

STATE OF TELANGANA

WP No. oF 2024

09.08.2017

30.09.2023

Date Description of the event
Para

No.

Page

No.

The Petitioner is inter alia engaged in the business ofconskuction

and sale of residential villas and is registered under GST vide

GSTIN 36ADBFS3288A2Z7 in the State of Telangana and falls

under the Central tax jurisdiction.

2 p

The Petitioner has been paying applicable GST and filing returns

regularly afte.r disclosing the required disclosures therein. The

discloswe enors committed in monthly retums in showing the ITC

bifurcation are rectified while filing annual returns in Form

GSTR.g.

2 10

11.06.2021

ln the year 2021, $e Central tax GST departrnent conducted an

audit for the period luly 2017 to March 2019 and made certain

obselations inter alia on ITC avaiiment & also RCM payments

vide FAR No. 707 n020-21-cST dated 1 1.06.2021.

J ll

il4

Meanrvhilq there was a show . cause notice vide

2D3609230438550 dated 30.09.2023 uploaded in GST portal but

such SCN said to be issued to different person namely lvfls.

SIEGWERK INDIA PRIVATE LIMITED with CSTIN

36AAACG4845NlZ9 proposing to demand of Rs.14,130/- under

section 73 of the CGST Act, 2017 for which the auditwas already

completed by Central tax officers

5 1\08.12.2023
To utter surprise, first respondent has passed Impugned order vide

Reference No. 2D36 1 2230 1 55 i 5R dated 08. 1 2.2023 raising the

LISTOF EVENTS

ANNEXURE_I



demand for Rs. section

2017.

1

i

i

19,94,896t-

Aggrieved by the above Order, the Petitioner is {iling the present

Writ Petition invoking the extra ordinary jurisdiction under Article

226 olthe Constitution oflndia

6 W



i

g

(1)Article 226 of the Constitution of India.

PLACE: Hyderabad

DATE: ll .ot.zoz+

COUNSEL FOR PETITIONERS
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IN THE HIGH COIiRT FOR THE STATE OFTELANGANA

ATIIYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

WRIT PETTTION No. OF2O24

BETWEf,N

tv0s. Silver Oak Villas LLP,

5-4-187 13, 2'6 Floor, Soham lvlansion,

M.G Road, Secunderabad,

Telangana- 500003

Represented by the Partrrer,

Shri. Soham Satish Modi, S/o Shri. Satish Modi,

Aged 55 years, R/O. Plot No. 280, Road NO. 25,

Jubilee Hills, Hyderabad-5000034, Telangana

-Ys-

1. The Assistant Commissioner (ST),

BegumpetDivisior; M.G. Road- S.D. Road Circle,
','

Pavani Prestige, Above RS. Brothers,

Ameerpet Hyderabad-5000 I 6.

... Petitioner

2. The Additional Commissioner of Central Ta>g

v SecunderabadCommissionerate,

GST Bhawan, L.B. Stadium road,

Basheerbagh, Hyderabad - 500 004.

4. Union of India,

Ministry of Finance,

3. State of Telangan4 L"r2
Rep. by its Principal Secretary (Revenr,re) Department,

Telangana" Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad

I
I

For A OAE

artnec

f



2iro
Represented by its Secretary,

North Block, New Delhi-110 001

5. Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs,

GST Policy Wing, NewDelhi

rep by its Commissioner .,. Respondents

NER

I, Soham Satish Modi, S/o Shri SatishModi, aged about 55 years, residing at

PlotNo. 280, Road No. 25, Jubilee Hills, Hydrlrabad- 500034, Tetangana do hereby

solemnly affirm and sincerely state as follows:

1. I am the Partner of the Petitioner's Firm herein and as such I am well

acquainted with the facts of the case. I am authorized to file this afiidavit on

behalf ol the Petitioner.

Factual backsrorlnd:
z.Th. P"titi"*. i inter alia cngaged in the business of construction and sale of

residential villas and is registered under GST vide GSTIN

36ADBFS3288 A2Z7 in the State of Telangana and falls under the Central tax

jurisdiction. The Petitioner has been paying applicable GST and filing retums

regularly after disclosing the required disclosures therein. The disclosure errors

committed in monthly retums in showing the ITC bifurcation are rectified

while filing annual retums in Form GSTR-9. Copy of GSTR-9 enclosed as

Annexure P5 and consolidated summary ofGSTR-3B for FY 2017-18 enclosed

{lL1.,

AVIT FILED ON B ALF OFTHE PETITIO

' t' 
_r'. / !li

yot
OAK

gnate

LLP
as Annexure P6.



3. In the year 202l,the Central tax GST department conducted an audit for the

period July 2017 to March 2019 and made certain observat ions inter alia ot

ITC availment & also RCM payments vide FAR No.7A7/2020-21-GST dated

11.06.202l(Copy of FAR is enclosed as Annexure p4) which was followed by

issuance of scN vide Ref No. c.No.v/0r lGSTlBr/2020-GR.l2lcIR-I dated

12.01.2022 (Copy of SCN is enclosed as Annexure p3). The proceedings of

present SCN are pending before Respondent No. 2.

4. Meanwhile, there was a show cause notice vide 2D360923043g550 dated

30.09.2023 uploaded in GST portal but such scN said to bc issued to different

person namely 1vVs. SIEGWERK INDTA PRIVATE LIMITED with GSTIN

36AAACG4845Nl29'proposing to demand of Rs.r4,r30/- under section 73 or

the CGST Act,2017 for which the audit was already completed by central tax

officers (Copy of the SCN dated 30.09.2023 is enclosed as Annexure- F2).

while the Petitioner staff was fully occupied with GST annual retums works &

adjudication of the notices already issued besides regular monthly retums, the

Petitioner could not act upon the impugned SCN as it was not addressed to

Petitioner and the amounts taken by scN aie no way matching to the retums

filed by petitioner.

5. To utter surprise, first respondent has passed Impugned order vide Reference

No.2D361223015515R dated 08.12.2023 raising the demand for

Rs.19,94,896i- under section 73 of the CGST Act, 2017. (Copy of the

tImpugned Order is enclosed as Annexure P1).

J

i..'i tt ,rr r-.... , .. ,.. I",I
AS LLP

]lr;;r!,,i:,.,,

fot R OAK

ate6Pa nel
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6. Aggrieved with the impugned order, which is without jurisdiction, passed in

violation of principles of natural justice, contrary to facts, law, and evidence,

apart from being contrary to a catena ofjudicial decisions and beset with grave

and incurable legal infirmities, the Petitioner is filing this Writ petition before

this Hon'ble High Court invoking the extraordinary jurisdiction under Article

226 of the Constitution of India on the following grounds which are without

prejudice to one another.

GROUNDS

7. The Petitioner respectfully submits that as apparent on the fact the attachment

to the impugned show cause notice dated 30.09.2023 wherein it is observed

that it has been issued in the name of different ,rssessee which is not the

Petitioner. The proposed demand in SCN has nc relevance to the present case

of the Petitioner. Therefore, the issuance of impugned SCN is void ab initio

and does not sustain in larv. in absence of a valid SCN, the impugned order

automatically becomes nult and void.

8. The Petitioner respectfully submits that the demand proposed in the impugned

show cause noticc and the impugned order passed by the Respondent No. I

relying on the basis and allegations proposed is completely arbitrary in as much

as it has no basis because the demand proposed in the impugned notice is

amounting to Rs. I 4,1 30/- and the demand confirmed in the impugned order

amounts to Rs.19,94,896/-. Similarly, Section 75(7) also provides that tax

OAK VILL LLP
For S1LVE

e3 ign aitnc*,
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demanded in the order shall not be in excess of the amount specified in the

SCN whereas in the instance casq SCN was issued for Rs.l4,i30/- ancl

impugned order demanded Rs.19,94,8964 which is clear violation of Section

7s(7).

Unsisned imousned order is roa in Iaw
9. It is submitted that as per Rule 26(3) of the central Goods and Services Tax

Rules, 2017 (the GGST Rules) which is in pari materiawith relangana Goods

and services Tax Rules,20l7 requires noticevorders issued under chapter lii
of the rules to be authenticated by a digital signature certificate or tlrrough E-

signature or by any other mode of signature or verification notified in that

behalf.

10. Pcrtinently, no such authcntication is done by aflixing trre E signature.

Accordingly, the show cause notice and impugned order should be set aside o:.r

this ground alone. unless order uploaded is signed, the same has no Iegal

sanctity and same were set aside by various FIon'bre Fligh courts as under:

(a) SRK Bnrerprises vs. Assistant commissioner (sr) (2023) rs Centax

60 (A.P.)

(b) Ramani Suchit Malushte Vs UOI & Ors. eOZ2 (g) TMI 1263_

Bombay High Court

(c) Railsys Engineers Pvt. Ltd. vs. Addl. Commr. of CGST (Appcals_Il)

2422 (65) G.S.T.L. 159 (Det.)

In vierv of the above submissions, un-signed/un-authenticated order should be

5

.f

set aside on this ground alonc

For S11,!S
OAI. rrlt,t ,eis LtP'i
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Impugned SCN is time barred and Notification No. 09/2023-C.T dated
31.03.?023 is bad in law:
11. Petitioner submits that the impugned scN was issued under section 73 of

CGST Act, 2017 which provides for adjudication of demand within 3 years

from the due date of annual return of corresponding FY. For FY 2017-18, the

annual retwurn due date falls on 07.02.2020 and the 3 years time limits expires

by 07.02.2A23. However, citing the diffrculties caused due to Covid-l9' the

Govemment has extended the time limit from 07.02.2023 to 30.09.2023

exercising the powers r:/s. 1684 of CGST Act,ZAfi" as amended vide

Notification No. 13/2022-C.T dated 05.07.2022 issued by Respondent No. 4 v

through Respondent No. 5 and Corresponding GO Ms' No' 106 dated

28.09.2022 issued by Respondent No. 3. However, again exercising the powers

n/s. 1684, ibid the time was further extende d to 31.12.2023 by the Notification

No.09/2023-C.Tdated3l.o3.2o23issuedbyRespondentNo.4througir

Respondent No. 5 and corresponding GO Ms. No. 1 18 dated 25.08.2023 issued

by Respondent No. 3 (second extension).

12. In this regard, it is submitted that extension of the time period prescribed for

issuance of slrow cause notice under Section 73 (10) of the CGST Act, 2017 is -

not sustainable in larv, in as much as COVID restrictions rvere upliAed long

back in the year 2022 and the revenue had suffrcient time to complete the

scrutiny and audit process. Further, the 'force majeure' as defined u/s' 168A,

ilid was never occurred from 2022 till the expiry of extended due date of

30.09.2023. Hence, the extension ol time from 30.09.2023 to 31.12 2023 runs

As Ll'*
I

esr
ne[.



'rt
beyond the mandate of Section 168A and is not sustained in the law. The

Notification No. 0912023 dated 31.03.2023 issued by Respondent No. 4

through Respondent No. 5 and corresponding GO Ms. No. llg dated

25.08.2023 issued by Respondent No. 3 is illegal, arbitrary, unjust, improper,

unfair and contrary to section 73(10) of the GGST Act, 2or7. rt is settred law

that any delegated legislation travelling beyond the statutory provisions be

'ultra vires' and do not suslain in law.

t3. Hence, tle impugned demand raised for Fy 2an-lg deserves to be quashed as

the proceedings are deemed to be concruded in terms of section 75(10) of
CGSTAct,2017 in absence of passing the orderbefore 3Q.O}.2OZ3.

Issuance of the imou ed notice &na ns of
a ud ic d for e sam

order for the issues alreadv

in law:
crl d is ill al holl ithou urrS ction and ad

14' Petitioner submits that Respon<tent No. 1 issued the impugned show cause

notice dated vide Reference No. 2D360923043g550 dared 30.09.2023 &
further passed the order vide Refence No.2D36r223015515R dated

Q8.12-2ar without verifying the fact that cenkal tax officers audited the

records for period from August 2017 to March 2019 which was culminated into

issuance ofscN dated 12.0r.2022. The issues covered in the prcsent order

were already verified and found no discrepancy with the ITC availment on

RCM while raising other objections relating to ITC claims & RCM liabilities.

That being a case, issuance of the impugned SCN & order for very same issues

covering the same period is patently illegal and 
'vithout 

authority of larv.

'i O l*-
6"$LL?.

os

.rfi,L

.Q__
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15. Petitioner submits that two assessments are not permissible in law for the same

period, especially on the same issue and same period. In this regard, rely on

Duncans Industries Ltd. v. CCE 2006 (201) E'L'T. 517 (SC).

16. In similar facts & circumstances, the Hon'ble HC of Jharkhand in case of

Ambey Mining Pvt. Ltd. vs. Commissioner of State Tax, Dhurwa 2023 (76)

G.S.T.L. 191 (Jhar.) quashed the two sltow cause notices by two different

authorities for the same period on the same issue.

17. The petitioner submits that this Hon'ble HC in case of Ushodaya Super

Markets Private Limited (W.P' No. 2302 of 2021), dealing with the similar

8

t.

case of making fresh demands for the already adjudicated case, stayed tJre

demands. Copy of the interim order dat ed 31 .01 .2}24enclosed as Annexure P9.

18. Without prejudice to the above, the audit wing of Central tax has conducted the

detailed audit inler afia verified the records of sales and purchases and

reconciled the monthly retums and made certain observations which were

finally culminated into issuance of earlier SCN dated 12'Al.2022' This step of

verification is one of the basis features of GST audit by the department.

19. The alleged differetlces are due to disclosure elror in disclosing the ITC in

March 2018 GSTR-3B i.e. ITC to be disclosed under the head"All other ITC"

was erroneously disclosed under the head "imvard strpplies liable to RCM" but

overall, there wbs no excess ITC availment. This error got rectified while filing

annual retums in GSTR-9. Except the disclosure error in monthly retum which

vvas subsequently rectified, there was no any other deviation and the order rvas

LLP.

for

o
Pe(tnd.

i
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also passed merely on that disclosure error alone. In any case, Petitioner has

not gained anything extra or not cause any loss to the Governmen! therefore,

the impugned order has been passed without veriffing the retums appropriately.

Present oroceedines bv State tax authorities is withouf au thority of law:

20. Petitioner submits that impugned SCN & Order was issued by irst respondent

without jurisdiction as Petitioner falls under Central tax jurisdiction, rvho

audited the records and served SCN dated 12.01.2022. it is further submitted

that GST Council in its 9th meeting held on 16.01.2017 had discussed and

made recommendations regarding administrative division of taxpayers and

concomitant issues wherein inler alia recommended that both Central tax and

state tax authorities shall have power to take intelligence-based enforcement

actions w-hereas in the instant case is mere administrative function of retums

scrutiny which do not fall under the purview of enforcement action. The

relevant extracts of GST council meeting are enclosed as annexure P7. Thc

same was clarified by CBIC vide its Letter D.O,F. No. CBECI20/43/0112017-

GST (P.), dated 05.10.2018. Copy enclosed as Annexure P8.

21. The raising of impugned demand is also a clear violation of Section 6(2) of

Telangana GST Act,2017 as the very same subject matter was verified and

concluded by Central tax authorities.

Only efficacious remedy is to frle the present Petition:
22. The Petitioner 'submits that there is no eflicacious or altemative remedy

available as the impugned SCN was issued without jurisdiction and authority of

law and being violative of principles of natural justice. The Petitio

vrLLoA(
4-\

I"L
nqr
P,

has been
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left with no other efficacious altemative remedy but to challenge the impugned

order by way of this writ petition.

23. The petitioner respectfully submits that the instant case squarely falls under the

exception to altemative remedy and fit case for entertaining the discretion of

Hon'ble High court to invoke writ jurisdiction under Anicre 226. Hence, the

Petitioner prays to the Hon'ble lligh court to set aside the impugned order.

24. The Petitioner has not filed any other writ petition in this or any other court in

regard to matters in issue in the present writ petition, The petitioner has no

effective altemative remedy except to approach the Hon'ble High court under

Article226 of the Constitution of India.

25. The entire cause of action has arisen within the jurisdiction of this Hon'ble

court. This I'Ion'ble court, therefore, has jurisdiction to entertain, try and

dispose of this petition.

26. For the above reasons, it is humbry prayed that the Hon'bre High court may be

pleased to issr.re

a. a urit, ordeg or direction more particurarry one in the nature of a writ

of Mandamus declaring impugned Ordcr vide Ref No.

2D3612230r5515R dated 08.12.2023 passed by rhe r( Respcndent

under the provisions of CGST/TGST Act, 2017 as being void-

arbitrary, illegal, without jurisdiction, violative of the principles of

natural justice apart from being viorative of Articles 14, l9(r )(g) and

265 of the constitution of India, and to consequentry set aside the

o I
For S

Des d Psrtne r .

rtp
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11 Pl
same and pass such further or other order(s) as this Hon,ble Court

may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

b' a writ, order, or direction more particurarly one in the nature of a writ

of Mandamus decraring that the Notification No. 09/2023-C.T dated

3L-03.20?3 issued by Respondent No. 4 through Respondent No^ 5

and corresponding GO Ms. No. l1g dated 25.0g.2023 issued by

Respondent No. 3, which e*ended the time limit for passing the".J24J.:t,,*--i
.irb'iiiidrt r^i,tnout authority of r.aw and urtra vires ro the section

""',-,,ri;43(1A) of the GST Act20t7 and Section 168A of GST A ct,2Oti and,

violative of articles la, 19(lxg) 2l and 265 of the Constitution of

ILrdia and/or pass such ftrtrrer or other orde(s) as th is Hon,ble cor*t

may deem fit and proper in the circumstances ofthe case.

Pending disposal of the writ petition, it is humbly prayed that this Hon,bre court

may be pleased to stay operation of order vide Ref No. zD36r223oLss15R dated

08.12'2023 passed by the Respondent No. I and pass such further or other order(s)

as this Hon'ble Court may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the cas

OAKVILL
LLP'

d Partnf
eponcnt

e.

Io

Solemnly affirmed and signed
on this the I I [ 6 day of March 2024
Hyderabad

ADVOCATEiTTYDERABAD
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I, Soham Satish Modi, S/o Shri Satish Modi, aged about 55 years,

residing at Plot No. 280, Road No, 25, Jubilee Hills, Hyderabad- 500034, do hereby

veriff that the facts stated above in the Affrdavit filed on support of the writ

petition as true and correct to the best ofmy knowledge, information and belief.

,iS LLP

Pertnot. \7

COUNSELFOR THE PETITIONER

\\

/'
Verified on ,nir,h. l/ t i- day of Mhrch 2024

t
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FORM GST DRC. 07
[See rule 142(5)]

. Summary of the order
Reference No. : 2D361 22301 55.1 5R

1. Tax Period.' JUL 2017- MAR 20I8

2, lssues involved r E(cess ITC claimed

3. Description of goods / seruices i
Sr. No Description

4. Details ofdemand t

Yo! are to make the
outstandin

Date:08/12/2029

v,/hlch proceedings shallbe initialed agalnst you to recover the

tn

Tolsl

13

9,97,M8

9,97,M8

19,q 4,896

Tax Period
No

Act
Others

1 J 5 6 7l

POS (Place of
Supply)

I
,.. 12

0 0.00 JUL
?o1?

MAR
20r8

CGST )7,M8.00
t x 0.00 0.00 0.00

0 0.00 JUL
,2017

MAR
2018

0.00 0.00 0.00

Total
0.00 0.00 0.00

1-

HSN

Rate
(,(,)

Turnover

From To

!
4 9, 10

'l

2 NA

) II i rs,sa.es6:
i ..oo 0.0 0
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Signatur€
Name: UPENDER REDDY BOPPIDI
Designation : Assistaot Commissloner
Judsdiction : M.6.ROAD.

S.DROAD:BeeumpetTel-.gana

Copy to -



GOVERNMENT OT TELANGANA
COMMERCIAL TAXES DEPARTMENT

Attachment to DRC-07

DIN RCM/ 36ADBFS3288 AA7 / 17 -18

Office details :

Designation of the Assessing Officer
Unit
Division

ASSTSTANT COMMISSIONER (ST),

M.G.ROADS.D.ROAD CIRCLE,
BEG{'MPET DIWSION.

Defails of the Tax Payer
Legal Name
Trade Name
GSTIN
Financial year 2417-18

08 12 2023

>:9

It resolutely aPPears to be observable inaccuracy (having worthy 9f. 
U11q!! t-o tax

assessmea( ur p"r iu,n71 on rerification of Form 6STR-3g of table 4(A) (2)+4(A) (vs) GSTR-3B of

t"U[ g.f (d) wiih regards RCM, the taxPayer without payment of taxes under the head of RC]r'I

t ur. oruij"a ITC urider RCM, which ls not permissibie under law, hence the same is proposed

as payable on the hands of the taxpayer the details are as under :

Ref: 1) Show Cause Notice U/Sec 73 & DRC-01 vide Reference No. 2D3609230438550, Dt.30.09.2023.

2) Reminder notice Reference No .2D3617230097898, Dt08.11.2023.
- 3) Remindetnotice Refetence No. 2D361123019491R,DL77-77'2023-

4) Reminder notice Reference No .2D567723,03?,172W 'Dt-2s.77.2o23.

You have filed GSTR-3B for the period Juln 2017 to Marcir,2018'

On examination of the information fumished in the retums under vari.ous heads and

also the information furnished in retums under various heads and also the information

tumished in TRAN-I, GSTR-o1, GSTR-3B, EI4E and other records available in this o{fice it is

Iound that you have not declared vour correct tax liability rvltle filing the annual returns of

GSTR-09 and 9C. The surnmary of under declared tax is as follows.

IGST Rs.0

CGST Rs.997448

SGST Rs.997448

Total Rs.1994896

The details of the above liabiliw are as follows.

Date

M/S. SILVER OAKYILLAS LLP
M/S. SILVER OAKYILLAS LLP
36ADBFS3288A2Z7



According a Show cause notice under Section 73 and DRC-01 was issued vide lefetence
1't cited and (3) reminder notices were issued vide reference 2nd to 4rh cited. The tax payable
which was availed urder ROVI as specilied in the abo'.'e tabte ought to have been paid'by you
voluntarily aiong with the Interest, As on date you have not firei any objections ir fu#sn"a
any payment details, even after issue of notice and subsequent reminders in this regard-

As you have already availed sufficient amount of time for paymmt of GST Tax which was
availed under RCM along with lnterest, since the issue of notice & reminder and long timl has
lapsed, lvfs' srLvER oAK vILLAs LLp shal pay the Tax which was availed under RCM
along with applicable lnterest @18% pa, specified in the above table within (10) days {rom the
date of receipt of DRC-07, failin! which action shall be initiated rmder the provisions of Section
7'9 of the CGST/Telangana GST Act, 2017 without further notice in the matter.

ACT

ITC elaimed on inward
RCM supplies in GSTR-
38 [(as per iable 4(A)(2)

+4(AX3)l

Reverse Charge liability
declared in GSTR-3B

[(as per table 3.1(d)]

Short(-)/Excess (+)
in ITC (ITC claimed
- Liability declared)

iGST

CGST 38s01 997448
5G5I 1035949 3E501 9974J.8

77002 7994896

Assistant Comniissioner (ST),
M.G. Road-S.D. Road Circle,

Begu-mpet Division, Hyderabad.

,+

0 0 0
1035949

Total 2077898


