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Sui;:- I'iling the sppeal I'r the r-a-se of l,t'r" $ere$e eonitractions l.l.[r.. Ilydr:rah:r6.
For thg Pcrrod April 2ti I 5 ro June 20 lTlyAT

Plsse find enclos€d herewrth tle following appeal papers:

l. Form APP400 ?copies.

2. GrorndsofAppetl 2 copies.

3. Chalian No. 6400162306 for Rs l(tr/" torvards appeal fer

'4- . AO order as 255 dt.24l$2run4. F*'€d by Assistanr (irrnnrissioler iST) M C.ltoad
S.D.I(oad Circlc, Regllrnp nivision, Hyderabed. Tetangana

5. L*ter relafing rs tbe proofof pymml l?.5% Disputed-lax.

6. Vakalatnanra
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4122124, 12:53 PM tgct. gov.in/tgportal/DLRServicES/Payments/eReceipt'aspx

COMMERCIAL TAXES DEPARTMENT
Gotcrtsnent of Telangana

4S (/tg porta l/i nd ex. htm l)

(/tgPortal/index' html)

ABOUTUS V ALLACTS V TRIBUNAL >

RTI (/TGPORTAL/RIGHT/RIGHTTOINFORMATION.ASPX)

CITIZENS CHARTER (/TG PORTAL/CITIZENCHARTER.ASPX)

GSTDIGESTfIEY(/TGPoRTAL/GST-DIGEST.ASPX)GSTINFo(/TGPoRTAL/GSTINFo.ASPX)

STAFFCOLLEGE(/TGPORTAL/STAFFCOLLEGE/INDEX.ASPX) 
CONTACTUS>

Print e- ReceiPt for e-PAYMENT

ACT: VAT

CTD Transaction lD

(oR)

Challan Number 00167306

CTD Transaction lD : 36240418335823

Type ofTAX: VAT

TIN: 36570317033

Name of the Firm: SERENE CONSTRUCTIONS LLP

Tax Purpose : APPeal Fee before ADC

Tax Period : APr,2015-Jun,2017

Amount: 1000

Head ofAccount: 0040001020005000000NVN

Bank Name : SBI

Bank Acknowledgement Number : IK0CSLTWT5

Challan Number: 6400167306

Bank Status: SUCCESS

Date Of Payment: 18-04-2024

hn^c l^r^r^!t^.i ^^v 
in,i^^^rttl/hl ACaa'i^ac/D'vmanrE/'Qa'6in1 t'nw

Get e-ReceiPl
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FORM APP,l00
FORM OF APPEAL UNDEIT SE(''I'Io\ 3I

[See Rule 3 8(2)(a)]

4

l. Appeal Office Address

2. TIN/GRN

3. Name & Address

Date of filing of appeal

Reasons for delay (ifapplicable enclose a
separate sheet

Tax Period / Tax Periods

Tax Office decision / assessment Order No.
Date.

9 Grounds ofthe appeal (use separate sheet

if space is insufficient

10. lf turnover is disputed

Disputed turnover
Tax on the disputed turnover

lf rate of tax is disputed

a) Turnover involved
b) Amount of tax disputed

I wish to appeal the following decision /
assessment received from the tax office on :2410212021

: The Appellate Joint Conrnrissioner (ST)
PunjagLrtta Division. I lyderabacl

: 365703 1703i

: M/s. Serene Constructions LLP
5-4-t81 ,3&4, 2"r Ftoor,
Soham Mansion. M.G. I{ourl.
Secundcrabacl.

12024

: Not Applicable

April'201 5 to June'20 l7/VAT

: Revised assessnlenl orcler no.255
dt.24 / 0212024 passed [r_r

Assistant Conr nr issiorrer (S-l')

M.G. Road -S.D. Road Circle,
Begunrpet Division. Hyrlerahati

Separately Enclosetl

: NIL
: Rs.5,58,808/-

: NIL
: NIL

: Other glounds that nlav be rrrsetl at thc
time o1' healing.

5

6

7

8

a)
b)

I l. 12.5% ofthe above disputed tax paid : Rs.69.851 (Let(er enclosed)

Note: Anv other relief claimed

11



(The payment particulars are to be enclosed if ready paid along witlr tllc reilsorls ot't Irtlrnl AI'P 400A)

12. Payment Details:

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

TOTAL

Dcclirrrtittn:

hereby declare that the infirlrnation provided

on this form to the best ofmy knowledge is true and accurate.

r) r1
Signature of llant & Stamp Date of dec laration

Name :

Designation :

Please Note: A ialse declaration is an ol'fence.

I,

SECBAD



M/s. SERENE CONSTRUCTIONS LLP
5-4-IB7 /3 & 4, II Ftoor, Soham Mansion, M.G. Road, Secunclerabrcl - S00 003

Tax Period: 2015-76 ancl 201,6-1,7 /V AT
Statement of Facts: -

1J The appellant is a registered VAT dealer engaged in the business of
construction and selling of flats and is an assessee on the rolls ol the
Commercial Tax Officer, [Presently re-designirted as Assistant
Commissioner(ST)) M.G. Road-S.D. Road Circle, llyclerabad, with TIN
36570377033. The appellant opted to pay tax @ 7.ZS% under Secrion
4 t7) (d) of theAPVATAcr,2005 (hereinafter referred ro as Act) r-rnder
composition scheme.

2) In the course of business appellant entered into a Nlenroranclunr of
Understanding (MOUI with Modi Farm House [Hyderabad) LLp (for
short MFHLLPJ on 31-05-2015 as vendor or owrler ol land for the
construction of the cottage/villa on the farm land. Tl.re appellant has
paid VAT @ 5% on the only one villa sold for Rs.7,99,9261-.

3J Upon authorization given by the Deputy Comrnissioner [CT], Beguntpet
Division, the Deputy Commercial Tax 0fficer, Bor,r,enpally Circle,
Begumpet Division [for short DCTOJ has conducted VAT audit of the
appellant for the tax periods from 2015-16 and 2016-17 and issLred
Notice of Assessment of VAT in Form VAT 305A datccl 16/02/Z0l_B
proposing levy of tax of Rs. 5,58,808/-under Section + (l) (a) of rhe Acr
read with Rule 17 [h) on the total receipts as per P & L account after
allowing 30% towards standard deduction.

4) The appellant has filed detailed objections before DCTO againsr rhe
proposed levy of tax by letter dated 22102/2018 and reiterared rl.re
same in personal hearing on 27 /03/2018. Wirhour properly
considering the objections raised by the appellant, the lear-ned DCTO
has completed the assessment proceedings in Form VA'l' 305 dated
08/05/2078 confirmingthe proposed levy of tax olRs. 5,58,808/-.

5) Aggrieved by such assessment order, appellant filed 1.r round appeal
before this Honourable Authority. 0n a consicleration of the grounds
and the documents, this Honourable authority has rerlanded the appeal
vide order No.2412 dated 2811212020. As per the clire*ion
appellate authority, the learned AC passed tite consc.cpreutiirl

sEc'Po

oft

11



No.17545 dated
Rs.5,58,808/-.

73 /07 /2022 raising the very sante clernand of

7) 0n such remand, the jurisdictional authority ie., the Assistant
Commissioner ISTJIFACJ, M.G. Road-S.D. Road Circle, Begumpet
Division (for short AC) issued pre revision Shora,, causc notice dated
77/09/2023 to produce books ofaccounts to pass levisecl ilssessnrent
order. However without giving sufficient time, the Iearned AC passed
the Revised assessment order No.Z55 dated 24/0212024 raising the
very same demand of Rs.5,58,808/-.

8) Aggrieved by such revised assessment order, appellant prefers this
appeal on the following grounds, amongst others:-

Grounds ofAnneal:

Appellate Deputy Commissioner. It is subr.nitted that the lear
ADC has passed the appeal order on 74.03.2023 and the asses

11

sfff'o

'ned

6) Aggrieved by such consequential order, appellant also liled 2nd rouud
appeal before this Honourable Authority. 0n a consiclcration of the
grounds and the documents, this Honourable authority has set aside
the said consequential order and remanded the rnatter with specific
directions to the assessing authority vide order No.142 dated
74/03/2023.

a. The impugned order is ex-facie illegal, arbitr-ary, inrproper and
unjustifiable and is passed against the prir.rciples ol natural justice
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 sLrfllcient opportLrnity.
It is submitted that the learned ADC has set ;rside the assessment
order and has remanded the issue back to the assessing authority to
pass consequential orders.

c. It is submitted that as per Section 37 of the TVAT Act, the assessing
authority is having time of 3 years to piiss the Revisecl assessnteltt
order in order to give effect to the order passed by the learned



authority is having time up to 13.03.2026 to
assessment order.

pass the Revised

e

d. It is true that the learned AC has issuecl notice fo. production of
documents, however, due to illness of the concer.ned ;tccon,ts heacl
who is looking about the VAT issues, the appellant is not able to
provide the relevant data to the learned AC. Horvever., the learned
AC without giving sufficient further time to the appellaut has passed
the impugned order with the very same derrand. It is subrnitted
that the appellant is having all the infor,latio, that is .eqr-rired to
complete the assessment and this infornration is alrearlv prodLrced
before this Honourable AJC.

The appellant therefore submits that the intpugnecl or.der-is liable to
be set aside on the principles of natural jLrstice. ht any case
appellant submits that they are having strorlg case on nterits.

f. without prejudice to the above submissiors the appellant submits
as under.

g. It is submitted that the impugned order is highhanciecl ancl non-
speaking beyond a point. It has been passecl in clear violation ol
principles of natural justice, in as much as the leanlc(l a.thority Itas
refused to look into the letter ofobjections as nothing has been
discussed by him.

h. It is sad that the learned authority has not at all co,siclered single
objection. The impugned order has been passerl only lor tle
purpose of harassing a genuine dealer ancl nothing else, in the
humble submission of the appellant.

Appellant submits that the appellant as developer- cnterecl into a

Memorandum of Understanding (MoUJ lvith N4orli liarrtr IIouse
(Hyderabad) LLP (for short MFHLLpI on 31-05-2015 as venclor or
owner of land for the construction of the cottage/villa on the larm
land admeasuring about 1000 Sq. ft. as per the specifications of
Annexure-C to the MOU. Coy of MoU is filccl as Anncxure-1. .l'he

appellant has declared a turnover of Rs. 7,20,000 :rnrl 2,BB,OOO/-
towards 50lo turnover in Form VAT 200 returns flled bv the
appellant during the years 2015-1,6 and Z0l6-17 respectively

/'1

SEC'BAO



j. The appellant has also foint Development Agreenteltt cllut General
Power of Attorney dated 23-72-2016 with the on,ners of land to
develop the housing project on the Scheduled project and agreet.nent
of sale with the owners of land dated 01-02-2017 for sale of the to
the prospective purchasers. Xerox copies of the ]oint Develoltment
agreement dated 23-1,2-2016 and agreentent of sale oi flats dated
07-02-201.7 are filed as Annexures-3 and 4 respectively. Front this
tripartite agreement the appellant is the developer of the project and
sellers ofthe villas/flats to the purchasers.

k. In pursuance of this MOU appellant has received advances of Rs.

7,20,000/- and Rs. 47,85,500/-including Rs. 7,20,00 of 2015-16 and
Rs. 2,88,000 of 2076-17 from MFHLLP during the years 2015-16
and 2076-17 respectively and recorded the sar.ne in the p &L
Account of the appellant for the said two years. In tlie notice the
advance amount received during the year was proposed to be

assessed under Section a {7) (a) of the VAT acr after allowing
standard deduction of 300/o read with Rule 17 (h) of the Act and
levying tax @14.50/0 on the balance amount as taxaltle turnover as

the appellant not file Form VAT 250. Appellanr lias completed only
one villa and sold the same for Rs. 7,99,920 l-vide invoice no.

SCLLP/1/2075-16 dated 79-02-2076 including VA'I of Rs. 36,000/-
@ 5% to M/s Dr. Tejal Modi & Mr. Soham Modi, JLrbilee Hills,
Hyderabad as purchaser which is collected and paid along witlr
returns.

l. Appellant submits that it is the subcontractor to the mair.r contractor
i.e. MFHLLP and intended to opt to pay tax uncler Secrion   (71 (b) of
the Act by way of composition @50/o on the total antot.ut t r.eceivecl or
receivable towards the execution of works contract. ln view of
payment of tax under this sub-section appellant has chargecl VAT
5%o only on the invoice and paid the same. Appellant lias recorcled all
the purchases and paid tax @50/o only on the invoice laised on t
sale of villa as intended to pay tax under Section a (7 ) [b.) only.

ST4
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m. In the assessment order the assessing authority confirn.recl tl.re
proposal of levy of tax on the receipts as per p & L accor,rrt for the
years 2015-16 and2076-lz after deducting 30?l r,rvar.ds stanclarcl
deduction under section a e) @) read wirh RLrle 17 (hl of the Acr as
the appellant could not file Form vAT 250 for Ievy of tax u.cler
section 4 (7) (b). Appellant submits that it has nrai,tai,ecr all books
of account and the turnovers were extractecr by ths rearnecl DCTO
from the P & L account of the appellant. l.his proves that the
appellant has maintained all books of accourt in rvhich case the
learned DCTo ought to have assessed the turnover irrcler Section 4
(7) (a) of the Act by levying tax on the value of goocrs at rhe rinre of
incorporation at the rates applicabte to the goocls tr.der the Act by
allowing eligible input tax credit to the exteri ol'759/t, ol tJre tax pairt
on the goods purchased as per Rule 17 t1l (bl Appellant sLrbmits
that the assessment order passed by the DCTO on sta,dard method
under Rule tZ (t) (g) is highly illegal ancl is therelore liable to be set
aside.

urged

rity to

n. In view of the above grounds and other grourrrs trru[ ,ray bc.
at the time of hearing the appellant prays tl.re Appellate Ar-rtho
set aside the assessment order as illegal and allow the appeal.

/

[APPELLANT)

SEC'BAO

-)



FORNI APP.106

APPLICATION FOR STAY OF COLLECTIONOFD ISPUTED TAX
[Unde r Section 31(2) & 33(6) I I See Rutc 39(r) ]

N'lonth Year

0.1 2024

02 TIN 365703 17033

Date
01. Appeal OfIice Address:

To,
The Appellate Joint Commissioner (ST)
Punjagutta Divisior; Hyderabad

03. Name : M/s. Serene Constructions LLp
Address | 5-4-787,3&4,Znd Floor,

Soham Mansion, M.G. Road,
Secunderabad.

. 
/'

5r!ir;rtUr' f the Dealer(s)eo

04 Tax period April'2015 to June'2077 / VAT

05 ty passing the order or proceedingAuthori

disputed.

assessment order n o.255 dt.24 / 02/ 2024

passed by Assistant Commissioner (ST),

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

Hyderabad.

Revisecj

06 Date on which the
Communicated -

order or proceeding was

07

(2) Penalty / Interest disputed

(1) (a) Tax assessed

(b) Tax disputed

Rs.5,58,808/-

Rs.5,58,808/-

NIL

08 t for which stay is being soughtAmoun Rs.5,58,808/-

09 Address to which the
sent to the applicant.

communications may be s. Serene Co nstructio ns LLp
5-4-787, 3&4, 2nd Floor,
Soham Mansion, M.G. Road,
Secunderabad.

M/

o

N

oUl

Signature of the Authorised Representatives if any

24/02/ 2024



10. GROUNDS OF STAY

l.) 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 heav1, ar.nount of tax pending
disposal ofthe appeal.

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

4.) The appetlant has already paid 12.5% of disputed tax lbr the pLrlpose of admission of the appeal
and hence it is requested grant stay on the balance disputed tax (ill the disposal ofthe appeal.

5.) In this regard the appellant relied on the latest decisiorr ofthe llorr'ble Srrplcrle Court in a case
wherein the Hon'ble Court dismissed the SLP filed against the orclel of thc I lon'ble High Court
of Andhra Pradesh & Telangana in the case ol' Depurl, Cornrrclcial Tax Olllcer-|,
Bhavanipuram Circle, Vijayawada Vs. Sri Dedeepriya l,airrts in Diary No. I I 7 I I ol 2019
dt.2210412019.

The Honourable High Court of Andhra Pradesh & Telangana in its dccision in WP No.20922 of
2018 dated 22.06.2018 in the case of Sri Dedeepriya Paints Vs Dc1;Lrn, Corrnrercial Tax
OfficerJ, Bhavanipuram Circle, Vijayawada held as lbllo*,s:-

"When the petitioner concern already paid 12.5% of the disputcd tax anroultt lol tlre pLrrpose of
maintaining an appeal as required by law, it would be wholly Lrrriust fbr the tax authorities to
demand the balance of the disputed tax amounl notwithstancling the pendency ofthe appeal".

1.J The appeltant relied on the latest decision of the Honourable IIigh Court ofTelangana in
the case of M/s. Capart Industries, Hyderabad in WP Nos.3954 ,397 6,4089,4115,4518,4556
ail,4577 of 2020, wherein it is held as follows:-

4. Counsel for the petitioner relies upon the order of the Division Bench of this
court in Sri Dedeepriya Pains Vs. Deputy Comnrelcial Tax Officer - I wherein a
similar action on the part of the Departntetrt ln proposing to collect the
balance disputed tax through 72.5o/o of the disputed tax arnouut was already
deposited with the Department pending appeal before the Appellate Deputy
Commissioner fell for consideration. In that case, this cour.t held that once the
assesse had already paid 72.5o/o of the disputed tax antount 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 arnount
notwithstanding the pendency of appea l.

5. This above order was later confirmed by the Supreme Court in SLP

[CIVIL)Diary No .lL717 of 2079 on 22.04.2019.

7. Since the petitioner had already paid 12.5a/o or mor.e of the disputed tax
pending appeals before the Appellate Deputy Conrniissioner and the

6. The special Government Pleader for Comntercial 'l-axes appear.ing for
respondents does not dispute the princiole laid dou,n in these cases.



Telangana VAT Appellate Tribunal, we are of the coirsiclered opinion that the
respondents are not justified in refusing to grant the petitioner stay of
collection of the balance disputed tax and issuing Carnishee orders to the
Petitioner's banker for recover ofthe balance disputed tax".

Copy ofthe High Court order mentioned above is attachod irerewith

Hence it is just and necessary that the Appellate Joint Comrnissioner' (S'l ) nray be pleased to grant

stay ofcollection ofthe disputed tax of Rs.5,58,808/- pending disposal of the appeal.

VERIFICATION

I, applicant (sJ do hereby declare that wliat is stated

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

Verified today the _ day of April'2024

(1
Signature of the Dealer[s)

Signature ofthe Autholiscd Rcll resenta tives if any

SEC'BAD



TIN / GRN ?657011 7031

DECLARATION FOITNI APP {OOA

I See under Section 3 l( l)] [ RUle38 (2)(d)]

l)atr I L,nllr

lll

I -_..-------.- S/o, .....=- --- appcllant named in the appeal
prefened herein as M/s. Serene constructions LLp, M.c. Road. SecLrnder.abad (Dealer/Firm
Name) with TIN/GRN: 36570317033 herebv declare that

* the tax admitted to be due, or ofsuch instalments as have been granted ancl the paylnent of 12.5%o

of the difference oftax assessed by the authority have been paid, fbr thc relevant tax per.iod in respect

of which the appeal is preferred, the details of which are given belorv.
* no arrears are due from me for the relevant tax period for rvhich appeal is prefer.red due to the

reasons:

From

M/s. Serene Constructions LLP
5-4-187, 3&4, 2.a Floor,
Soham Mansion, M.G. Road,
Secunderabad.

To

The Appellate Jo int Corrmissioner (ST)
Punjagutta Division,
Narnpally, Hydelabad

1,:,natu Ic

a) Cheque/DD particulars Ban kDateNumber

Branch:

b) Cash Particulars: Receipt No Date:

c) ChalJan particulars: Date

Name of the Treasury

Challan No

(* Strike off which is not applicable)

Slatus antl rclationship to the dcaler

2024

12.57o Disrruted Tar:Rs.69,851/- ( Lcttcr linckrsctt)

Total Tax Paid:



BEFORE THE HONOURABLE APPELLATE JOINT COMMISSIONER (ST),
PUNJAGUTTA DIVISION, HYDERABAD

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

PETITIONER: M/s. Serene Constructions LLp
5-4-187,3&4, 2nd Floor,
Soham Mansion, M.G. Road,
Secunderabad.

The appellant submits that the person who rooks after the tax matter.s of
the company is busy with Financial year closing and he has not taken appropriate action
before due date. Thus there is delay in filing the appeal. The delay in filing rhe appeal is not
at all intentional but solely due to the aforesaid reasons. Thus there is deray of _ days in
filing the appeal. The appellant prays to condone the delay of _ days and admit the
appeal.

r\ APPELLAN'T

SEC'BAD

Petition to condone the delav in filing the Appeal

The appellant submits that it is an assessee on the rolls of the Assistant
commissioner (sr) M.c. Road-S.D. Road circle, Hyderabad with rN 36570317033. The
AC[sr) passed the Revised assessment order for the tax period from April,2015 to
lune'2077 under the ryAT Act vide his order dated z4/oz/zoz4. The said order was
received by the appellant on 24/02/2024. The Appellant has to file the appeal against the
said order within 30 days from the date of receipt of the order i.e. 2s /03 /zoz4 and he has
filed the appeal on /04/2024 with a delay of- days, but for the foriorving reasons and
circumstances.



SERENE CONSTRUCTIONS

5-4-1a7 /3&4,ll floor, MG Road,

Secundera bad - 500 003.

Phone: +91-40-66335551

S ir,
Sub: TVAT Act,2005 - Appeal filed in the case of M/s. Serene Construclions LLP

Secunderabad - For the tax period April'20l5 to.lrrne'2()I7 - I)r'oof oI'
payment l2.5Yo disputed tax paid - Reg.

Ref: Revised assessment order no.2 55 dt.2410212024 passed bv the
Assistant Corrmissioner (ST), M.G. Road- S.D. Road Circle, Ilt,derabad

**,***
We submit that aggrieved by the Revised assessment orde| no.255 dr.:4/01/l0l.l Passcd b1, the
Assistant Commissioner (ST), M.G. Road- S.D. Road Circle, Ily'derlbarl lirl thc tar pe liod
April'2015 to June'2017 under the TVAT Act,2005. rve are filing appeal trclole vour.Hr.ll'ble
Authority. For admission ofappeal, we have to pay 12.5% of the disputed tax as rrnder:-

Tax disputed in the appeal Rs.5,58,808/-
12.5% disputed tax Rs.69,8511-

We submit that aggrieved by the assessment order in Form VAT 305 dr.oti/{).s/l(}lli Plssctl [^ the
Deputy Commercial Tax Officer, Bowenpally Circle, Hyderabad fbr thc lcars 2015-16 rrrd l0l6-
l7 we have filed first round of appeal before this Hon'ble ADC (Cl-). I,Lrrrjagutta Division,
Hyderabad by paying Rs.69,851/- towards 12.50% of the disputed tax..l'his llonoLrr.able ADC
remanded the appeal vide order No.24l2 dated 2811212020. We submit as per tl)c direction oi thc
ADC, the Assistant Comm issioner(ST) passed the consequential order dated l3l07l2li22lo,r,ing sanre
tax of Rs.5,5 8,808/-. Against the said order we have also filed appeal bclbre vorrl H on'ble Arrtholirl .

The ADC vide order No.142 dt.l4l03/2023 has remanded rhe a1;pcal.

We submit that consequent on the remand the Assistant Corn rn issioDcr'(S I ) ltasscd tlt!. prcscnt
Revised assessment order dated 2410212024 levying same tax of I1s.5,58.808/-. Againsr rhe slitl older
we are filing the appeal. As per the revised order we have already paid the lt2.5o/o of rhedisputed tax
amount and we need not pay anything now.

In view ofthe above submissions we request to kindly admit the appcal.

Yours truly,

for Serene Constructi

f' SEC'BAO

Encl.: As Above

To,
The Appellate Joint Commissioner (ST),
Punjagutta Division, Hyderabad.



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

No 2024

AGAINST

M/s. Serene Co
Secunderabad.

nstructions LLP,5-4-187,3&4,2"d Floor, Soham Mansion, M.G. Road,
.... Appellant

Versus

nt Commissioner [ST], M.G. Road- S.D. Road Circle, Begumpet Djvision,The Assista
Hyderabad Respondent

of the Appellant in the
above appeal/petition do hereby appoint and retain

G.N.G. Shankar, Advocate

Advocates of the High Court to appear for me /us in the abo ve appeal/petition and to
conduct and prosecute (or defend] the same and all proceedi ngs that ntay be tal<en in
respect of any application connected with the same or any decree or order passed therein,
including all applications for return of documents or the receipt of any moneys that may be
payable to me/us in the said appeal/petition and also to appear in all applicati
review of judgment.

11

I certi$r that the contents of this Vakalat were re
executants or executants who appeared perfec
his/her/their signatures or marks in my presence.

ad out and explained in [English l
tly to understand the sarre and made

Executed before me on this the _ day of April,ZTZ 

SEC'BAO

ADVOCATE::llvderabad

Revised Assessment order No.Z5 S dt.20-02-2024
On the file of the

t,



"w

S.R.No. District

BEFORE THE HON'BLE
APPELLATE JOINT COMMISSION ER (ST),

PUNJAGUTTA DIVISIO N, HYDERABAD

Appeal No.

0n the fiie ol the

Revised Assessnte ut order
No.255 dr.Z4-02-202+

VAKALAT

ACCEPTED

G.N.G.Shankar

Advocate for Petitioner/Appellant

Dated

Advocate for Respondent

Address for Service of the said Advocatc is at

G.N.G.Shankar
Advocate
H.No.3-6-520, FIat No.303, 'ASHOK A SCINTILLA'

Opposite to Malabar Gold Show Room

Himayatnagar Main Road, flyderabad -500029

M.No.93910328 48 / 040-402+8935 & 36

\:


