
THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE V. RAMASUBRAMANI AN 
 

&  
 

THE HON’BLE DR. JUSTI CE SHAMEEM AKTHER 

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .3 7 8 6  o f  2 0 1 9  

 

ORDER:  (Per Hon’ble Sri Just ice V. Ramasubramanian)  

 
 

Challenging the coercive steps taken by the respondents, for the 

recovery of the balance of the disputed tax, during the pendency of 

the second appeal,  the dealer has com e up with the above writ  

pet it ion. 

 

2. Heard Mr. Kailash Nath, learned counsel for the pet it ioner.  

Mr. J. Anil Kum ar, learned special standing counsel, takes not ice for 

respondents.  

 

3. The pet it ioner is a dealer under the Telangana VAT Act , 2005 

( for short  ‘the Act ’) .  He suffered an order of assessm ent  under the Act  

for the assessm ent  year 2006-07. The pet it ioner filed first  appeal.  

After suffer ing an order, the pet it ioner filed a second appeal before the 

Telangana VAT Appellate Tribunal. 

 

4. I n this process, the pet it ioner has already paid 50%  of the 

disputed tax. But  the respondents have init iated m easures for 

recovery of the balance 50%  forcing the pet it ioner to com e up with the 

above writ  pet it ion. 

 

5. Adm it tedly, the pet it ioner has paid 50%  of the tax and the 

appeal before the second appellate authority viz. Telangana VAT 

Appellate Tribunal is pending. Therefore, we are of the considered view 

that  the collect ion of the balance 50%  of the disputed tax can await  



 2  

the disposal of the second appeal. Hence, the writ  pet it ion is disposed 

of grant ing stay of collect ion of the balance of the disputed tax t ill the 

disposal of the second appeal by the Telangana VAT Appellate 

Tribunal. 

 

Consequent ly, pending m iscellaneous applicat ions, if any,  

shall stand closed.  There shall be no order as to costs. 

 

 

_____________________ 

V. RAMASUBRAMANI AN, J 

 

 

 

____________________ 

Dr. SHAMEEM AKTHER, J 
February 25, 2019 

DSK 


