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THE HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE V. RAMASUBRAMANIAN 

 AND  

THE HON’ BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI  

WRIT PETITION No.10479 of 2018 

 
ORDER:  (Per  V.Ramasubramanian, J) 

Challenging a revision of assessment  ordered under Sect ion 32(2) 

of the Telangana Value Added Tax Act , 2005, the Dealer has come up 

with the above writ  pet it ion.   

2.  Heard Mr.S.Krishna Murthy, learned counsel for the pet it ioner 

and Mr. J. Anil Kumar, learned Special Standing Counsel for the 

respondents. 

3.  The main grievance of the pet it ioner is that  though they have 

produced all the records to show that  the vehicles sold by them on 

second hand basis had suffered tax within the composite state of Andhra 

Pradesh, the Assessing Off icer has recorded as though no records were 

produced.  In the light  of such a specif ic grievance, we directed the 

learned Special Standing Counsel to produce the f ile relat ing to 

assessment .  The learned Special Standing Counsel submit ted that  

though some records are produced, not  all records are produced.  But , 

the fact  remains that  at  least  those records ought  to have been taken 

into account .   

4.  In the light  of the fact  that  even the submit ted records were 

not  taken into account , the writ  pet it ion is allowed and the impugned 

order is set  aside and the mat ter is remanded back to the revisional 

authority. The revisional authority may f ix a date for personal hearing 

before which date the dealer shall f ile all documents necessary to prove 

that  the vehicles sold by them on second hand basis had already suffered 

tax.  Thereafter, the revisional authority may pass orders afresh.     
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5. Consequent ly, miscellaneous pet it ions if  any pending shall 

stand dismissed.  No order as to costs. 

________________________ 
V. RAMASUBRAMANIAN, J 

 
                                     
                                                                                       
                                                                _______________________ 
                                                                ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J 
April 09, 2018 
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