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MEMORANDUM OF WRIT PETITION

(Filed Under Article 226 of the Constitution of India)
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

(SPECIAL ORIGINAL JURISDICTION)

W.P. No. OF 2025

BETWEEN

M/s. Nilgiri Estates,

2nd Floor, 5-4-187/3 and 4, Soham Mansion,
MG Road, Secunderabad, Telangana — 500 003
Represented by Managing Partner,

Shri. Soham Satish Modi, S/o. Shri. Satish Modi,
Aged 56 years, R/O. Plot No. 280, Road NO. 25,
Jubliee Hills, Hyderabad — 500 034

1

-Vs-

. The Additional Commissioner of Central Tax (Appeals II),

.... Petitioner

Hyderabad, GST Bhawan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad - 500 004

. The Assistant Commissioner of Central Tax,

Secunderabad GST Division, Salike Senate,
D. No. 2-4-416 & 417, Ramgopalpet, M.G. Road,
Secunderabad — 500 003

. The Commissioner of Central Tax,

Secunderabad Commissionerate, GST Bhavén,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad - 500 004

. The Additional Commissioner of Central Tax,

Secunderabad GST Commissionerate, GST Bhavan,

Basheerbagh, Hyderabad-500 004

. Union of India

Ministry of Finance,
Represented by its Secretary,
North Block, New Delhi-110 001

... Respondents



-

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

petitioner are that of his Counsel PV Prasad Associates (27435), V Gayatri Priya
(26958), V Sai Amit (27346), P Venkat Prasad, Rashmi, Advocates, 3rd Floor,
Inwinex Tower, Road No.2 Banjara Hills, Hyderabad, Telangana -500034.

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

as mentioned in the cause title.

For all the reasons stated in the accompanying affidavit, it is prayed that this

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

a)

b)

Declaring that impugned Order-in-Appeal bearing OIA No. HYD-GST-
SC-AP2-1123-24-25-GST dated 27.03.2025 passed by the Respondent No.
1 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 violative of Articles 14, 19(1)(g) and 265 of the
Constitution of India, and to consequently set aside the same and/or pass
such further or other or&er(s) as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and proper
in the circumstances of the case.

Directing Respondent No. 1 to serve a copy of the appeal memo filed by
Respondent no. 2 and afford an opportunity of being heard before any
decision is taken on the appeal filed by Respondent no. 2 and/or pass such
further or other order(s) as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and proper in

the circumstances of the case.

Place: Hyderabad Ug\/
Date: 0§-2025 Counsel fgf the Petitioner
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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

W.P. No. 0f 2025
LIST QF EVENTS
ANNEXURE.I
SL Date Description of Events Page No. | Para No.
No. in in
Affidavit | Affidavit
1 The Petitioner is inter alia engaged in the
business of construction & sale of villas
and is duly registered under GST vide
GSTIN No. 36AAHFN0766F1ZA. The
Petitioner had been regularly discharging
GST and filing the periodical returns along
with annual returns.
2 19.05.2023 | The Petitioner’s books were subjected to
2 Audit for th iod 2017-18 to 2019-20 e ';
31.07.2023 udit for the perio -16 to -
& and was served with a Show Cause Notice
29'022023 (SCN) bearing ref. No. 06/23-24 dated
12.10.2023 | 19.05.2023. In response, a reply was
& s ’ e
19.08.2024 furnished vide  submissions  dated

31.07.2023 and additional submissions
dated 29.08.2023. This was followed by
passing of an Order-in-Original bearing
OI0 No. 28/2023-24  (Sec-Adjn-
ADC)(GST) dated 12.10.2023 confirming
the demand. Aggrieved Petitioner filed an
appeal which came to be disposed vide
OIA No. HYD-GST-SC-AP2-291-24-25-
GST dated 19.08.2024. Petitioner 1s
waiting for the GST Tribunal to file appeal
against the above OIA.




é

(WS

29.12.2023
&
19.05.2023
&
16.02.2024
&
19.04.2024

For the same period i.e. FY 2018-19, the
Petitioner was served with a SCN bearing
Ref. No. 46/2023-24 dated 29.12.2023
raising similar demands as raised in the
SCN  dated  19-05-2023.
Accordingly, Petitioner filed its reply dated

previous

16-02-2024 to the second SCN inter alia

highlighting that same issues were alréady

adjudicated and, in any case, the demands |

raised are factually incorrect. Respondent
No. 2 passed OIO No. 23/2024-25 (GST-
Adjn) dated 19-04-2024 dropping the
similar demands raised previously and
confirming to pay interest penalty for
belated tax remittances (which was not part

of the previous SCN).

19.04.2024

&
18.02.2025
&
28.03.2025
&
25.03.2025

To the extent agreed by the OIO dt 19-04-
2024, the Petitioner preferred an appeal and
attended the hearing on 18.02.2025 before
Respondent No. 1 through authorised
representative and subsequently withdrew
the appeal on 28.03.2025 expressing
intention to opt for the amnesty scheme
under Section 128A of the CGST Act,
2017. The appeal was disposed vide OIA
No. HYD-GST-SC-AP2-1062-24-25-GST
dated 25-03-2025 (received through post
on 19.05.2025). Petitioner was waiting for
the application form to apply for settlement
under amnesty scheme u/s. 128A of CGST
Act, 2017.

\




1

27.03.2025
&
19.04.2024
&
27.03.2025

While the matter stood thus, to the
Petitioner’s utter surprise, another OIA No.
HYD-GST-SC-AP2-1123-24-25-GST
dated 27-03-2025 was passed ex parte by
first Respondent dealing with the appeal
filed by the Respondent No. 2 against the
same OIO dt 19-04-2024 as per directions
of Respondent No. 3 pursuant to the review
proceedings u/s. 107(2) of CGST Act,
2017. Impugned OIA dt 27-03-2025 was
received through post on 01.04.2025

2703.2025

Petitioner has not received any copy of the
appeal filed by the respondent department
and there were only hearing intimations
sent through email which were mistaken as
it pertains to the appeal of the Petitioner.
Accordingly,  Petitioner could not
participate in the respondent appeal
proceedings. It was only after the receipt of
impugned OIA dt 27-03-2025, petitioner
got to know that separate appeal was filed
by the respondent department.

27.03.2025

To the extent aggrieved with the impugned
Order-in-Appeal bearing OIA No. HYD-
GST-SC-AP2-1123-24-25-GST dated 27-
03-2025 passed by the Respondent No. 1,
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 of judicial

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.

ANNEXURE.II

1. Under Article 226 of the Constitution of India.

Place: Hyderabad
Date: X .062025 Counsd) for the Petitioner
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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)
WRIT PETITION No. OF 2025

BETWEEN

M/s. Nilgiri Estates,

2™ Floor, 5-4-187/3 and 4, Soham Mansion,

MG Road, Secunderabad, Telangana — 500 003

Represented by Managing Partner,

Shri. Soham Satish Modi, S/o0. Shri. Satish Modi,

Aged 56 years, R/O. Plot No. 280, Road NO. 2.

Jubliee Hills, Hyderabad — 500 034 ... Petitioner
“Vs-

1. The Additional Commissioner of Central Tax (Appeals IT),

Hyderabad, GST Bhawan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad - 500 004

2. The Assistant Commissioner of Central Tax,
Secunderabad GST Division, Salike Senate,
D. No. 2-4-416 & 417, Ramgopalpet, M.G. Road,
Secunderabad — 500 003

3. The Commissioner of Central Tax,
Secunderabad Commissionerate, GST Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad - 500 004

4. The Additional Commissioner of Central Tax,
Secunderabad GST Commissionerate, GST Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad-500 004

5. Union of India
Ministry of Finance,
Represented by its Secretary,

North Block, New Delhi-110 001 | -~ Resagilents
; ~ For NILGIRI ES

/pﬁmf.




AFFIDAVIT FILED ON BEHALF OF THE PETITIONER

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

Plot NO. 280, Road No. 25, Jubliee Hills, Hyderabad- 500 034, do hereby solemnly

affirm and sincerely state as follows:

I am the Managing Partner of the Petitioner firm herein and as such I am well
acquainted with the facts of the case. I am authorized to file this affidavit on

behalf of the Petitioner.

Factual background:

2. The Petitioner is inter alia engaged in the business of construction & sale of

villas and is duly registered under GST vide GSTIN No. 36 AAHFNO766F1ZA.
The Petitioner had been regularly discharging GST and filing the periodical
returns along with annual returns.

The Petitioner’s books were subjected to Audit for the period 2017-18 to 2019-
20 and was served with a Show Cause Notice (SCN) bearing ref. No. 06/23-24
dated 19.05.2023. In response, a reply was furnished vide submissions dated
31.07.2023 and additional submissions dated 29.08.2023 (Copies enclosed as
Annexure-P 8 & P 9). This was followed by passing of an Order-in-Original
bearing OIO No. 28/2023-24(Sec-Adjn-ADC)GST) dated 12.10.2023
confirming the demand. Aggrieved Petitioner filed an appeal which came to be
disposed vide OIA No. HYD-GST-SC-AP2-291-24-25-GST dated 19.08.2024
(Copy enclosed as Annexure-P 7). Petitioner is waiting for the GST Tribunal
to file appeal against the above OIA.

For the same period i.e. FY 2018-19, the Petitioner was served with a SCN
bearing Ref. No. 46/2023-24 dated 29.12.2023 (Copy enclosed as Annexure-
P- 6) raising similar demands as raised in the previous SCN dated 19-05-2023.
Accordingly, Petitioner filed its reply d_ated 16-02-2024 (Copy enclosed as
Annexure-P 5) to the second SCN inter alia highlighting that same 1ssues were

already adjudicated and, in any case, the demands raised are factil‘aﬂl%'

gor ¥




)

Respondent No. 2 passed OIO No. 23/2024-25 (GST-Adjn) dated 19-04-2024
(Copy enclosed as Annexure-P 4) dropping the similar demands raised
previously and confirming to pay interest penaity for belated tax remittances
(which was not part of the previous SCN).

To the extent agreed by the OIO dt 19-04-2024, the Petitioner preferred an
appeal and attended the hearing on 18.02.2025 before Respondent No. |
through authorised representative and subsequently withdrew the appeal on
28.03.2025 expressing intention to opt for the amnesty scheme under Section
128A of the CGST Act, 2017 (copy enclosed as annexure 3). The appeal was
disposed vide OIA No. HYD-GST-SC-AP2-1062-24-25-GST dated 25-03-
2025 (received through post on 19.05.2025). Petitioner was waiting for the
application form to apply for settlement under amnesty scheme u/s. 128A of
CGST Act, 2017.

While the matter stood thus, to the Petitioner’s utter surprise, another OIA No.
HYD-GST-SC-AP2-1123-24-25-GST dated 27-03-2025 was passed ex parte
by first Respondent dealing with the appeal filed by the Respondent No. 2
against the same OIO dt 19-04-2024 as per directions of Respondent No. 3
pursuant to the review proceedings u/s. 107(2) of CGST Act, 2017. Impugned
OIA dt 27-03-2025 was received through post on 01.04.2025 (copy enclosed as

annexure 1)

Petitioner has not received any copy of the appeal filed by the respondent
department and there were only hearing intimations sent through email which
were mistaken as it pertains to the appeal of the Petitioner (copy of hearing
intimations received through emails enclosed as annexure 2). Accordingly,
Petitioner could not participate in the respondent appeal proceedings. It was
only after the receipt of impugned OIA dt 27-03-2025, petitioner got to know
that separate appeal was filed by the respondent department.

— Partmes,

1

~
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10.

" was not analysed by the OlO dt 19-04-2024 is fallacious for t that
was not analysed, Dy, L et aa.uglh% 5
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To the extent aggrieved with the impugned Order-in-Appeal bearing OIA No.
HYD-GST-SC-AP2-1123-24-25-GST dated 27-03-2025 passed by the
Respondent No. 1, 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 of judicial 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

The Petitioner respectfully submits that they were unaware of the filing of
appeal by the respondent No. 2 against the same OlO dt 19-04-2024 as copy of
such appeal were not served upon the Petitioner. The hearing intimations
though received but could not be attended as Petitioner was under mistaken
belief that such intimations pertain to the appeal of the Petitioner, which are
being pursued by their authorised representative around the same time. Even
the appeal filed by the Petitioner was decided to be withdrawn in order to settle
under the amnesty scheme in terms of 'sectién 128A of CGST Act, 2017 as
introduced through Finance Act (No. 2), 2024, Petitioner has no reasons to
ignore or neglect the proceedings of appeal filed by the respondent department.
Passing of impugned order adversely effected the Petitioner inter alia revived
the demands dropped previously. Thus, the impugned order passed by the
Respondent No. 1 was passed without affording effective opportunity of being
heard to the Petitioner thereby in violative of the principles of natural justice.

Petitioner further submits that appeal filed by the revenue department vaguely

alleges that differences of amounts taken in previous SCN and second SCN

Fot
grine®,
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respondents had all the relevant returns, documents, statements and evidence
which were analyzed during the course of audit by the respondent and dealt
with while raising the first SCN. That being a case, averment raised by the
respondent in their appeal that it was not analyzed is untrue and contrary to the
basic procedure of the audit by the respondent department. Even at appellate
stage, the impugned order came to be passed with similar mistake of
assumption and without considering the materials and dbcuments available on
record thereby the impugned order is arbitrary, erroneous, bad in law and
against the principles of natural justice and the order is liable to be set aside for
this reason alone.

11. Petitioner further submits that éxcept extracting the grounds of appeal urged by
Respondent no. 2, impugned OlA has not given any reasons for agreeing with
the grounds urged in their appeal thereby the impugned order is non-reasoning
and non-speaking order which is violative of principles of natural justice. The
appellate authority should have given reasons for either accepting or not
accepting the pleadings and mere reproduction of the grounds in the order
would serve no purpose. In this regard, relied on Kranti Associates (P)

Ltd. v. Masood Ahmed Khan (2010) 9 SCC 496.

Impugned order, has confirmed the demand on the issues which are already
verified and concluded for the same period, is illegal, wholly without
jurisdiction and bad in law:

12. Petitioner submits that Respondent No. 1 passed the Impugned Order dated 27-
03-2025 received on 01.04.2025 inter alia confirming the very same demand
that has already been adjudicated in the Order-in-original bearing OIO No.
28/2023-24 (Sec-Adjn-ADC) (GST) dated 12.10.2023. That being the case, the
issuance of the SCN dated 29.12.2023 for very same issues covering the same

period as well as passing of the impugned order dated 27.03.2025 received on
Fo ESTATES :

~_—vawmex



14.

15.

/4
01.04.2025 1s patently 1llegal and without authority of law and is clearly not

permitted to reagitate the very same issues that are already adjudicated.

. Further, the term Audit as defined in Section 2(13) of GST Act, means

examination of records, returns and other documents maintained or furnished by
the registered person under this Act or the rules made thereunder or under any
other law for the time being in force to verify the correctness of turnover
declared, taxes paid, refund claimed and input tax credit availed, and to assess
his compliance with the provisions of this Act or the rules made thereunder.
Further, as per Audit Guidelines, it is imperative for the audit conducting officer
to verify returns with respect to availment of ITC viz., Section 17(5) compliance;
compliance to Section 16 and reconciliation of GSTR 1, GSTR 3B and GSTR 9
which should have been complied by earlier audit conducting officers who after
proper verification has raised certain demands which were agreed by the
Petitioner. The GST Audit Manual, 2019 (hereinafier referred to as GSTAM
2019) clearly explains the Objectives and Principles of audit under Chapter 2
which says “Basic principles of audit are- Conducting audit in a systematic and
comprehensive manner”.

Without prejudice to the above, the audit wing of Central tax has conducted the
detailed audit inter alia verified the records of sales and purchases and
reconcilied the differences between GSTR-1, GSTR-3B and GSTR-2A and
made certain observations which were finally culminated into issuance of earlier
SCN dated 19.05.2023. This step of verification is one of the basis features of
GST audit by the department as evident from the Para 5.5.4 & 5.8.3 of GST
Audit Manual, 2019 issued by CBIC. Relevant extracts are enclosed as
annexure 10. Having considered the same, the action of Respondents in raising

the very same issues again is improper.
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16. Petitioner submits that reopening of the already adjudicated assessment amounts

17.

18.

19.

to abuse of the process of law. In this regard, relied on Union of India v. Vicco
Laboratories 2007 (218) E.L.T. 647 (SC). Mere change of opinion regarding
quantification cannot be a ground to conduct one more proceeding for the same
tax period and subject matter. In any case, if the quantification was less in the
earlier proceedings nothing stopped the respondent department from issuing a
corrigendum to SCN. Having missed it or non-exercising of that option cannot
improve the case now through another proceedings, which are correctly dropped
by the respondent no. 2 in his O10 dt 19-04-2024.

It is further submitted that two assessments are not permissible in law for the
same period, especially on the same issue and same period. If for a particular
period and issue jurisdiction is exercised by the respondent, then they become
functus officio and cannot raise another demand. In this regard, rely on Duncans
Industries Ltd. v. CCE 2006 (201) E.L.T. 517 (SC).

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 show cause notices by two different
authorities for the same period on the same 1ssue.

Petitioner submits that this Hon’ble HC in case of Rays Power Infra Private
Limited vs. Superintendent of Central Tax 2024 (84) G.S.T.L. 146
(Telangana) (Para 17) held that once the entire tax is paid in accordance with
final audit report the provisions of Section 73(4) & 73(6) prevent any further
proceedings from being initiated. There is no whisper or allegation of any fraud
or wilful suppression or wilful misstatement by the Petitioner in the audit
findings or show cause notice or impugned order therefore impugned

proceedings cannot be initiated. GIRI ES S -

Partnet,

g
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20. Petitioner submits that this Hon’ble HC in WP No. 11449 of 2024 and WP No.

17990 of 2024, dealing with the similar case of making fresh demands for the
already audited peridd, stayed the demands. (Copy of the interim orders enclosed

as Annexure P-11)

Impugned OIO and SCN are not uploaded online which is a violation of Rule

142

21.

22,

23,

24,

The Petitioner submits that they have not received any summary of the demand
order in Form DRC-07 electronically till date, which is mandated as per Rule
142 (1) & (5) of CGST Rules, 2017 when an order is passed under Section 73 of
CGST Act, 2017. In this regard, the Petitioner submits that Rule 142(5) of
CGST Rules, 2017.

Petitioner submits that summary of the order in Form DRC-07 was neither
uploaded online nor served through speed post along with the Order. Thus, the
order is not issued in consonance with the Rules framed under this Act, and on
this ground alone, the entire order is liable to be quashed.

In this regard, Petitioner wishes to rely on the judgment of Hon’ble Madhya
Pradesh High Court in Mr. Akash Garg vs. The State of MP [2020-TIOL-2013-
HC-MP-GST]. Pettiioner further places his reliance on New Hanumat Marbles
vs State of Punjab (2023) 5 Centax 75 (P&H.) where writ petition was allowed
with liberty to the revenue to follow the procedure prescribed under rule 142 (D)
of the CGST Act and impugned demand is struck down and the matter is
remanded back to the Assessing Officer to pass fresh orders after issuing notice
as contemplated under rule 142(1) of the CGST Act and aﬁ”ord opportunity of
hearing to the petitioner(s) in accordance with law

Petitioner further submits that CBIC vide Instruction No. 4/2023-GST
[F.NO. 20016/41/2023 CBIC] dated 23-11-2023 has clarified that uploading the

SCN and its summary online is mandatory as per the GST provisions,
o1 EETP

."I\
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In absence of adherence to the statutory mandate, the impugned proceedings are void

ab initio and require to be dropped on this count alone.

Alleged differences are based on_assumptions and without verifying the

available records and applicable statutory provisions of law:

25.

26.

27,

The Petitioner submits that the differences arrived by the SCN were due to
selective reconciliation of the differences that is to say SCN has considered only
the months when there was excess tax declared in GSTR-1 but has ignored the
months where excess tax was declared in GSTR-3B. Thus, if the overall
difference across all months is considered (including months with excess tax in
GSTR-3B), the net differential for the audit period comes to only Rs.5,15,480/-,
which was already paid through DRC 03 on 09-08-219 vide ARN:
AD3608190006125.

The Petitioner further submits that the alleged differences in ITC was due to non
considering the updated GSTR-2A reports. Here again, the actual differential
amount stands remitted.

Without prejudice to the above, the Petitioner further contends that the said ITC
is rightfully eligible for the following reasons, despite the fact that the alleged
ITC 1s not reflected in GSTR-2A:

a. GSTR-2A caﬁnot be taken as a basis to deny the ITC in accordance with
Section 41, Section 42, Rule 69 of CGST Rules, 2017.

b. Finance Act, 2022 has omitted Section 42, 43 and 43A of the CGST Act,
2017 which deals ITC matching concept. Petitioner submits that the
substituted Section 38 of the CGST Act, 2017 now states that only the
eligible ITC which is available in the GSTR-2B (Auto generated statement)
can be availed by the recipient. Now, GSTR-2B has become the main
document relied upon by the tax authorities for verification of the accurate

ITC claims. Hence, omission of sections 42, 43 and 43A has eliminated the

concept of the pro'visional ITC claim proces mm;rsals.

_/‘W '
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. Once the mechanism prescribed under Section 42 to match
the provisionally allowed ITC under Section 41 is not in operation and has
been omitted by the Finance Act, 2022 the effect of such omission without
any saving clause means the above provisions was not in existence or never
existed in the statue.

. Section 38 read with Rule 60 had prescribed the FORM GSTR 2 which is
not made available till 30.09.2022. Notification No. 20 Central Tax dated
10th Nov 2020 has substituted the existing rule to w.e.f. 1.1.2021 meaning
thereby the requirement of Form GSTR 2 necessary in order to due
compliance of Section 38. In the absence of the said form, it was not
possible for the taxpayer to comply with the same. Further, Form GSTR 2
has been omitted vide Notification No. 19/2022- Central Tax dated
28.09.2022 w.e.f 01.10.2022.

. Section 42 clearly mentions the details and procedure of matching, reversal,
and reclaim of 1nput tax credit with regard to the inward supply. However,
Section 42 and Rule 69 to 71 have been omitted w.e.f. 01.10.2022.

. Rule 70 of CGST Rules 2017 which prescribed the final acceptance of
input tax credit and communication thereof in Form GST MIS-1 and Rule
71 prescribes the communication and rectification of discrepancy in the
claim of input tax credit in form GST MIS-02 and reversal of claim of
input tax credit. Further, Rule 70 has been omitted vide Notification No.
19/2022 Central Tax dated 28.09.2022 w.e.f 01.10.2022.

. It is submitted that neither the form has been prescribed by the law nor the
same has been communicated to the Petitioner therefore it is not possible to
comply with the condition given in Section 42 read with Rule 69, Rule 70

and 71. Hence, the allegation of the impugned notice is not co

Yot
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h. Fact that there is no requirement to reconcile the invoices reflected in
GSTR-2A vs GSTR-3B is also evident from the amendment in Section 16
of CGST Act, 2017 vide Section 100 of Finance Act, 2021. Hence, there is
no requirement to reverse any credit in the absence of the legal requirement
during the subject period.

1. Similarly, it is only Rule 36(4) of CGST Rules, 2017 as inserted w.e.f
09.10.2019 has mandated the condition of reflection of vendor invoices in
GSTR-2A with adhoc addition of the 20% (which was later changed to
10% & further to 5%). At that time, the CBIC vide Circular 123/42/2019
dated 11.11.2019 categorically clarified that the matching u/r. 36(4) is
required only for the ITC availed after 09.10.2019 and not prior to that.
Hence, the denial of the ITC for non-reflection in GSTR-2A is incorrect
during the subject period. l

J. The fact of payment or otherwise of the tax by the supplier is neither
known to Petitioner nor is verifiable by Petitioner. Thereby, it can be said
that such condition is impossible to perform and it is a known principle that
the law does not compel a person to do something which he cannot
possibly perform as the legal maxim ‘lex non-cogit ad impossibilia’.
Thereby it can be said that the condition which is not possible to satisfy,
need not be satisfied and shall be considered as deemed satisfied.

k. Section 41 allows the provisional availment and utilization of ITC, there is
no violation of section 16(2)(c) of CGST Act 2017
The above view is also fortified from press release dated 18.10.2018

m. Even if there is differential ITC availed, if the same is accompanied by a
valid tax invoice containing all the particulars specified in Rule 36 of

. CGST Rules and the payment was also made to the suppliers, the Petitioner
is rightly eligible for ITC. For NILGIRI ESTATES

____Ppertnert—
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n. Under the earlier VAT laws there were provisions similar to Section 16(2)
ibid which have been held by the Courts as unconstitutional.
28. In this regard, Petitioner relies on following decisions:

» Suncraft Energy Pvt. Ltd. vs. Assistant Commissioner 2023 (77)
G.S.T.L. 55 (Cal.) affirmed by Supreme Court as reported in 2024
(80) G.S.T.L. 225 (S.C))

> Diya Agencies v. State Tax Officer 2023 (9) TMI 955 - Kerala High
Court '

» D.Y. Beathel Enterprises Vs State Tax officer (Data Cell),
(Investigation Wing), Tirunelveli 2021(3) TMI 1020-Madras High
Court

» LGW Industries limited Vs UOI 2021 (12) TMI 834 -Calcutta High
Court

» Bharat Aluminium Company Limited Vs UOI & Others 2021 (6) TMI
1052 — Chhattisgarh High Court

» M/s. Sanchita Kundu & Anr. Vs Assistant Commissioner of State Tax
2022 (5) TMI 786 - Calcutta High Coﬁrt

Section _16(2)(aa) inserted vide Finance Act, 2021 is not applicable
retrospectively

29. Without prejudice to the above, the bar of Section 16(2)(aa) does not apply for

the period till 31.12.2021 as the sub-clause (aa) to Section 16(2) was inserted
vide Section 109 of Finance Act, 2021 which came into effect vide Notification

No. 39/2021-Central Tax dated 21.12.2022 \y 01.01.2022. Aeeerdimgly,

30. It is settled law that when the amendments are made prospectively, same cannot
be applied retrospectively moreover when the changes are made to the
substantive law and have_ effect of denying the vested right of the asses esy,

Reliance is placed on following decisions
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32

B |

a) Sales Tax officer, Ward-II vs. M/s. Oriental Coal Corporation 1988
Supp SCC 308;
b) Union of India and Anr. vs M/s. Intercontinental Consultants and
Technocrats Pvt. Ltd. 2018 (10) G.S.T.L. 401 (S.C.)
The petitioner submits that same is aptly covered under the legal maxim - Nora
constitutio futuris formam imponere debet non praeteritis — A new law ought to
be construed to interfere as little as possible with vested rights. The obvious
basis of the principle against retrospectivity was the principle of ‘fairness’,
which must be the basis of every legal rule.
This Hon’ble High Court in similar matter in WP No. 10187 of 2024 vide
interim order dated 19.04.2024, WP No. 21532 of 2024 vide interim
order dated 22.08.2024 and again in WP No. 26763 of 2024 vide
interim order dated 30.09.2024 had admitted the petition and granted the

interim relief

Passing of the ex-parfe impugned order denying the legitimate benefit of

amnesty under section 128A of CGST Act, 2017:

33.

The Petitioner submits that appeal filed by the Petitioner was withdrawn with an
intention to avail the benefit of the amnesty scheme and while the Petitioner was
waiting for the form to be filed online for settlement under amnesty scheme, the
passing of ex-parte impugned order came as surprise and creates the additional
liabilities to be paid which are in fact not liable to be paid as explained supra. in
terms of second proviso to the section 128A(1) of CGST Act, 2017 when any
order is applied for settlement, such settlement is subject to condition that
additional tax shall be paid under the scheme is order under settlement is
appealed under section 107(3) of CGST act, 2017. Resultantly, if the Petitioner
wants to settle under the scheme and without further appeal against the
impugned OIA, Petitioner now must pay additional tax determined by the first

.reSpondent by way of allowing the respondent department appeal ex parte. Thus,

e T ™
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impugned ex parte order depriving the legitimate benefit of the immediate
waiver and settlement under the amnesty scheme as per section 128A of CGST
Act, 2017.

Petitioner further submits that Rule 164(6) of CGST Rules, 2017 as amended
read with Notification No. 21/2024-C.T. dt 08-10-2024 specities that the last
date to make payment under amnesty scheme is 30-06-2025 and three months
payment date in terms of second proviso to section 128A(1) expires on 02-07-
2025. Thus, Petitioner humbly pleads before this Hon’ble HC to set aside
impugned ex-parte order and direct the first respondent to rehear the appeal so
as to ensure that Petitioner is given effective opportunity and also legitimate
waiver and settlement is availed under the amnesty scheme as per section 128A.
Further, the proper officer (respondent No. 2 herein) shall decide the application
within 3 months from the application in terms of rule 164(13) thereby Petitioner
humbly pleads before this Hon’ble HC to direct the Respondent No.2 for not
insisting the additional tax payments till the setting aside of the impugned ex

parte order.

Only efficacious remedy is to file the present Petition:

3.

36.

The Petitioner submits that there is no efficacious or alternative remedy
available as the impugned order is passed without jurisdiction, authority of law
and being violative of principles of natural justice. The Petitioner has been left
with no other efficacious alternative remedy but to challenge the impugned order
by way of this writ petition. The appeal remedy against the impugned order lies
before GST Tribunal, which was not formed yet and the impugned order is
creating additional tax obligations:, under the amnesty scheme which are in fact
not liable to be paid.

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

exception to alternative remedy and fit case for entertaining the di
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Court may be pleased to stay operation of impug;ne((:}l ASEHRTRE

15 "2,2

Hon’ble High court to invoke writ jurisdiction under Article 226. Hence, the

Petitioner prays to the Hon’ble High Court to set aside the impugned order.

. 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 alternative remedy except to approach the Hon’ble High Court under

Article 226 of the Constitution of India.

The entire cause of action has arisen within the jurisdiction of this Hon’ble Court.

This Hon’ble Court, therefore, has jurisdiction to entertain, try and dispose of

this petition.

For the above reasons, it is humbly prayed that the 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

i. Declaring that impugned Order-in-Appeal bearing OIA No. HYD-GST-
SC-AP2-1123-24-25-GST dated 27.03.2025 passed by the Respondent No.
1 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 violative of Articles 14, 19(1)(g) and 265 of the
Constitution of India, and to consequently set aside the same and/or pass
such further or other order(s) as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and
proper in the circumstances of the case.

ii.  Directing Respondent No. 1 to serve a copy of the appeal memo filed by
Respondent no. 2 and afford an opportunity of being heard before any
decision is taken on the appeal filed by Respondent no. 2 and/or pass such
further or other order(s) as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and proper in
the circumstances of the case.

Pending disposal of the writ petition, it is humbly prayed that this Hon’ble
cal bearing OlA
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No. HYD-GST-SC-AP2-1123-24-25-GST dated 27-03-2025 passed by the
Respondent No. 1 and/or pass such further or other order(s) as this Hon’ble Court
may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

Pending disposal of the writ petition, it is humbly prayed that this Hon’ble
Court to permit the Petitioner to file application under amnesty scheme without
additional tax payment arising out of the impugned OIA No. HYD-GST-SC-AP2-
1123-24-25-GST dated 27-03-2025 passed by the Respondent No. 1 and/or pass
such further or other order(s) as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and proper in the

TATES '
circumstances of the case. 1.GIRL ES

Deponent

Solemnly affirmed and signed

hul
on this the MA day ofJu::&OZS

Hyderabad
BEFORE ME

ADVOCATE/HYDERABAD

VERIFICATION STATEMENT

I, Soham Satish Modi, S/o Shri Satish Modi, aged about 55 years,
residing at Plot NO. 280, Road No. 25, Jubliee Hills, Hyderabad- 500034 do hereby
verify that the facts stated above in the Affidavit filed on support of the writ

petition as true and correct to the best of my knowledge, infonnationﬁget
Verified on this the ay of Jume 2025 b A

COUNSEL \/ME PETITIONER
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Passed by: Shri. B Vijay, IRS. Additional Commissioner of Appeals- 1l

SERIPI/PREAMBLE

1 v safeis 1 w8 wRv o S el B, el & P swim i R Rgss doi |
This copy is granted free of cost fm'.tlue private use of the person to whom it is issued.
1 T s A e i o afi Ay v e i, 2017 % Ban 1105 vy TR Sdu TR T S R

STEFR 2017 91 YR 112 () F TR SRS O s WA S o v O e s 2017
1Y 109 & 7E4 o Sugss andely e B e s R & e v e e gt o
o -afit it s faaTe-u et A @ ww w1, el e s v B 1wt e o ove Rells
I # 9 v 8, s, uie Rl 100 ¥ wew 1w iy 7 8 wude ¥ auy R o o R
S & e sndie onR @ o1 v § ol widiowal @) 9 o 9 B 3 @) e & ok ardle
clieedl ive.os WK H gow B S TR | 18w 9 ue s o, o e dl g Pan 10 ) F
%ﬁh%mwmwmmmgﬁ,mmmmﬁmmw%mm
(SO

Any person aggrieved by this order, may under Section T12(1)of the Contral Goods and Services Tax
(CGST) Act 2017, read with Rule 110 of the CGST Rules, 2017; file an appeal electronivally or otherwise,
to the appropriate State / Area Bench of the Appellate Tribural constituted under Sec 109 of the CGST
Act 2017 in cases not involving 'place of supply’ as one of the disputed issues. Where the ‘place of
supply” is one of the disputed issues, the appeal shall be filed with the National / Regional bench
constitaled under the said See 109. The appeal should be filed in Form GST APL-05 within 3{three)
months fron the date orwhich the order sought to be appealed against is commmunicaled to the person
preferring the appeal, The appeal shall be signed in the manaer specified under Rule 26, enclosing a
certified copy of the order, the preseribed fee under Rule 11005) if applicable, and any olher relevant.
documents.

3 a%g ud Sar R Pgg, 2017 S Pom 1o & ey ol S g W dn s sl oy SRz @ F
e HrgE G Wi i gitedite T o Fen ¥, i avg v far s P 2007 6w
-z-@%?mnﬁammﬁ%wmmf&a%%ﬁm%m%ﬁwmﬁ,mﬁ‘yﬂtﬁaﬁ
e foareaw gl & 9 v T 8, ol B 9 e € ) ol gl ) oo ReRe el dR
§, ordier, guies U 109 % o e g 7 g6 el ¥ T AR @) SR e ¥ Ry
| i Ay B 9 28 § OR ol 0 31 RN D 6 () e & SieT andle Slieed ooy o7 il K e
ST SR e B Wy ey Y i it e o Hi craew vem E | Byl sl & vendu s
wd et T ST 207 W AW 112 6% WY WEREE 110 () F smER e uliee -06 B A
S & 45 241 8 Sar o T o o va W R 26 B AT 7 2 eeenar R ol

Tise officer authorized by the Commissioner under Sec 112(3) of the CGST Act 2017, read with Rule 111
of the CGST Rules, 2017; file an appeal electronically or otherwise, lo the State / Area Bench of the |
Appellate Tribunal constituted under Sec 109 of the CGST Act 2017 in cases nol involving “place of
supply” a5 ane of the disputed issues. Where the 'place of supply’ is one of the dispuied issues, the
appeal shall be filed with the National / Regional bench constituted under the said Sec 109. The appeal
shouid be filed in Form  GST APL-07 within 6 {(s1:) months of the date of issuance of the disputed
order, The appeal shall enclose a certified copy of the order, and any other relevant documents. The
cross objections to the departmental appeal shall be fifed within 45 days of communicating it in Form
GET APL-06 in terms of Rule 110(2) read with Sec 112(5) of the CGST Act 2017 and signed i the

manner specified in Rude 26, |

Yo AR whitemn & o § ug v mwm F oty & mieew iy somRiey & e e
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(if) The appellate tribunal has not besan constituted in view of the order by Madrag High Court in case
of Revenue Bar Assn. v. Union of India and therefore the appeal rannot be filed within three months
front the date on which the order sought to be appealed against is communicated. In order v remove
difficulty arising in giving effect to the above provision of the Act the Guvernment, on the
recommendations of the Council, has issued the Central Goods and Services Tax (Ninth Removal of
Dificulties) Order, 2019 dated 03.12.2019. It has eon pravided through the said Order that the appeal
to Erfbunal can be made within three months {six months i case of appeals by the Government) from
the date of communication of order or date on wiich the President or the State President, as the case
may be, of the Appeliate Tribunal enters office, whichever is later.

4. W 112 () SR, U 112 (1) $9eE 98 & F e E e iwem e () et
Sy TS, S, IR, e § GRS OR oY @, W T R W e a § A @) 99
s P w3 i G S S, B TR YR 107(6)t Stee e w1 & ifife, R w
g R cow e gl e A et

Tn terms of Sec FL2(8), no appeal shall be filed under See 1172(1) unless the appeilant has paid (&) in
[}, such part of the amound of tax, intevest, fine, fee and penalty arising from the impugred
order, as is admitied by him, and {b) a sum equal to 20% of the remaining amount of tax in
dispute, in addition to the amoun paid wnder Sec 107(6), arising from the sald order, inrelalion to
which the appeal has been filed.

5.40) umzzz(z_)2-7'ﬁf:aaﬁé’&*@ft&?ﬁﬁammsw@m@mmmﬁzm@@“mmmmw&a?ﬁﬂ
Py 110 (5) 3 ET oRE U1 112 (10) 5 SRR S Ry o T e / il TR 6 TRE
e & w aftieen 3. Ui SR I & el o/ S e iee & Ui U e vy @ T
¥, UE O YE W EY 1 §E ey e ¥ ot o e it ¥ e ordfer o @ 9w
Fyyiies wis, e 1 G T o |

The application under Sec T12(3) shall bear a non-judicial rourt fee stamp of value Re8 (Rupres Five
only). In terms of Sec 112(10) read with Rule 110{8), an application for appeal / restoration of appenl
bhefore e Appellate Tribunal shall be accompanied by a foe of One thousand rupas for every ona fakh
rupees of Lax or input tax credit involved or the difference in tax or input tax credit involved or the
amount of fine, fee or peraily defermined in the erder appealed against, subjoct to & maximum of
twenty five thousand rupees

5.(ii) SRR SR 112 # 3 wr (6) sl g srenvdl 8 e i wes § w9 e 4 e

Ny fee is payabie in respect of the Memorandum of Crass Objections referred to in sub-sec (5} of Sec

112 ibid.
5 (i) eﬁr 112 & sk srge T g sl RieR B g o e A a7 I Yew od 8
B ¥

No fee is payable in case of an apphication filed by the officer authorized by the Comnussioner to file
an appeal under Sec 112(3).

& %@&Wﬂﬁéﬁmsﬂ%ﬁmmwﬁﬁ%ﬂmuﬁamﬁéﬁamﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁamﬁaﬁw@ﬁ?
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Atfention is invited fo the provisions governing these and other refated matters, contained in the
Contral Gonds & Services Act, 2017 and the rules made / notifications issued thereunder, for
compliange.
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OIA No, HYD-GST-80-AP2-1123-24-25-G8T

Appellant | Assistant Commissioner of Central Tax, Secunderabad GS8T

Division, Secunderabad GST Commissionerate, Hyderabad.
Respondent | M/s Nilgiri Estates, 20 Floor, 5-4-187/3 and 4, Soham
Mansion, MG Road, Secunderabad, Telangana-500003.

These proceedings arise out of an appeal filed by the Assistant Commissioner
of Central Tax, Secunderabad GST Division, Secunderabad GST Commissionerate,
Hyderabad (hereinafter referred to as ‘appellant department’ against Order-in-
Original No. 23/2024-25-Adin(GST) GST-Adin), dated 19.04.2024 (hereinafter
referred to as ‘impugned order) passed by the Assistant Commissioner of Central
Tax, Secunderabad GST Division, Secunderabad GST Commissionerate, Hyderabad
(hereinafter referred to as ‘original authority’} in the case of M/s Nilgiri Estates, 2nd
Floor, 5-4-187/3 and 4, Soham Mansion, MG Road, Secunderabad, Telangana—
500003 {hereinafter referred to as “respondent”).

STATEMENT OF FACTS

2)

A. The respondent having GSTIN 36AAHFNCO766F1ZA are engaged in the supply of
‘works contract services’ falling under HSN 00440334 & 00440410 with effect
from 01-07-2017.

B. Based on information received from the Telangana State GST authority, scrutiny
of the records of the tax payer was undertaken for the financial year 2018-19,

following discrepancy was noticed.

i, Under declaration of output tax on reconciliation of turnover in G8TR-01,
GSTR-3B, and GS8TR-9 for the year 2018-19.

i,  Excess availment of 1T7C on inward supplies on reconciliation of GSTR-9 for

the year 2018-19.

ifi. IHExcess reversal shown in G8TR-9 than the reversals shown in G8TR-3B for

the year 2018-19.

C. Accordingly, the original authority issued the Show Cause Notice No. 46/2023-24
dated 19-12-2023 asking the taxpayer as to why

(ij an amount of Rs. 27,66,974/(Rs. 13,83,487/-CGST and Rs13,83,487 /-
SGST) (Rupees Twenty Seven Lakhs Sixty Six Thousand Nine Hundred and

Seventy Four only}, as discussed supra in Para 2 should not be demanded
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from them under Section 73(1) of the CGST Act, 2017 and similar

provisions as laid in the TGST Act, 2017 read with Section 20 of IGST Act,
SOEE,

{iiy an amount of Rs. 20,63,272 /- {Rs.10,31,636/- CGST and Rs.
10,31,636/- SGST) (Rupees Twenty Lakhs Sixty-Three Thousand Two
Hundred and Seventy-Two only), as discussed supra in Para 3 should not
be demanded from them under Section 73(1) of the CGST Act, 2017 and
similar provisions as laid in the TGST Act, 2017 read with Section 20 of

IGST Act, 2017,

(iii} interest at the applicable rate should not be demanded from them on
tax demanded at (i) & (ii) above under Section 50 of CGST Act, 2017 read

with Section 20 of IGST Act and similar provisions under TGST Act, 2017,

(iv) penalty should not be imposed on them demands at {i) & (i}} above
under Sectionn 73 of CGST Act, 2017 read with Section 122{2){a) of CGST
Act, 2017 and Section 20 of IGST Act, 2017 and similar provisions under
TGST Act, 2017,

D. The Adjudicating Authority after due process of law passed the impugned order.

if.

iit.

vi.

1 drop the proceedings initiated in the show cause under Issue-1 in view of
the discussions and findings in Para 9 above.

I drop the proceedings initiated in the show cause under Issue-2 in view of the discussions
and findings in Para 10 above.

1 confirm ihe demand of Rs. 4,56,318/- (CGST: Rs.2,28,159/-8G8T: Rs.2,28,159/+)
(Rupees Four Lakh Fifty-Six Thousand Three Hundred and Bighteen Only), in respect of
Jssue-3, as discussed supra in Para -11 under Section 73{9) of the CGBT Act, 2017 and
similar provisions as laid down in the TGST Act, 2017 read with 8ection 20 of IGST Act,
2017,

I apprepriate the amount of Rs. 4,56,318/- {CGST: R$.2,28,159/-8GST: Rs.2,28,159/4)
(Rupees Four Lakh Fifty 8ix Thousand Three Hundred and Eighteen Only} which was
already paid by them vide DRC dated 07.01.2020 ynder Debit Entry No.
D13601200012760 and DRC dated 16.10.2020 under debil entry no. D135610200050832
towards duty confirmed at Sl.No. (i} above, under Section 73{9) of the CGST Act, 2017 and
similar provisions as laid down in the TGST Act, 2017 read with Section 20 of IGET Act,
2017,

{ confirm the demand of interest at the applicable rate from them on tax demanded at (4
above under Section 50 of CGST Act, 2017 read with Section 20 of IGST Act and similar
provisions under TGST Act, 2017,

1 confirm the demand of penalty from them on the demand at (i) gbove under Section
73(9) of CGST Act, 2017 read with Section 122(2)(z) of CGBT Act, 2017 and Section 20 of
1GST Act, 2017 and stmilar provisions under TGST Act, 2017,
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E. The impugned order was reviewed vide Review Order No. 222 /2024-25-GST (0I0)
dated 15.10.2024 passed by the Commissioner of Central Tax, Secunderabad GST
Commissionerate, Hyderabad and by virtue of powers vested under Section 107(2)
af the CGST Act, 2017, the original authority was authorised and directed to file
an appeal to this forum for correct determination of the following points arising

out of the impugned order:

i.  “set aside the impugned order-in-original to the extent of dropping the
demand of Rs.27,66,974/- (CGST-Rs.13,83,487/- and SGST-Rs,13,83,487/-
} vide Para 13{i) of the impugned Order-In-Original proposed in terms of
Section 73 of the CGST Act,2017 and TGST Act, 2017 for the reasons
cited supra;

confirm the demand of Rs.27,66,974/- (CGST-Rs.13,83,487/- and SGST-
Rs.13,83,487/} as proposed in the show cause notice under Section 7319
of the CGST Act, 2017 & TGST Act, 2017 along with Interest under
Section 50 of the CGST Act, 2017 & TGST Act, 2017 and impose
appropriate penalty under Section 73(9) read with Section 122(2)(a} of
the CGST Act, 2017 & TGST Act, 2017 for the reasons cited supra;

oy
Py
»

iil.  set aside the impugned orderin-original to the extent of dropping the
demand of Rs.16,06,954/ [CGST-Rs.8,08,477/ and SGST-Rs.8,03,477/)
fincluded in the total amount of Rs.20,63,272/- (CGST-Rs. 10,831,636/,
8GE871:10,831,636/-) demanded vide Para 5(ii] of the impugned show cause
notice}} vide Para 13{ii} of the impugned Order-In-Original proposed in
terms of Seclion 73 of the CGST Act,2017 and TGST Act, 2017 for the
reasons cited supro;

iv.  confirm the demand of Rs.16,06,954/ [CGST-Rs.8,03,477/- and SGST
Rs. 8,053,477/} as proposed in the show cause notice under Section 73(9}
of the CGST Act, 2017 & TGST Act, 2017 along with Interest under
Section 50 of the CGST Act, 2017 & TGST Act, 2017 and impose
appropriate penally under Section 73{9) read with Section 122(2)(a) of
the CGST Aet, 2017 & TGST Act, 2017 for the reasons cited supra;

v. Pass such other orders as deemed fit.”

GROUNDS OF APPEAL
3)

&, The impugned Order-In-Original does not appear to be legal and proper to the
extent of dropping the demands in the issues of ‘Under declaration of output tax on
reconciliation of turn over in GSTR-01, GSTR-3B and GSTR-9 for the year 2018-19°
and Txcess availment of ITC on inward supplies on reconciliation of GSTR-  for
the year 2018-19" stating that on the same issues, a show cause notice was issued

earlier and adjudicated by the Additional Commissioner, Secunderabad GST
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Commissionerate, for the following reasons:

GIA No, HYD-GST-8C-AP2- 1 122-24-25-G87T

Under declaration of output tax on reconciliation of turpover in GS’{’}%{}L%

GSTR-3B and GSTR-9 for the year 2018-19

B. In the impugned Show Cause Notice, it was alleged that the tax payer has not
correctly declared tax on his outward supplies on reconciliation of turnover in GSTR-
01, GSTR-3B and GSTR-9 for the financial year 2018-19 and an amount of Rs.
27,66,974/- (CGST-Rs.13,83,487 /- and SGST-Rs. 13,83,487 /-) was demanded under
Section 73 of CGST Act, 2017/TGST Act, 2017 along with interest under Section 50
of CGST Act, 2017 /TGST Act, 2017 and penalty also was proposed under Section 73
of CGST Act, 2017 /TGST Act, 2017 read with Section 122(2)(a) of CGST Act, 2017.

C.  Whereas vide Para 13 (i) of the impugned Order-In-Original, the Adjudicating
Authority dropped the proceedings initiated in the show cause notice holding that on
the same issue as detailed at Para 3.2.1 above, a show cause notice was issued by
the Additional Commissioner, Hyderabad Audit-Il Commissionerate vide Show Causs
No. 06/23-24 dated 19.05.2023 in C.No. V/Audit-II/C-1/26/2021~ 22/CGr-15 and the
same was adjudicated by the Additional Commissioner, Secunderabad GST
Commissionerate vide OI0 No.28/2023-24 {Sec-Adjn-ADCHGST), dated 12. 10.2023.

D. However, as observed from the said OlO dated 12.10.2023 passed by the
Additional Commissioner, Secunderabad GST Commissionerate vide OIO No.
28/2023-24 (Sec-Adin-ADC){GST), demand was made for tax Hability of CGST &
SGST of Rs 27,16,554/- [CGST-Rs. 13,58,227 /-, SGST-Rs.13,58,227/-) pertaining
to the Financial Year 2018-19 and the same has been confirmed along with
applicable interest and penalty which is less than the current demand i.e.
Rs.27,66,074/- (CGST-Rs.13,83,487/- and SGST-Rs.13,83,487/-) proposed in the
impugned Show cause notice pertaining to the current order-in-criginal, but the
adjudicating authority dropped the demand without proper verification of the facts of
the issue and without assigning any reasons for the difference in tax demanded,

which does not appear (o be legal and proper.

Encess availment of ITC on inward supplies on reconciliation of GETR-9 for the
vear 2018-19 for an amount of Rs.16,06,954/- {CGST-Rs.8,03,477/- and SGST-
Re.8.03.477/-)

E. In the impugned Show Cause Notice, it was alleged that the tax payer has not
correctly availed input tax on his inward supplies on reconciliation with GSTR-09 for
the financial year 2018-19 and an amount of Rs.16,06,054 /- (CGST-Rs.8,03,477 /-

Page 6 of 10
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OIA No. HYD-GST-8C-AP2-1123-25-25-GST

and SG8T-Rs.8,03,477 /- (included in the total amount of Rs.20,63,272 /- {CGST-Rs.
10,31,636/-, SGST:10,31,636/-) demanded vide Para S(ii} of the impugned show
cause notice)} was demanded under Section 73 of CGST Act, 2017/TGST Act, 2017
along with interest under Section 50 of CGST Act, 2017/TGST Act, 2017 and penalty
also was proposed under Section 73 of CGST Act, 2017/TGST Act, 2017 read with
Section 122(2)fa) of CGST Act, 2017.

F. Whereas vide Para 13 (i) of the impugned Order-In-Original, the Adjudicating
Authority dropped the proceedings initiated in the show cause notice holding that on
the same issue as detailed at Para 3.3.1 above, a show cause notice was issued by
the Additional Commissioner, Hyderabad Audit-ll Commissionerate vide Show Cauise
No. 06/23-24 dated 19.05.2022 in C.No. V/Audit-I1/C-1/28/2021- 22/Gr-15 and the
same was adjudicated by the Additional Commissioner, Secunderabad GS8T
Commissionerate vide 010 No.28/2023-24 (Sec-Adjn-ADC)(GST), dated 12.10.2023.

G. However, as observed from the sajid QIO dated 12.10.2023 passed by the
Additional Commissioner, Secunderabad GST Commissionerate vide 0OIO No.
28/2023-24 (Sec-Adjn-ADC)(GST), demand was made for tax liability of CGST &
SGST of Rs 18,65,370/- (CGST-Rs. 9,32,685/-, SGST-Rs. 9,32,685/-) pertaining to
the Financial Year 2018-19 and the same has been confirmed along with applicable
interest and penalty. However, it appears that the adjudicating authority erred in
dropping the current demand of Rs. 16,06,954/- without going into merits of the
issue and without verifying whether the said amount of Rs. 16,06,954/- demanded
in the impugned show cause notice of the current QIO is involved in the said amount
of Rs.18,65,370/~ which was confirmed along with applicable interest and penalty
vide old OO No. 28/2023-24 (Sec-Adjn-ADC)(GST), dated 12.10.2023. QIO does not

appear to be legal and proper to this extent.

PERSONAL HEARING: -

4] Following the principles of natural justice, three opportunities for Personal
Hearing were given to respondent on 29.01.2025, 07.03.2025 and 18.03.2025.
However, the respondent neither availed the opportunity of attending personal

hearing nor submitted any reply to the appeal.

FINDINGS:
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5) I have gone through records of the case, impugned 010 and Grounds of

%

appeal.
The issues in the instant case alongwith findings of the 010, Contentions in
the Appeal memo and my findings are discussed hercunder :

A} Under declaration of output tax on reconciliation of turnover in GSTR-01, GESTR-38

and GSTR-9 for the year 2018-19

It was alleged in the Show Cause Notice that the rcépondent has not correctly
declared tax on his ouiward supplies on reconciliation of turnover in GE8TR-C1,
GSTR-38 and GSTR-9 for the financial year 2018-19 and an amount of Rs.
07,66,974/- (CGST-Rs.13,83,487/- and SGST-Rs.13,83,487/-) was demanded under
Section 73 of CGST Act, 2017/TGST Act, 2017 along with interest under Section 50
of CGST Act, 2017 /TGST Act, 2017 and penalty also was proposed under Section 73
of CGST Act, 2017 /TGST Act, 2017 read with Section 122(2){a) of CGST Act, 2017.

The Adjudicating Authority dropped the proceedings initiated in the show
cause notice holding that on the same issue , a show cause notice was issued by
the Additional Commissioner, Hyderabad Audit-1I Commissionerate vide Show Causc
Notice No. 06/23-24 dated 19.05.2023 in C.No. V/Audit-11/C-1/28/2021- 22/Gr-15
and the same was adjudicated by the Additional Commissioner, Secunderabad GST
Commissionerate vide 010 No.28/2023-24 (Sec-Adin-ADCHGST), dated 12.10.2023

confirming the said demand.

Appellant contested that as observed from the said OIO dated 12.10,2023
passed by the Additional Commissioner, Secunderabad GST Commissionerate vide
010 No. 28/2023-24 (Sec-Adjn-ADC)(GST], demand was made for tax liability of
CGST & SGST of Rs 27,16,554/- (CGST-Rs. 13,58,227/-, SGST-Rs.13,58,227/-)
pertaining to the Financial Year 2018-19 and the same has been confirmed along
with applicable interest and penalty which is less than the current demand ie.
Rs.27,66,974/- (CGST-Rs.13,83,487/~ and SGST-Rs.13,83,487/-) proposed in the
impugned Show cause notice pertaining to the current order-in-original, but the
adjudicating authority dropped the demand without proper verification of the facts ol

the issue and without assigning any reasons for the difference in tax demanded.

B) Excess availment of ITC on inwazd 'ay_ggii&& on reconcilistion of GSTR-9 for the year
2018-19 for an amount of R5.16,06,954/- {CGST-Rs.8.03,477/- and BEST-
Rs.8,03.477/).

1t was alleged in the Show Cause Notice that the tax payer has not correctly
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availed input tax on his inward supplies on reconciliation with GSTR-00 for the
financial year 2018-19 and an amount of Rs. 16,06,954/- (CGST-Rs.8,03,477/-
and SGST-Rs.8,03,477/-) (included in the total amount of Rs.20,63,272/~ (CGST-Rs.
10,31,636/-, SGST:10,31,636/-) demanded vide Para 5{ii) of the impugned show

. cause notice)) was demanded under Section 73 of CGST Act, 2017/TGST Act, 2017

along with interest under Section 50 of CGST Act, 2017/TGST Act, 2017 and penalty
also was proposed under Section 73 of CGST Act, 2017/TGST Act, 2017 read with
Section 122(2){a} of CGST Act, 2017.

The Ad}‘udicatingv Authority vide impugned Order-In-Original dropped the
proceedings initiated in the show cause notice holding that on the same issue, &
show cause notice was issued by the Additional Commissioner, Hyderabad Audit-1l
Commissionerate vide Show Cause No. 06/23-24 dated 19.05.2023 in C.No.
V/Audit-11/C-1/28/2021- 22/Gr-15 and the same was adjudicated by the Additional
Commissioner, Secunderabad GST Commissionerate vide OIO No.28/2023-24 (Sec-
Adin-ADCHGST), dated 12,10.2023,

Appellant contested that as observed from the said OIO dated 12.10.2023

 passed by the Additional Commissioner, Secunderabad GST Commissionerate vide

OI0 No. 28/2023-24 (Sec-Adjn-ADC)(GST), demand was made for tax liability of
CGST & SGST of Rs 18,635,370/~ (CGST-Rs. 9,32,685/-, 8GST-Rs. 9,32,685/-
pertaining to the Financial Year 2018-19 and the same has been confirmed along
with applicable interest and penalty. However, it appears that the adjudicating
authority erred in dropping the current demand of Rs. 16,06,954/- without going
into merits of the issue and without verifying whether the said amount of Rs.
16,06,954/~ demanded in the impugned show cause notice of the current OIO is
involved in the said amount of Rs.18,65,370/- which was confirmed along with
applicable interest and penalty vide old QIO No, 28/2023-24 (Sec-Adjn-ADC){GST),
dated 12.10.2023.

Respondent in this regard neither submitted any reply nor availed the
opportunity to attend personal hearing.

In view of the contentions raised in the Appeal memo, I found that the

Adjudicating Authority has erred jn dropping the demand of Rs. 27,66,974/-
{CGST-Rs.13.83,487/- and SGST-Rs.13.88.487/.) towards Upder declaration of
output tax on reconciliation of turnover in GSTR-01, GSTR-3B and GSTR-9 for

the wvear 2018-19 and Excess availment of ITC opn inward supplies on
reconciliation of GSTR-9 for the vear 2018-19 for an amount of Rs,16,06,954/-
{CGST-Rs.8,08,477/- and SGST-Rs.8,03,477/ .
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. 5 "
In view of the above findings and discussion, I pass the following order

ORDER

fiwmga Yt /¥
3% g (3rdter-on) fAE}I)ITiC}NAL Qfﬁmmﬁz@ﬁ’m@mpm‘%gm

(it W kwf

i Assistant Commissioner, Secunderabad GST Division, Secunderabad GST
Commissionerate, Hyderabad.
2 M/s Nilgiri Estates, 2nd Floor, 5-4-187/3 and 4, Soham Mansion, MG Road
4 Secunderabad, Telangana-500003
Copy submitted to

1. The Commissioner of Customs and Central Taxg,

Sccunderabad GST
Commissionerate, Hyderabad

2. Master copy

Sdf-
@ Taem) / (B VIJAY)
TR STYEd (3TE-11) /| ADDITIONAL COMMISSIONER (APPEALS-II)
TG / HYDERABAD
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6/16/25, 3:49 PM Mail - Narapuram Ranga Sumanth - Outlook :
LY
tds Outlook '3 ’

Fw: ...intimation in R/o of Appeal filed by the Department in R/o of M/s Nilgiri Estates, against Order
No.23/2024-25-Adjn-GST, Appeal No. 218/2024(SC)DGST-Regarding

From gst modi <gst@modiproperties.com>
Date Fri 18-Apr-25 3:59 PM
To  Doni Sreeja <sreeja@hnaindia.com>

Cc  Mamillapalli Kurumurthy <kurumurthy@hnaindia.com>; Narapuram Ranga Sumanth
<sumanth.r@hnaindia.com>

You don't often get email from gst@modiproperties.com. Learn why this is important

Regards,

M Jayaprakash

Sr.Manager - Finance & Accountants| +91 95022 88200 jayaprakash@modiproperties.com
Modi Properties Pvt. Ltd. | www.modiproperties.com

5-4-187/ 3 & 4, M G Road, Secunderabad - 03 | +91 40 66335551

Don't just buy a flat or villa! Buy a great lifestyle!

We build affordable flats & villas in gated communities.

~~~~~ Forwarded Message -~

From: APPEALS 1 <appeals1.hydgst@gmail.com>

To: "gst@modiproperties.com” <gst@modiproperties.com>

Sent: Tuesday, March 11, 2025 at 04:27:43 PM GMT+5:30

Subject: ...intimation in R/o of Appeal filed by the Department in R/o of M/s Nilgiri Estates, against Order No.23/2024-
25-Adjn-GST , Appeal No. 218/2024(SC)DGST-Regarding

Sir/Madam,

FHOT IR g &1 Hg o |

Kindly refer to the above subject matter.

3 6y H, 43 oS! U8 YR B3 @1 Fiw gen § 5 sifaRen omyeg erfial emgeem, 7 Hitre, shuad e,
TSN, BERTEIG - 500004 & e Sl Gars & forw dRRT SR ifa argwre i 18/03/2025 1 e e

In this regard, | am directed to inform you that the third and final opportunity for personal hearing before
the Additional Commissioner Appeals-| Commissionerate, 7th Floor, GST Bhavan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad -
500004 has been scheduled on : 18/03/2025.

SO SRTY § 5 g afarer viie & afderTa Goars & g SuRiG 1 B pur sl

You are requested to appear for the personal hearing in virtual mode.

IY3{c] UlL.UT, [daR0T/virtual PH. Details

https://outlook.office.com/mail/id/AAMKADQOMGYyY TMyLTdmZDctNDQwZCO5NDILTIkMDFINmZhYmNIYQBGAAAAAAA2Y 7WRKRrPS4Yw.Jch. .. 1/4



6/16/25, 3:49 PM Mail - Narapuram Ranga Sumanth - Outlook g

feAIi®/Date % . 18/03/2025 .
fa1/pay . TR/ Tuesday
HH/Time

: 10:00 gaTg/A.M. T/to 06:00 3TRTE/P.M.

TUdh/Contact No. . 040-29700621

TEgd/Mobile

92105 90292 (4} 3FTHIF/Sh. Anmol)

@T’I/Email 1 cgst.hydappeals1@gov.in

Kindly inform the available time ( Between 10AM TO 6PM) on the above mentioned PH date so that link for attending Virtual
PH may be shared. In case you wish to attend the Personal Hearing only in Physical mode, the same may be informed along
with reasons and you may attend the Physical personal hearing on the above mentioned date.

ST

SUI-11 ST,
SheEet Wad, S2iRan,
BEXETE-500004

TUh: - 040-29700621
Regards,

Appeals | Commissionerate,
GST Bhavan, Basheerbagh,
Hyderabad-500004.

On Thu., 27 Feb 2025 at 10:54, APPEALS 1 <appeals1.hydgst@gmail.com> wrote:
Sir/Madam,

UG IURIa fawd &1 ey o

Kindly refer to the above subject matter.

3 e T, G 3D T8 Yiod S &1 6= gofl & & sifaled smge sidier-| smgaied, 74t AfSid, SiTrel v,
TR, ZERTETE - 500004 F GHIef AR GaTE & 7Q THERT 3R HfAH s fsie 07/03/2025 H fam smem |

In this regard, | am directed to inform you that the third and final opportunity for personal hearing before
the Additional Commissioner Appeals-l Commissionerate, 7th Floor, GST Bhavan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad -
500004 has been scheduled on : 07/03/2025.

O SFRIY & T 3y aare Hie B JafaaTa gars & o SRR g &1 $uT |

You are requested to appear for the personal hearing in virtual mode.

ﬁ&_ﬂtﬁw fdaR0T/Virtual P.H. Details
feAid/Date . 07/03/2025

ﬁ:[/Dav :  HaRr/Friday

https://outlook.office.com/mail/id/AAMKADQOMGYyY TMyLTdmZDctNDQwZC O5NDILTIKMDFINmZhYmNIY QBGAAAAAAA2Y7TWRKRrPS4YwJch. .. 2/4



6/16/25; 3:49 PM Mail - Narapuram Ranga Sumanth - Outlook

R Time ‘aq

TUdh/Contact No. : 040-29700621

HIST8d/Mobile

: 10:00 GaTg/A.M. T/to 06:00 HTRTE/P.M.

92105 90292 (4 3FH@/Sh. Anmol)

SHA/Email . cgst.hydappeals1@gov.in

Kindly inform the available time ( Between 10AM TO 6PM) on the above mentioned PH date so that link for attending
Virtual PH may be shared. In case you wish to attend the Personal Hearing only in Physical mode, the same may be
informed along with reasons and you may attend the Physical personal hearing on the above mentioned date.

STHRY

SUTE-11 ST,
STt HaH, RiRan,
REE1E-500004

U - 040-29700621
Regards,

Appeals | Commissionerate,
GST Bhavan, Basheerbagh,
Hyderabad-500004.

On Fri, 24 Jan 2025 at 15:09, <appeals1.hydgst@gmail.com> wrote:

Helgd/ Helad],
Sir/Madam,

U SURI fq5a &1 e o

Kindly refer to the above subject matter.

S et H, T3 3MUD! I8 Giod B BT SR g1 & b I8 i 310w imgae, srditer) smgaiery, 74t wisre, shoee
Ya, SR, BaRI6TG-500004 % THe fEH1w : 29/01/2025 B! sufgeta Grars & forg FufRa s g &1

In this regard, | am directed to inform you that the Appeal is posted for personal hearing before the Additional
Commissioner Appeals-l Commissionerate, 7th Floor, GST Bhavan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad - 500004 on :
29/01/2025

Y SR § T o aderar v & safekivTa Gars & R SuRa sR sl su i

You are requested to appear for the personal hearing in virtual mode.

ajawf U104, fqaR01/virtual P.H. Details

f&i®/Date : 29/01/2025
far/Day . §YdR/Wednesday
O/ Time : 10:00 YaTg/A.M. T/to 06:00 3HURTE/P.M.

https:/foutlook.office.com/mail/id/AAMKADQOMGYyY TMyLTdmZDctNDQwZCO5NDILTIKMDFINmZhYmNIY QBGAAAAAAA2Y 7TWRKRIPS4YwJch... 3/4



6/16/25, 3:49 PM Mail - Narapuram Ranga Sumanth - Outlook
TP/ Contact No. ' : MY/ Telephone : 040-29700621
&S/ Mobile : 92105 90292 (5t 3FHIG/sh.Anmol)

@H/Email . cgst.hydappealsl@gov.in

Kindly inform the available time { Between 10AM TO 6PM) on the above mentioned PH date so that link for attending
Virtual PH may be shared. In case you wish to attend the Personal Hearing only in Physical mode, the same may be
informed along with reasons and you may attend the Physical personal hearing on the above mentioned date.

G{I‘J{Iﬁ!Regards,

3{UTE-1 ST,
I é 1-laq-l' I ’
BERTEIE-500004

U - 040-29700621

Appeals | Commissionerate,
GST Bhavan, Basheerbagh,
Hyderabad-500004

Contact No: - 040-29700621

https:/loutlook.office.com/maillid/AAMKADQOMGYyY TMyLTdmZDctNDQwZC 05N DILTIKMDFiINmZhYmNIYQBGAAAAAAAZY7TWRKRIPS4YwJch... 4/4



EQD) S8k DodS 3§ ENNSE storg09H0 (293365 1)
7500888, GST B3N :LB AHo T&, 209828, Tresorers ,HS-500004
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS & CENTRAL TAX
APPEALS - I COMMISSIONERATE, HYDERABAD
7th Floor, GST Bhavan, L.B. Stadium Road, Basheer Bagh, Hydcrabad, PIN-500004, Telangana.
Ph: 040-23234219/e-Mail: hydappeals.two@gmail.com
Appeal No: 343 & 337/2024(5C)GST Date:18.02.2025

Appeal against the OlO No: 23/2024-25(GST-Adjn) & 25/2024-25(GST-Adjn)
Name of the Assessee: M/s. Nilgiri Estates & M/s. Vilfa Orchids. an

) ? / fr"{/uﬂ ":{}fﬁ/??
Name & Designation of Authorized Representative: CA Laxman Kumar. f /ﬁd ;k g&f&‘;

RECORD OF VIRTUAL PERSONAL HEARING (VPH) .

M/s. Nilgiri Estates (343/2024{SC)GST):

The Authorized representative appeared for the VPH today on 18.02.2025. He told that
he would withdraw the appeal as it is the case of interest and penalty.

Accordingly, the PH concluded.
M/s. Villa Orchids (337/2024(SC)GST):

The Authorized representative appeared for the VPH today on 18.02.2025. He explained
the submissions made in the appeal highlighting:

1. The fact of payment of Rs 1,03,856/- and DRCO3 submission & sought interest
/penalty waiver.

2. Non availment/utilization of ineligible ITC & sought 3 days to submit CAA
certificate also in support of his contention

Accordingly, the PH concluded.

(Vaishali Malhotra)

Commissioner (In-situ)
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HNA & CoLLP
Chartered Accountants
(Formerly known gs Hiregange & Associates LLP)

oo
FNDI1A

Date:28-03-2025

Teo
The Additional/ Joint Commissioner {Appeals-II} of Central Tax,
Hgrs Office, Tth Floor, L.B. stadium, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad-500004

Dear Sir,

Sub: Request for withdrawal of APL-01 vide Appeal n0.343/2024(SC)GST
Ref:

a) Personal Hearing intimation received through mail and attended on 18-02-2025.

b] Appeal filed against the order received in form vide OI0 Reference No. 23/2024-25 (GST
Adjn} dated 19.04.2024 periaining to M/s. Nilgiri Estates on 27-08-2024 physically to
the department.

¢] Order-In-Orginal issued vide Reference No. 23/2024-25 (GST-Adjn) dated 19.04.2024
pertaining to M/s. Nilgiri Estates for the FY 2018-19,

dj GSTIN: 36AAHFNO766F1ZA.

1. With reference to the above, we have been authorized by M/s. Nilgiri Estates to subimit an
appeal against the above-referred Order Dated 19.04.2024 but received on 24.04.2024 to
represent before your good office and to do necessary correspondences in the above referred

matter. A copy of the authorization alotig with proof of receipt of order is attached Lo the
appeal.

In above response we have filed an appeal in Form APL-01 against the 01O against above
referred along with the relevant supporting decuments. Further, we have also received the

personal hearing intimation asking us to appear before your good self and we have attended
the sarne on 18-02-2025.

In this regard, we would like to bring to your knowledge that we have made the payment
against the tux amount demanded in the order through the DRC-03 dated 16-10-2020 & G7-

¢ to submit that we are withdrawing the appeal that we have filed against

the Bypeal tz::u%t%z' er received in form vide OIO Reference No. 23/2024-25 (GET-Ading
* g




dated 19.04.2024 pertalning to M/s. Nighi Hstales on 27082024 physically to the
department, As we have discharged the tax Hability and for interest and penaily, we have
relied on section 1284,

Henee, we would request your good seif to consider the above submissions and drop further

procesdings o this regerd, We hope for a positive response in this regard,

We reguest you to kindly make a note that we are not agreeing for the demand sonfumed in
she ahaove-referred order but the payment is made considering the smount invelved. This
payment connol be considered as accepting the demand pa merits and we reserve the right

to contest the ssue in subsequent years.

We sincerely regret the inconvenience caused to you in this regesd. Kindly acknowledge the
receipt of the above and do the needfl

Thanking You
Yours trualy

For Mis. BN A & Co. LAF,
Chartered Accountanis

e P ——
LAKSHMAN L R B A

SUBAAR KADALL]

LaafEeda TR
e

A Lakshsan Bumear B
Pugtner

Enclosures

1 G0 Reference Nev-2372024- 25087 Adin] dated 18.04,2024
». Personed Bearing vecord daterd 18.02-2020
A, DRO-03 dated 16-010-2020 & 07-01-2020
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BERORE THE ADDITIONAL COMMISSIONER /JOINT COMMISSIONER
(APPEALS -11) OF CENTRAL TAX, HORS OFFICE, 7' FLOOR, L.B. STADIUM,
BASHERRBAGH, HYDERABAD - 500004.

Sub: Filing of Appeal against Order-in-Original vide 0I0: 23/2024-25 {GST-Adjn)
dated 19.04.2024 in the case of M/s. Nilgiri Estates.

wwwwww dat] MedT | DARTNER of M/s. Nilgiri Estates, hereby authorizes
and appoint [ N A & Co. LLP, Chartered Accountants, Bangalore or their partners and
qualified staff who are authorized to act as an authorized representative under the
relevant provisions of the law, to do all or any of the following acts: -

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

b. To sign, file verify, and present pleadings, applications, appeals, cross-
objections, revision, restoration, withdrawal, and compromise applications,
replies, objections and affidavits etc., as may be deemed necessary or proper
in the above proceedings from time to time.

¢. To Sub-delegate all or any of the aforesaid powers to any other representative
and I/ Appellant do herehy agree to ratify and confirm acts done by our above-
authorized representative or his substitite in the matter as my/our own

. ¥ oy 3
as if done by me/us for all intents and purposes. ST AY ”*'\j;
i

This authorization will remain in force till it is duly revoked l;gﬁﬁ;g{[ us \dles b

Executed this on 26.08.2024 at Hyderabad [\% o
/ £ ?ﬁﬁatgre"
ed Ao

I, the undersigned partner of M /s HN A & Co. LLP, Charte S *szﬁ.zrs%a:r&:, do E’u‘?i‘*t:h;ffzs"‘/'
declare that the said M/s H N A & Co. LLP is & registered finm of Chartered
Accountents, and all its pariners are Chartered Accountants holding certificate of
practice and duly qualified to represent in above proceedings under Section 116 of the
CGST Act, 2017. T accept the above-said appointment on behalf of M/s H N A & Co.
LLP. The firm will represent through any one or more of its partners or Staff members
who are qualified to represent before the above authorities,

Dated: 26.08.2024

Address for sexvice: For HNA & Co. LLP
HN A & Co. LLP Chartered Accountants
Chartered Accountants,

Tiims
4th Floor, West Block, Anushka Pride, Aétgﬁi’?{;zﬂff |
above Lawrence & Mayo, sf 1 }J‘

Road Number 12, Banjara Hills, man Kumas K
Hyderabad, Telangana 500034. Partner (M.No. 2417256)
I, Partner/employee/associate of M/s H N A & Co. LLP duly qualified to represent in

above proceedings in terms of the relevant law, also accept the above said
authorization and appointment.

si No. | Name 1wﬁﬁ%%§afion Mem. /Roll No. |
i Sudhir v § CA 219109 ~:
2 |VenkataPrasad? |  CA/LLB AP/3511/2023 | /=)
3 Srimannarayana S CcA K3 261612 e | Hyderabz |
- e —— e e g
- P T S B m— e
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