
I N THE HI GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT HYDERABAD  
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THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE V. RAMASUBRAMANI AN 

AND 

THE HON’BLE MS. JUSTI CE J. UMA DEVI  

 

WRI T PETI TI ON No.40078 of  2018 

 

ORDER: (Per VRS,J.)  

Challenging a revisional assessment order passed under Section 

32(2) of the A.P. VAT Act, 2005, the dealer has come up with the above 

writ petition. 

2. Heard Mr. S. Dwarakanath, learned counsel for the petitioner 

and Mr. Shaik Jeelani Basha, learned Special Standing Counsel for the 

respondents. 

3. The main grievance of the petitioner is that the impugned 

revisional order of assessment, travels beyond the scope of the show 

cause notice dated 11.05.2015 and that even the deductions allowed in 

the show cause notice are now being added.  

4. The above contentions are borne out by record. I t is seen from 

the show cause notice dated 11.05.2015 that the proposal was for 

Rs.10,63,73,645/-. But the determination under the impugned order is for 

Rs.12,46,48,344/-. 

5. Similarly, the deduction towards turnover declared in CST 

returns for the period from November 2011 to March 2012, found in the 

show cause notice to the extent of Rs.20,12,51,345/- is not found in the 

final order. Therefore, the impugned order suffers from patent illegalities. 

Hence it is liable to be set aside. 

6. Accordingly, the writ petition is disposed of directing the 

petitioner to treat the impugned order as a revised show cause notice. 

The petitioner shall file their objections within a period of two weeks from 

the date of receipt of a copy of this order. Thereafter the revisional 
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authority shall fix a date for hearing and pass final orders within a further 

period of six weeks. There shall be no order as to costs. 

7. As a sequel, pending miscellaneous petitions, if any, shall stand 

closed.  

__________________________ 

JUSTI CE V. RAMASUBRAMANI AN  

 

__________________ 

JUSTI CE J. UMA DEVI  

12th November, 2018 

Js. 
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12 t h November, 2018 

 

Js. 

 

                                                                                                                                       


