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CTD Transaction lD

(oR)

Challan Number 00167369

Get e-Recei

CTD Transactlon lD : 36240418397586

Type ofTAX: VAT

TIN: 36547131584

Name of the Firm: M/S PARAMOUNT BUILDERS

Tax Purpose: Appeal Fee before ADC

Amount: 1000

Head ofAccount: 0040001020005000000NVN

Bank Name : SBI

Bank Acknowledgement Number : IKOCSLUDS4

Challan Number : 6400167369

Bank Status: SUCCESS

Date Of Payment: 18-04-2024

C (/tgportal/index. html)
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l. Appeal Office Address

2. TIN/GRN

Reasons for delay (if applicable enclose a

separate sheet

: The Appellate Joint Conlrrlissioner (S'l-)

PunjagLrtta Division. I Ivderlbrcl

:365.1713158.1

: M/s. I)armount B Lrildcr-s.

D.No.5-4-187/3&4, 2"d Floor, Sohanr lr4ansion,

M.G. Road. Secundct'abatl 500 003.

4
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3. Name & Address

I wish to appeal the following decision /
assessment received from the tax ofllce on :7710212{)21

5. Date of filing ofaPPeal t04t2024

7. Tax Period / Tax Periods

: Enclosed

: April'20 I 5 to June'10 I 7/Vr\ I

Tax Office decision / assessment order No. : Revised Assessn.rent o|cier No.224

dt.20/0212024 passed bY thc

Assistant Comrr issioncr 1S-i )

M.G. Road - S.D. Road C irclc.

HYderabad.

8

9 Grounds ofthe appeal (use separate sheet

if space is insufficient

10. If turnover is disPuted

Disputed turnover
Ta.x on the disputed turnover

lf rate oftax is disputed

Turnover involved
Amount of tax disPuted

: Separately Enclosccl

:NlL
: Rs.2,l 0,008/-

Othel grounds that ma)' be ulged at thc

time of hearing.

r

a)

b)

a)
b)

I l. 12.5% of the above disputed tax paid : Rs'26'25 l/- ( Lctter cncloscd)

SEC'BAD

$!9i Any other relief claimed

FORM APP JOO

FORM OF APPEAL UNDIIIT SECTION 3I
[See Rulc 3 8(2)(a )]

:NIL
: NIL



(The payment particulars are to be enclosed ifready paid along rvith thc teasttns on lrorttt APP 400A)

12. Payment Details:

a)Challan / lnstrument No
b)Date
c)Bank / Treasury
d)Branch Code
e)Amount

TOTAL

I)ecl:rration:

t, /"t Trs InPdn/.<n) /4
provided on this form to the best ofmy knowledge is true antl accLlrate

11

hclttrr ,.leelrr.e tlrrrt tlre inloirnalion

Signature ofthe Appellant & Stamp Date ofdeclaration

Name : fl,-tff/fiffnU4)/)
b.riinution,'r ;"#-r fi72>27t>- -> DCc-,,J)

Please Note: A false declaration is an offence.

SEC'BAD

TN a

m
h

c,



PARAMOUNT BUILDERS,
MG ROAD, SECUNDERABAD.

Statement of facts:- April,20l5 to ,Irrnc 2017

2. Claiming authorization from the DC, CT, Begurnpet Divrsion, the learned
State Tax Officer-1, MG Road-SD Road Circle, Hyclelabad [fol short STOJ

conducted audit ofthe books ofaccount ofthe appellant for the period from
April,2015 to fune,2077 and issued show cause nolicc dated 3.10.2019,
followed by revised show cause notice dated 2.11..'21) 19, pt'optrsirrg to levy
certain tax under the Act.

3. Pursuant to such notice, appellant filed detailed objections thlough letter
dated 4.11.2019. Relevant documents have also been pt'otluceil before the
STO.

4. However without properly considering the objections anct clocuttrents, the

learned ST0 passed the assessment order dated 5.12,2019 levying tax of
Rs.2,10,008.

5. Aggrieved by such assessment order, appellant pt'et-errecl appeal before
this Honourable Authority. On a consideratiot-r of the gt-otrrtris and tl.re
documents, this Honourable authority has set aside the said

assessment order and remanded the ntatter with specilic directions to
the assessing authority vide order No.2Z4 datecl2l l0'21'20'22.

6. On such remand, the jurisdictional authority ie., the Assistant

Commissioner(ST)(FACI, M.G. Road-S.D. Road Circle, Begumpet
Division (for short AC) issued pre revision Shon, citttse rlotice dated

1

1. It is submitted that the appellant is a registered VA'f clealel r.rncier the
provisions of the TVAT Act, 2005 [for short ActJ on the lolis of the
Commercial Tax Officer, fPresently re-designatecl as Assistant
CommissionerfST)) M.G. Road-S.D. Road Circle, Hydelabad ancl is cngaged in
the business ofconstructing and selling inclependent Itorrscs, flats, ctc.



7l/09/2023 to produce books of accor.rnts to pass reviseci assessment
orders. Pursuant to that notice, the appellant has filed letters on
28/07/2022 and 05/09/2022 requesting time for subn'rission of
objections and documentary evidence. However without giving
sufficient time, the learned AC passed the Revised ;rssessment orcler
No.224 dated 20/02/2024 raising the vcl'y sanre clcnrand oi
Rs.2,10,008/-.

7. Aggrieved by such revised assessment order, appellarrt prefers tl'ris
appeal on the following grounds, amongst others:-

Grounds ofappeal:-

a. The impugned order is ex-facie illegal, arbitlary, improper and
unjustifiable and is passed against the principles ol uatLrlal jrrstice and
hence the same is liable to be set aside.

b. It is submitted that the learned AC is not justified in passing the
impugned order in haste without providing suflicient opportunity. It is
submitted that the learned ADC has set aside the first assessntent orcler
and has remanded the issue back to the assessiug aLrtholit_y to pass

consequential orders.

c. It is submitted that as per Section 37 of the TVAT Act, the assessir.rg

authority is having time of 3 years to pass the Revised assessment
order in order to give effect to the order passeci b1u thg learnecl
Appellate Deputy Commissioner. It is submittecl that tlie learned ADC

has passed the appeal order on 21..02.2022 and the assessit'tg authority
is having time up to 20.02.2025 to pass the Revised assessntetrl order.

d. It is true that the learned AC has issued troticc iol pt'ocluction of
documents, however, due to illness ol the concet'ltecl accotittts ltead

who is looking about the VAT issues, the appellatrt is not able to
provide the relevant data to the Iearned AC. However, the learned AC

2



e. The appellant submits that the leanted AC otrght to have issLted one

more notice to the appellant instead ol passing tlte inrlltrgttecl ordel in
haste. The appellant therefore submits that the inrpr.rgtred order is

Iiable to be set aside on the principles of nattrral jLrstice. Ill atly case

appellant submits that they are having strong case oll tllerits.

f. Without prejudice to the above subntissions thc appellant sttbnits as

under.

h. The learned ST0 ought to have properly cottsiclelecl the objections,

documents and facts.

3

without giving sufficient further time to the appellatrt has passed t[.re

impugned order with the very same clemand. lt is strbrttittecl tliat the
appellant is having all the informatior.r tliat is reqltirecl to conrplete the
assessment and this information is already prodr-rced before this
Honourable ADC.

g. The impugned assessment order is ex-facie illegal, Lrn.iLrstiliable and

contrary to facts.

i. Short payment of tax of Rs.7L,774t Tax of Rs. 71,771 is shorvrl in the

notice as short paid for the periods 2015-16 and201.6-1.7 as llel'the retllrns.
In the reply dated 04-11-2019 the appellant has alrcad-v stated that it has

paid tax of Rs. 1,92,513 on a turnover of Rs. 1,54,01,,040 cltrling the year

2Ot5-L6. Similarly the learned ST0 has shown tax arlrotrrlt of Rs. 27,500 as

paid against the actual payment of Rs.97,275. The appellant has also filed

the details of month wise payments of VAT during the )'ears 2015-16 and

2OL6-77 along with the reply. However' ',vithout Yet'il\,itl" the llayrnetlts
made, the learned ST0 has confirmed tlte proposecl tax of l\s.77'774 as

short paid. Appellant files herewith the montl] wise paynreltt cletails for

both the years as Annexurre-l. In view of the details now, lilecl the demancl

of short payment of tax of Rs. 71',774 may kindly be set aside.

i. Turnover variation with P&L accotlllt 'Rs.L7,42,625 Tax lis. 57,73'L

@So/o- The following taxes have been levied:-



Constructio
n account
receipts as
per P&L

turnover
liable to tax
@ 5olo as
per P&L

Turnover
liable to
tax @ 5o/o

as per
VAT
returns

1 Sl.No. Period 30,88,125 19,45,500 1,1,42,625

19,45,500 77,42,625 57,137Total
Differential Tax

1,23,52,500 3 0,88,12 5

D ifle re n ti
al
turnover
arrivcci

Tax @

5o/o

57,)31

It has been observed in the impugned assessment olclel that tax has been

levied on the differential amount betweetr 'turnover liable to tax @50lo as

per P&L'and the turnover reported in the 'VAT retllrlls'.

k. It is submitted that no such tax on tlte so called clifier-ential alllount is

leviable. Receipts in P&L account are posted as pcr the Accor-urting

Standards of ICAI based on WIP nlethod and \vllel'eas the ttlrnovers
reported in the VAT 200 returns are the actual sale alllotlnts.'Tttrnover'for
the purposes of the VAT Act is different from'it.tcotrlc' cleclarecl in the P&L

account. The learned STO ought to have r.rnderstoocl tllis collcept. As and

when the property is registered, tax is paid ttnder Sectiorr a [7) [dJ of the

VATAct.

l. It is submitted that the appellant has also explained irr the reply clated 04-

7L-2019 that the 5%o sales during the year 2016'L7 ltave beetr correctly
adopted in both the tables of the notice and tax was l)aid @5% along with
the returns. The tax of Rs.57,131 is the tax alllourrt ou the alleged

differential turnover of Rs.77,42,625 betrveen the I?&1, :lccotlllt end the VA'l'

returns which cannot be taken as taxable turllovel' as explail)ed supra.

Appellant has paid tax at the applicable rate on the entire sale c o l.tsicleration

received during the period of assessnrent. This is verifiable fl'om the

registration records also. Appellant files herervith the recorrciliation

statement for the turnover of Rs. 19,45,500 and exlllatrltiotl ol differential
turnover of Rs. 11,42,625 item wise rvhich cloes tttrt lortlt lttt-tlovel'as
Annexure-2. It is therefore submitted that sr-rch levy ol tax ol Rs.57,131 on

the differential turnover of Rs. 11,42,625 is not coffect. lt is therefore

prayed to set aside such levy.

m.Differential turnover wrt sale agreetnents - Rs.81,103:- Tltis tax has

been levied by stating as follows:-

4



"The assessee neither submitted any cloct-tl-nentary evirletlce as I'ec1r-tired in
the show cause notice nor attended for persotlal ltcaring o1l1;orttrnity.

Hence, in the circumstances, the under signed has left rvith tlo otl)er except

estimate the difference sale deed turnover with reference to Agreenrent sale

turnover on best of judgment basis which is done as uncler,"

Sl.No. Period Sale deed
value

Estimated
Agreement
of sale value

[Add ing
30o/o value
on Sale deed
valueJ

1 2015-76 92,75,000
.1.,20,57,500 27,82,500 34,781

2 2076-77 1.,23,52,500 1,60,58,250

2017-tB
(April'17 to
June'17)

0 0

Total 2,16,27,500 2,8t,15,750

D iffe re n cc
tunrove l'
arrived

Proposed
to tax @

5o/o o l.l

'25o/o

d iffe re n ce

turnove r

37 ,05,7 50

0 0

64,tlt),2 5 0 81,103

n. It is submitted that the ST0 has seel) all the rlocLrttrt'nl,s inclLrdiug the

agreements atthe time of audit. In the event of couclLtct of such f ie ld audit of
all the books of account and the documents, tltere is l1o bilsis fot- nral<ing any

estimate. Further it amounted to double levy in as mucll ;ls tlie learned sTO

levied tax on the differential amount betrveen P&L figtrre and the VAT 200

declared figure and has also levied tax on the estitrtatecl r-eceipts

o. Appellant submits that in the reply to the revisecl notice the :rppellant has

clearly stated that during the notice period the lrlajo|it1' of the |eceipts

received by the appellant were for sale of fully conrpleted flats to M/s

Paramount Properties Pvt. Ltd. It was also repliecl that since all the sales

during the notice period pertain to sales ntade aftet' r'ece iltt oi thc 0C, there

cannot be any liability on such sales un(ler VA, as there- is Iro c'letuent of
works contract in such sale as the sale is purely of imntovable p|operty. lt
WaS also replied that no agreement of collstrttctioll llas been cxecttted for

sales during the notice period and requestecl to drop the proposal

5

3

4 6,322



p. It is submitted that the building permit lor corrstrLtctron of flats in the
project known as Paramount Residency r'vas obtaitrecl irr 2006 fronr HMDA

and was fully completed by 2009 and occupancy certificate for all the 6

blocks was obtained. The appellant has obtained occrtpancy certificates
from Panchayat Secretary, Garama Panchayathi, Nagalatu Village, I(eesara

Mandal, Ranga Reddy District as the project falls in Gt'artt Panclta)'at. The

learned STO has not accepted the occttpaucy certilicare isstred by Grarn

Panchayat on the ground that the occupancy certificatc shall be issued by

the sanctioning authority only who is the Metropolitan contnrissior.rer,

HMDA. Thus the learned DCTO treated these certificates as itlvalicl in view
of Rule 26 (aJ of A.P. Building Rules,2012.

q. Appellant submits that all the sales were tuade aftcl t'eceiving the 0C, sale

deed was executed for the entire cousidet'atiorl atlcl no aglcelllent for
construction was made. The OC was isstted by the Panchayat Secletary of
the Gram Panchayat which is local body of the State Got,et't.tntelrt. 'l'hus the

OC issued by the Panchayat Secretary is a valid certilic;rtt on pilt'rvith tl.re

certificate issued by HMDA which is also a local botl1,. Fttt'lhet' the leat'uecl

ST0 has also verified all the records such as agreemellt of sales, Sale deed

and construction agreement during the course of auclit whrch also t-ecorded

by the STO at page 2 of the assessment order. lt is also subtttittecl by the

appellant that the total receipts towarcls sale consiclct'rttion fol the atldit
period is Rs. 1,65,48,130 and towards norr-taxable leccipls is I'].s. 24,79,885.

Inspite of submission of all records as stated supra it is irot jtrstiliecl for the

learned STO to confirm the proposed levy of Tax ol Rs 81,103 on the

estimated sale value based on the OCs produced whiclt at'e treilted as llot
valid and the non submission of agreentents of sale [nrother document).

Appellant files herewith sample copies of nrother agreclllellts in (5) case

and the 0Cs as Annexure-3. In view of the docunte Iits Iror',' Irlt'cl it is prayed

that the levy of tax of RS. 81,103 on the estirnatecl sale Value ntay be set

aside.

It is submitted that ifthe certificate given by the Panchayat Sec|eta|y is uot

acceptable to the learned STO, he ought to have conclttctt'cl enqtrirS, with the

Gram Panchayat and ascertained the fact. The basic Lrirftlcn has beetr

discharged by the appellant and the but'deu shtl'ts to tltc leat'rlecl ST0 to

disprove the claim of the appellant. Thele is neithc,l le;rsorl llof gl'ouncl to

r

6



reject the certificate issued a Government Officer ie., Panchayat Secretary.
The impugned levy is arbitrary and unjustifiable.

s. It is reiterated that the appellant has paid tax otr the erltlre cottsitleration
received for the sale of all villas etc. There is no basis for sr.rclt estitlrate. No

tax shall be levied on mere presumptions and sttrntises.

t, It is therefore submitted that even this levy oftax is llot colrect

u. For these grounds and the other grouncls that may be urgecl at the time of
hearing appellant prays to set aside the impugnecl orcler attcl allow the
appeal.

fr
APPELLANT.

SEC'BAD

1



IrolrNl APP 106

01. Appeal Office Address:

To,
The Appellate Joint Commissioner (ST)

Punjagutta Divisioo
Hyderabad

\'lo n th Year'

03. Name : M/s.Paramount Builders
Address: D.No.5- 4-187 13&4,2nd Floor,

Soham Mansion, M.G. Road,

Secunderabad - 500 003

Rs.2.10,0081

Rs.2, I0,008/-

NIL

I{s.2. 10.008/-

f

0-1 1024

02 'nN 36547lll58rl

Sigu:rttr rc ol the Dealcr(s)

Sign:rtrrre of the Autholisctl lleprescllatives if any

April'2015 to June'2017i \2,\'l'04. Tax period

Revised Assessment ordcr No.224
dt.2010212024 passecl b1' thc

Assistant Commissiortcr' (S-l)
M.G. I{oad - S.D. I(oacl Circle .

II derlbad

05. Authority passing the order or proceeding

disputed.

211021202.4Date on which the order or proceeding was

Communicated.
06

07.

(2) Penalty / Irterct disputed

(l) (a) Ta-r assessed

(b) Tax disputed

Amount for which stay is being sought

M/s.PalanroLttrt Bu i lclels

D.No.5-4- l 87/3&4, 2"d Floor,
Soham Mansion, M.G. Road.

Secundelabad 500 003 T

Address to which the communications nlay be

sent to the applicant.
09

sEp'gro

APPLICATION FOR STAY OF COLLECTION OF I)ISPL]TIiI) 'I"\X

[Under Section 31(2) & 33(6)] [See ItLrle 39(l) I

Dill!

08



10. GROI]}IDS OF STAY

1.) Substantial question of facts and law that may arise in the appeal.

2.) The appetlant will be hard hit if it is called upon to pay this heavy atnoLtut o1' tnx pencling d isposal of
the appeal.

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

4.) The appellant has already paid 12.5Yo of disputed tax lor tlle putposc ol'r.httissiott of tlle rllpeal and

hence it is requested grant stay on the balance disputetl lax tilllhe disposrl ol tltc a1t1teal.

5.) In this regard the appellant relied on the latest decision of the Ilon'hle Sttprettte (iottrl in a case

wherein the Hon'ble Court dismissed the SLP filed aglinst the ortler of tlte Hon'blc IJigll Court of
Andhra Pradesh & Telangana in the case of Deptrtl' Cotnnlercial -l'ax Otllccr'-1, []ltalaniptttam
Circle, Vijayawada Vs. Sri Dedeepriya Paints in Diary No. I I 7l I of l0 I 9 tlt.2)0412019.

The Honourable High Court of Andhra Pradesh & 'felattgana in its clccision irr \\/l' No.20922 of
2018 dated 22.06.2018 in the case of Sri Dedeepriya I'aints Vs DePutl, (lontmc-r'cial Tax Officer-l,

Bhavanipuram Circle, Vijayawada held as follorvs:-

"When the petitioner concern already paid 12.5'Y, of the disputed tax ilrnourtt lor the Ptrrpose of
maintaining an appeal as required by larv, it would be u,holly uniLrst for thc lnx attthol iliqs to demand

the balance ofthe disputed tax amount notwithstanding the pendencl' ol thc allpeal"

l.) The appellant relied on the latest decision ofthe Honourlble lligh C'otrlt oi"l'elrrrtgana in llre case of
IWs. Capart Industries, Hyderabad in wP Nos.3954,3916,4089,4lr1 5,4i 18.+556 anrl 4577 of 2020,

wherein it is held as follows:-

,,4. Counsel for the petitioner relies upon the ortlel ofthe Divlsiorr IJe'rtch ol'this coLrrt ir Sri

Dedeepriya Pains Vs. Deputy Conrmelciat Tax Officcr I l'hcre-itt lt sinrilrrr action on

the part of the Department in ploposing to collect tlre balance disprrtcd lax through

l2.5Yo of the disputed tax amount was already deposited rvitlt llrc Departnrcnt pending

appeal before the Appellate Deputy Commissioner fell fol considcration. ltt that case,

this court held that once the assesse had already paid 12.5% ofthe dispLrted tax amount

for the purpose of maintaining an appeal as required by la*'. it rvould bc rvholly unjtrst

for the tax authorities to denrand the balance ol the tlispLrred 1|l-\ amotrnl

notwithstanding the pendency of appeal.

5. This above order was later confirmed by thc Suptcltc CoLrrl in SLP (Clvll)Diary
No.l l7l1 of 2019 on 22.04.2015.

6. The special Government Pleader for Conrrnercial Taxes appearing for respondelts

does not dispute !!91ri4ip!q bidillyn itr these cases.

7. Since the petitioner had already paid 12.5% or rtlorc (rl'lhc clisptrtc,l tlr pentlitlg

appeals beiore the Appellate Deputy Conrrnissiorrer ancl llre 'felnrtgana \1r\ l Appellate

tiibunat, we are of the corrsidered opinion that the respotttlents ale not.irrstified in

refusingtograntthepetitionerstayofcollectiorrofthebalancedisptrtedtaxand
issuing Garnishee orders to the Petitioner's banker fol recovet of the balalrce disputed

tax".

Copy ofthe High Court order mentioncd abovc is attrclletl hcrcti illr

Hence it isjust and necessary that the Appellate Joint cotnnrissioner (ST) rnal' be pleased to glant stay of

collection ofthe disputed tax ofRs.z,10,008/- pending disposal ofthe apl;eal'



I

stated above is true to the best of my / our ktrowledge and belici.

Verified today the 

- 

tlar ol'April'J01J

\ i,, rr
i^
itllt rc rr l thc l)ealer(s)

Signirture of the Authorisetl llcplcsentatives if any

sEcsp

VERI FI C'AT I() \

applicant (s) do ltcreby declarc th;lt \\'hat is



ITORNI APP dOOA

TIN / GRN 36547131584

From
Itl/s. Parmount Builders,
D.No.5-4- I 87/3&4, 2nd Floor,
Soham Mansion,
M.G. Road, Secunderabad - 500 003

l)rllt llonlh

0,1 2024

To
The Appellate Joint Commissioner' (ST)

Punjagutta Division,
Nampally, Hyderabad

S/o, appellant narned in the appeal

preferred herein as M/s. Parmount Builders, Secunderabad (Dealer/Filrr Name) with 'lIN/GRN:

36547131584 hereby declare that

feasons:

:--
11

Signiltu lc

Total Tax Paid:

a) Cheque/DD particulars

Date;Receipt No:b) Cash Particulars:

SEC'DatcE- receipt Challan No:c) Challan particulars:

(* Strike off which is not applicable)

Slfltus rlld relxtionship to the dcllcr

DECLARATION
I See under Section 3l( l)] [ Rule38 (2)(d)]

I

* the tax admitted to be due, or of such instalments as have been gratrted and the paynlent ol 12.5Y.

of the difference oftax assessed by the authority have been paid, tbr the relevant tax period in respect

of which the appeal is preferred, the details of which are given belo'"v.

+ no arrears are due from me for the relevant tax period for rvhich appeal is prelerrcd due to the

12.57o Disnuted Tax Rs.26.251/-( Lettcr Inclosctl)

Number- Date- Bank ........_-
Branch:



PARAMOUNT BUILDERS

5-4-187 /3&4, ll {loor, MG Road,

Secunderabad - 500 003

Phone: +91-40 66335551

*****
we submit that aggrieved by the Revised assessment order no.224 (1t.20/02/1024 passetl by

the Assistant Commissioner (ST), M.G. Road- S.D. Rottl Circlc, l ll clerabatl tbr thc tax

period April'2015 to June'2017 under the TVAT Act. 2005. we are tiling appeal before your

Hon'ble Authority. For admission of appeal, we have lo pay 12.5%o ol'the dis|uted tax as

under:-

Date :15.04.2024

To,
The Appellate Joint Commissioner (ST),

Punjagutta Division,
Hyderabad.

Sir,

Sub: TVAT Act, 2005 - Appeal fited in the case of M/s.Paratnount Brtilclets

Secunderabad - For the tax period April'201 5 to June'20 I 7 - l'r''.ro l- o1'

payment 12.5% disputed tax paid - Reg.

Ref: Revised assessment order no.224 dt.2010212024 passed by lhc

Assistant Commissioner (ST), M.G. Road- S.D. Itoad Circlc. H1'clerabad

Tax disputed in the appeal Rs.2,10,0081
12.5% disputed tax Rs.26,2511-

we submit that aggrieved by the assessment order in Fon]] vAT 305 dt.05,i l2l2()19 l asscd by

the State Tax Officer-l, M.G. Road- S.D. Road Circle. Ilydcrabacl tor the tax Period

April,20l5 to June'2017 we have filed first round olappeal betble this llon'ble ADC (C'l').

Punjagutta Division, Hyderabad by paying Rs.26,2511 torvards 12.570 ol the disptrted tax.

This Honourable ADC remanded the appeal vide order No.22 4 dated 2l l02l)022-

We submit that consequent on the remand the Assistant Counrissioner(S I ) pirssctl the

present Revised assessment order dated 2010212024 levying sar.r.re ta:l ol I1s.2.10.008/-

. Against the said order we are filing the appeal. As pel the revisecl olclcr rvc hwe altr-'acly

paid the 12.5% of the disputed tax amount and we need not pay anything nos''

In view of the above submissions we request to kindly aclnrit the appcll.

Yours truly,

for Paramount Buil

SEC'8AD

t

\) N T

n

#,. As Above



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE APPELLATE JOINT COMMISSIONER (ST)'

PUNJAGUTTA DIVISION, HYDERABAD

Assessment years: April'2015 to June'2017/VAT

PETITIONER: M/s. Parmount Builders'

D.No.5-4-18713&4 '2'6 
Floor '

Soham Mansion, M'G Road'

Secunderabad - 500 003'

The appellant submits that it is an assessee on thc rolls of the Assistant

Commissioner (ST) M'G' Road-S'D' Road Circle' Hyderabacl with TIN 36547131584 The

AC(S'[) passed the Revised assessment order for the tax period flom April'2015 to

Jtne'2017 under the TVAT Act vide his order dated 20/02/2024' The said order was

receivedbytheappellanton2T/02l2O24.TheAppellanthastofiletheappealagainstthe

saidorderwithin30daysfromthedateofreceiptoftheorderi,e.2S/o3l2a.24,andhehas

filed the appeal on /04/Zl24with a delay of 
- 

days' but for the fbllor'r'ing t'easons and

circumstances'

Pet on condone the dela in filin th A eal

person who looks after the tax t],latters of

g and he has not tal<en appropriate action

appeal. The delay in filing the appeal is not

reasons' Thus there is delay of- days in

one the delay of -- days and adnrit the

r

The aPPellant submits that the

the company is busy with Financial year closin

before due date' Thus there is delay in filing the

at all intentional but solely due to the aforesaid

filing the appeal. The appellant prays to cond

appeal. 'BAD

APPEI,LANT



BEFORE THE HON'BLE APPELLATE JOINT COMMISSIONER (ST),
PUNJAGUTTA DIVISION, HYDERABAD

M/s. Parmount Builders, D

Secunderabad - 500 OO3.

No 2024

AGAINST

Revised Assessment order No.22 4 dt.ZO_02_2024
On the file of the

No.5-4-18713&4, 2"d Floor, Soham Mansion, M.G. Road,

Il:li;:T* *mmissioner tsr), M'G' Road- S'D. Road circle, Begumpet Division,

Versus

ove appeal/petition do hereby appoint and retain

G,N.G, Shankar, Advocate

Appellant

Respondent

of the Appellant in rhe

in the above app ea I/petition and toll proceedi ngs that nray be taken in
r any decree or order passed th erein,
he receipt of any mon ey be
Iso to appear in all

ab

Advocates of the High Court to appear for me /us
conduct and prosecure for defendj th" ,;rn;;;;;
respect of any application connected with the same oincluding all applications for return of documents or tpayable to melus in the said ,pp"rllputiti;;';;; ;review of judgment. :l r

/

Executed before me on this the _ day of April'2024

I certi$u that the contents of this Vakalat werexecutants or executants who appeared pehis/her/their signatures o. marks ln .y p."r"

e.read out and explained in (EnglishJ to therfectly to understand the same and made
nce.

BAO

ADVOCATE ::Hyderabart

\



C.N.G.Sha nl<a r.

Advocate for petitioner/Appellant

Dated

Advocate for Resp on dent

Address for Seryice of the s:lid Advocatc is at
1) G.N.G.Shankar

Advocate
H.No.3-6-520, I--tat No.303, ,ASHOI( 

A SCIN.flLLA,
Opposite to Malabar.Gold Shorv Roorrr
H.imayatnagar Main Road, Hyderabad _500029
M.No.93910328 48/ 040_40i48935 & 36

S.R.No. District

BEFORE THE HON'BLE
APpEttATE IOINT COMMISSTONER (STJ,

PUNTAGUTTA DIVISION, HYDERAI]AD

Appeal No.

0n the file of the

Revised Assessnten t order
No.Z24 dr.Z\_02_2024

VAKALAT

ACCEPTED


