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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD
(Special Original Jurisdiction)

FRIDAY, THE TWENTY EIGHTH DAY OF FEBRUARY
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE SUJOY PAUL
AND =
THE HONOURABLE SMT. JUSTICE RENUKA YARA

WRIT PETITION Nos.21101, 5763, 20418, 20827, 20903, 20943, 20997, 21765
22333, 22334, 22335, 22526, 22571, 22579, 22690, 23341, 26029, 29063, 29415,
29477 29756, 30022, 31003, 31008, 31025, 31918, 32265, 32914, 32984, 33003,
33054, 33070, 33072, 33086, 33260, 33765 33905, 33975, 34181, 34598, 35293,
235493 35503, 35510, 35581, 35593, 35630, 35736, 35904, 35964, 35987, 35989,
36045, 36366, 36375, 36385, 36402, 36421, 36425, 36471, 36581, 36613 36616,
36620 36682, 36705, 36730, 36759, 36763, 36776, 36786, 36795, 36799, 36836,
36837, 36910, 36945, 36969, 37051, 37059, 37107 and 37116 of 2024 & 14, 32,

89, 109, 123, 126, 129, 148, 160, 216, 268, 270, 273,

1721, 1764, 1774, 1796, 1825,_1998, 2106, 2114, 2116, 2139, 2142, 2170, 2212,
2217, 2246, 2360, 2363, 2530, 2681, 2700, 2716, 2720, 2750, 2780, 2794, 2348,
2864 2867, 2931, 2939, 2956, 2995, 3000, 3012, 3013, 3015, 3027, 3137, 3150,
3171, 3226, 3252, 4277 and 4491 0f 2025. © R

W.P.NO: 21101 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Bigleap Technologies and Solutions Pvt Lid, Rep by its Director Vinay
Kotra S/o Kotra Ram Rao Flat No.216, Levelll, 91, Bhuvana Towers, Sarojini
Devi Road. Above Mugdha - Showroom, Minerva Grand Hotel Building,
Secunderabad - 500 003. ' ' o

| ' | ..PETITIONER

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Principal Secretary, Commercial
. Taxes, Secretariat, Hyderabad ' !
2. The Commissioner of the Commercial Taxes Department, Telangana State,
Commercial Taxes Complex, Nampally, Hyderabad-500 001
3. The Assistant Commissioner of State Tax, M.G.Road-S.D,Road Circle, 4th

Floor, Pavani Prestige Complex, Ameerpet, Hyderabad-500 016
| ..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High 'Qourt may be

pleased to issue a direction or orders, more particularly in the nature of 3 Wit of




Mandamus or any other appropriate Writ, declaring the action of the Respondent

No.3 in 1ssuing th:: following Notices and Orders,

Notices:
" SI.No. wfﬁlmeht title Year Date Whether
signed
1 TTDRC01 201819 | 02022024 | o
2 ~ Surwmary notice of 2018-19 | 02:02.2024 |
Showcause i
3 DRCD1 1201920 | 14022024
4 © Summary ﬁotice of  ]2019-20 | 14.02.2024 | Neither
Showcause - ' physical nor
"BRC01 202021 | 17.022024 | 09"l signed
6 sUmﬁary'notice of  |2020-21 | 17.02.2024
Showcause
7 " DRC-01 20212271 19.02.2024
8 " Summary notice of 2021-22 | 19.02.2024
Showcause
9 ~ DRC-01 2022-23 | 20.02.2024
10 SumTary notice of 2022-23 | 20.02.2024
- --Showcaguse : o
11 DRG-01 | 2023-24 | 11.03.2024
12 Summary notice of Show | 2023-24 | 11.03.2024
cause
Orders;
F'Sl.No. Document title Year Date Whether
_ signed
13 - “IRE-07 - 2018-19-| 08.05.2024
14 Surnrary of order 2018-19 | 08.05.2024 DRC-07
_ . neither signed
157 TIRC07 2019-20 | 09.05.2024 S?;r:s;%ar:}’e
16 Summary of order 2019-20 ; 09.05.2024 summary
signed without




17 DRC-07 2020-21 [ 03.06.2024 digital
18 | Summary of order 502021 | 03.06.2024 signature
19 DRC-07 2021-22 | 18.05.2024
20 Summary of order 2021-22 | 18.05.2024
21 DRC-07 2022-23 | 04.06.2024
22 Summary of order | 2022-23 | 04.06.2024
23 DRCO7 202324 | 04.06.2024
24 Summary of order  {2023-24 | 04.06.2024

without signing the said documents digitally, and confirming the demand of
Rs.73.79 Crores (épproximately) of tax along wifh consequential demands of
interest and penalty (Exhibit P31)aga;nst the Petitioner Company and recovery
proceedings, including FORM GST DRC -13 dated 30.12. 2023, as void ab-initio,
without jurisdiction, illegal, arbitrary, and violation of Article 19(1)(g) and 300A of

the Petitioner.

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC pra'yin'g that in the circumstances stated
in the affidavit filed in support of the petmpn the High Court may be pleased to
grant stay against the operation of the followmg impugned Notices and Orders

Notices:
Sl.No. Document title Year Date Whether
| _ signed
1 DRC-01 1201819 | 02.02.2024
2 Summary notice of | 2018-19 | 02.02.2024
Showcause
3 DRC-01 2019-20 | 14.02.2024
4 Summary notice of 2019-20 14.02.2024 Neither
Showcause physical nor




) BRC-01 2020-21 [ 17.02.2024 | digitally signed
Surimary notice of 2020-21 | 17.02.2024
Showcause
7 DRC-01 2021-22 | 19.02.2024
Surimary notice of 2021-22 | 19.02.2024
- T Shthause ' B
9 DRC-01 2022-23 | 20022024
10 7| Summary notice of | 2022.23 | 20.02.2024 |
| o fﬁbchause |
11 R ;i‘_DRC_-;m 2023-24 | 11.03.2024
12 Summa_@ notice of Show | 2023-24 | 11.03.2024
| | | cause
Orq_ers;
“Si.No. Dogument title Year Date Whether
signped
13 DRC-07 2018-19 | 08.05.2024
14 Summary of order 2018-19 | 08.05.2024 DRC-07
neither signed
15 DRC-07 201920 | 09.05.2024 S?;ge‘.’(;?ﬁ'i}’e
16 Sumnary of order 2019-20 ; 08.05.2024 summary
' signed without
. A digital
17 "DRC-p7 2020-21 | 03.06.2024 signature
18 Summary of order 202021 | 03.06.2024 |
19 JRC-07 2021-22 | 18.05.2024 |
_20 Sum'mary of order 2021_-22 18.05.2024
21 DRC-07 2022-23 | 04.06.2024
22 Summary of order 2022-23 | 04.06.2024
23 “DRC07 2023-24 | 04.06.2024
24 Summary of order 2023-24 | 04.06.2024
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and FORM GST DRC - 13 dated 30.12.2023 and recovery proceedings, if any,
pending disposat of this Writ Petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI M.UMASHANKAR
Counsel for the Respondents: SRI SWARQOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
for State Tax ASSISTED BY SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

W.P.NO: 5763 OF 2024

Between:

Mr. Aravinda Kumar Koturu, Proprietar of M/s.Supreme Paints and Qoan_'n?s,
H.No.12-1-508/90/A, Indira Nagar Colony, Lallaguda, Hyderabad - 500 017.

State of Telangana.
AND

1. The Assistant Commissianer (ST) (FAC), Keesara-it Circle, Malkajgiri
Division. Medehal-Malkajgiri District.
The Joint Coramissioner (ST), Malkajgiri Division. Medchal-Makajgiri District.
Deputy State Tax Officer, Keesara-Il Circle, Malkajgiri Division. Medchal-
Malkajgiri District. : ‘
The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Revenue (CT)
Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad. -

b ..RESPONDENTS

BownN

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue Writ of Mandamus or any other appropriate Writ or Order or
direction declaring the fi"rot:é'eding_;jbf the 1S5t Respbndent passed in Form GST
DRC-07 dated 24.11.2023, under Section 73 of SGST / CGST / IGST Acts 2017,
without any signature of the officer concerned uploading in the GST Portal, for the
tax period 2017-18, levying tax of Rs.31,91,084/- under the CGST Act 2017,
Rs.31,11,023/- under the SGST Act 2017, and Rs.9,45,959/- under the IGST Act
2017, totaling to Rs.;’?'2,48,'0661- and proposing to levy interest and penaity, without
serving any ANotice and Proceedings as per the Provisions of the Act, without
providing an opportynity of being heard to the Petitioner, as arbitrary, contrary to
law, barred by limitation, against the provisions of the CGST / SGST Act 2017,
without authbrity of law, without jurisdiction and the same is in violation of
Principles of Natural Justice and Rule of Law and consequently set aside the
Proceedings of the 1st Respondent, dated 24.11.2023 passed in Form GST DRC -

07 as nuit and void.




IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the afﬁdavit file¢ in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to |
suspend the operation of the Proceedings in Form GST DRC- 07, dated
24 11 2023 passzd by the 1st Respondent for the tax period 2017-18 (From July
2017 to March 2018) under the State Goods and Service Tax Act 2017, Central
Goods and Servize Tax Act 2017 pending disposal of the above Wr:t Pejrtlon as

othenfvlse the Petitioner will be put to severe loss and hardship.

Counse] for the Petjtioner: SRi SHAIK JEELAN]I BASHA
Counsel for the Fespondents: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, SpeCIal Govt Pleader
for State Tax ASSISTED BY SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP '

,W PNO 20418 OF 2024

Betweep :

M/s.Vijay Canapathi Engineering Systems, Plot No.154 C, Eastern Part,
Survey 'No 224 and 269, Phase 2, IDA Cheriapally, Kapra Mandai
Gherlapally, Ranga Reddy (Dist), Telangana 500 051. Represented by its

Managing P artner Sri.Veeragani Srinivasu .
--PETITIONER
AND '

1. Asmstant Cemmissioner ST, Nacharam N, 2 Malkajgiri, 5th Floor, CT
Complex Nampally, Hyderabad Te!angana

- 2. -State of Telangana, Represted by its Principal Secretary to Reyenue,
Revenue Deodartment, Secretariat, Saifabad, Hyderabad.

3. Unxon of India, Represented by F;nance Secretary North Block, New Delhi.

RESPONDENTS

Petmon under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
cnrcumstances statzd in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a ‘writ. order or direction one more in the nature of MANDAMUS
) Declanng the notification 56/2023- Central tax dated 28-12- 20 73 (Ex. P 18)
~ issued by the Central Government as uitravires the sections 73 and. 168-A of-the
CGST Act 2017, i) Declaring the notification in GOMs No.170 dated 30-12- 2023
(Ex. P 13) issued ny the state of Telangana as uitra vires the TGST Act, 2017 m)
Declanng the assessment order vide Reference No. ZD360424078536Y dated 29—'
04-2024 Ex.P1 passad contrary to sections 2(62), 16, 73 and 168A of Telangana
Goods And Service Tax Act, 2017 and the Central Goods and Service Tax Act,



2017 r/w section 5 and 20 of Integrated Goods and Service Tax Act, 2017 and in
violation Of Article 14, 19(1)(g), 21, 265 and 300A of the Constitution as arbitrary,

illegal without jurisdiction and set aside the same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Pétitiqn under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affigavit filed ivl]: support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased 'IQ '
',suspenig‘i the J opergtioh of impﬁgned assessment order vide Reference No.-
ZD360424078586Y dated 20/0412024 till the disposal of the above writ petition,

Counse] for the Petitioner: M/s. S.N.SREEDEVI _
Counsel for the Regspondent No.1: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt
Pleader for S§tate Tax ASSISTED BY SRi T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.2: GP FOR REVENUE
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
) ‘ ERA_\_LEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W.P.NO; 20827 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Sti Laxmi Venkatramana Constructions, 2nd Fjoor, Plot No.707,708 and
709, Fortune Monarch Mall, Road No.36, Jubliee Hills, Hyderabad, Telangana
- 00 033, represented by its Pariner, Sri Ramakrishna Udupa. '

...PETITIONER
AND '

1. Assistant.Commissioner (ST), Jubilee Hills-lll Circle, Hyderabad Commercial,
Hyderabad. '

2. Deputy Commissioner, (ST) - 5, Enforcement Wing - 2, Office of the

Commissioner (ST), Enforcement Wing - 2, 3rd Fioor, CT Complex. Nampally
Hyderabad -500 001. 7 S

3. Government of Telangana, represented by its Secretary Government,
‘Housing (RH and CAl) Department, Telangana Secretariat Hyderabad,

4. Government of Telangana, represented by its Principal Secretary, Public
Health and Municipal Engineering Department, Telangana Secretariat,
Hyderabad ' ' o

5. Superintending Engineer, Public Health and Municipal Engineering
Department, Government Of Telangana, Hyderabad West Circle, A.C.
Gurads- 500 004. '

6. Telangana State Housing Corporation Limited, represented by its Chairman
and Managing Director. 3-6-184, Himayath nagar, Hyderabad 500 029.

7. The State of Telangana, represented by its Principal Secretary, Revenue .
Department (Commercial Taxes), Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad.

...RESPONDENTS




Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ ar order or direction particularly one in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus setlir g aside the impugned Assessment Order in Form GST DRC- 07,
dated 30.05.20214, in vide Ref No. ZD360524063030U, dated 30. 04 2024, for the
tax period 2020-21 read with Show Cause Notice in Form GST DRC 01, dated
~05.02. 2024 in Ref No.ZD360224007512W, tssued by the second respondent that
have been uploaded in the GST Portal without Dlgltai Slgnature or E- 5|gnature
Wthh rs contraw to Rule 26(3) of the CGST Rules 2017 as lllean arbltrary, ab-
1n|tro vo:d contraly to the provisions of CGST Act and Ryles 2017 and TGST ACT
and Ruies 2017, contrary to the law laid down by the judicial pronpuncements of
thlS Hon'ble Court, Hon'ble High Courts of Delhi, Bombay and Andhra Pradesh

» and wﬂhout autho-ity of faw.

IA.NO: 1 OF 2024

Retition uncer Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances slated in
the affidavit filed n support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
pending disposal f the Writ Petition grant stay of all further proceedlngs ansmg in
pursue of the impugned Assessment Qrder passed by the second respgndent in
Form GST DRC-07, dated 30.05. 2024, vide Ref No. 20360524063030U for the

. tax penqd 2020-21

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI S.SUR! BABU

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1,2,3 & 7: SRI SWARQDP QORILLA, Specml
Govt Pleade for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.4 & 5: GP FOR MEDICAL HEALTH & FW

Counsel for the Respondent No.6: SRI B. SHIVA KUMAR, SC FOR TSHC

W.P.NO: 20903 OF 2024

_Between'

M/s Sri Laxm Venkatramana Constructions., 2nd- Floor, Plot No.707,708 and
709, Fortune Monarch Mail, Road No.36, Jubalee Hills, Hyderabad Telangana
-500 033, represented by its Partner, Sn Ramaknshna Udupa.

.-.PETITIONER
AND



1. Assistant Commissioner (ST), Jubilee Hills-lll Circle, Hyderabad Commercial.

2. Deputy Commissioner (ST) - 5, Enforcement Wing - 2, Office of the
Commissioner (ST), Enforcement Wing - 2, 3rd Floor, CT Complex. Nampally
Hyderabad -500 001.

3. Government of Telangana, represented by its Secretary Government,
Housing (RH and CAl) Department, Telangana Secretariat Hyderabad.

4. Government of Telangana, represented by its Principal Secretary, Public
Health.and Municipal Engineeting Department, Telangana Secretariat,

Hyderabad .
5. Superintending Engineer, Public Health and Muncipal Engineering
Department, Government Of Telangana, West Circle, A.C. Gurads- 500 004.

T

6. Telangana State Housing Corporation Limited, represented by its Chairman
and Managing Diregtor. 3-6-184, Himayath nagar, Hyderabad 500 029.
7. The State of Telangana, represented by its Principal Secretary, Revenue

'Qée'pargment _(Qomr_r'ie'rcial Taxes), Tela!'hggna Secretariat, Hyd’e_;rgpad'f““ .
L .RESPONDENTS

 Retition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
cnrcumsjance§ stajéd in the affidavit filed ;herewith, the High Cgurt :may bg
pleaseéf to |ssue a Wnt or order or direction particularly one in the nature of W[i_g'q[ _
Mandaégus §gt_t}hg éside the impugned Assessment Order in Form@gST DRC-O'{,
dated 30!05!2024 |n vide Ref No.ZD3605240624684, dated 30/04@024, for the
‘tax pe;i?d ZQ“!Q-ZQ read with Show Cause Notice in Form GST DRC—01 q_a;gg
,()5/02/2;'924 in Ref No.ZD360224007486J issued by the second r§§gong§m that
have be;en uploaded in the GST Portal without Digital Signature grE-g;gnaturg
which is contiary to Rule 26(3) of the CGST Rules, 2017 as illegal, arbitgary, ab:
énitip vogd contrary to the provisions of CGST Act and Rules 2017 and TGST ACT
and Rules 2@17 cqgtrairy to the law laid down by the judicial progg:gpce@eng;s‘ of
this Hopourable Coyrt, Hon'ble High Courts of Delhi, Bombay and Anghra Rradesh
and wiiébut égthorijx of law. ' .' S

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

| Petmon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the cirgumstances __s__tateq in
the afﬁdawt :_f:_i_led in support of the petition, the High Court may be, plggseq to
pendinéfdisp;é_sal of the Writ Petition grant stay of all further proceedifjgs'érisir}g ln
'pur_sue{_pf thé impugned Assessment Qrder pésse_d by the second respondent i,r_}
Form GST DRC-07, dated 30/05/2024, vide Ref No. ZD3605240624684, for the
tax period 2019-20. | | -
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI S.SUR|I BABU _
Counsel for the espondent Nos.1,2,3 & 7: SRl SWAROOP OORILLA, Special

Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.4 & 5: GP FOR MEDICAL HEALTH & FW
Counsel for the Respondent No.6: SRJ B.SHIVA KUMAR, SC FOR TSHCL

W.P.NO: 20943 OF 2024

Between:
M/s. Sri Laxmi Venkatramana Constryctions, 2nd Floor, Plot No.707,708

and709, Fortune Monarch Mall, Road No;36, Jubilee Hills, Hyderabad,
Tg:lang‘e’ma - 500 033, represented by its ,E’art{;er, S;pj, Ramakrishrpa Udupa.

, ~PETITIONER
AND R

1. Assistapt Commissioner (ST), Jubilee Hills-lll Circle, Hyderabad Commercial.

2. Deputy Commissioner (ST) - 5, Enforcement Wing - 2, Office of the °

Commissiorer (ST), Enforcement Wing - 2, 3rd Floor, CT Complex. Nampally

~ Hyderabad 500 001. S T o

3. Governmen' of Telangana, represented by its Secretary Government,
Housing (RH and CAl) Department, Telangana Secretariat Hyderabad.

4. Government of Telangana, represented by its Principal Secretary, Public
Health and Municipal Engineering Depariment, Telangana Secretariat

Hyderabacl

5. Superinterding Engineer, Public Health and Muncipal Engineering
Department, Government Of Telangana, West Circle, A.C. Gurads- 500 004.

6. Telangana State Housing Corporation Limited, represented by its Chairman
and Managirg Director. 3-6-184, Himayath nagar, Hyderabad 500 029.

7. The State of Telangana, represented by its Prjncipal Secretary, Revenue
Department ' Commercial Taxes), Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad.

.RESPONDENTS

Retition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India prayi?g that in the
circumstances statsd in the affidavit ﬁle_g ;berezyithi the. High Court .;ignay be
-pleasecf to issue & \,fu_'rit or order-or direction Eg_;rticq-[grly gne ir__] Ihe r_;é_tgre gf Writ of
Mandamus ,setting aside the impugned Assessment Order ih E.orn; GST :l;)RCfQT;
dated 30/05/2024. in vide Ref No.ZD3605250617960, dated 30/04/2024, for the
tox period 2017-18 read with Show Cause Notice in Form GST DRC-01, dated
05/02/2024 in Ref Mo.Z13360224007425R issued by the second respondent that
have been uploaded in the GST Portal wiihéUt D-'igitai. Signature gifr :E-si_gnature
which is coh_t_rary to Rule 26(3) of the CGSf 'Rules, 2017 as illegal, ;arbiffary, 'ab;
initio void, contrary to the provisions of CGST Act and Rules 2017 and TGST ACT

and Rules 2017, cortrary to the law laid down by the judicial pronouncements of
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this Honourable Court, Honourable High Courts of Delhi, Bombay and Andhra.

Pradesh and without authority of law.

1A NO' ?l OF 2024
P

_ Petmon under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the crrcumstances stated mn
the afﬁdavrt frled in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to

’ tax pengd 2017 18,

' Counse! for the Petitioner: SRI S. SUR] BABU

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1,2,3 & 7: SRI SWARQOP OORIL!;A Speclal
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA @rgAN “AGR

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.4 & 5: GP FOR MED]CAL HEALTH & Iiw '

Counsel for the Respondent No.6: SRI B. SHIVA KUMAR, SG FOR -§Hq;,,

W P NG 20997 OF 2024

Between

: Mls Sri Laxmi Venkatramana Constructions, 2nd Ejoor, Biot No,707,708 and
?09 Fortune Monarch Mall, Road No.36, Jubilee Hils, Hydera aq, Telangana
' 500 033 represented by its Partner Sn Rarnaknshna Udupa

PETITIO&ER

AND
1. Assistant Cornmissioner (ST), Jubilee Hills-lil Circle, Hyderabad Commercial

2. Deputy Commissioner (ST) - 5, Enforcement Wing - 2, Office Qf the 2
Gommissioner (ST), Enforcement Wrng 2 3rd Floor CT Com lex. Nampally
"~ Hyderabad -500 001
- 3. Government of Telangana, represented by its Secretary G}overmpent
o Housrng (RH and CA}) Departient, Telangana Secretariat’ Hyderabad
4. Government of Telangana, represented by its Principal Secretary, Public
tjealth and Mumcrpal Engmeenng Department Telangana Se } at,
Hyderahad =~ by
5. Supenntendmg Engineer, Public Health and Munmpat Engmeenng
"~ Department, Government Of Telangana, West Circle, A.C, ‘Gurads- 500 004.
6. Telangana State Housing Corporation Limited, represented by its’ Chatrman
" and Managing Director. 3-6-184, Himayath nagar, Hyderabad 500029, - -
7. The State of Telangana, represented by its Principal Secretary,” Revenue
' Department (Commercral Taxes), Tetangana Secretariat, Hyderabad

RESPONDENTS
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Petition uader Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ or order or direction particularly one in the: nature of Writ of
Mandamus settir g aside the rmpugned Assessment Order in Form GST DRC- 07
dated 30.05.2024, in vide Ref No. ZD360524062105M dated 30f05!2024 for the
tax perrod 2018-19 r=ad with Show Cause Notrce in Form GSI DRC 01, dated
05.02.2024 rn Ref No. 20360224007462T lssued t;)y the second respondent that
have been uploaded in the GST F’ortal wrthout [)Igltal Srgnature pr E- srgnatpre
which rs contrary to F’ufe 26(3) of thf: CGS:Fﬁules, 2017 as rtleqal arbrtrary ab-
mrtro vord contrary to the provrsrons of CG§_@; -Act and Rutes 201 / and TGST ACT

and Rules 2017 zont-ary to the law laid dowr; by the Judrcral pronouncements of
this Hon'ble Court Honorable Hrgh Courts of 'elhi Bombay and Andhra Pradesh

and wrthout autho |ty of law.

A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petrtron under Section 151 CPC praym,g that in the circumstances stated in
the affrdavrt filed 11 suoport of the petrtron the Hrgh Court may be pleased grant
stay of all further proceedings ansrng in pursue of the rmpugned Assessment
Order passed by th-e second respondent in Form GST QRC 07 dared 30. 05 2024
vrde Ref No. ZD36l}524062105M for the tax gzerrod 2018—19

Counsel for the Petitioner: SR] S. SURI BABU

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1,2, 38 7! SR! SWARQOP OORILLA, Speclal
Govt Pleade- for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

Counsel for the Respondent Nos 4 & 5: GRFOR MED!CAL HEALTH & FW

Counsel for the Respondent No.6: SRI B. S IVA KUMAR SC FOR TSHCL

W F' NO 21765 OF 2024

Between

M/s Mancheral Cement Company anate errted 6-3-655/2/4, Civil Supplies
Bhavan Lane, Somajiguda, Hyderabad, Telangana- 500082 Represented by
its Mapaging Director, Shri Punnamananr ‘Narotham Rao, S/o Shri Late P
Prakash Rao, Aged 63 years, Rlo. 8-2-120/86/1 Flat NO 101 Padmaja_
Resrdency Rcad No.2, Banjara Hills, Hyderabad 50003

.,PET[_TIONER

AND
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1. The Deputy Commissioner, (State Tax)-6, Commissioner of Commercial
Taxes Department, HOD Division, C.T Complex Nampally, Hyderabad-500
001

The Assistant Commissioner of State Tax, Punjagutta Division, Jubilee Hills 1,
Mayur Kushal Complex, Abids, Hyderabad, Telangana-500034

Union of India, Ministry of Finance, Represented by its Secretary, North Block,
New Delhi-110001

State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telanga_na "

Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GS Pohcy Wrng New Delhr
Rep by its Commissioner

The Assistant. Commissioner of State Tax Pun}aguna D;ylsron Jubllee Hrlls
tV Mayur Kushal Compiex Ablds Hyderabad Tefangana 500034.

.,,_

e e W N

(Respondent No 6 is impleaded as per Court Order dated 28— 02§,' Vide
IA No 3 of 2024 in WP No.21 765 of 2024) : ' '
, ---R PONDENTS

Petmon under Article 226 of the Constitutron qf !ndra praylng that in the
pleased to rssue a wnt order or darectlon more partlcularly one in the nature of 3
Writ of Mandamus declanng |mpugned Order in Form GST E)RC 07 v;de
Reference No 20360324039347D dated 27 03.2024 passed by the Respondent
No. 1 under the prov:srons of CGSTH GST Act 2017 as belng vord arbltrary
|llegal wnthout JurlSdICtlon, violative of the pnncrples of natural jusilce apart from
belng vroiatlve of Articles 14, 19(1)(g) and 265 of the Cdnstitut;on o{ lndla and to
consequently set asrde the same and pass such {urthe,r or cher order(s) as thrs
Hon' ble Court may deem fit and proper m the crrcumstances of
prayed for condomng the delay based on the ments of the case i. a wrlt Qrder or
drrectron more partrcularly one in the nat;‘ie of a Wnt of Mandamus declanng
tmpugned rectlflcatton Order vide ref No. 2:;36{)4240252790 dated 16{)42024
passed by the Respondent No, 1 under the p\rOVISlonS Qf CGSTIT G condonlng the
berng vo;d arbltrary |Ilegal wrthout jUfISdICIlOD vrolatrve of the prlnc;lples of
) natural Justrce apart from being v:olatlve of Arhcles 14 19(1)(9) and 26§ of the

_ Constrtutlon of India, and to consequently set asrde the same and pass

IA NO 1 OF 2024

Petltron under Section 1561 CPC praylng that in the crrcumstances stated in
the affldawt filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
operation of impugned rectification Order vide ref No. 203604240252790 dated

16.04.2024 passed by the Respondent No.1
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IA NO: 2 OF 2024

Petition urder Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petrtlon the ngh Court may be pleased to stay
operation of rmouqned Order ln Form GST DRC -07  vide Reference No

2036032403934 D dated 27. (}3 292¢passed by the Respondent No 1.

IA NO 5 OF 2024

Petmon unrier S>ectron 151 QPQ prayrrgg that in t[)e crrcum=»tances stated m
the affrdawt frled m support of the pemlon lt}e Higb Court may be pleased to stay
the operat:on of the & hew Cayse Netlce \g;dg Reference No. ZD360524074851?
dated 31 05. 2024 issued by the proposed Respondent No 6. ' :

Counsel for the Patitioner: SRI P. \[ENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD,.SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos 1 2 4 & 6 SRI S!WAROOP QORILLA, Specnal
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI'T.CHAITANYA KIRAN' AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No 3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SQLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No 5: SR! DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR SC
FOB CBIC

W P NO 22333 OF 2024

Between

M/s Hallmar Township Pvt. Ltd,, Fiat Ne. 103, Ground Floor, E-Block, Green
Living Apanments Manikonda, Hyderabad Tefangana 500089 Represented
by its Managing Director, Shri Korrpg?i" Gopalakrishna, S/o Nageswara Rao
Koripalli, Agsd 59 years, Rlo, Villa .No.1 Plam Breeze Hanutnan Nagar
Mamkonda Fuppaiguda KVRanga‘ eg‘dy Hyderabad Telanqana :

k PET!TION,ER

ANQ
1. The Assistant- Comm:ssroner(ST) Begumpet | Circ!e Pavani P!estrge
Ameerpet, T elangana 500 016 -
State of Telangana, Rep. bﬁtsPneerpa#Seeretary (Revcnue, ( C )
Department Telangana, Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad

Union of indja, Ministry of Frnance Represented by lts Secretary North Block

New Delhi-110 001"
Central Boaid of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST Pohcy Wing, New Delhr

rep by its Ccrrmissioner
RE SPONDENTS

N



15

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue (i) a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of
a Writ of Mandamus declaring rmpugned order in Form GST DRC- 07 vide
Reference No ZD3604240934330 dated 30/04/2024 passed by the 1St
Respondent under the provrsrons of CGST/T GST Act 201? as berng vord
arbitrary, rliegal wrthout 3unsdrctlon, vrolatlye'”of the prmcrples of natural Justrce
apart from bemg vrolatrve of Artrcles 14 19(1)(9) and 255 of the Const;tutron of
Indra and to consequentty set aslde the 5 '

order( ) as thrs Hon ble Court may deem ft :

case and prayed for condomng the delay t%
writ, order or drrectlon more partrcutgrly ong in
dec;lanng that the Notrflcatron No. 99120237(3 I dated 3‘] 03 2@23 and Notlfrcatlor}
No, 56/2023 cT dated 28.12. 2023 |ssueq: by’ Respondent Ne 3 through
Respondent No 4 and correspondtpg GO M,s No 1‘58 dated 25 08 2923 end GO
Ms. 170 dated 30. 12.2023 |ssued by Respendent No. 2 whroh extended the trme
fimit for passmg the orders are wﬂhout authontg of taw and ultra mres to the
section 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and :CtIOF) 168A of GST Act 2017 and

h:,.\,

violative of amctes 14, 19(1)(9) 21 and 265 ot' Ibe Constgtptron pf |ndra

1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Pet:t:on under Sectlon 131 CPC prayrng that in: the crroumstances etated in

....

operatron of tmpugned order in Fprm ST DRC Q? vrde Reference No

ZD360424093433C dated 30!04/2024 passed by the Respondent NO 1

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P. VENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD. SHABAZ
Counset for the Respondent Nos 1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA Spec;al
Govt Pleader for State Tax assrsted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsei for the Respondent No.3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI G@DI '
o PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLIC!TOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counset for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR SC
FOR CBIC ,
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W.P.NO: 22334 CF 2024

Between:

M/s. Sri Canesh Chmtes and Cotton Traders, 4-306/3A Vijaywada Road,
Madhira, Madhira, Khammam Telangana -507203. Rerresented by its
Propnetor - Shri - Kishore * Padmanabhuni,  S/o. Copala Krishna
Padmanabhuni Aged 49 years R/o 15—41 Main Road, Penugaluru Knshna

Andhra Pla:lesb 521401
o PETITIONER

1. The Assistant Commissigper ST, Khamarp t Circle, Warangal thsron
~ H.No; 10—6 1 759/6, Ground Floer Near P\/ Narasrmha Rao Park, Besrde NPS

Office; Sn Sar Encfave Near Check Post Bhuranpuram Street Khammam-

507001
2. Union of Indla Mmtstry o[ F;nance, Represented by its Secretary North Block

~ New Delhi - 110 001 -

3. State of Telgngana, Through Pnncnpal Secretary to Government Revenue '
Department (pommercral Tax) -]—Iyderapad Telangana . '

4. Central Board of indirect Taxes nd Cu' foms, GST Pohcy ng New Delht

Rep by its C:Jrnmrssroner
_ RESPONDENTS

Petrtron under Amcle 226 o{ the Constrtutton of India pravtng that in the
crrcumstances sta ed in ‘the affldavrt frled therewrth the Htgh Ceurt may pe
pleased to rssue (n a wnt order or d;rectton more partlcularly one in the nature of
a Wit of Mandamus declanng the Order No ZD3604240864654dated 30. 04 2024

passed by the tst Respondent vrde under the provrsrons of CGST Act 2017 as
vithout Junsdtctton vtolatlve of the

unconstrtutronal v:nd arbrtrary, t”QQa| With
pnncrples of natural tustrce ap@rt from berng vrolattve of A“'Cles 14, 19(1)(9) Q”q'

265 of the Constrtutlon of lndra anq to consequently set aside the same andlor
n ble Court may deem fit and proper

pass such further o other order(s) as thrs )
In the crrcumstances of the case (u) a wnt order or direction more part:cularly one
in the nature of a V\/rft of Mandamus declarrng that the notrfrcatlon NQ 9/2023 C T
dated 31 03 2023 rssued by the Respondent No 2 through Respondent No 4 and
correspondrng GO Ms No. 118 dated 25 08 2023 rssued by the Respondent No 3
and further extended to 31 04 2_@2_4 the Notrfrcatron No 56/2()23 CT dated
28.12. 2023 rssued by Respondent No. 2 through Respondent No. 4 and'
correspondlng GO Ms. No.170 dated 30.12.2023 issued by Respondent No 3
which extended the ‘ime limit for passing the orders, are without authonty of faw
and uitra vires to tne sectron 73(1(}) of the CGST Act 2017 and Sectton 168A of
GST Act 2017 and’ wotatrve of artrctes 14 19(1)(9) 21 and 265 of the Constrtutlon

of india.
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IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the peiltlon the ngh Court may be pleased to stay
operahon of Order No. D3604240864654 dated 30 Q4 2Q24 passed by the

Respondent No 1.

Counsel for. the Petitioner: SRI V. \[EERE&!;IAM

Counsel for the Respondent Nos ‘l"& 3: SR! §WABOOQ OOBILLA Special

T Govt Pleader for State Tax sisted | 5 "SRI T.CHAITANYA lg[RAN AGP

Counse! for the Respondent No.2: SRIB. MUKHEBJEE FOR SRI GAD! '
A PRAVEEN KUMAR_ Dy.. SOLIQLTOR QENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No 4; SRI DQMINIC EERNANDES SgNlOR SC
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W.P.NO: 22335 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Hallmark Township Pvt. Ltd., Flat No. 103, Ground Floor, E- Block, Green
Living Apartments, Manikonda, Hyderabad Telangana- 500089 Represented
by its Managing Director, Shri Koripalli Gopalakrishna, S/o Nageswara ‘Rao
Koripalli, Aged 59 years, R/o. Villa No.1 Plam Breeze Hanuman Nagar
Manrkonda Puppalguda, K.V. Rangareddy Hyderabad, Telangana :

PET!TIONEB

AND

1. The Assrstant Commrssroner (ST) Pavanr Prestrge, Above R. S brothers

Ameerpet Begumpet - |, Telangana. .
The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary (Revenue)

Department, Telangana, Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad

New Delhi-110 001"
Central-Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Policy Wzng, gJe\y Dethi

rep by r;ls tJommrssroner
RESPONDENTS

L'“.‘-*’!\’

Petmon uncer Artrcle 226 of the Constitution of India pra yrng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Coun may be
pleased to |ssue a Writ Order or direction particularly one in the nature ofa Wrr; qf

Mandamus i. g writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature Qf a Wr;!

of Mandamus declaring impugned oider was passed by the Respondent No, 1 m

Form GST DRC-07 vide Reference No. ZD360424083413G da‘red 30. 04 2@21
passed by the 1st QeSpondent under the provrsrons of CGST/T GST Act 2017 as
being void, arbrtrary illegal, without junisdiction, violative of the prmClp!es Q;‘
naturai Justrce apart from bemg viplative of Articles 14, 19(1)(g) c;nd 265 of the
Constrtutron qf Indla and to consequently set aside the same and pass such
further er other order(s) as this Hon'ble Court may deem fit and proper in the

crrcumstances of the case and prayed for condomng the delay based on the merrts

of the case u a wrrt order, or dlrectlon more par’ucularly one in tne nature of a.
Writ of Mandamuc declanng that the Notification No. 09/2023 C. T dated ,

31. 03 2023 and Notrfrcatron No. 56/2023- -CT dated 28.12. 2043 rssued by
ReSpondent No 3 through Respondent No. 4 and corresponding G() Ms. No. 118

Union of India, Ministry of Finance, Represented by its Secretary, _North Bleck

dated 25 08. 2023 ard GO. Ms. 170 dated 30.12.2023 issued by Resoondent NQ 2 .

which extended the trme limit for passing the orders, are without authorlty of !aw
and ultra vires to thz section 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Section 168A Qf
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GST Act, 2017 and violative of articles 14. 19(1}(g) 21 and 265 of the Constitution

of India.

1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit ftled in support of the petlt:on the ngh Court may be pieased to stay
operation of |mpugned order was passed by the Respondent No. 1 in Form GST
DRC-07 vide Reference No ZD3604240834’ 3G7 dated 30 04,2024 passed by the

Respondent No. 1.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P.YENKATA PRASAD FOR SR! MD,SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.{ & 2: SBl §WARO0P OORILLA Spemal
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGPR
Counsel for the Respondent No 3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI o
' PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. ’ SQLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI DQMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR SC
| FOR CBIC

W.P.NO: 22526 OF 2024

Between:

Sninivas Kompatly, 21-91, Main Road, Chena! Siddipet, Telangana- | 506223
Represented - by its Proprietor, 7= Mr: Kompally ~ Srinivas, Slo.
KompamChrttaralah R/o. 20-34, Chenal Stddlpet Telangana 506223 '

PETlTIONER

AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner ST, Siddipet Circle, Nizamabad Diyision,
Mumcnpal Complex, Ist Floor, Near Tliak Gardent Stat:on Road anamabad
Nizamabad District-503003 -/

2. State of Telangana, Through Princlpal Secretary to Government Revenue

Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad Teiangana
| 3. Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST Pohcy ng New Delhl

rep by its Commissioner -
4. Union of India, Mmlstry of Flnance Represented by its Secretary North Block,

New Delhl 110001
R o RE,SPONDENTS

Petltron under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praylng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the ngh Court may be

pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a

Writ of Mandamus.
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a) declaring imnugred Show cause notice in Form DRC (1 vide Ref no.
ZD360222019703X dated 21.02.2022 and Order-in-Original dated 30.04.2024 vide
DRC 07 ref. no. ZD3604240923377 both issued by the 1st Respondent under the
provisions of ‘C(;ST/TGST Act, 2017 as being void, arbitrary, =itlega| wit‘hout
jurlsdrctlon and without authority of law apart from berng wolatwe of Artigles 14
19(1)(g) and 265 of the Constitution of India, and to consequentty eet aetde tbe
same and pass Quch further or other order(s) as this Honbte Co: th may deem ftt
and proper |n the carcumstances of the case. C S
Respondent No 5 and correspondmg GO Ms No 118 dated 25. 08 202§ lSSL_[Qd
by Respondept No, 2 and the Notlfucatnon No. 96/2023- CT dated 28“12 ggza
tssued by Res;)or-t;jent No 3 and correspondmg GO. Ms 170 dated 3Q ;2 2923
issued by Respon :tent No 2, which extended the time t|m|t for pas.smg thg oro:;!gr,‘sl
is wrthout authontv of law and uitra vires to the section ?3 (10) of the GST Act 2Q1¥
and Section 168A of CGST Act, 2017 and wolatfve of articles 14, 19(1)(9) 21d
265 of the Qonstftt tlon of India, :

lA NO 1 OF 2024

Petmon under Seetlon 151 CPC praytng that in the cwcumstances stateg }n '

the afﬂdawt flled i suppart of the petition, the High Court may be pleased o stay
operat:en of lmpuoned Qrder-in-Original dated 3Q.04.2024 vide DRQ 0? ref, nq

ZD36(}424092337? ;ssued by the Respondent No. 1.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI V.VE ERESHAM
Counsel for. the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Specjal
' Govt Pleadei for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP -
Counset for the Re :-pondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES S_E_NIOR SC
FORCBIC h
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
: E’R‘AVEEN KUMAR Dy SOLICITOR GENERAL QF INDIA
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W.P.NO: 22571 OF 2024

Between:

Kamal Nayan Chowdhary, Proprietor of M/s. Saket Enterprises, 14-1-185/2,
Seetarampet, Mangalhat, Hyderabad, Telangana, 500001, Represented by its
Proprietor Mr. Kamal Nayan Chowdhary, S/o. Late Narayan Das Chowdhry,
Age 72 vyears, Rlo. 14-2- 352 Chandanwadl 3rd Fioor, Goshamaha!,

Nampally Hyderabad— 5(}0012
,.,pETIIIONER
AND - - S

Assistant Commsssioner (ST), Bashee[bagh 1 Circle, Abids Drws;on
Hyderabad *

State of Tetaggana Through Prmclpal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commerma] Tax), Hy derabad, Telangana

Central Board.of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST Policy Wlng, New Delh;
rep by its Cornm13319ner g

Upion of india;” M!njstry of Fi |nance, Represented by its Secretary, North Block

New Delhl 11000‘f
RESPONDENTS

e

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of india praying that in the
curcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewuth the High Court may bg
pleased to lssue a wnt order or direction more particularly one in the nature of 2
Writ of Mandamus (I) declarmg impugned Qrder-m Original dated 30 04 2924 v:de
DRC 07 ref. no. ZD360424089777Q dated 30.04.2024 nssued by the 1st
Respondent unde; the provnslons of CGST[T GST Act, 2017 a3 belng vo;d
arbltrary :Itegal without j!JI’lSdICtton and wﬂhout authority of law apart fro[n belng
VlOlatIVQ of Artlcles 14, 19(1)(9) and 263 of the Constitution of India, and to.
consequently set aslde tbe sarne and pass such furthgr or other order(s) as thls
Hon' b!e Court may, deem fit and proper t[l the curcumstances oj the case (n)
declanng that the Nottf;qatlon No 9/2023-0 T dated 31. 03. 2023 |ssued by thg
Respondent No 3 and (;orrespondlng GO Ms No. 118 dated 25. 68 2023 lSsugd
by the Respgndent No. 2 ang Notification No 56/2023- CT dated 28, 122 3
jssued py Respondent Ng 3 and correspondmg GO Ms 1?0 dated 30, 12 2023,
which extended the time I|m|t for passmg the orders is without authonty of law and
ultra v:res to the sectlon 73(1(}) of the GST Act 2017 and Section 168A of CGST
Act, 2017 and v:olatlve of articles 14 19(1)(9) 21 and 265 of the Constltutlon of

india.
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1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
operation of imptgned Order-in-Original dated 30.04. 2024 vide DRC 07 ref no.

ZD3604240897770 dated 30.04.2024 passed by the Respondent NQ 1

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRi V.VEERESHAM
: pounsel for: the Respondent Nos. 1&2: SRl SWAROOP. OORILLA, §pecral
e Govt P!ead er for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA _K_IRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDE;S SENIOR sc
FORGBIC™ s
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B.MUKHERJEE EOR SRI GABI -
= PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLIC‘,ITOR GENERAL QF INDIA

W P NO 22579 OF 2024

i

Between

Snnrvas Korapally, 21-91, Main Road, Cherial, Siddipet, Telangana- 506223,

Representec by its Propnetor Mr Kompally Srinivas, “Sfo. Kompalh

thttaralah Rfo 20-34, Chenal Srddrpet Telangana 506223 S
,.PETITIONER

AND

1. The Asgistart Commissioner (ST), Siddipet Circle, Nizamabad Division,
Municipal Ccmplex, Ist Floor, Near Trlak Gardent Statron Road eramabad

NJzamabad District-503003 :
2. State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Gover_nment Revegue

Departiment (Comimercial Tax),Hyderabad, Telangana
3. Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST Policy qu, ,_New E)elh;

rep by jts Commissioner
4. ipion of India, Ministry of Finance, Rep[esented by its Seeretary North Block

New Delhl 1 ODO 1
RESPONDENTS

Petition under Amcie 226 of the Constitution of India praxrng that in the
crrcumetances statzd in the aﬁrdawt filed Iherewrth the High 1: _Zurt may be

pleased to rssue a writ order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a
— Wntof Mandarnus ' '

a) declanng impucned Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vide Ref no
-ZD361 121029593N dated 14.11.2021 and Order-in-Original dated Q? 01 2024 vrde
DRC 07 ref, no. ZD 360124000899D both issued by the 1st Respondent under the
provrssons of CG‘“ ITGST Act, 2017 as bemg void, arbitrary, lilegal wrthout

JUI‘ISdICUOﬂ and wr‘h out authority of law apart from being_violative of Artrcles 14
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19(1)(g) and 265 of the Constitution of India, and to consequently set aside the
same and pass such further or other order(s) as this Honorable Court may deem

fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.
b) dectaring that the Notification No. 09/2023 C. T dated 31. 03. 2023 |ssued by

Respondent No. 3 and correspond:ng GO Ms No 118 dated 25. 08 2023 |ssued

by Respondent Na 2 Wthh extended the time limit for passmg the Qrders ls

""265 of the Constltunon of Indla

1A NO: _1; OF 2024

F’etltlgn ynde; Seg:t;on 151 CPC praymg that in the cnrqumstanc;es gtateg |g '
the afﬁdawt flled in §uppgr1 of the petition, the High Court may be Qleaseg to §1ay
operatlgn of lmpugned Order-in Ongmal dated 02.01. 2024 wde DRC 0? ref no
ZD36(}] 24009899! 1§sued by the Respondent No. 1. o o

Counsg) for the Petitioner: SRIV. VEERESHAM
Counsej fon; lpe Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRl SWAROOP OORILLA, §peclal
f Govt Pleadet | “for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA K;RAB!, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SgNIOFg §C
FOR CBIC o
Qounsel for the Resporydent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL QF INDIA .

d ,‘_.

W P. N@ 22690 OF 2024 '

letweeg

Mls NCC Urban lnfrastructure Limited, Sy. No. 64, 7th floor, NCC building,
Opp.:"Durgam Cheruvu, Madhapuyr, ' Hyderabad, Telangana- 500081,
Repre§ented by its‘Chief Financial Officer, Shri Balakrishna Meka, Slo Meka.
gatyanarayana Aged 39 years, R/O. Flat No. 104, Santosh Residency, E»
Block,” 61- 62- 63 Madhura Nagar Ameerpet Hyderabad Telangana-

500038
PETIT!ONER
AND

1. The Deputy Commissioner (ST), Punjagutta Division- STU 1, Mayur Kushal

" Gomplex, Abids, Hyderabad - 500 001

2. State of Telangana ‘Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax). Hyderabad, Telangana

3. Union of India, Ministry of Finance, Represented by its Secretary, North Block

New Delhi- 110001
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4. Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Pohcy Wing, New Delhi
rep by its Commissioner
...RESPONDENTS

Petition ur der Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the

circumstances statec in the aﬁidawt flled therew;th the ngh Court may be
pleased to issue R '
a) a wnt order, or direction more pamcularly one in the nature of a Writ of
Mandamus declaring impugned order in Form DRC~ 07 vide Reference NQ
ZD36042408808*IG dated 30. 04 2024 passed by the Respondem No 1 under
the prowsmns o’ C(;ST Act, 2017 ‘as “be'lrng vorrT arb:tgary' j_:_,_’egai w;thout
jurlsdlctron viglative of the principles of natural Jusnge agart ffom t)gmg wglatwe gf
Amcles 14, 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Gonstltutton og ]nd;gz angl go conseqqgnﬂy seg
as:de the same and pass such furtner or otl;uer order(s) as thns Hon ble Court may
deem flt and pFOpf rin the cucurnstances of Ihe case ' oo
b) a wnt order o dlrecuon more partlcuiarly one m the nature of a Wnt of
Mandamus decia.r ng that the Notmcat;on Nq 09/2023- C.T dated 31 03 2023
and Notlflcatnon N2 56/2023- CT dated 28, 12 2023 isgued by Respondent NQ 3
through Responde 1t No. 4 and correspondlng GO Ms No 118 dated 25 QB 2{)23
and GO Ms. 17C dated 30. 12, 2023 lssued by Respondent No 2 whlch extended
the time hmlt for passing the orders, are wslhout authonty of law anq ultra v:res to
the sec,t!on 73(1()) of the GST Act 2017 and Sectlon 168 A of CGST Act 201?
and wolatwe of arti Ies 14, 19(1X9g) 21 and 265 of the Cpnstltutlon 0! indla

.':%,.!?.'0' 1 OF 2024

Petrtion under Se ctlon 151 CPC pray;ng that in tbe mrcumstdnces stated m
the afﬂdavut med in support of the petmon the ngh Court may be pleased to slay
operation of imp Jgred order in Form DRC- 07 vade Reference No

ZD360424088081 G dated 30. 04, 2024 issued by the Respondent No 1.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P.VENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA Special
S Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FORSRIGADI =
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR SC
FORCBIC
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W.P.NO: 23341 OF 2024

Between:

Myscape Properties Private Limited, Sy. No. 319 (p) and 320 (p), Puppalguda,
Financial District, Gandipet Mandal, Hyderabad, Telangana- 500032,
Represented by its Managing Director, Shri Nitin Chandra Chaiasanl Sl €.
Venkafeswararao, Aged 39 vyears, R/O. flat np.C- 1901 M Mea,,
Frnancral Dlstnct Nanakramguda Hyderabad 500032 O R

AND

1 The Deputy Commissioner of State Tax, Punjagutia : STU2, Punjagutta
;vrslon Mayur Kushal Gomplex; Abids, Hyderabad - 500-001 55 —Z=
2 '[; Asslstant Qommrssroner of State Tax, Jubjlee HillS H Punj
~* Mayur.Kushal Complex, Abids, Hyderabad - 500 001. ™
3. tate QI Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to. Governmeg
b epart ent. (Commercral Tax), Hyderabad, Te!angapa
['IIO@ lnd;ia Mlmstry of Finange, Represented by s Seereta

: Ih;- 4 Le ’.rr.:-.
_ § entrai Board of Indlrect Taxes and Customs GST E’ohoy Wl g Nevg pelhg
: ep by its Comm|ss|oner R
: §§PO[§IDEN'¥S

- Petltron under Artrcle 226 of the Constltutlon of India pfaymg thai m the
crrqumstancee stated rn the affidavit filed Iherethh the Hzgh ﬁgurt may be
pleased to rssue i a wnt order, or direction more partlculariy one in the na;ure of a
dated 30/04[2024 passed by the 1st Respondent under the provrerone of
CGSTFIGST Act 201? as berng vozd arbrtrary, rllegal wrthqu; junsdlcnor;,
, vrolatwe of the pnnorples of natural justice apart from berng vrolatrvg e; Artlg.lee 14
: 19(’1)(9} and ?65 ef the Constitution of Indla, and to cqnsequently §et aerde the
sarpe aqd paes such further or other order(s) as thrs Honourat;le Q: yrt may deer}a
flt and proper |n tha clrcumstanoes of the case and prayed for eond: i
based on the ments of the case. ii. a wnt order or dlrectron more partlcularly ine
rn the nature of a Wnt of Mandamus declanng that the Notlflcatlon yo 9912023-
c. T dated 31103/2023 and Notlfrcatron No. 56!2023 CT dated 2811?(_2023 |ssued
by Respondent No 4 through Respondent No 5 and correspondrng GO Ms No
118 dated 25 08 2023 issued by Respondent No. 3 which extended the tlme hm!t
for passmg the orders are without authority of law and ultra vires to the sectron
73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Section 168A of GST Act, 2017 and vnolatlve Qf

' artacles 14 19(1)(9) 21 and 265 of the Constitution of India.
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IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition urde- Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pieased to stay
operation of Ord«r vide Ref No. ZD3604240832578 dated 30/04’2024 passed by

the Respondent MNo. 1.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P. VENKAT_A PRASAD FOR SRI MD SHABAZ
Counse] for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 3: §R§ SW@ROOP OORILL,A Speelai
.. 7 Govt Plead er for State Tax gsg,gate_ b SRLTLCHAITAEYA KIRAN1 AG_P
Counsel for the F‘espondent No 4; SR] B. MQKHEBJEE FOR S$RI GADI <
" PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy; SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Fespondent No 5: SRI DOML!!IC FERNANDES SENIOR SC
: FOR gBlCi g% o ,

W P NO 26029 Oi- 2024

Between

Mr. Rakesh Varma, S/o Likbmaram Varma, Proprigtor of M/s. Sharda Batteries
and Metals, Oﬁue at Plot No. 139/P,. K@ﬂedan Rajendra Nac;ar Hyderabad-

500077
R PETITIONER
AND

1. The Deputy Zormmissioner (ST)STU-2, Sgroornaggr Division, 3rd Fiom
Gagan Vihar, Nampally, Hyderabad—56 01,

The Joint Commissioner (ST), Saroom_,_gar Bjvisign, 3rd Floor, Gagap Vihar,

Narnpally Hyderabad-500 001,

‘The Commissioner of State Tax, CT angplex Nampally, Hyderabad

Telangana-5J0 001

State of Teiangana, represented by the Principal see;retary Revenue
Department (State Tax) Secretariat, Hyderabad 500004

Union of India, Ministry of Finange, Departmept of Bevenue Repgesented by

the Seqretary North Block New. ee:m«m)ooa
RESPONDENTS

O s W o

Petmon under Article 226 of the Const:tutlon of lnd;a praymg that in the
curcumstances stcnted in the affdawt fi Ied therew:th Ihe High (,ourt may be
pleased to ISSUE' a Virit, Order or direction partlcuiarly one in the nature of a Writ of
Mandamus or any other appropriate _writ deeiarmg (i) the 1mpugned Order-in-
Onglnal No. SRNF‘I‘;TU 2/!NS/ITC/2/2018 2024 dated 25 06. 2024 \II) Form GST
DRC- 0? dated 25.06. 2024 vide Ref No ZB36024106366F (iti) Form GST DRC -07
dated 25 06.2024 wce Ref No. ZD360624106403P (w) Form GST E)RC 07 dated
25.06. 2024 vide Ref No. ZD360241066300 {v} Form GST DRC 07 dated
25.06. 2024 vide Ref No. ZD36024106437E (vi) Form GST DRC O? dated
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25 06.2024 vide Ref No. ZD360241067873. (vi)) Form GST DRC-07 dated
25 06.2024 vide Ref No. ZD360241064895 and (viii} Show Cause Notice dated
26.03.2024 vide Ref. No. SRNRISTU-ZIIN_S/2I2018—2024 along with Form GST
DRC-01 dated 26.03.2024 vide 7D3603240377576 as illegal, in violation of

pnnc:ples of naturai Justrce without junsdactron as Jt IS passed wnthpu’t authonty of

prrcumstances of the case.

- .;.__.__ .

s IA NO 1OF 2024

the imgugnep Order in- Onglnal No SR NRISTL! 2/IN§I!TQ[}2/2Q=1 K 2
25. 06. 2@24 and any coercive steps towards recovery agarnst the Pe;;t;one[ by the
Respondents pursuant to the impugned Order dated 25. 06 2Q24 ‘

Counsgl for the Petitiongr: SRI KARAN TALWAR
Coqnsel for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 4: SRI SWAROOP OOBlLLA Spegial

~ Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA _Y}IBAN AGP
o Counsel for ﬂ\e Respondent No.5: SRI B. MU!(HERJEE FOR SRI GAQI )
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SQLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W P NQ 29063 OF 2024

Between

§ynshme Power Solutions, Represented by its Proprietor Rathna Raju Dara
S/o Sathya Prakasham Dara, Aged about 40 Years, R/a. Plot, No 12-8-469/3,
ayyappaswamy temple * street, Mettuguda Secunderabad Hyderabad

Telangana 50001 7.
PETITIONER
AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner of State Tax Malkajgrn ill Crrc!e Saroor Nagar

Division, Hyderabad.

2. The State of Telangana, Through Prmcrpal Secretary to Government Revenue
Depariment (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana - ,

3. Axls Bank Tarnaka Branch, Hyderabad Represented by i |ts Manager

RESPONDENTS
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Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances s:ated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order or direction, more particularly in the nature of a writ
of mandamus ceclaring G.O.Ms.No. 118 dated 25.08- 2023 lssued by the
Respondent No. 2 and consequentiy the show cause notice dated 06-06- 2022
(Annexure P1) ard ItS consequent Order dated 31-12- 2023 (Annexure P3) for the
Fmancral year 20 17-18 passed by the Respondent No. 1 and also the consequent
Form GST DRC 13 dated 26- 09—2023 attgchmg the bank accounts of the
Petmoner propne?ary concern ‘and afso the Propnetor of the Petltroner as be;ng
void, Jllegal arbrtr ary wﬂhout Junsdlctson nonest in the eye of Jaw angj consequenﬂy
set asnde the same and d the Respongent NQ 3 to permit bank ope: rat;ons

1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petmon under Section 151 GPC praymg that in the circumstances stated in
the afﬂdavrt fnled ir- suppart of the pefition, lbe ngh Court may be p!eased to stay
all further action mclud:ng collection of tax pursqant to the show cause notice
dated 06-06- 2022 (Annexure :P1) -and its consequent Order dated 31-12- 2023
(Annexure P3) and alsq the consequent Fofm GST DRC 13 dated 26- 09-2023
attachlng the bank acc ounts of the Petltroner propnetary concern and also 1he

Propnetor of the Petmoner

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI M.NAGA DEEPAK
Counseél for the Re spondent Nos.4 &2 SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Specjal
Govt Pleader for State Tax assjsted by SR! T.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

Counse! for the Re ypondent No.3: --

W.p. NO 29415 OF 2024

Between

M/s Khadri Industries, # 2/72, Nagar Kumool Road, Jadcl"erla 509301.
Represented by its Proprietor Tar i’vﬁﬁmmad
. PETITIONER

AND

1. The State of T:zslangana, Department of Revenue (C.T.) Rep., by it Principal
Secretary.
2. Assistant Commissioner ST, Nagarkurnool Jadcherla Circle, Naigonda

Division.
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3. Central Board of Direct Tax and Customs, Rep. by Chairman Ministry of
Finance, Department Revenue, North Block, Centrat Secretariat, New Delhi-
110001,

4. Union of lndra rep. by its Principal Secretary, Government of India, Ministry of
Finance, 3% Floor, Jeevan Deep Burldrng, Sansad Marg, New Deihr- 110001.

RESPON PE NTS

| Petrtron under Artgcle 226 of the Constltutlon of lndla prayrng that in Ihe
crrcumstances stated in the affrdavut frled 1herewrth “the ngh Court may be
. pleased to issue a ‘Wit of Mandamus or any other approprtate wrlt or order qr
drrectlon declarmg the rmpugned order in _DBQ 07 dated 2&98 2Qﬁ4 paﬁssed for
the tax penod 201 9 20 and the summary g he Qrder apnexed to !Eorm DRC 07'
vrde Ref No. ZD3608241296163 dated 29. 0§,202¢; |ssq§d by: the 2nd Respondenx
under extended penod of limitation under §e§pon 168@ ;)f the CGST Acg 2017 is
| barred by trme arbitrary, riiegai and wrtb "ut juged:cyon and alsq mmetron of
' e rmpugneg Order passed by 2nd

assessment and consequently set asrde t
Respondent and alternatrvely to declare that the §how cause notrce in DRC 01
dated 14 05. 2024 and the impugned order m DRE-0% dated 29. Q8 2024 wrthgut
there berng the signature of the 2nd Respondept manuelly or mth D|g|ta! Srgnatgge
as Iegally unenforceable in the eye of law.

IA NO 1 OF 2024

Petrtron under Sectron 151 CPC prayrng that in the crrcumstences stated rn
the aﬁrdavrt filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be gleased to gran;
stay of Q” furjher proceedlngs pursuant to the empygneq prde;: paeged bx ;he gnd
Responden; dated 29 08.2024 for the tax perrod 2@19—20 pendrng dlsposal of 1he

Wnt Pe;ztron as othenmse the Petitioner wrll be put to severe Ioss and hardshrp

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI VENKATRAM REDDY MANTUR
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 &2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA Special
g Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN "AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRiI DOMINIC FERNANDES SEN]OR SC
"FORCBIC B :
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SR! B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
' PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA




30

W.P.NO: 29477 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Khadri Industries, #2/72, Nagar Kurnool Road, Jadcherla, 509301
Represented by its Propnetor Tar Mohammad ‘
: ; ...PETITIONER

~ AND

1. The State cf Tetangana Department of Revenue (C T.) Rep.. by it Pnncrpat
Secretary.

2. Assistant Commlssroner (ST) Nagarkurnool@.tadcberla Crrcle Natgonda

~ Divisighi-- £ B e SR

3. Central Board of Direct Tg_zxs and Custor:ns Rep. by Chatrman Mrnlstry of
Finance, Department Re\;enue North Bfock Central Secretanat New Delht—
110003

4. Unionof Inciia, rep, py lts Pnncrpal Secretary Government of 'ndia, Mrnlstry of
Frnance, er Floor Jeevan Dgep Burldrpg Sansad Marg New Dethr ]0 001 .

RESPONDEETS“

Petmon un(ter Artlcte 226 of the Constrtutron of India praytng that in the
crrcumstances stcted in the affrdavtt frled therewrth the High Court may pe
pleased to rssue A Wrrt of Mandamus or any other appropnate Writ or order or
drrectron declanng the lmpugned order in DRC 07 dated 29/12/2 [)23 passed for
the tax penod 2()1? 18 and the summary of the order annexed to Form DRC 0}‘
vide Ref No. ZD..»6122?062522P dated 29, 12 2023 rssued by the 2nd Respondent :
under extended period ot Irmrtatron under sectron 168A of the CGST Act 2017 rs
barred by trme a b|trary, rllegal and wrthout Junsdrctron and also rnrtratlon of
assessment and r*onsequently set asrde the tmpugned Order passed by rq
Respondent and aternatrvety to dectare that the show fause notrce n E)RC,;.Qt
dated 30/09/2023 and the |mpugned order rn DRC 07 dated 29/1. [2023 wrtl)out
there Werng tt'Te srqn“ture Qf the 2nd Respondent manually or wnth ngltal Stgnature

as Iegatty unenforl,e able rn the eye of law

IA NO 1 OF 2024

Petrtton unde Ser‘tron 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated |n 7
the afﬂdavrt frted In s.upport of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to grant
stay of al! further proceedings pursuant to the impugned order passed by the 2nd
Respondent dated 23/1212023 for the tax penod 2017-18, pending drsposat of the

Wnt Petrtron as othenmse the Petrtroner wrtt be put to severe loss and hardshrp
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI VENKATRAM REDDY MANTUR
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR SC :
FOR CBIC :
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
- PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy LlCITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W P NO 29756 OF 2024

Between : ‘f- R

Mls Khadri Industrles #2/72, Nagar Kumool Road Jadcheria 509301

Represented by rts Eropnetor Tar Mongmmadﬁ__,
- _ G n; PETITIONER
' ANQ . _

1. The Sta;e of Telangana, Depanment of Revenue (C T.) Rep by rt Pnncrpal

2 igglr;taan?Cornmlss;oner (ST) Nagarkyrneol Jadcherla Clrcle Nalgonda |

3 ggn?:g?Board of Direct Tax and Custqms Rep by €hairman Mlmstry of
Finance, Department Revenue Nonh Blgck Central Secretanat New Delhl—

4 Eln?c?r? :)f India, rep. by its Principal Seeretary Government of Indla Ministry of

Fmance 3rd Floor Jeevan Deep Buﬂ_d_ ng Sansad Marg, New | Delhr 110 001.
| RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the anstltutlon of India praymg that in the
crrcumstances stated in the afflda\m fi leq tberewrth the Hrgh Qourt may be
p}eased to 1ssue a Wnt of Mandamus or any other appropnate wrlt or order or
drrectron declarmg the rmpugned order in DRC 07 dated 3004 2024 passed for
the tax perrod 2018 19 and the summary of Ihe order annexed to Form DRC 0?
vide Ref.No. ZD3604240894362 dated 30. 04 2024 rssued by the 2nd Respondent
under- exiendeeLpenod of lrmltatlon under A,“etron 168A of the CGST Act 2017 rs
barred. by t:me arbrtrary rllegal and w1th0ut Jurisdlctlon and aIsQ rmtiatlon of
assessment and consequentiy set asrde the rmpugned Order passed by 20d
Respondent and aitematwely to declare that the show cause notrce in DRC 01
dated 19 01 2024 and the impugned order in DRC- 07 dated 30. 04 2024 w:thout

there belng the signature of the 2nd Respondent manually or wrth Dlgltal Srgnature

as legally unenforceable in the eye of law.
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1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition uncter.dection 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit frted iy support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to grant
stay of aH further ;)roceedlngs pursuant to the |mpugned order passed by the 2nd
Respondent dated 30 04, 2024 for the tax pertod 2018 49, pending dlsposal 0"'

ert Petrtlon as othemnse the Petrtroner wdl be put to severe loss and hardsh;g

’Counsel for the Petitroner: SR VENKATRAM REDDY MANTUR S —
‘Counsel for tbe Respondent Nos 1 & 2 SRI SWAROOP OORILLA Specrgl
, e for

N E "FOR CBIC -
Counsgl for t(_e Respondent No.4: SRI B. ML[KHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
g PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SQLICITOR GENERAL OF IN[}IA

W.P. N@ 30{)22 OF 2024

i ".g

Between

M/s Shahmaf Faods, 1-20-248/3, Rasoolpura Industrial Area, Begumpet,
Hyderabad Dlst Telangana 03 Rep by its Sole Proprietor Mr. Akash Sajnanl

P ET!TIONER
AND

1. The Jtate Tax Offlcer {ST), Begumpet 2 Crrcle Begumpet Dzvrsiqn
Teiangana
The Agst. Commrssroner (ST)., Begumpet 2 Crrc!e Begumpet L);wsron

Teiangana i
1he € "p'lmlsuloner of State Tax, The State GST Department, State GST
Chomm ssioner Office, Nampally Opp. to, Gandhr Bhavan, Hyderabad

e State of- Felangana Rep, by its Pnncrpal Secretary Revenue (CT)
Bepartment Hyderabad.
Union of. Indig’ Through Joint Secretary, Department of Revenue Mrnrstry ef

Fmanc,{ 'North Block New Dethi: 110001
' s RE—SPONDENTS

Petltron under Artlcle 226 of the Constrtutron of India praymg that in the

crrcumstances stated in the affrdav:t flled therewith, the High (‘ourt may be

pIeased to rssue Wnt Order or Direction more particularly one in the nature of
WRIT" OF MANDAMUS dectanng (a) That the mpugned SCN dated 28, 12 2023
and Order dated 29 34.2024 cannot be sustained as are unsrgned i, e were nether
drgltatly srgned nor \ern‘red through e- srgnature as en\nsaged specnf:ed under ru!e -

26(3) of CGST rules, 2017 and are to be set aside, or (b) That, aiternatn{ely the '



33

SCN and Order issued were barred by limitation, vide NN.09/2023-CT, dated
31.03.2023 and NN. 56/2023-CT, dated 28.12.2023 and are to be set aside (c)
That, alternatively the impugned orders passed solely on account that petitioner
had not filed a reply cannot be sustalned hence the matter is remrtted back to the

Proper Off;cer for re adjudlcatlon

IA NO: 2 OF 2024

Petltron under Sec:tlon 15_1__C_IPC praylng that in the crrcumstances stated m
the affrdavrt frled ;n support of the'petltlon the l;llgh Court may be pleased to
Pendlng the frnal drsposal of WP NQ._éOOZZ o! 2024 It i ts prayed that the Hon' ble
Court may be pleased to suspend tt;e operatrop of Form GST DRC ]3 dated 21.10
2024 under Rupee 145(]) ie. Netgce to a thlrd Person under sectlpn ?9 (M gC)
issued by 2nd Respondent on 28 ‘lO 2024 to the bank ot petrtlone[ where
petitioner malntalns his - Current acgount bearmg no, 00422000031635 HDFC
Bank, Usha Krran Complex Gr ‘Floor Paradlse Crrole Samjlnl Devi Road
Secunderabad 500003 and the baulk ,_ttachment be Ilfted pendrng dlsposal of WP

No. 30022 of 2024 as otherw:se the Petltloner wull be put to severe loss anq

hardship.

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petmon under Sectlon 151 CPQ praying that in the crrcumstances stated in
the affldawt fjled rn support of the petrtlon lhe Hsgh Court may be pleased 10
suspend the operatlon of the Order in qum GST DRC-07 yrde reference
no. ZD3604240808264 of the 1st Respondent dated 29.04. 2024 passed for the
tax penod 2018 19 under the provrsmns of the Act pending dlsposal of the above
Wnt Pet;tron as otherW|se the Petltloner erl be put to severe Ioss and hardshrp

Counsel for the Petrtloner SRI JAl KlSHAN SOLANKI
Counsei for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 4: SRI SWAROQOP OORILLA, Special
 Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.5: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI ' '
- PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
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W.P.NO: 31003 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Manasha Catering Services, NS 0040, BDL Town Ship. Bhanoor, Medak
Teingan 3 501 305, represented by its Pmpnetor SiY. Kote: swara Reddy

~PETITIONER
AND B . '1:3,-;_

1. Assistant ¢ -omrissioner (ST) Madhapur-V Clrcle Madhapur Dlyisron

Hyderabaa.
2. Deputy’ State Tax Oﬁlcer Madhapur v Clrcle Madhapur Drv=sno

Hyderahad - AR
'{he State of Telangana represented by its Prmcapal Secretary, _Bevegp_e

5 Elepa' rfa'enl (Commerc:al Taxes) Telangana Secrelarlal H der.
R £§P0yDENT§

Petltlon under Article 226 of the Constltution of india praymg that ln the

c:rcumstances ,’mted in the affldawt flled therewith, the ngh Cqurt may be

pleased to lssue a erl or Order or direction pamcularly one in the nature pf Wnt qj
Mandamus settmc aside the |mpugned Assessment Order passed by Ihe flrs;
reSpondent m Forn GST DRC - 07, in Reference No. ZD36122307Q016§ da}gq
30. 12 2Q23 in Jevylnq tax amountlng to R5243 790/-, (CGST amountlng to

Rs.1, 21 89511 _TCST amounting to Rs.1,21,895/), passed under Sect;on }3 of !he—-

CGST Act 2017 and TGST Act, 2017, for the tax period 2017-18, read wnh Show
Cause [\lotrce dated 01 06 2022 lssued by the second respondent lbgt have |
uploaded in the GHT portal without either physacally nor dlgltally srgned yhlc ‘
gontrar;g to the Rule 26 (3) of the CGST Rules 20317, as lllegal arbltrary, ab lmtlg
void, contrary to the provisions of CGST Act and Rules 2017 and ]‘GST Aft r:ng;\l
Rules 2017 comrary to the law lald down by the judicial pronouncemenl of lbe
Hon’ble Hrgh CourL of Delhl Bombay and Andhra Pradesh and wnhout authenty

of law

lArNG' 1—6F 2024

Petmon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the cwcumstances stated IQ
the affldawt filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
Pendmg disposal of tve Writ Petition grant stay of all further proceedings ansmg m
pursue of the impugn2d Assessment Order passed by the first respondent in Form
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GST DRC - 07, in Reference No.2ZD361223070016S, dated 30.12.2023, for the tax
period 2017-18.

Counsel for the Pettttoner SRI S. SURI BABU
Counsel for the Respondents SRI SWAROOP OQRILLA, Special Govt Pleader
Y for State Tax assrsted by SRI T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

W P NO 31008 OF 2024
Betweep g

Mls Manasha Qater;tng g Serviges, NS 0040, BDL Town Ship, Bhapoor, Me‘_da}s;'
- 592305 t:epresented by rts F x_gpnetor §rr Y. Kotesware Regdy

AND

1. tliitlssmtant Commlssmner (ST), Madhapur -V Circle, Madhapur Drvtston
dera bad. :
2. The State of Telangana represented by |ts Pnncrpal Secretary Revenue
Dﬁpartment gGommermal Taxes) Teiangana Secretarrat Hyderabad

RESPONDENTS

Petltton under Article 226 of the Constrtutton of jndia prayrng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affrdawt frleq therewrth the High (;ourt may be
pleased to |ssue a Wnt oF Ordef or drrectlon partrcuiarty one in the nature of Wm of
Mandamus settrng asrde the |mpugned Assessment Order passed by the flrsl
respondent m Forg; GST DRQ 07 in Refetence No. 20360324q9?5802 dateg
24, 08 2024 for the tax pened 2{319 20, thereby in !evytng taxamountlng to
Rs. 6? 0941- (CGS;I’ amountlng to Rs. 33 547/: plus TGST amountmg 30
Rs.33, 547!—) passed under Sectlon ?3 of the CGST Act 2017 and TGST Apt
2017, for the tax penod 2919 20 read wrth Show Cause Notrce dated 03. 96 2024
issyed by the ftrst respondent that haye been upioaded in the GST gortat wrtbout ,
either physma}iy nor d}gltatly sugned WhtCh rs contrary to the Rule 26 (3) of the
CGsT Rutes 2017 as rilegal arbltrary ab mttlo void, contrary to the prowsrons gf
CGST Act and Rules 2017 and TGST Act and Rules 2017 contrery to the Iaw
!ard down by the judlcral pronouncement of the Hon bte High Courts of Delnt
Bombay and Andhra Pradesh and wzthout authonty of law. ‘ B
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IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
Pendlng dlsposel of the Wit Petition grant stay of all further proceegmgs arlsmg m

pursue ef the |mpugned Assessment Order issued by the first respk )
GST DRC 07 in Reference No. ZD3608240975802 dated 24 08 2

penod 2019 20

| Counsel for the Petjtioner: SRI S.SURI BABY
Counsel for the Respondents SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pjeader
. for State Tax assrsted by SRI T CHAITANYA K!@AN . AGB

W P N@ 31025 OF 2024

Betwee:
Mls Manasta Catering Services, NS 0040, BDL Town Ship, Bhapoor, Medak
Telngana 532’%05 represented by s Proprtetor Srl Y. thesw a_ Reddy

; _ PETITIONER

AND

1. As&stantCommlssmner (ST), Madhapur: VCrrcle Madhapur Drwslon
- Hydefabad. *

2. Deputy State Tax Officer, Madhapur—l\/ Clrcle Madhapur D:vrszog,
" Hyderabad '
. 3. Ipe State of Felangana, represented by its Prrncnpa} Secretary, evegue

i Department (Commermal Taxes) Telangana Secretanat Hyde@. ,ad

R'ESPONDENTS

'plrcumstances stated in the affrdawt ftled Iherewrth the ngh ;"urt may pe
pleased to lssue a Wnt or Order or drrectron partrcularly one |n the r re. gj Wrrt Qf
Mandamus settlnq aside the lmpugned Assessment Order pass by: the ﬁrst
respendent in Form GST DRC - 07, Reference No. 203604240628266 dated
' 26134 2024, in levying tax amounting to Rs.4,33, 832/, {CGST amcuntmg tcr--
Rs 2, 16 916/- plus TGST amounting to Rs.2,16 ,916/-) and penalty qf Rs. 43 348!?
(CGST amountmg to Re.21,692/- plus TGST amounting to Rs 21 692/—) thus the
total belng of Rs.4,77,216/-, passed under Section 73 of the CGST Act 2Q17 and
TGST Act 201? for the tax period 2018-19, read with Show Cause Notlce dated
01.06. 2022 iIssued Ly the second respondent that have -been upioaded in the GST
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portal without either physically nor digitally signed which is contrary to the Rule 26
(3) of the CGST Rules 2017, as illegal ,arbitrary, ab initio void, contrary to the
proyisions of CGST Act and Rules, 2017 and TGST Act and Rules, 2017, contrary
to the law laid down by the judicial pronouncement of the Honorable High Courts
of [_)_elh.g,_,_Bompay and Andhra Pradesh and without authority of law. . .

1A NO: 1_17 OF 2024

Petltron pnde; Seqtron 151 CPC prayrng that in the c:ircumstances stategl to,,_,_ o

_ the afF davrt .lle'd in support of the petmon the Hrgh Court rnay be pleesed Pendlpq
dstOSét of ert Petrt;on grant stay of atl further proceedrngs artsrng |n pur g
of the r;npugned Assessment Qrder passed by the frrst respondent m Ferm G :l'
DRC .;97 ;g Reference No. ZD3BQ4"406"8266 dated 26. 04 2024 for: the ta);
per:od 2@18 19, pendrng dtsposat of the abqve ‘writ petrtron - ‘

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI S.SURI BABU
Counsel for: the Respondents* SR SWARQOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
& for State Tax assrsted by SRI T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGR

W P NQ; 31915 OF 2924
Between -

SAH Assocrates H. No. 2-2-647/6/6, Sai Baba Nagar, Bagh Amberpel,
ad Drst Telangana '}3 Rep by its Partner Mr. Mahabub Ah Khan,

Sgrderatal s
a nEan :
,,PETITlONER

AND

The Assistant Coramissioner, Vidyanagar Circle, Secunderabad Divisign, TG _
The Qemmrssmner of State Tax, The State GST Department, State G§T
Commissioner, Office, Nampally, Opp. to Gandhi Bhavan, Hyderabad -
The State of ]'elangana Rep.. by rts Pnncrpal Secretary Revenue (C'[)
Department, Hyderabad.~ . '
Union’ of-Indig, Through Joint Secretary, Department of Revenue Mrnrstry ef
F;nance North Block, New Delhr 110001 '

RESPONDENTS

E R RN

Petrtron under Article 226 of the Constitution- of india praylng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affi davit ﬁled therewith, the High Court may be
pleased 1o rssue Wrrt of Mandamus or any other appropriate wrrt or order Q[
drrectron declarrng (a) That the impugned Orders vide reference nos,

ZD3607241021022-dated 30.07.2024 and ZD360724105943A dated 31.07. 2024
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and SCNs dated vide reference nos. ZD36112105716R dated 13.11.2021 and
ZD3605240807933 dated 31.05.2024 cannot be sustained as they are unsigned
f.e. were neitter digitaily signed nor verified through e-signature as
env:saged/specrflﬂd under rule 26(3) of CGST rules 2017 and are to be set- as:de
or b)That alternatrve!y the  impugned Orders wde reference no,,
— ZD3607241021042 dated 30. 07 2024 and ZD36Q72410—5943A da{ed 31 07 2024
and SCNs dated wvide no. ZD361121015716R dated ‘13 11 2021 and
ZD36052408079°3 dated 31 ,05. 2024 xssued were barred by hmltat!gn \gtde
NN 09/2023 CT, dated (c) That, alternativeiy the |mpugned ordels passgd solely
on account ihat petmoner had nol fnled a reply carmot bg suatamed w:thoyl
consndermg Ihe r3plies and supportlng dncumengs submlh‘,ed fo»y;__;;,e;mqs to 151
Respondent henc e the matter is remltted back to (l;se Pr@per @ff ceg for rev

-----

adjudlcgilon

1A NO 1 OF 2024

Petmon undsr Section 151 CPC pray;ng thai in tbe crrcumstanses stated in
the affldavn filed in support of the petition, the ngh Qourt may be pieased to
suspend the operation of the Orders in Form GST DRC 07 vide :eferance no.
ZD3607241021024 dated 30.07.2024 and ZD360?24105943 A dated 31 97 2024
passed for the ta¢ period 2019- 20 under Ihe prowsigns of the Act gendlng
dfsposai of the abgre Writ Petition. ' ' S

Counse] for the Petitioner: SRI JA} KISHAN SOLANKi
Counsel for the Re spondent Nos.1 TO 3: SRI SWAROQP OORILLA, Spegral
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN ‘AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
®RAVEEN KUMAR Dy SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W P NO 32265 OF 2024

Between

Mls Srinidhi Chits Hyderabad Pt Ltd., Rep. by its. Executive Director M.
Sganjeeva Recdy, H.No0.2-6-283 and 284 2nd ﬂoor ‘near IB guest House,
Mukarampura Karimnagar, Telangana - 505001

_ ..,PETI_TIONER

AND
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1. Union of India, Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 15, Safdarjung
Road, New Delhi - 110001 Represented by its Secretary, New Delhi

2. State of Telangana, Department of Revenue (Commercial Tax), Secretariat,
Hyderabad. Represented by its Secretary

3. Assistant Commissioner (ST), Malka}grn N3, Hyderabad
RESPONDENTS

Petltlon under Artlcte 226 of the Constrtutron of India praylng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewrth the High Court may be
pleased to lssue a Wrrt Order or Direction, more partrcularly |n the nature of a ert
of Certlorarr cathng for records and quashmg the order—rn orlgrnal ;bearlng ref no

-_...._ ‘._._:‘.. e e

» . f iy - LR

'"”20360424(;903189 dated 30/04/2024 and its show cayse nfice bep
ZD3601g404§168L dated 31/01/2024 passed by Respondent Ng@g unger the
provrsgns ot CGST 2017 and TGST, 2017, :

: rrng ref po

IA NO 2 OF 2024

_ Petltrop under Section 151 CPC prayrng that in the crrcumstanges stated in
the afﬂdavrt f !ed in support of the petition, the Hrgh Court may be pleased to st -y

origma! r;lo Z[;)3604240903189 dated 30/04/2024

Counsgl for the Petitioner: SRI KAILASH NATH P.S.S
Counsgl for ;he Respondent No.1: SRIB. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI

. PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL QF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.2 & 3: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, §pec|at
- Govt Pleader for $tate Tax assrsted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

W P NQ 32914 OF 2024

Between

Mls Gupta Battery House, 4-6-90/2/C/PC, Villa NO 1, ‘Rearl County,
Rambagh, Kishanbagh Road, Attapyr, Hyderabad, Telangana - 500048
Represented by its. Proprietor Shri. Nighi Bansal, C/o Rajesh. Kumar Bansal,
Aged 44 years, R/o, 8-1-40/ARP, Villa no 32, Sri Adrtya Royal Palm 7 Tombs
Road Opp Azaan International School Samatha Colony Tolrchowkl Golconda

Hyderabad Tetangana—500008
PETITIONER
AND

1. The Deputy Commissioner (ST), Sarcornagar STU 3, Saroornagar Dw:sron

Exhibition Gate Road, Abids, Hyderabad-500001
2. State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue

Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Tetangana
RESPONDENTS
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Petition under Anicle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances steted in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue 2 writ, order, or direction more'particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus - declaring 1mpugned SCN in Form DRC 01 vide No.
ZD360323000403£ I dated 01.03. 2023 rssued by the Respondent No 1 under the
provrsrons of CGST/TGST Act, 2017 as - belng v0|d arbltrary lltegal wrthout
junsdrctlon wotatwe of the prlncrples of natural justrce apart from berng vrolatrve of

asrde the same

A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petmon under Section 151 CPG praylng that in the circumstances stated in
the affldavrt f;led in support of the petition, tlje Hrgh Court may be Dieased to stay
operatron of impugned SCN in Form DRC 01 vrde No ZD3603230004034 dated
(11.03.2023 issued 2y the Respondent No 1,

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P.VENKATA PRASAD EOR SRI MD) SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondents; SRI SWAROOE’ OQRILI,.A, Specral Govt Pleader
for State Tax assrsted byLSRI—T GHAlTANYA KlRAN AGP

W P NO 32984 OF 2024

Between

Yar Khan Transpert Services, Having office at H. No 8-7-21/¢ Plassy Lines,
Old Bowenpelly Secunderabad, Telangana 500011 Rep by its Propnetor

Mr Sardar Ktan
PETITIONER
ANI;_!

1. The Assistant Commissioner (State Tax) Bowenpally-1 Crrcle Begumpet

Division, Hydexrabad, Telangana. :
State of Telangana, Through Prrncrpal Secretary to Government Revenue

Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana.
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST, Policy Wing, New Delhi

Rep. by its Commissioner
Union of India Ministry of Finance, Represented by its Secretary, North Block,

New Delh: 110001
...RE.SPONDENTS

W
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Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of india praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus | | R

() declaring Order-in- Ongrnal dated 30/04/2024 vide DRG 97 ref no.
20360424089835W passed by Respondent No. 1 for the tazs penod Apnl
2018 to March 2019 under the provrsuons of CGS'[ITG Act 2011 as
' belng mvalrd void, arhitrary, rl|egal barreq by Ilm;t §
Junsdlctlon ang without authonty of Iavy apar} from beigg vsolahve of
: Artlp]es 14 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Const:tuttQQ otlndra and to
consequently set aside the same and all consquentla ;proceed;ngs
mgzludrng the Garnrshee Notice dated 26/1 O/2Q24 and pas suc,h further
or other order(s) as this Honourable Court mqy deem f't nd proper ln

the orrcumstances of the case.
(ii) decla[mg that the Notification No. 09/2023 C.F dated 31
rssued by Respondent No. 3 and correspond;ng GQ Ms Ng 118 dated
25!08/2023 issued by Respondent No. 2 and Notlﬁcatlop No 56/2023~
CT dateg 28/12/2023 2023 issued by Respondent _;No 3 fa;_,q
correspondrng GO. Ms. 170 dated 30/12/2023 |ssged bgf Respondgr}t
No 2. wh:ch extended the fime trmtt for pass;ng tpe mpugneq prdgr Js
wrtbout authonty of law and yltra ytres to the sectrqn 73(19) of tpe G ;
Agl 2017 and Sectlon 168A of CGST Act, 2017 and Vlolatl\te of art_;; _,

LR
14 19(1)(9) 21 and 265 of the Constrtutron of lndia

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petrtron under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the curcgmstances stated rq
the affrdavrt ttled in support of the petftron the Hrgh Court may be pleased to stag
all further proceedrngs including the recovery of tax demand mterest and penalty
by the Garmshee Notrce dated 26/10/2024 issued by Respondent No 1 pursuant to
Order—ln Orrgmal dated 30/04/2024 vide DRC 07 ref. no. ZD360424089835W
passed by Respondent No.1 for the tax perrod Apnl 2018 to March 2019 '
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRl MOHD MUKHAIRUDDIN
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SR DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR SC
FOR CBIC
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRl B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W.P.NO; 33003 OF 2024

Betwee'n' _ o
M/s. Shyam Palnte, Located at 6,/6/4/@ Clnema Rgad Adllabad Telangan&
504001, Represented by its Propnefnx ‘Mrg, Makadia Sumitra Patel, Wi,
Makadia Ginsh Kumar, R/o. 6-6-4/15, B;-]ukthapur lpdram Res:dency, Cmema

Road Ad:labad Tefanga(la— 504001
Ry PET}TIONER
ANQ

State Tax Officer, Aditlabgd Circle, Adjlabad Dijvision, H.No. 9.6, 2nd floor
Chandra Hero (‘omplex Sai Nagar, Dasnapur, Adifabad- 504001
State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commerc:al Tax), Hydergbad, Télangapa © - °

Central Board of Indirect Taxes and CustOms GST Pohcy Wlng New Delh;

rep by its Ccmmissioner -
Union of Ind-a, Ministry of Fmance Re_ esented by its Secretdry North Block,

New Delhi- 110001
R RE§PONDENTS

—

e

Petmon undar Art;c!e 226 Qf ;he qusptutggn of lndla praymg that in 1he
parcumstances stared n the aﬁ"dawt ﬁled Iherewnh the Hsgh Couﬁ may be
pieased to |ssue a writ, order or dlrgctton q;agre pamcularly ane in the nature of a |
Writ of Mandamus tl)den!armg the unauthentleated unsngned Show ,ause notice ln
Form DRC 01 vide Ref no ZD3605249624965 dated 30. QS 2624 and
unauthentlcated ur signed lmpugned Ordef;_n Onglnal \nde DR(T 07 ;ef no
ZD360824145621C dated 30. 08 2024 iSSu_(_‘gj:. by the 1st Respondent ugder the
prows:ens of CGS fr (‘ST Act 201? as '.bemg vord arbltrary Iegaf wnthoul
le’lSdlCthﬂ and wnthout authorlty of Iaw apart frorn bemg vnolatlve :)f Artu;les 14
19(1 )(g) and 265 of the Constitution of India, and to consequently sei aglde the
same and pass such further or other order(s) as this Hon'bie Court may deem flt
and proper in the cir umstances of the case. (u)declarrng that the Notiflcatlon No
'09/202§eC.T_ dated £1.03.2023 issued by Respondent No. 3 and correspondfng
GO Ms,) No. 118 dated 25.08.2023 issued by Respondent No. 2 and the
Notification No. 56/2023- CT dated 28. 12 2023 issued by Respondent No 3 and
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corresponding GO. Ms. 170 dated 30.12.2023 issued by Respondent No. 2, which
extended the time fimit for passing the orders, is without authority of law and uitra
vires to the section 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Section 168A of CGST Act
2017 and violative of articles 14, 19(1)(g), 21 and 265 of the Constitution of India.

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petrhon under Sectron 151 CPC praylng that in the cnrcumstgnqes etated rn

dated 30!08!2024 passed by the Respondent No 1

Counsgl for the Petitioner: SRI V. VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI QWABOOI? OORILLA, $pecial
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRIT. Cl;lAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SR! DOMINIC FERQANDES SEN[OR SC
FOR cBICT U
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
‘ PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W P. NO 33054 OF 2024

Between

SLS Engineers, Haying s office at H.No.4- 1 .18 Snehapyfi Cleny Nacharam '
Hyderabad Telangana 500076 Rep by |ts Managlng Partner

PET]TIONER
AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner (State Tax) Nacharam 1 Crrple Malkajgrn
DivrSton Hyderabad, Telangana

S;ate of Telangana, Through Pnncrpal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercral Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana

Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST Pollcy Wlng New Delhr
Rep by its Commissioner -

Union of India, Ministry of Frnance Represented by rts Secretary Nonh Bloc:k

New DethH 10001
RESPONDENTS

SRS

Petltron under Article 226 of the Const}tutlon of Indla praymg that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the ngh Cour’t ‘may be
pieaseg to issue (i) a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of

a Writ of Mandamus declaring Order-in-Original dated 22/08/2024 vide DRC 07
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ref. no. ZD3608::4086546U passed by Respondent No.1 for the tax period April
2019 to March, 2020 under the provisions of CGST/TGST Act, 2017 as being
invalid, void, aroirary, illegal, without jurisdiction and without auttority of law apart
from -being violati e of Articles 14, 19(1)Xg) and 265 of the Constltutron of India and
to consequently ‘,et asrde the same and al! consequentlal proceedmgs and pass
such further or other order(s) as thls Honourabie Court may deem flt and prOper ln
the circumstances of the gase. (i) a wnt order or dlrectlon more partfcularly onq
in the nature of a Wnt of Mandamus declanng that the Notn‘rcatlon No. 09/2023«

C.T dated 31/0’5/2023 2(}23 tssuedeby—Respondent No. 3 and correspendmg GO—-

Ms. No 118 date:i 25/08/2023 lssued by Respongent No. 2 and Notlfrcatron Nq»E
56/2023 CT dated 2@[12/2923 2@23 uéd by Respondent No '3 anq
correspondrng GO, Ms 170 da;ed .3(1[12/202,3 ;ssued by Respondent No. g whlqh
extended the time t;mlt fgr passlng tl;ye lmpugned order is without aulhonty of jaw
and ultra vares to the se(f:-tlon 73(10) ef the GST Act 2017 and ‘:ectron 168A of
CGST Act 2017 and yrolattve of artncles 14 19(1)(9) 21 and 265 of : the

Constltutron @f Indla

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petltron unde:x Sectlon 451 CPC praymg that in the crrcumstances stated m
the afﬂdavrt flled n support of the petmon the Hrgh Court may be pieased to stay
all further proceedmgs rnctudmg the recovery of tax demand :nterest and pena!ty
pursuant to  Order-in- Orlglnal dated 22/08/2Q24 vide DRC 07 ref np
ZDBGO§24086546U passad by Respogdent No 1 for the tax perrocl Aprl! 2019 to
March, 2020

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI MOHD MUKHAIRUDDIN
Counsel for the Res pondent Nos, 1 &2 SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
: Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the RPS pondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR SC
_ FOR CBIC -
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
R FRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOL!CITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
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WRIT PETITION NO: 33070 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Sri Piragi Satiji Industries, Represented by its Propnetor Mr. Savitri Bai
Pahadia, W/o. Pahadia Sanwarmal Rlo 4- 2 164/9 Ranlsathjl Coiony,
Adriabad Telangana- 504001

‘ PETITIONER

AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Adllatgad ircle, Adrlabad Division, H.No.
g- 6, 2?d Floor, Chandra Hero Comptex,, ai agar Dasnapur Adtlabad-
504001 '

- -2, State of Teianganar ThrougnPnncrparSecretary“tngovemment Revenue
Department (Commercial. Tax), Hydergh ad, Telangapa ™

3. Central Boarg of Ingirect Taxes and G jpms GS'F“ E’olrcy Wrng Qlew DeIm
rep by its Commissioner

4. Upion aof india, Minigiry of Fmange, Rgp[esen?d hy [tS Se,s;retarg Nogh Block

' New Delhl 110001

5. Union Bank, (Erstwhile Andhra Bank) Adl[abad Brangh Rep by ;ts Manager
GMR Towers Cinema Road, Adnlabad ”fetangana~ 604 ’t

RESPONDENTS

Petition under Artigle 226 of the Cogsytut@n Qt Indla prayrpg that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit flled therewlth the Hrgh (;Qurt may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or drrect!on mo,e partrcularly one in the na;ure Qf a
Writ of Mandamus : "

() dectanng un signed Show cayse ngtrce m Forng DRCG 01 \ude RetE ne.
20360222013447R dated 17 02. 2'22 and an unS|gned lmpugned Order
in PRC- 07 vnde ref. no, ZDSG} 071643] gated 31. 12 2023 both
|ssued by the 15t Respondent undeg the provlstons gf CGSIIT GST Act
2017 as bemg void, arbitrary, |Ilegat \cgrthoqt jurlsdlctlon and wrthput
authority of law apart from bemg y;platwe Qf Artlptes 14 19(1)(9) and
265 of the Constltutpon of lndla and tg consequently set aslde any
actron taken pursuant theretg and pass spch furthe[ or other order(s) as
thrs Hon’ ble Court may deem fit and proper |n the clrcums;ances of the

case.
(i) declaring that the Notification No. 09/2023 C T dated 31. 03. 2023 |ssued

by Respondent No. 3 and correspondmg GO Ms No 118 dated 25. 08
2023 issued by Respondent No. 2 which extended the tfme llmlt for
pass:ng the orders, is without authority of law and ultra vires to tha
section 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Sectlon 168A of CGST Act
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2017 and violative of articles 14, 19(1Xg), 21 and 265 of the Constitution

of Indiz .

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

_PgtitiQn under Section 151 CPC praying that in the cirgum:stapges stated ln -

the affidavit fued n s_upp.'q_rt of the petition, the High Court may be pfgaseg to st
operation of Eqrrr DRC 13 dated 23. 09. 2024 issyed to Respondent Nop byt

RespondentNo. 1.~~~ I

R i

IA NO: 2 OF 2024

Egtitigg unceg Segggn 151 GPC praying that in the cirggmsgggges gztat%g gg :

the affidavit filed in suppqrt of the g_gﬁ;ion, mengh Court may be pl sed to stay

of operation of impugned Ordey in DRC- 07 vide ref. no, ZD3612230716431 daed
31.12. 2023 issued by the Respondent No. 1 for the fax period 2017- 18 unde
CESTITGST cts, 2017 pending disposal of the above Wiit Petition, as ofherwise,

the Pet_j;ione_; will be put tg:se\(gre lQS_S and har;dship.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRJ V.VEERESHAM _
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special

Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

- Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SR DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENJORSC &

. FORCBIC " ,

Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI BMUKHERJEE FOR SRI GAD!
ST PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy, SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.5; - - EE T E

W.P.NO: 33072 OF 2024
Between:

M/s. Raja Rajeswara Sales Corporation, Represented by its Proprietor, Mr,
Padala Sagar, S/o. ‘Padala Ramanna, R/o. 23-64, Chunnam’ Battj ‘Wada,

Adilabad, Telangana- 504208 3
o -.PETITIONER
AND ' : -

t. The Deputy Commissioner (ST) STU), Adilabad Circle, Adilabad Division,
H.No. 9-6, 2nd Floor, Chandra Hero Complex, Sai Nagar, Dasnapur, -
Adilabad- 504001 B

2. State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue

Department (Ccmmercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana
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Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Policy Wing, New Delht
rep by its Commissioner

Union of India, Ministry of Fi inance, Rep resented by its Secretary North
Block, New Delhl 11000% .

DCRB Bank Limited, Mancherial Branch Rep by |ts Manager, 5-46 to 5-52,
Station Road. Garmilla Mancherial Mumcrpahty Mancherial- 504208

Axis Bank, Mancherial Branch, Rep by lts Manager No. 7, 13 to 7/16, Ganga

Reddy Road Manchenal
, RESPONDENTS

> o s ow

Petition under Artlcle 226 of Il)e Constttutron of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in. the aft" da\pt fliegi theregwth the High Court may be
pleased to |ssue a- wnt ofder P d;reetlewmefe pafhcularly ong in 1he nature of a
Writ of Mandamus declargng up srgned Shgl :pause nottce |n Form DRC 01 vlde
Ref no. ZD361121027?5?H dated 1_ 11/2023:=and an unsrgned tmpugned Order~

-s‘

1st Respondent under the provnsn)ns of : f!' &;;ST Act 2017 gs berng yoid
arbitrary rllegat without Junsdlgtlon apd wﬂhgut authonty of law apart from bemg
violative of Articles 14, 19(1)(9) and 265 gf the Congtitution of india and to
consequentty set asrde any action taken pursuant thereto and pass other order(s)
as this Hon'ble Court may deem ﬁt and pro r in the crrcumstances of the case
(i) declaring that the Notrfrcat;on No 09!2023 -C T dated 31.03. 2023 nssued by
Respondent No. 3 and correspon ling GO Ms No 118 dated 25. 08 2023 tssued
by Respondent No. 2 and Notlflcatton No. §612023- CT dated 28, 12 2023 |ssueg
by Respondent No. 3 and correspondlng G@ Ms 170 dated 30.12. 2023 ussued b;r
Respondent No 2, whlch extended 2he tlme llmlt for passlng the orders 1s wrthout
authonty of law and ultra v:res to the sectlgn 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and

Sectron 168A of CGST Act 2017 and vrotattyeﬂ-of artlctes 14, 19(1)(9) 21 and 265

of the Censtltutlon of Indra

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petltlon under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the circumstances stated In
the afﬂdav;t flted in support of the petltion the ngh Court may be pieased to stay
operatlon of Form DRC 13 dated 24109/2024 issued to Respondent No. 6 by the

Respondent No. 1.
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1A NO: 2 OF 2024

Petition ur der Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased pleased
Io stay of opera jon of rmpugned proceedmgs vide ref no, ZD360424095103J

under CGSTfI' GST. Acts 2017 pendlng dlsposal of the above W Petrtron, )
otherW|$e the Pe moner wrli be put to severe loss and hardshrp Sy

! :

B IA NO_ 3 OE 2&2’4*

Petmog uncier Section 151 CPC praying that in the c:rcumsten;}es ﬁlat%g !@
the aﬁ" gavrt f]led in support of the petmon the ngh Coprt may be p[':" segto s,tax
Operatrgn of Form ERr‘ 13 dated 24 09 2024 issued to Res;:rendef:= No. 5 by the

Respondent No 1

Counsgl for the Petitioner: SRI V. VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special

" Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIBAN AGP
Counsel for ghe Respondent No 3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR SC

FOR CBIC ' i
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRiI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRi GADI .
Y PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INIQIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.5; SR! C. VISHWANATH SC FOR DCB B;ANK
IR LTD s

Counsel for the Respondent No.6: --

W P N@ 33086 OF 2024

Between

M/s Raja Rajeswara Sales Corporation, Represented by its Proprietor, Mr.
Padalg’ ‘Sagar, S/o. Padala Ramanna R/o. 23-64, Chunnam Battl Wada

Adrlabad Telangana 504208
,.,PETJIIONER__ -
AND i

1. The Deputy Commissioner (ST) STU, Adilabad Circle, Adilabad Drvrsron
H.No. 9-6, 2nd Floor, Chandra Hero Complex Sai Nagar Dasnapur

Adilabad- 504( 01
2. The State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue

Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana
3. €entral Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Policy Wing, New De!hr
~ Tep by its Comraissioner
4. Union of India, Ministry of Finance, Represented by its Secretary, North Block,
-~ New Delhi-110001 s S
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5 DCB Bank Limited., Mancherial Branch, Rep. by its Manager, 5-46 to 5-52,
Station Road, Garmilla Village, Mancherial Municipality, Mancherial- 504208
6. Axis Bank, Mancherial Branch, Reb by its Manager, No. 7, 13 to 7/16, Ganga
Reddy Road Mancherial
RESPONDENTS

Petrtron under Amcle 226 of the Constatutron of india praymg that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affrdavrt frted therewrth the High Court may be
pleased to |ssue a wrrt Qrder or drrectlon more partrcularly one in the nature of a
Wnt of Mandamus (r) eclarrng un srgned Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vrdﬁ
Ref no, ZD361121027711X dated 14 11 2021 and an unsrgned rmpugned Orders

in- Ongrna! vrde ref po Zp3612230?07431 j dated 30. 12 2023 both issued by the

arb;trary rltegal wrthput )urrsdr;;tron and wrth-qut authonty of Iaw apart fror;n berng
vrotatrve of Arttcles 14, 19(1)59) ar;d 265 of the Constrtutron of lndra and to
consequently set asrde any act}on taken pursuant thereto and pass such further 05
other order(s) as thrs Hon ble Court rnay deen] fit and proper in the crrcumstances
of the gase. (rr) declarrng that the Notrfrcatlon No. 09/2023 C. T dated 31. 03 2023
iIssued by Respondent No. 3 and correspondrng GO Ms. No, 118 dated
25.08.2023 rssued by Respondent No 2, whrch extended the time lrmrt for passrng
the orders s wrthout authorrty of law and u}tra sifes to the sectron ?3(10) of the
| GST Aot 2017 and Sect;on 168A of CGST Act 2017 and violative of artrg;les 14
19(1)(g ) 21 and 265 of the Constrtutron of lndza ' :

IA NO 1 OF 2024

Petrtlon under Secllon 151 CPC prayrng that in the crrc;umstanc:es stated rn
the aftrdavrt f:led in suppgrt of the petrtlon the Hrgh Court may be pleased to stax
peratron of Form DRC 13 dated 24 09 2024 |ssued to Respondent No 6 by the

Respondent No 1.

IA NO 2 OF 2024

Petrtron under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the afﬁdavrt frted in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
operatron of Form DRC 13 dated 24.09.2024 issued to Respondent No. 3 by the |

Respondent No. 1.
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IA NO: 3 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the cnrcumstances stated in
the afﬂdawt flled in support of the petition, the ngh Courl may be pleased to stay
of operatlon of [mpugned proceedings v:de ref. no. ZDBS1223070743H dated

....

fhe Petmoner wnl be put to severe Ioss and hardsh:p

—— gl

Coqnse! for the Petitioner: SRI V. VEERESHAM
C sei for the F'espondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA §pecial
L ERET Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. C_!:IAITAQYA BJBAN AGP

Counsei for the Respondent No 3: SRI DOMIN!C FERNANDES SEN _OR SC
ST ' FOR cBiIC:
Counse! for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GﬁBl

3 PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLIGITOR GENERAL QF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No 5: SRI C VISHWANATH s¢ FOR DGB @AN}S
LTD

, Counsel for the Ra2spondent No.6; --

W.P.NO: 33260 OF 2024

Mls LK. Technologies, Achaya Compound, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad,
Ieiangana 500 029, represented by its E’roprletnx Sn Leela Kagra g

,Q.B'ET.!I IONER
AND T

- 1. Assistant Coramissioner, Basheerbagh, Nampally 1 Cirgle; Abids,

- Hyderabad, Telangana.

2. The State of “elangana, represented by its Principal Secretary, Revenue
E;)epartment (Commercial Taxes), Tefangana Secretanat Hyderabad

RFSPONDENTS

Fetition under Amcfe 226 of the Constitution of India praymg that in the
c:rcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to lssue a Writ or Order or direction particufar!y one in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus semng aside the impugned Assessment Order passed by the fi rst
fespondent in Form GST DRC - 07, in Reference No. ZD3608241032856 wde
Order No 203608?4103 285G, dated 25.08.2024, for the tax penod 2019 .20,
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thereby levied tax amounting to Rs.63, 277/-, (IGST , amounting to Rs.17,901/-
plus CGST amounting to Rs.22,688/- plus TGST amounting to Rs.22,688/-), for
the tax penod 2019-20, that have been upioaded in the GST portal thhout either
physncally nor dlgltalfy SIQned which is contrary to the Rule 26 (3) of the CGST
Rules 201? as |Ilegal arbltrary, ab initio vond contrary to the provpstons of CGST
Act and Rules 201? and TGST Act and Rules, 2017 contrary to the Iaw Iald down
by the 1ud|0|al pronpuncement of the Hon' ble High Courts of Delhn Bombay ang
Andhra Pradesh and w:thout authonty of Iaw ' |

IA Ifs_IO 1 OF’ 2024

PBtItiQn undeg Seetion 151 CPC praymg that in the cnrcumstanqes §gateg in
the afflgawt { led m supgort of the petmon the Hugh Court may be p!egsed ;g |
pendmg dlqusal of the Wnt Petition grant stay of all further proceegi;ngs QHSIDQ ;q
| pursuance Qf the mapugned Assessment Order passed by the first respopdepg m
Form GST DRC - 07 in Reference NQ ZD360824103285C—§ vsde Qrger
No. 203608241032856 dated 25.08.2024, fqr the tax period 2019- 20

Counse] for the Petitioner: SRI S.SURI BABU
Counsel for the Respondents; SRl SWARQOQOP OQRILLA, Special Govt Pleader
. for State Tax asslsted by SRI T CHAITANYA KIBAN gGP

W P N@ 33765 OF 2024

Between
Purushqttam Jhawgr 2- 3213/8 M.G. Road, Sirpur, Kagaznagar, Adllabad

Telangana, 504296, Represented by its Propnetor Mr. Purushoﬂam Jhawar,
S/o.  Manoj Kumar Goenka, age-45 years R/o. 2- 5-373 Kumar Peta

Braha;;nan Weda Adflabad Telangana 504 001
,:,gsrgllouga
ANQ N

1. The Assistant Commlss;oner (ST), Asnfabad Circle, Aditabad Diyision, H.NQ.
8.6, 2nd Floor, Chandra Hero Complex, Sai Nagar, Dasnapur, Ad!labad PlN-
504001 S ,

2. State of Telangana Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana

3. Centrat Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Pohcy Wlng, New Del);u

rep by its Commissicner
4. Union gf India, Ministry of Finance, Repr_esented by its Secreta_ry, North qu_c_:k,

New Dethi- 110001
T ...RESPONDENTS
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Petition uader Anlicle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a writ. order, or direction more partlcularfy one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus '

a) declaring impugned Show cause notlce in Form DRC 01 wde Ref no.
ZD36052407056 G dated 31.05. 2024 and Order—m Ongmal dated 20.0 08. 2024
vide DRC 07 ref no. 7D360824068755T both !ssued by the 1st Respondent under
the prqwsnons of CGST/TGST Act, 2017 as belng v01d arbttrary |Ilegal thhout
junsd' Ctlon and without authorlty of faw apart from bemg vnotatlve of Artlcles 14
19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constitution of tndta and to Qonsequently set a§|de the
same and pass such further or other order(s) as thts Hon ble Court may deem ﬁt
and proper in the ¢ ircumstances of the casg, '

b) declanng that the Notification No. 09/2!123 C’T da,ted 31,03 7023 |$§ued by
Respondent No. 3 and corresponding GO Ms No 118 dated 25 Q§ 2023 Iseued
by Respondent N> 2 and the Notmcatron No. 56/2023 CT dated 28, 12 292;3_

Jssued by Responcent No. 2, which extended the tlme llmlt for passmg the orders
IS wsthout authority of law and ultra vires to the section 73(10) of the GST Act 2017
and Sectlon 168A of CGST Act, 2017 and wofatlve -of artgetes 14, 19(1)(9} 21 end

265 of the Constrtutaon of India,

IA NO 1 OF 2024

Petmon under Sectlon 151 CPC praymg that in the CIrcumstances stated m
the afffdawt flled in support of the petition, the H:gh Court may be pteased to stay
operatlon of rmpugr ed Order-ip- Onglnat dated 20 08 2024 wde DF’C 07 ref, no
ZD360824068755T 1ssued by the Respondent No 1 ‘

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI V. VEERESHAM
Counset for the Res pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA Special
' Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
-:Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR SC
FOR CBIC :
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
' PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
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W.P.NO: 33905 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Adinarayana Wuri, Represented by s Proprietor, Mr. Adinarayana llluri,
Sfo. Muri Bhadraiah, R/o. 2-118/53/A, Enkur Mandalam, Thuth 7

ngampeta Khammam Telangana- 507 168
B AND

1 The Assistant Commissioner (ST), FAG, Khammam: Al Girgle, N;;amgtzad
E)rvrsroﬁ D-No.10-6-179/6, Near Sn. PV Narasrmharao Park Bu r‘-,angpram‘ _
K,hammam 507 00} R

_State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Govemmemge "‘.r;;ue

Qiepartment (Commercral Tax), Hyderabad, Tetangaua TV TR
,_antral Boaid of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST. Polrcy Wlng! plew pelhj

.rep bx |L$ Commrssioner
nior} ‘afIndia, Mrrnstry of Finance, Represented by its Secreta%! Nog;g BIQck__

- wD ) 1110001
{e QD RE@PONDENT&

crrcumegances stated in the affrdavrt filed therewrth the Hrgh

p}egsed to rssue a wrlt order, or direction more partlcularly one in the na;yre of @
ert of Mandamus : -

(r) declarmg un signed Show cause notice in Forp DRC 01

' 203606240203071\!3 dated 07.06. 2024 and an unsrgr;ed |mEygned Order

vide Ref ngo.

agthonty Qf Iaw apart from berng wolat;ye ot anrﬁlqs 14 39(1){9) and
265 of the Constitution of India, and 10 consequgnﬂy §et agide a

aotrgn taken pursuant thereto and pass such further Qr otpg;: orger(el as
th!s Hon ble Court may deem fit and proper |n the ggrcunj ?gncg§ of thg

ca§,r__-;e.
(ii) declarrr;rg that the Notification No. 09/2023-C. T dated 31 03. 2023 |ss,ued by

Respondent No. 3 and correspondrng GO Ms. No 118 dated 25 08 2023
rssued by Respondent No. 2 and Notn‘rcatton No, 5612"!'3 CT dated
28 12 2023 issued by Respondent No. 3 and correspondlng GO MS
170 dated 30.12.2023 issued by Respondent No. 2, whroh extended 1he
| trme limit for passing the orders, is without authority of Iaw and ultra
' vrres to the section 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Sectlon 168A of
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CGST Act, 2017 and violative of articles 14, 19(1)}(g), 21 and 265 of the

Constrution of India.

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition ur der Sectlon 151 CPC pray;ng that in the crrcumstances stated n
the affidavit filed in support of the petrtlon ;{rg ngh Court may be pleaseq to stay
of operation of impugned Order in DRC 07 wge ref no ZD3608?4132323J dated
29.08.2024 lssued by the Respondent Nq 1 for the tax penod 2019 20 un;ier _

CGST/TGST Act< 2017 pendlng dls sal of ;lge algpve Wnt Petltlon as othenrvlse
the Petitioner will be put to severe ioss and hg;dshig" “ ) ' o

Counsel for the Fetitioner: SRIV. VEERESM
Counsel| for the Respondent Nos. 18 2: SRl §WABQOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assjsted Qx "SRIT.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No 3; SRI DOMlbllC EERNANDES SENIOR SC
FORCBIC?
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. I!BJLI!SHEBJEE FOR SRI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy,:SQLIC!TOR GENERAI QF INDIA

W.P.NO: 33975 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Sai Manikanta Traders, Sy. NQ 25 Blot Np10 Rampally X Road,
Nagaram, Kzesara, Rangareddy Telgngang, 500968 Represented By Its
Proprietor, Mr. Polamgan Bal Reddy,*’_glo B Sathy’ Reddy, R/o; 4- 88/AI109
Prashanthi Nagar Colony Rampally X F oags Keesara Mandal Nagaram

Telangana- ~00083
.,.I_?ET!TIONER

AND
State Tax Off cer, Keesara-1 Cirgle, Ma}lsajgrn Drvuslon 5th F !oor C.T.

Compiex, Nampally Hyderabad - 500 001.
The State of “elangana, Through Prlnclpa! Secretary to Government Revenue

Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana . ,
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs ‘GST Pohcy ng New Delha

rep by its Commissioner .
Union of India Ministry of Fmance Represented by its Secretaw, North Block,

New Del_hr 110001
' RESPONDENTS

—

N

Petition under Article 226 of the Constltutlon of India praymg that in the
circumstances statey in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
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pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus

()] dec!anng un signed Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vide Ref no.

~ ZD360524052525E dated 27.05.2024 and an uns&gned 1m "ugned Order

in DRC 07 v1de ref. no. ZD360824132900F dated 29 08.2024 both

|ssued by the 1st Respondent under the prows;one of CG' IIT GST Act

2017 as being void, arbitrary, ||Iegai wnthoug jur|§d|0t| and W|thout

s 14 ‘_\.9(12(9) and

¥ \.}-

authorlty of law apart from belng wolatlve o; /-\rtlg

VVVVV

aet;on taken pursuant thereto and pass §uch fqrtheg er oiggr order(s) a§
thns Hon bie Court may deem fit and proger m the ci;cunp r_rnces of Ihe

case.

{ii) declarmg that the Naotification No. 09/2023 Q T daled ;13 03. §023 |§sued by
Respondent No. 3 and correspondmg G@ Ms. No 118 daigg 25, ,08 2023
lssued by Respondent No. 2 and Notlflgatlen No, 56/2923 6;]' dated
28.12.2023 issued by Respondent No. 3 and co;regpog? ng GO Ms
170 dated 30.12. 2023 issued by Respondent No 2, which_extended the
time limit for passing the orders, is without autho‘r_;’tey sz law and u}tra
vires to the seclion 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and § 'non 168A of
CGST Act, 2017 and violatjye of a{tlcles 14, 1§(1)(g), 21 Qnd 2§§ of Lhe

Constltutlon of India.

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petlt:en under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the crrqumstames etated m
the affigavit filed in support of the petition, the H}gh Court ma¥ be ) ased to stay
of operation of |mpungned Order in DRC 07 wde ref no. ZD 824132900F
dated. 29 08- 2024 issued by the Respondent No 1for tbe tax per:od i0172019-20

under CGSTISGST acts, 2017 pending dlsposal of the WP as othenmse the

petltloner null be put to serve loss and Hardshlp
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI V.VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILL A, Special

Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR SC
5 ~ FOR CBIC
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
‘ PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

WRIT PETITION NO 34181 OF 2024

Between:

- M/fs. Sii Satyanafayanaewaﬁ}g—(;etex-,—ﬁep -by-its Pagtner, Mi.- K. Sriman -
Narayapa, 222/C- 72, 27g/A N Mam RQ"d Gorrekunta Hanumakonda- 506

002, \Narangal Dls.gnct = :
R PETITIONER

Deputy Commissioner (ST~ 2) Enforcemgnt Wing, Nampally, Hyderabad.
State of Telangana, Rep, by its Chief §egretary and Special Chief Secietary
to Governmant (FAC) State Tax | Depariment, Secretariat, Hyderabad: 7
Uniori 6f India, Rep by its Segretary, Ministry of Finance, Govarnment of
India, 3rd Flaor Jegvan Deep Bug!dmg Sansad Marg, New Dethi- 110 001,
Central Boa“d of Indirect Taxes and Clist toms, GST Policy Wing, Government
of India, Ministry of Fmance New Defhl rep by its Commuss;oner (GST)

...RESPONDENTS

5w oo

Petition under Article 226 of the Constltutlon of India praying that in the
circumstances staed in the affdawt flleg therewnth the High Court may be
pleased to issue & Writ ef Mandamug or gny other appropnate wm or order or
direction ‘

{a) declarmg the iny ocatlon of Sectton 74 of the CGST Aqt 2017 to the facts of the
case as bemg withc ut jurisdiction ‘

(b) declare Notrfrcatuon No 56/2023— Central Tax dated 28122023 lssued by the
4th Respondent under %ecnon 168: A of thg Qentral Goods and Serwces Tax Act
2017 and G. O.Ms No. 1?0 dated 39 12 2023 lssued by the 2nd Respondept under
Section 168- A of tha Teiangana Goods and Serwces Tax Act. 2017 extendlng the
hmltatlon for conr]uqu the adjudlcatnon of show cause notlce lssued under
Section 73 for the tax penod 2019- 20 as ultra vires Sectlon 168- A of the Central
Goods and’ Serwce Tax Act, 2017 and as ultra- vires Section 168— A of the
Telangana Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 and aiso mamfest!y arbrtrary and

wolat:ve Artrcle 14 of the Constltutlon and
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(c) declare the impugned order dated 31. 82024 and proceedings in Form GST
DRC- 07 vide Ref. No. ZD380824154360F dated 31 8. 2024 respectwely for tax
period April, 2019 to March, 2020 passed tzy the 1st Respondent as barred by
time, contrary to Rule 142(1A) of Central Goods and Se[wce Tax Rules, 2017 for

not issuing Form GST DRC- 01A and contrary to. Governmentai Circ,ulars for not

the afﬂdawt med in suppon of the petstlon t |gq Coug% mag be pleaseq 10 grant
stay of ali further proceedings pursuant to ;hg lmeugned orde[ dated 31, QB 2Q24
and proceedings in Form GST DRC- 07 vlge Re( No. ZD3608241§43SQE daled
31.08.2024 respectlvely for tax periad Aprll 2019 to Mgrch 2020 pgssegl by the
1st Respondent pending disposal of the W{Il; Petmon 23 othemlse the Petmone[

will be put to severe loss and hardship.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI KARTHIK RAMANA PU]TAMBEDDY
Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 18&2: SRI SWABOQP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIBAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent | No 3: SRI B. MUQHEBJEE fOR SRi GAD! E
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy, SQLIGQTOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for ;he Respondent No.4: SRI DQMﬂIC gERb‘lgNDES, SﬁNIOR SC
FOR QBIC

WPNO 34598 OF 2024

Between:

M/s DSV Air ‘and Sea Private lenied (prev;ously known as M/s Agility
Logistics Private Limited) H. No. 6-3- 1990!Aﬁ Secgnd Floor, IMS House, Raj
Bhavan Road, Somajiguda, Hyderab_a:, < 500 082, ‘Telangana, Represented
by its Deputy Manager - Fmance and ‘A,__y,counts Mr Samblt Kumar Jena Slo

Mr Ramesh Chandra Jena.
_ PETlTIONER

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Represented through its Prmcnpal Secretary to
Government, Revenue (CT-11) Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad :
2. The Appellate Joint Commissioner of State Tax, Pun;aguua D|V|S|on

Hyderabad, Telangana.
3. The Assistant Commissioner of State Tax, Punjagutta Division, Hyderabad,

Telangana.
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4. The Cornrissioner of State Taxes, State of Telangana, Commercial Taxes
Complex, M.J. Road, Opposite Gandhi Bhavan, Nampalily, Hyderabad - 500

001.
...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India prayrng that in the
crrcumstances stated m “the aﬁ"davrt filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to it |s therefore prayed thal thrs Hon ble Court may be pleased to assue a

Wnt Order or Di ection, Qne, more pamcuiarly in the nature of Mandamus or any

other appropnate an

AT declanng" ﬁh?‘“ﬁhow—(:aqse— Ntmce bearing Reference— NQ"“"

ZD360923()393628 in Form GST-DRC 01 dated 30.09,20: ’3 rssued by the
3 Re3ponctent and Order of the 3rd Resppndent dated 27 12 2023 glde
Referenoe \JQ GSTIAudrtIBSAAACM6§24HJZH/2017 18 dated 27, 12 2023
as afjrmed by the 2nd Respor}dent vide Order in Appgal No
ZD360824120245J dated 28 08. 2024 passed under the provisions of the
Goods anc Ser\aces Tax Act, 2017 for the perlod 01 ,07. 2017 to
01 03. 2018 as arbrtrary rilegal non speakmg bad in law, vord ab lmiao
vrolat;ve of "he pnncrples of naturaf Justrce and consequenﬂy set asrde Ihe
same; after quashmg the fmpugned Recqvery Notice issued by the 3
Respondent dated 23 09 2024 as same is wrthout Jurrsdlctlon and IS lssgeq

thout auth :;rlty of law; and pass such other order or orders may deem nt
and prpper rp the crrcumstanc,es of the case B. after holdmg ;hat me
Notrfrcatron No 13/2022-Central Tax dated 05 07 2042 and ; he Nogrflcatron
No. 09/202: L-Cenlral Tax, dated 31 .03. 2023 issued by the Cemr@;
Govemment and the cgrrespondlng Nptmcations e, G. O Ms No {)6
(Telangana) Jated 28. 09 2022 and (’3 O Ms. No.: 118 (Telangana) dated
25 08 2023 both lssued by the 1§t Respondem ie. the State of
Telangana tor l‘he tax penod 2017 18, extendlng the hmltanon for
completlon of adJud;catlon proceedrngs under the Central Goods and
Servrces Tax Act, 2017 and Telangana Goods and Services Tax Act 2@17

are ISSUEd wvhout any authority of law, and are arbitrary, and ultra vn'es

Sectron 73(10) & Section 168A of Central Goods and Ser\uees Tax Act
2017 and Telangana Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 respectlve!y apart
from belng violative of articles 14. 19(1)(g) and 265 of the Constrtutron of



59

India, and consequently set aside the same, in the interests of justice, in the

interests of justice.

(Amended Prayer as per Court order dt: 28-02-2025, Vide 1A.No.2 of 2024, in
W.P.N0.34598 of 2025)

1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Aud:U36AAACM6824H1ZH12017 15}; as aff[gled by the 2[]d Respondent wde
Order in Appeal No ZD36082412ﬂg45J gjgted 28 06 2024 passed under the
provisions oi the, boods and !'r;‘giees ’ng &gt 2917 1[or the tax pepqg

01/07/2()17 ,t_(;) 01/03/201 8 per!g!ng !

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI A\.A, SIVQ K@R'{IKEYA
Counsgl for the RespondentS' SR| $ ,ARQ ‘ P OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader

for State Tax ags!{stedh

§-RI T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

W.P. NO 35293 OF 2024

Between

M/s. Bharath Automotives, Shep No j 2 Pth Na.B8, Sy.No0.281,282, Bhainsa
Road, Manjulapur Nirmal, Telangana §04196 Represented by ats Par;ner
Mr. Ankit Dhananiwala, s/o. Prakash Dbapaniwala, Aged about 35 years Rlo
1-4- 157/1 Adarsh Nagar Nirpa Adtlahg_d Telangana- 504106

n__,;-'...,,'

- PETITIONER
AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner (ST) Nirmai Cirgle, Aditabad Division, H. No 7-
2-83/57-1, Near Post Office, Indlranagar Nirmal, Telangana- 504106 g
State of Teiangana Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad Telangana -

Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST Pollcy Wlng New De}ht

rep by its Commissioner. S
Union of tndia, Ministry of Flnance Represented by lts Secretary Nonh B}ock

New Dethi-110001
o RESPONDENTS

LN

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India prayp_ng that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
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pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a

Wit of Mandamus
() declaring in signed Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vide Ref ‘no.

ZD360<'23036104K dated 29.09. 2023 .and an unsigned |mpugneq
Summary Order in DRC-07 vide ref no. 2036122’10?12696 dated
l......3(l12 2123 both iIssued by the 1st Respondent under the provssmrs ;jf

CGSTﬂ GST Act 2017 as bemg void, arbltrary lllegaI w:th u;

Junedlct on and wnthout authonty of Iaw apari from bemg VIQiat'

‘ J(;Ies 14 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Const;tutlon of Indla and tg_
: coneequently set aside any actlon taken pursuant thereto and pag.s s? n
fug‘ther o; ether order{s) as thgs Heq b]e Cpurt rnay deem f;x and pmp' ar i

the gircu mstan(;,es of the casg. CoE
(it} declari@g thaj the NOtIfICBtFOI’} No. 09/2023 C.T daxed 31.03. 2023 I$§Ueq by
Re5poncent No 3 and correspondlng GO Ms. No 118 dated 25 98 2023
Jssued by Respondent No. 2, whlch extended the t:me Hmut for pass Q
the orders IS wathout authority of law and ultra vires io the seenQp
7310). of the GST Act 2017 and Section 1684 of CGST Act, 2017 __;,nq
wolatwe of amcles 14 19(1)(9) 21 and 265 of the Const;tut:on of lndlg\

1A NO‘ 1 OE 2024

Petltlen undep Sectlon 151 CPC prayrng that in tbe crrqumstdnces stated su
the affldawt fgled in su»pport of the petmon the H!gh Court may be pieased to gl,ex
of ope;atlon of lmpugned Summary O(der in DRC 07 wde ;;ef. nd
20361223071269(3 dated 30.12. 2023 lssued by the Respondent No 1 fqr the tax
penod 201? 18 und 3r (‘GSTfFGST Acts 201? pendmg drsposal of the above AW &t'

Petmon as othenmse the Petmoner w:ll be put to severe loss and hardship"

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI V., VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Res pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI'T. CHAITANYA KIRAN,; AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR SC
FOR CBIC :
-Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B MUKHERJEE FOR SR] GADI
e PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
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W.P.NO: 35493 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Swan Environmental Pvt Lid, rep. by its Director, Mrs. Geeta
Chadalawada, Plot no.922 and 935 Swamy Ayyappa Cooperatrve Society,
Madhapur, Hyderabad 500081 :

PETITIONER

1. Assistant Commussnner §State Tax) Basheerbagh -2 Clrcle Hyderabad
Abids Division; Hyderabad G
2. State of Telangana, rep. by its thef Secr,etary and Special Chlef SeCretary tQ
- fiifGevernment{F—A ) £ Spartment-Seeretariat; Hyderabad. +—— ==
3. Union of India;‘rep;- bylts_Sec fary, M ts_try of Finance, Government of Indga
3rd Flaor, Jeevan Deep Building, Sansad Marg. New Delhi-110 001.
4. Gentral Board of Indjrect: Taxe‘,_and Customs; GST Policy Wing, Government
of India. Ministry of Finarce, New Delhi. tep. by its Commissioner (GST).
5. Executive Englneer, Cenj ral Gfo ind Water Board, Bhu;al Bhawan
Bandalguda Post GS Hydera[ga Ran eddy 500068 -

RE$PONDENT§

Petmpn under Arilg!e 226 Qf the CQgsﬂtutipn of India praylng that in lhe
c:rcumstances statgd in the aff qawt fnlegi Iherewith 1he High Court may be
pleased to issue a Wnt pf Mandamus or any other appropnate wnt or Qrder or _
dlrectlon - i ‘

(a) decjanng the Nottf;catlon NQ Q,’QIZOZ;S-CentraF Tax dated 31 3.2023 and
Notlfncanon G O.Ms, No 118 (]_'elangaga) dated 25 8. 2023 issued under Seclion
168-A of the Centrat quds and Serwces Tax Act 2017 extending the Inm:tati_
for concludlng the adjud_l_gg;tlog of snow cayse notlce ;ssued under Secnon 7:} of
the CGST Act 2017 fop the tax ?enod 2017 18 till 31 12. 2023 as ultra—w{es
Section 168-A of the Qentral Ggods and Serwces Tax Act 2017 and aiso
manifestly arbltrary and v:oiatwe Art ie 14 ef the Constltutuon and | o

(b) declare the impugned order dated.“31 12 2023 ‘and proceedmgs in Form GST
DRC- 07 in Ref No 2D361223072 "AN daLed 31. 12 2023 passed by the 1st
Respondent for the tax perlod Jul'y', gO?? tQ March 2018 as time barred wnthou!
having any slgnatures and contrary to- Rule 142(1A) of Central Goods and

Servnces Tax Rules, 2017 for not issuing Form GST DRC-01A, w:thout junsdlctlon

JA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be p_l_eased to gran;
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stay of all further proceedings pursuant to the impugned order dated 31.12.2023
and proceedings in Form GST DRC-07 in Ref. No. ZD361223072305N dated
31.12. 2023 passed by the 1st Respondent for the tax penod Juby, 201? to March
2018 pendlng dt':posal of the Wit Petatlon as otherwrse the Petltloner wll! be ppt 'to

severe loss and hardship.

IA NO 2 OF 202£i

Petlthn under Section 151 CPC £r§mgthat in the crrcum .tances gat_e}ﬂ in

the affrdavrt {Jled in support of the petltron the Hrgh Court may be pigesed to grgnt
stay of ;he ggtacf*ment notice in Form GST DRC 13 dated 06 12 r2ﬂ24 rsgueg{ p;
the 1st Respondent to the 5th Respondent under Sectlon 79(1)(0) ]
pendmg dtsposai pf the Wnt Petmon as otherwrse the Petltroner | D f

severe lg)ss end hardshap

Counsg] for the Patitioner; SRI KARTHIK RAMANA PUTTAMREDD¥
Counse] for tbe Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA Speegal
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIBAN AGP
Counsel fo: the Respondent No.3: SRi B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
- PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL, OF lNI;tA
Qoqnsg] for the Respondent Nos. 4 & 5: SRi DOM!NIC FERNANDE_ :SENIOR

W P NQ’ 35503 OF 2024

Betwegn

Mohaqrao and Company, 4/3/58/1, Clo Kamala Ginping and Qil, Basar Road
: Bjtamsa Nirmal, Telangana, 5()4103 Represented by its Partner ME: Bhosle
Mohan Rao Patel S/o.- Bhosle Gopal Rao Patel R/o Bhalnsa Adflabad

Telangana 5!)41 03
:,PETlIIONEB

AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Adiiabad STU, Adilabad Division, H. No Qn
8! 2nd Floor. handra Hero Complex, Sa: Nagar Dasnapur Ad Iabad PIN '
5040071

2. State of Tetanqana Through Principal Secretary to Govemment Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana

3. Gentral Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Pohcy ng New Delhr
rep by its Commissioner

4. Union of India Ministry of Finance, Represented by |ts Secretary North Block

New Delhr 1 10001
RE‘:PONDENTS



63

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus. |
a) declarlng |mpugned Show cause notlce in Form DRC 01 v:de Ref no
ZD3610220019691 dated 12 10 2022 and Order—in Onglnal \nde QRQ 0% ref no
ZD36042409§224D dateg 30. Q4 2024 both lssued by the 1st Respondenl under'
the prowsnons of CGST{FGST Act 2Q17 as bemg v0|d arbu[ary, lltggal w:tbout

,,,,,

' Junsdlctton and mttgput authonty of taw apan frOm bemg vnolatwe Of Amcles 1{,‘!
19(1)(9) and 265 gjg the Qonstltutlon gf Indja and to consequentlg §et asnde the
same and pges ] h fquer OF other Qrder(s) as thls Hon ble Qoun (pay gteem f t
and proper in the clrcumgtances of the case, -

b) declgnng that tl’;e Nottf ication No, 09/2023-C. T dated 31, 03.2023 15§ued by
Respondent No 3 end qpfresgondlng GO Ms No 118 dated 25. 08 2023 |ssueq
by Respondent No 2 end the Not!f;catlon No 56/2023’ CT dated 28 12 2923
tssued by Respondent Nq 2, whtch extended the tlme Ilmtt for passmg the ordets
IS W|thout authonty 9{ iaw and yltra vnres to the sectton 73( 10) Qf the QST Act ZQ:_E

265 of the QOnstltutLgn of Indla :

IA NO 2 OE 2024

Petltlep unde[ Sectlon 161 CPC praymg that in the cwcpmstances etated |p
the afflgav;t flled ln guppgrt of the pet;tlon the ngb Court may be pleased to stay
operatlon of ;mpugned Order—m Onglnal wde DRC 07 ref nQ. ZD360424095224D

dated 39 04 2024 |ssued by the Respondent No 1,

Counsel for the Pet:tloner(s) SRI. V. VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
~ SCFORCBIC
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GAD!
' PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL QF INDIA
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W.P.NO: 35510 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Swan Environmental Pvt. Lid. Rep. by its Director, Mrs. Geeta
Chadalawada, Plot no.922 and 935, Swamy Ayyappa Cooperatrve Society,

Madhapur, Hyderabad-500081.
PET!TIONER
AND

Assistant Commissioner (State Tax) Basheerbagh—2 Crrcle Hyderabgd
Abids Dijvision, Hyderabad. - ;

State of Te angana, Rep. by its Chief Secretary and Specrai .,href Segretary
vernrrent (FAEG), StateTax Pe partment - s e

leon of india, Rep. by its Secretary Mrmstry of Frnance Govegprjnent; of ~
India, 3rd F loor Jegvan Deep Building, Sansad Marg New De ';-*l 10001,
_Qentral Bozard of Indirect Taxes and Cystoms, GST Policy Wlng, ovgmment
c)f India, Ministry of Finance, New Deihi, Rep. by its Commrssrqngr (GST).
Executrve Engineer; Central Ground Water Beard, Bhujal | ﬁha\g
Bandalgudc Post GST, Hyderabad Rangareddy 561)068

n ee-e»%r>~e

Rgspouneurs

Petltron under Article 226 of the Constrtutron of India prav[ng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affrdavrt filed ;herewrth the Hrgh Ceurt may be
pleased to rssue a Wit of Mandamus or any other approprrate \grrt or prder or

drrectron—
(a) declare NDtlflC:tflO”t No. 56/2023- Central Tax dated 28/12/2023 lssuegl by the

Sectron 73 fqr the tax perrod 2018 19 as u!tra vrres Sec;tron 168 A rat thg Central
(5oods and Servrce lax Act, 2017 and as ultra vrres Sectron 168 A' of the
'Telangana Ggods end Services Tax Act, 2017 and also mamfestly arbltrary d
wolatrve Artrcte 14 of the Constitution, and ‘ Co T
_ (b) declare the impugned order dated 29/04/2024 and proceedrngs in Form GST
DRCO? in Ref No. ZD36042408?450E dated 30/04/2024 passed by the tst
ReSpondent for the year 2018-19 as bemg time barred wrthout havrng any
srgnatures and contrarv to Rule 142(1A) of Central Goods and Servrces Tax
-Rules 201? for not r<sumg Form GST DRC-01A, wrthoutJunsdrctron ’ -
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1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to grant
stay of the attachment notlce in Form GST DRC ]3 dated 06l1212024 issued by
the 1st Respondent to the 5th, Respondent under Sect:on ?9(1)(c) of the ﬂGST'. \ g :
pendmg drsppsal pt the ert Petmon as otherwnse the Petltloner w;ll bg pu io
d hardsh;p ' B

eevere lo-ss

IA NO 2 OF 2024

Petmqn under Seotlon 151 CPC pray:ng that in the crrcgmstonces §§ateg ;g
the affi dgvnt f]ied |n euppgrt of the petltlon the Hrgh Cour; may he pgggsed 30 Q:qu'
stay of gll fk_fr;ber greceedlngs pursnant to Ehe mgugned order daleg 29194129353 _
gnd procee ;ngs ;n Form GST DRC 07 ln Ref,No. ZD360424082450§ dg;eg
2910412@24 passeq by the 15t Respondent for the year 201819 pendlng drsp sal

.....

hardshl@

Counsg| for the Petitioner: SRI KARTHIK RAMANA PU]‘TAMRED[}\%
Counsel fort the Respondent Nos 1& 2: SRI SWAROQP OORILLA, Special
(}ovt P!eader for §tate Tax aSSlSted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIBAN _AGF
Counsel for tpe Re§pondent No.3:; SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI S
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL F IND!A
Counsel for me Re§pondent Nos 4 & 5 SRI DOMINIC FERNANDE fSEIQIOR
$C FOR CBIC R &3

W.B.NO) 35581 OF 2024

Betwe

Mls Rishi Surface Coats, Plot No.775/776, 763/764, Ramireddy Nagar, 1DA,
Jeedrmetla Hyderabad Ranga Reddy Dlstnct Rep by lts P;opnetOf
Mr Dandu Srlnwasa Ravi Varma - ,

y . PETITIONER

AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner (ST), .}eedlmetia i Circle, Hyderabad :

2. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Revenue (CT)
Departinent, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad.

3. The Union of India, Rep. by its Secretary, Ministry of Flnance North Block
New Delhl 110 001.
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4. The Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, Rep. by its Chairman,
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, North Block, Central Secretanat

New Delhi - 102 001.
RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constltutlon of india praymg that in the
crrcumstances sated in the affrdawt flled therewﬂh the Htgh Court ~may be
pleased to issue Wnt of Mandamus or any other apprppnate ert or Order or

Dlrectfon declarmg B 2, ‘
(1) the actlon of the “st Respondent in passmg the Order dated 27 04. 2924 the

bummary of the” Order i~ Form GsT DRQ 0? dated 27@1_20?4—ﬁt_the
Proceedrngs dated 27.04.2024, ievymg I under §GSTICG :T and Penalty
under Sectlon 73(10) of the SGST/CGST cj 2017 wrthout even lssumg Form
GST DRC O1A as. contemplated under Rute 142(]A) ef the Rules 2617 wnthout
srgnature in the ()rders and Show Cause r' qtice w:thgpt QIN in the Order the
Summary of the |)rder for the tax penodﬂ2@18~=19 upger the SGS_TICGST Act
2017 as arbitrar, contrary to the prov:s;ons ef the SGST/C(,—}ST Act 2017
patently barred b limitation, wathout Jurrsdtctlon as per Sect:on 73(10) of the
SGST/CGST Act 2017, more partlcularly GO Ms N0118 dated 25 08 2023
lssued by the 3rd Respondent and the Notmcatlon No 5612023 Centrai Tax dated
, 28 12. 2023 issued by the 4th Respondent ar]d the G@Ms NQ 170 dated

.5_.__\.

30 12 2023 issued by the 3rd Respondent extending tbe llmltatlon Qenod to make
'the assessment as llegal ultra vires to S:ehtlon Tﬁéﬁ of i the SQQ;T/CGST Agt
2017 and contrary to Article 14, 19(1)(9) and 265 qf the Constxtut:on pf Ind;a, "

(2) G. G) Ms.No.11¢, dated 25.08. 2023 angl G O Ms tyg 17@ dated 30 32 2023
, rssued by the Gove rmment of Telangana and the yotrf ?_}_atton No. 5b{2023 Centrat
Tax dated 28 12 2)23 issued by the 4th Respondent as ultra wres to Sectlon
168A of the SGS I JGST Act 2017 and consequently set aslde the Order dated
g? 04 2024 the Summary of the Order in Form GST QRC 07 dated 27 04 2024
and the Proceedrng‘ dated 27. .04. 2024 passed by the’ 15 Respondent fQ[ the tax

penod 2018 19 under the SGST!CGST Act 2017 as nuH and vord

1A NO: 1 OF 2024
Petrt:on under Section 151 CPC praying that in the ¢ircumstances stated in

the afftdawt ftled in support of the petition, the ngh Court may be pleased to
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suspend the operation of the Order, dated 27.04.2024, the Summary of the Order
in Form GST DRC-07, dated 27.04.2024 and the Proceedings, dated 27.04.2024,
passed by the Ist Respondent for the tax penod 2018- 19 under the SGS]'ICGST
Act 201? pendlng dlsposal of the above Wnt Petmon as otherwusg the Petmoner

WIIl be put to severe Ioss and hardshrp

Counsel for the Petjtioner: SRI SHAIK JEELANI BASHA
Cot nsel for t.he Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OQB!LLA Speetgl
" Govt Pleadar for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA K:BAI@ ‘AGR

“ihe Respondent No.3: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADT =

SR , PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR ﬁENEBAl, F'NQIA

G ;!4“5"’! for the Respondent No 4; SRI DQM!N'C FERNANQE$5 SeE
'SC EOR CBlC S

W P N. 35593 OF 2024

Yi

Betvveen

Mls Subrahmanya Traders, Rep by its Proprietor, Mr. Suresh Kumar
Choudary Koppalli; F- No. 406, D. No. 7-2- 1813/5//—\ SVSS Niyas CZECH

(;olony! Hyderabad Telangana 500 013 £
- PETI'[IONER
__ANQ

1. Assistant Commissioner (ST), Khatratabad Somajrguda ll Crrc]e Pag]agutta
@Nrsmn, Hyderabad.

State’of Telangana, rep. by its Chief Seqretary and Speciat Chref Secretary tp
@overgsment (FAC), State Tax Department, Secretanat, Hyderabad A
Upion of India, (rep, by its Secretary (Revenug)), Narth Block, New Delhl
§Zentral Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs; (rep; by it§ charrman) ST
Poilcy Wlng, C;‘»overnment of Indla Mmlstry of Emance New De] :

RESPONDEUTS

that in the
urt may be

Petmon under Artlcle 226 of the Constltutron of indla pra
prrcumstances stated in the affldavlt frled therew:th the ngh
pleased to gssue a Wnt of mandamus or any other approprlate vgnt'or Qrder or
dlrectlon to (a) Declare NOtIflCBtiOﬂ No 09/2023- Central Tax dated ;31 3. 2023 and
Netlflcatlon No 56/2023-Central Tax dated 28.12.2023 rssued by the 4th
'Respondent under Section 168-A of the Central Goods and Semces Tax Act
2017 and G. O.Ms.No.118 (Telangana) dated 25.8.2023 and G. O Ms No. 170
(Telangana) dated 30.12.2023 issued by the 2nd Respondent under Sectlon 168 A
- of the Telangana Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 extending the Ilmltatlon for

conctudmg the adjudication of show cause notice issued under Sectlon 73 for the
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tax period April, 2019 to March, 2020 till 31.08.2024 as uitra-vires Section 168-A
of the Central Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 and as ultra-wires Section 168-A
of the Telangana Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 also manife: stly arbitrary and
violative Article 14 of the Constrtutron and (b)Set-asrde |mpugned Order daied
27.08.2024 alony with proceedrngs in. __,__Form GST DRC-07 vrae Ref No
203608241097248 dt 27.08.2024 |ssued by t 131 Respondent f3r the tax perrod
April, 2019 iQ March, 2020 as trme barreg a‘r)d wrthouz hawng any srgnature as

ilegat, arbrtrary beyond lrme

1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petmon unces Sectron 151 CPC prayrng tha} n the crrcumstances §Iateq rn
the affrdavrt frled ir- support of the petmon the Hrgh Court may be p}eased to gran1
stay of aH further proceedings pursuant to ;he rmpugned Order da!ed 27, 08 2024
along with proceedrnq‘s in Form GST DRC @7 vr ,,,,, Rej No ZD %60824109?248
dt.27. 08 2024 rssued by the 1st Respondem for the tax period Aprrl 2019 to
March, 2020 pendmg cisposal of the Wrrt Petrtron as otherwrse the Petrtroner wrll

be put to severe loss and hardship.

Counsel for the Petltloner SRI K.P. AMARNA:_FH REDDY AND SR| Md. ASRAR
~ AHMED FOR SR| YAMMANURU SJRI REDDY .
Counsgi for the Respondent Nos.{ & 2: SR §WAR®0P OORILLA Speclgl
Govt Pleader for State Tax assrsted b; SR} T. CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Re:pondent No 3: SRI B. MUK_HERJE@ FOR. SRI GADI R
' PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy, SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counse! for the Re: :pondent No 4; SRI DOJ grrc FERNANDES SENIOR
SC F@R CQIC

w. P NO 35630 OF ’024

Between

M/s Swan Environmental Pvt. Ltd, Rep. by its Director, Mrs. Geeta
Chadalawada, Plot no. 922 and 935, Swamy Ayyappa Cooperatrve Society,
Madhapur Hyderabad 5000 :

' _....PET!___TIONER

AN[)_"

1. Assrstant Comunissioner (State Tax), Basheerbagh—2 Circle, Hyderabad
Abids Division, Hyderabad.

2. State of Telangana Rep. by its Chief Secretary, and Special Chief Secretary
to Government (FAC ). State Tax Department, ‘Secretariat, Hyderabad. :
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3. Union of India, Rep. by its Secretary, Ministry of Finance, Government of
India, 3rd Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Sansad Marg, New Delhi-110 001.
4 Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Policy Wing, Government
of India, Ministry of Finance, New Delhi, Rep. by its Commissioner (GST).
5 Executive Engineer, Centrat Ground Water Board, Bhujal Bhawan,
' Bandalguda Post GST, Hyderabad, Rangareddy-500068
RESPONDENTS

Petrtron under Artrcle 226 of the Constltutron oj Indra prayrng that in the

drrecuon_(a)jeciare Noﬂﬁcaﬂonﬂo 561202312

by the 4th Respondent under Sectlon 168 A of the C

2017 extendlng the Irmrtatron for concludlng tbe adpdsoa;ron QI sh% N g

lssued under Sectron 73 for the tax penod 2918 19 as ullra wres gg}ion 168 A gf
the Cemral Goods and Servrce Tax Act 2017 and as u!;ra vrres Seg;tron 168 A of
the Telangana Goods and Serv:ces Tax Act 2017 and alsq mamfestly arbrtrary
and vrolatrve Article 14 of the Constitution, and {b) deglare Ihe mgugned order
dated 29/04/2024 and proceedings in Form GST DRC Q? in Ref No
ZD3604240875437 dated 30/04/2024 passed by the 1st Respondeng for lhe year
2018 1& as bemg trme barred wrthout havmg any slgnatures and gpntrary to RUIQ
142(1A) of Central (Goods and Servrces Tax Rules 201Z for not assumg Form GST
DRC 01A wﬂhout Jurlsdrctron -

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Pettt;on under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the c1rgumstagees stated n
the affrgiav:t f;led in support of the petrtlon the Hrgh Cour1 may. be p]eased 10 grant
stay of all further proceedmgs pursuant to the tmpugned order dated 29404!2024
'and proceedmgs rn Form GST DRC 07 m Ref No. ZD360424Q875437 dated
29/04/2024 passed by the 1st Respondent for the year 2018—:19 pendmg drsposa]
pf the Wnt Petltron as otherwrse the Petmoner wrll be put to se\{ere Ioss and

Daf_gshrp.
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JIA NO: 2 OF 2024

Petition urder Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to grant
stay of the attachment notice in Form GST DRC-13 dated 06/12/2024 issued by
the 1st Responde nt to the 5th Respondent under Sect:on 79(1)(c) of the GST Act
pendrng disposal of the Wrrt Petrtlon as otherwrse the Petmoner will be put to

severe loss and hardshlp

Counsel for the Petrtroner SRI KARTHIK RAMANA PUTTAMREDDY
Counsel for the Respondent Nos 1 & 2; SRI QWABOOP OORILLA, Spec;al
Govt P!ead er for State Tax assrsted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN_ AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No 3; BI B. MQKHEBJEE FOR §RI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy.: QLIGITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
6ounsel for the Respongent Nos 4 g 5 SR] DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
- SC FOR QBIC ' ,

W.P.NO; 35736 OF 2024
Between:

Mfs Balaji Fer’uhzers 3:31, Main Road, Bachannapet, Jangaon, Telangana,
506221, Represented by its Propnetor Mr. Puligilla Purnachander, Aged
about 45 yee rs g/o Pulrgrlla Narasa:ah Bachannapet Warangal Telangana~

506221
_ ,..._PETI_TION,_ER
ANQ_ S
The Assistan: Commrssroner ST Jangaon Crrcle Waranga! Dr\nsron an
Floor $1 and §2 Suryapet Road, Jangaon- 506167 -
State of Telangana, ‘Through Pnncrpal ‘Secretary to Governmert Revenue
Department (Sommercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana '
Central Boarc of indirect Taxes and Q_ {_oms GST Pohcy Wing, New Delhr
rep by its Corymissioner R
Union of Indjz. Ministry of Frnance Represented by rts Secretary, North Block
New Delhr 11001 Respondent TR
] RE-SPONDENTS

—

E“F*’N

Petltlon under Amcle 226 of the Constrtuhon of Indra praymg that in the
crrcumstances stated ir the affi davrt fi Ied therewrth the High C ourt may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus ,

(i) declanng un signed Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vide Ref no.
- ZD360622014509G dated 03/06/2022 and impugned Summary Order in
DRC-07 vide ref. no. ZD3604240493891 dated 23/04/2024 both rssued
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by the 1st Respondent under.the provisions of CGST/TGST Act, 2017 as
being void, arbitrary, illegal, without jurisdiction and without authority of
law apart from being vrolatlve of Artlcles 14 19(1)(9) and 265 of the
Constntut:on of India, and to consequently set aslde any actlon takes)
pursuant thereto and pass such further or other order(s) as thls Hon bte

Court may deem fit and proper in the c;rcumstances of the case
(it) declanng that the Notlftcatlon No 09{2023 C T dated 31 03, 2023 lssued by
Respondent No 3 and correspond g GQ Ms Mo 1;1§} dated 25 08 2023

|ssued by Respondent Np 2 and !;Iotlfjoatlon No 56/2;)2,3— QT dated'
28, 12 2023 nssued by Responden; 'uo § and corﬂ:?p ndir Q0. M
170 dated 30 12 2023 :ss; ed by 5 spongent [;lp 2 \gvhlc extendeq the

Hf‘v

tlme limit for passmg the Q(ders’ s_; wﬂQout guthonty ot _‘a
wres to the sectlon 73(10) of the GST Act 2317 and Seetlon 168A of
CGST Act 2017 and wolatlve of agtleles 14 19(1)(9): 21 arld 265 oi the

Constltutlon of India

IA NO' 1 OF 2024

Petition unde( Section 151 CPC praymg that in t]ge cwoumstances stated in
the afﬁdawt filed in support of the petmon the ngh Court may be pleased to stay
of operation of |mpugned Summary Q[der in DRC Q? y:de ref '.']0;
203604240493891 dated 23.04. 2024 lssued by the Respondent Nq 1 for the tax
penod 2018 19 under CGSTHGST Ac}s 2617 peoglng dlsposel oi l;he above Wnt

Petmon as otherwlse the Petmoner WIII be Put to severe loss and hardshlp

Counsel for the Petitiongr: SRI V. VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SR ,SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assnsted by SR| T. CHAITANYA KIRAN ‘AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOM!NIC FERNANDES SENIOR
" SC FOR CBIC e
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHEBJEE FOR SRI GADI
: PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLIC!TOR GENERAL OF tND!A
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W.P.NO: 35304 CF 2024

Between:

M/s. Akshara Enterprises india Pvt. Ltd, Having its office at 3-6-182/1 and 2,
Street No. 17 Himayath Nagar, Hyderabad - 500029 Represented by rts
Managing Director’ MSreedhar Rao S/o. Sri M.Badraiah, Aged about 58

years R/o Hyderabad B
: : | PETITIONER
' ' AND

1. The Dy Commissioner (ST), Abids STU -2, Abids Division, Hyderabad

2. Commissionér of Commermal Taxes State of Tetangana C T. Complex
e Nampa}tye-t—yderabad—Seec’“ L e
3. State of Tetangana Rep- by its Prrncrpa! Secretary (Revenue) CT)
Depariment - Telangana Secretanat Buildings, Hyderabad: =&
4. Union of Indjg, ‘represented by its Secretary, Mmrstry of Frnanr,e Department
of Revenue, Central Seoretarjat, New Dethi. ©
5. HDFC Bank Ground’ Floer 1st Floor, Oid Kakatrya Hotel Kalpavruskaadj,
' Laxmr Hyunda} Rho_!room Road Hlmayatnagar Hyderabad 500{329 ‘

(Respondent No 5 is rmpleaded as per Court Order dated 30- 12 2024 vrde
I, A No’ 2 of 2024 in WP No 35904 of 2024) _
RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 ot tbe Constrtutron of India prayrng that in tber
carcumstances sta ed |n the affrdavrt frled therewrth the Hrgh Court may be
pleased to rssue a wrrt order or drreetron more partrcularly in the nature of a wrlt
of mandamus derlanng Notlflcatron 56/2023 CT dated 28 12- 2023 rssued by the
Respondent No 4 and the consequent G. O Ms No. 170 dated 30- I2 2023 rssued
by the Respondent No 3 as berng vord rtlegal arbrtrary wrthopt junsdrctton
vrotatrve of Artrcte '14 of Constrtutron of lndra and \/ro!atrye of SEbt]Qﬂ |68A of the
beanng Ref No ZD3605240669842 dated 29 05 2024 uls 73 and rts consequent
Order under Form No DRC 07 beanng Reference No. 203608241452616 dated
30-08- 2024 passed by the Respondent No 1 for the Ernancrat ye ar 2019—20 ae

belng vprd rttegal arbrtrary wrthout Jurlsdlctlon and non est in the eye of lawf_;

consequently set asrde the same

JA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petrtron under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated rn
the aﬁrdavrt filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
all further actron incitding collection of tax pursuant to the Show Cause Notrce |n
Form No. DRC- 01 bearing Ref No. ZD3605240609842 dated 29-05-2024 u’s. 73
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and its consequent Order under Form No. DRC-07 bearing Reference No.

ZD360824145261G dated 30-08-2024 and pass

IA NO: 3 OF 2024

Petmon under Section 151 CPC pray:ng that in the circumstances stated in
the aﬁldawt fried in support of the petltrog the ngh Court may be pleased to
suspend the operatlon of the Demand fqr Payment oi Tax dated 18 12 2024
bearing Ref No. GST/AKSHARNSTU—; 74, jssuy i

Respondent No 5.

Counsgl for the Petitioner: SRIM. NAGA DggPAK
Counset for the Respondent Nos.1 'I;'O 3: SR! SWAROQOP OORILLA, Speglal
Govt Pteader for State Tax ase;sted h "SRIT. CHAITANYA KiRAN ‘AGP
90unsel for the Respondent No.4; _SB;_I B. P@LEKHERJEE FOR SRI GAPI S
- PRAVEEN ](UM_ R_ y,;; QLICITOR GENERAL OF INBtA

W.P.NO: 35964 OF 2024

Between:

M/ s. Swapna EPC Projects Pvt, Ltd,, Reglstered Oﬁ;ce at. Flat No.401, Sila
Rama Residency, - -Rukminipuri: Colony ‘AS ‘Rao. Nagar, Medohal Ma}kajgm
Telangana ‘500062 Rep, by tts Manag]’ng Dlrector M Sameeva -

‘ PETITIONER
ANp

1. The Assistant Commissigner (ST), Keesara-ll Circle, Malkajgirj DIVISIQH 5th
Eloor, Mayur Kushal Complex, Abids, Hyderabad 500001

State of Telangana, Through Prmmpal cretary 1o Qovernment Revenue
Department (Commiercial Tax), Hydera id, Telangana

Central Board of Indirect Taxes ,gr'id Customs Rep by tts Comrnqssmner GST
Policy Wlng New Delhi. Rt ;
The Union of India, Rep. by its Secretary Mlmstry of Finance, Department of
Revenue North Block Centrai Secretarlat New Delhl 110001

RESPONDENTS

W N

Petltlon under Article 226 of the Constltutlon of India praymg that in the
carcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus , | '

{1) declanng un sngned Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vide Ref no.
ZD3601240203208 dated 19.01.2024 and an unsngned lmpugned
Summary Order in DRC-07 vide Ref. no. ZD3604240887903 dated
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30.04.2024 both issued by the Respondent No 1 under the provisions of
CGST/"GST Act, 2017 as being void, arbitrary, llegal, without
jurisdiction and without authority of law apart from being violative of
Artrcies 14, 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constitution of Indra and to_
consequentiy set asrde any action taken pursuant thereto and pass s"ch
further OF other order(s) as- thrs Hon bfe Court may deem frt and prope rn

the c:rcumstances of the case

(i) declanpg th at the Notlfrcatron No 09/2023-C.T dated 31. O" 2023 |s§ued b;{
Respondent No 3 and correSpondrng GO Ms. No 118 dated 25 :08 2 3

Constrtut on of lndra

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petrtron under Sectron 151 CPC praymg that in the Crrcumstanqes stated rg '
the affidavit f;led in suppon of the petition, the Hrgh Court may be pleased to s_a .
of operatlon of rmpugned Summary Order in DRC 07 vrde ref no:

period 2018 ;]9 under CGSTfFGST Acls 2017 pendrng drsposal of the above Wn;

Petrtron as othenmse the Petrtloner wrll be put to severe loss and hardsh;p

Counsegl for the Petitioner: M/s. NSV JANAK]| (NOT PRESENT)
Counsel for the Res pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assrsted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR =
SC FORCBIC - o
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI-B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
C F'RAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
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W.P.NO: 35987 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Guru Datta Sai Traders, 4-2-953, Ramaiahguda Road, Vikarabad.
Vikarabad District Rep.by its Proprietor Mr.Chanda Sugunakar

.-PETITIONER
AND TR LR

The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Vilsatabad Circle, Hyderabad.

The State of Tetangana Rep. by its Prlngpal Secretary, Revenue (CT)
Department, Telangana Secrgtanat Hydé'rabad

The Union of India,-Rep. by itg ecretary _ Mrmstry of Frnance North Block
New Delhi - 110 00, *  ° -

The Central Board of Indu;ect nges and Custgms Rep. by its Qhalrman
Minisfry of Finance;’ Departme' f Rey e, North BIocI5 Central Secretartat

New Deihr - 100 OQ1 B
: RESPONDEN rs

N

Petrtlon under Artrcle 226 of the Constrtutron of India prayrng that |n 1hq
crrcumstancee stated in the affrdayrt flled therewrth the Hrgh Coud rjnay be
pleased to rssue Wnt of Mandamgs or any other approprlate Wrrt or Qrder or
Dlrectron declarlng ' ‘ a . ' '
(1) the actron of the 1st Respondent ln passmg the Order dated 25!07!2024 the
Summary of the Order in Form GST DRC 07 dated 25/07/2024 and ;hg
Computation of tnformatron Recorded by Assessmg Authonty daled L5iﬂ7lz.024
levying Tax ynder SGSTICGS‘;T under Se:___ on ?3(10) of the SGSTICGST AQ}
2017, tor the tax penoq 2020—21 wrthout even |ssumg Form GST E)Re 01A as
contemplateq under Rule 142(1A) Qf the Rulee 2017 is r}ot valsd in the eye of law,
(2) the actron of the 1st Bespondem ig passing the Order dated 25!97/2(324 the
Summary of the Order dateq 25/02[2024 and the Computatlon oI tnfermatldn
Recorded by Assessrng Authonty, dated 25/0?/2024 and the Show Causg Notr __
for the tax perrod 2020 21 wrthout slgnatures are not vahd in the eye of Iaw S
(3) the actron of the 1St Respondent 1[1 pasetng the the Order dated 25!07/2Q24 '
the Summary of the Order dated 25/07:‘2024 for the tax perlod 2020 21 ugder the
SGSTICGST Act 2017 wrthout DIN as arbltrary, contrary to the provrsrons of the
SGSTICGST Act 2017 as null and vord | :
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IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition urder Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
Suspend the Operation of the Order, dated 25/07/2024, the Summary of the Order
in Form GST DRC (17, dated 25/07/2024 and the Computatlon pf lnformatron
Recorded by A)SESSlng Authority, dated 25/07/2024, passed by ghe 1st
Respondent for he tax perlod 2020-21 under the SGSTICGST Ar..t 2017 pendlng
disposal of the above Wnt Petrtron as otherwrse the Petitlone[ will Qe -put ‘.tq

severe loss and h: ar[shrp

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHAIK JEELANI BASHA
Counset for the Respondent Nos 1 & 2: SRt SWAROOP OORILLA, Spegj_al
7 Gowt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KlRAH‘ AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI ¢
“PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL;_' F tNQlA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRl DOMlNlC FERN{\NDES SE i
SC FOR CBlC B

W P N@ 35989 OF 2024

Between

Navdurga Erterprises, 4/3/58/1, Clo Kamala Ginping and Oll, Basar Ftoad
Bhainsa, Nirmal Te!angana 504103, Represented by its Partner. M. Bho:
Mohan Rao’ Patel, " S/o. Bhosle Gopal Rao Patel R/o Bharnsa

— 'I%elangana- 504703

AND

1. Ehe Assistant Commissioner (ST), Adilabad STU, Adilabad Dlvrstgn H No1 91
B, 2ng: Floor, ,handra Hero Complex Sat Nagar Dasnapur Adllabad PlN

504001
2. State of Telargana, Through Pnncrpal Secretary to Government Revenue

Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana
3. Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST, Poircy ng New Delhl

" 1ep by its Commissioner
4. Union of India Mrnrstry of Frnance Represented by |ts Secretary, Nocth Blocl-g

New Dethl 110001
. RE SPONDENTS

Petmon under Article 226 of the Constitution of India prayrng that in the
crrcumstances statej in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased toto | ISsue a ‘writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus
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a) declaring impugned Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vide Ref no.
7ZD3610220019681 dated 12.10.2022 and Order-in-Original vide DRC 07 ref. no.
ZD3604240942792 dated 30.04. 2024 both lssued by the 1st Respondent under
the provrsaons of CGSTIT GST Act 2017 as belng v01d arb:trary nlegal w1thout
jUflSdlCtton and WIthout Slgnature thhout authority of law apart from be g
vaoiatlve of Amcles ‘14, 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constntutlon of tndla andxtQ
consequentty set asnde the same and pas,s such further or other grder(s) as 1: "s

1ssued by Respondent Ng 2 \tghlch extended the tlme l|m|t for passlng the orde[s:
is wrthout authenty ot Iaw and ultra \nres to the sectlon 73(10) of the @ST Act 2913
and Sectlon ]68A Qj CGST Act 2017 and wolative of amctes 14, 19(1)(9) 21 end
265 of the Copstltuthn of lndla - o

1A NO: 2 OF 2024

Petltlom under Segt;on 151 CPQ praymg that in the cnrcumstanees §tated m
the afﬂdav;t tlted in suppart of the petltnon the ngh COU“ may be pteased to Ltgy

eperatlen of }mpugned Order—tn Ongsnal dated 30 04. 2024 wde DRC 0? ref nq
203604240842792 issued by the Respondem No 1. o

Counsg| for the Petitiongr: SRI V.VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Reepondent Nos. 1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Specijal
Govt Pleader for State Tax asslsted by SRI T.CHAITANYA K!RAN ‘AGP.
Counsej for the Respondent No 3 SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
' - 8C FOR cBIC |
Counsel for the Respondent No 4; SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
wD PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy, SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDlA
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W.P.NO: 36045 OF 2024

Between:

M/s.  Heloline Business Solutions, 5-9-47/5 Achaya Compound,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad, Telangana- 500 029, represented by lts Propnetor

Sn Govmc Kabra. :
; PETIT!ONER

ANQ_ |

1. _AssrstamCommlssroner Basheerbagh [\Jampally 2Crrele Ablds

Hyderabad Teiangana :
2. The Slate cf Telangana, Represented by lts P[mmpgl See eta I;y, Bevenue
' Depanmen (Cc mimercial Taxes) Telangana Secretanat yderebad

1“:'.-

mountmg tq Rs. 1 75,782/- (CGST amounhng to Rs 87 891£~ (plus} TGST
amountmg to Rs 87,891/- ), and aiso penalty of Rs 17 578f, (CG

Iald down by the JUdICIal pronouncement of ;he Hon ble High C u;ts Qf Deihl
Bombay and Andhr; Pradesh and wrthout authonty of ,aw N

IA NO 1 OF 2024

Petmon unde - Section 151 CPC praying that ln the crrcumstances stated m
the afﬁdavnt ﬁ!ed in support of the petition, the Hrgh Court may - be p!eased to
pendmg disposal of the Writ Petition grant stay of all further proceedmgs arlsmg ln
pursuance of the impugned Assessment Order passed by the flrst reSpondent |n
Form GST DRC - 07, in Reference No. ZD361223064275I wde DIN No
GSTIBBALOPK0283A1Z(,/18 dated 29. 12. 2023, for the tax period 2017- 18 or te
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pass such further or other orders as this Honble Court may deem fit and proper in

the circumstances of the case.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI S.SURI BABU
Counsel for the Respondents: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader _
for State Tax assisted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP i

W P NO 36366 OF 2024
Between i ks

M/s Sahay Metals and Minetals Private Limited, Rep by its Agthotised
Signatory, Plot No 10, Tarbund, Panchavats CoIorJy S"cunderapad
Hyderabad Telangana 500009 ; ' :

_ANQ

1. Deputy Cemmlssaener (SH-Hl (FAC) Secunderabad DIVISIOH Hggeralgad
Telangana. <" 7 .
The State of Telangana ep. by its Secretary (Rever;ue) State; =

!epaﬂment Secretariat, Hyderabad. S

Unioii of India, (rep. by its Secretary (Revenug)), North Bleck New Delhi.

(;entral Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, (rep. by its phalrman) G§T
ohcy ng, Government of Ind:a anstry of Fi inance, New Delr A

RESPONDENTS

Pet;tlon under Artjcle 226 of the anstltutron of India prayiqg thal }n the
CIrcymstancee stated |n the afﬁdavnt flled therewnth the H:gh lgwurt may : bg
pleased to 1ssue a ert pf Mandamus or any other appropnate wng or order 9;
directiop- (a) Declare NOtIfICBtlon No 09/2023 Centrai Tax dated 3] 3. 2Q23 aqd'
Notlﬂcatlon No 56!2023 Central Tax dated 28 12. 2023 lssuegj py me 41h
Respondent un(:| er Sect;on 168—A of lhe Central Goeds and Semlges ]‘ax Act
2017 and 3, o Ms.No. 113 (TeFangana) dated 25.8. 2023 and 6.0 M§ No,1:
(Telangana) gated 30 12 2023 |ssued by the 2nd Respondent under"v _ectipn 1€
of the Teiangana Goods and Serwces Tax Act 2017 extendmg t[le hmltatlon
conc}udmg the adjudlcatnon of show cause notice 1ssued under Section 7:} for I,_{g
tax perlod Apni 2019 to March, 2020 till 31.08.2024 as ultra- \nres Sectlon 168—A
of the Centra! Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 and as ultra- \nres Sectlon 168 A
Qf the Telangana Goods and Serwces Tax Act 2017 also manlfestly arbltrary and
vtotatlve Amcle 14 of the Constltutlon and (b) Set—asrde Jmpugned Order dated
27.08. 2024 along with proceedings in Form GST DRC- 07 wde Ref NQ,
.7_03608241162687 dt.27.08.2024 issued by the 1st Respondent for the tax penod
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April, 2019 to March, 2020 as time barred and without having any signature as

ilegal, arbitrary, beyond time.

1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petmon un:ier ::ectron 151 CPC praymg tha; in the crrcumstances stated m

the affrdavrt frled n support of the petrtron the Hsgh Couri may be pleased to gran;

March 2020 penrllng dlsposal of the Wnt

be put to severe I(:ss and hardshrp

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI K.P, ~AMARNATH REDDY AND SR} Md. ASRAR
AHMED FOR Mls YAMMANURU SlRl REDDY o

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special

~ Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRIB. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI

PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. S@LICITOR gENERAl -QF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No 4; SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
sC FQR cBlc < ° |

--W P NO 36375 OF 2024

) Between B

Mls Marvellzr Design Studio anate Limited, (formerly known as M/s, Trip On
Time:India Private Limited), Rep by: r_\tsiAulhonzed Srgnatorv, Flat No 82
Letus L and I Gachlbowfr Rangaredd Telangana —509 932

: PET]TIONE R
AND

Assistant Cormissioner (State Tax) Madhapur—1 Gn’c!e Madhapur DIVISJOH
‘ Hyderabad

State of Teiargana rep. by rts Chref Secretary and Specral Ch:ef Secretary to
Government (FAC), State Tax Departm,ent Sécretariat, Hyderabad e
Union of India, (rep by its Secretary (Revenug)), North Block, New Delhr
Central Board of | ndirect Taxes and Customs, (rep. by its Charrman) GST
-~Pohcy ng (:overnment of lndra Mrmstry of Frnance New Deihr B

RESPONDENTS

-

Be

Petmon under Article 226 of the Constltution of Indra praymg that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the Hrgh Court may be
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pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus or any other appropriate writ or order or
direction —

(a) Declare Notification No0.09/2023-Central Tax dated 31.3.2023 and
Notrflcetron No 56/2023 Central Tax dated 28. 12 2023 rssued b¥ the 4th
Respondent under Section 168 A of the Central Goods and Servrges T _)§
gct, 2017 and G.OMs. No.118 (Telangana) dated ar

2 1, 5 ', ';:, 5

ehovrr Qause notlce rssued under Sect;on 73 {or me tax ?eriog gprll ?01g-to
March 2029 tilt 16.08. 2024 as ultra \uresg Sec;rgn 168— ) f-the Centra!
Cjoods and Servrces Tax Act, 2017 gnq as ultra»vrres Secth_: '168 @ og lhe
]‘elangana Goods and Servrces Tax Act 2017 aleg mamfesﬂx qrbltrary an
vrolatrge Artrc.le 14 of the Conststutron and - ;
(b) Set-asrde rmpugned order of the 1St Responden; dated 24 D§ 2024 atgng
y\grth proceedmgs in Form GST DRC 07 vide Ref Ne ZD36»&§249996§QD
dated 24 08. 2024 issued by the 1St Respondent for tpe ta;‘ perigd Ap ",

2019 to March 2020 as tlrne barred and wrthout havmg any sngngtur A

jﬂegal arbrtrary beyond time.
1A NO: 1 or= 2024 .

E’etrtlen under Sect;on 151 GPC praylng that in tbe crrgumstagees étated lp
the affldavrt fried in eupport of the pemlon the Hrgh Coyd may be gleag,ed to grgng
stay of all funher proceedmgs pursuant to tbe rmpugned Order 2 08 2Q24 gnd
proceedings in Form GST DRC-07 vide Ref No. 203693246@53 D dated
24. 08 2(}24 resued by the 1st Respondent for the tax perrod Aprll g 119 ﬁg March
2020 pendrng drsposal of the Wrrt Petrtron as otherwlse the Petltrone wr!l bge p

severe Ioss and hardshrp

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI K.P.AMARNATH REDDY AND SR} Md. ASRAB
AHMED FOR Mis. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY =
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Specral
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
' PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL QOF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR '
SC FOR CBIC
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W.P.NO: 36385 OF 2024

Between:

M/s_ Shalimar Foods, Rep. by its Sole Proprietor Mr. Akash Sajnani 1-20-
248/3, Rasoolpura lndustnal Area Begu ,pet Hyderabad Dist. Telangana 03

RS ...PETIIIONEB

1. The Slate "ax Officer (ST) Begumpet2 Crrcle Begumpet DlVlSlOl‘l

Telangana. e ;
The Asst. ( ommrssroner (ST) B._ gump 2 ercle Begumpet Dlyrsron
Telangana. - ‘
The Comm ssioner of State Tax, The S e G§T Department State GST
Commissioner Office, Nampal]y, Opp, tg Qanghr Bhavan, Hyderabad, -
The State of Telangana Rep, py }ts Pﬂggpai §ecrefary, Revenye (CT)
Department, Hyderabad T G R
Union of Incia, Through Joint Secretaty, Department of Revenue Mrnlstry of
Fmance Ncrth Block New Delhl ’l‘lt)Q'y'-‘fl

{ RESPONDENTS

S AN

Petition under Article 226 of the Constltuttgn of lndra praylng that in the
crrcumstances steted in the afﬁda\ut ﬂed therewrth {he High Court may be
pleased to |ssue ert of Mandamus or any cher approprlate wnt or order or

direction declaring _ :
(a) That the lmpugned Order wde refe;ence no. ZD360824109959R daled
“'encg no, ZD3605240489525 dated
;#nslgned e was 1erther dlgrtally
sagedlspecrf:ed under rule 26(3) qf

27.08. 2024 and Show cause nottce vrde r
25.05. 2024 cannot be sustarned as the S(

signed nor verified throughe srgnature as ¢

CGST rules 2017 and ls to be set asfge or:= .
{b) That alternatively, the lmpugned Order vrde reference no. ZD3E)0824109359R

dated 27 08.2024 and Show cause notlce wde Po. 203605240489525 dated
25.05. 2024 were barred by lrmrtabon wde NN 09/2023 CT dated 31 03. 2023 and
56/2023 CT, dated ’8 12 2023 and are to be set aSIde ' - '

(c) That alternatwely the impugned orders passed solely on account that
petmoner had not flled a reply cannot be sustamed h.er-tce the mafter is rermtted

back to the Proper Cfficer for re- adjudtcatron

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated ID

the afﬂdavrt filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
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suspend the operation of the Order in Form GST DRC-07 vide reference no.
ZD360824109959R dated 27.08.2024 issued by the Respondent. passed for the
tax penod 2019-20 under the provrsrons of the Act R P

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI JA| KISHAN SOLANKI

""'Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 4: SRI SWAROOP OQRII:LA Spegial
o Govt Pleader for State Tax assrsted by SRIT. Ct;lAITA[gYA 5IBAN AGB

| Counsel for the Respondent No.5: SR} B. MUKHEBJEE FOB_gRI GADI

2

PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy" ouc;ro gE' "BA!, FINDIA

W.P.NO: 36402 OF 2024

"-;‘2

......

Mls Photon Energy Systems Ltd, Rep by itg Authgnseg Slgnatory Plot No.
46, Photon Energy.Systems Limited, Antich: lndustﬂal gslate"f DA Botlaram
Jrnnaram M, Sangareddy Telangana §02325 R R ah el

AND

Joint Commissioner (ST), Nizamabad Division, era;nabad Telangana
State of Telangana, rep. by |ts Secretary (Re\fenue), Staﬁe Tax Deparfrnent
-Secretariat, Hyderabad. - ~ _
Union of India, (rep. by its Secretary (Revenue)) North Bleck New Delhl _
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs; (rep, by its ‘chairman) GST
Polrcy W:ng Government of tndra Mrnir ry of Flnance New De j]l

lgggponoems
Petrtroo under Article 226 of the Const;tut;on of Indig pray;ng tha; in the
crrc_umstances stated in the afftda\(rt frled ;herewrth the nghj’, __‘_ourt may be

pteaseq to issue a Wr:t of Mandamus or apy other approp gate mlt or prder or

' drrectron- . , :
(a) Deelare Notlfrcatron No 09/2023 Centrat Tax dated 31 3. 2923 ,}and Notiﬁcatror)

No 56/2023 Central Tax dated 28. 12 2023 issued by the 4tl'J Res 4,;_[ldent unde[
Sectron 168~A of the Centrat Goods and Servrces tax Aqot 201? and
G O Ms No. 118 (Telangana) dated 25 8. 2023 and G. O Ms o 170 (Telangana)
dated 30 12. 2023 issued by the 2nd Respondent under Sectron 168A of the
Telangana Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 extendlng the lrm;tatron for
conciudlng the adjudlcatlon of show cause notlce rssued under Sectron 73 for the
tax penod Aprrl 2019 to March, 2020 titf 31 08 2024 as ultra wres Sectron 168-A
of the Central Goods and Services Tax Act. 2017 and as u}tra \nres Sectlon 168—A
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of the Telangane Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 also manifestly arbitrary and

violative Article 14 of theConstitution and

(b) Set-aside impugned Order dated 30.08.2024 aiong with pror-eedings in Form
GST DRC-07 vide Raf No. ZD360824140182) dt. 30.08.2024 rssued by the 1st
Respondent for the tax period April, 2019 to March 2020 as trme barred and Show

Cause Notice ini: ratmg the proceedmgs wrthout havrng any slgnature ag rllegal

arbstrary beyond nme

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petmon under oectrpn 151 CEQ praylng that in the crrcumqtances stated in
the afﬂdavrt frled i support of the p -itlon tbe{ngh Court may be pleased to grant
stay of all further proceedlngs pursuggt to f,_'rmpugned Order dated 30. 08 2024
aiong wlth proceedrngs in [_-'orm GS'F QRC Q’[_wde Ref No ZD36082414Q182J dg
30.08. 2024 lssuec by the 1st Resppndent for ihe tax perrod Aprr! 2019 tp March
2020 pendrng drsposal of the Wrrt Petdron as otherwrse the Petrt:orrer wm be put to

severe loss and he rdshrp !

Counsel for the Petltloner SRIK.P. AMARNA]'H REDDY AND SR) Md. ASRAR
: : AHMED .F RMIS, YA“MMANURU SIRI REDDY .
Counse| for the Respondent Nos. 1 §2 SRI §WAROOP OORILLA, Speclal
' Govt Pleader for State Tax a§§;sted__ / SRI'T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondgnﬂi{o 3: SQIB. ERJEE FOR SRI GADI
‘ PRAVEEN KUM& Dy, SOLIC]TOR GENERAL QF INDIA
Counsei for the Respondent No 4* SRI BOM}NIC FERNAND[,—ZS SFNIOR

W.P. NQ 36421 OF 2024

Between

Mr Rakesh Varma, Slo. Lr!shmaram Varma, Proprigtor of M/s.Sharda
Batteries and Metals Office at Plot No. 139/P, Kattedan Ra]endra Nagar

Hyderabad 500077,
. ..PETI,TION,ER
AND Lo

1. The Deputy Commissioner (ST)STU-2, Saroornagar Division, 3rd Floor
Gagan Vihar, Nampally, Hyderabad- 500 001.

2. The Joint Commissioner (ST), Saroomagar Division, 3rd Floor, (aagan Vrhar
Nampally, Hycerabad-500 001.

3. The Commissioner of State Tax, CT Complex, Nampaily, Hyderabad
Telangana-500 001.
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4. The State of Telangana, represented by the Principal secretary, Revenue

Department (State Tax)
5. The Union of India, Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, Rep by the

Secretary, North Block, New Delhi-110001.
_ '_ RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constrtutlon of Indra prayrng that in the
- crrcumstances stated in the affrdavrt frled therewrth ...t.he ngh Court may be
pleased to rssue a Writ, QOrder or drrectron partlcularly one in Ihe nature of a Wrrt qf
Mandamus or any other appropnate wnt _declanng Or:der dated 04 10 2024 vrde
Reference No 20361024004903T anq 'Sh Eause Noijce dated 05 D? 2Q24 \grde
Reference No ZD360724025148D as unsr , illge

crrcumstances of the case

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

F’etrtron under Section 151 CPC prayrng that in the crrcumstances stated in

-----

the recovery of Penalty of Rs 46 53 54 554/- and any coercrve steps towards
recovery agarnst the Petitioner by the Respondents pursuant tag the rmpugned
Order Qated 04.10.2024 yide Reference NQ ZD361024004903T '

Counsgl for the Petitioner: SR KARAN TALWAR
Counsel for the Respondent Nos 1 to 4 SR] SWAROOP OORILLA, Specijal
" Govt Pleader for State Tax assjsted by SRI.T. CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No 5; SRI B. M!JKHERJEE= FOR SRI GADI 2 _
o PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy-“SQLIClTOB GENERAL OF INDIA

W P. NO 36425 OF 2024

Between

Mls Choudhary Brothers, Rep. by its Sole Proprietor Mr. Dayaram Choudhary
Not No 75/B, Maratha nagar colony, Nagole Hyderabad Medchal—Malkajgrrl

Dist., Telangan&65
_ PETITIONER
AND

1. The State Tax Officer (ST), Saroor Nagar-iH, Saroor Nagar Division,
Telangana.
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- The Asst. Commissioner (ST), Saroomagar-Ill, Saroor Nagar Division,

Telangane.
. The Commissioner of State Tax, The State GST Department, State GST

2
3

Commissioner Office, Nampally, Opp. to Gandhi Bhavan, Hyderabad.
4. The State >f Teiangana Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Revenue (CT)
5

Departmerit, Hyderabad.
. Union of India. Through Joint Secretary, Department of Revenue Mlmstry of

Frnance North Block New Delhr~110001
RESPONDENTS

Petltron ur der Art;cle 226 of the Constrtutron of india prayrng that in the
crrcumstances stated rn the aﬁ'dayrt frled therewrth the Hrgh Court may be
pleased to- rssue Wnt Order or Dgrectron mo_re partrcularly one rn the neture of
WRIT OF MAND/!MU‘S dectartng __ LR
(A) That the rmpugned Order vgge reference no. 20360824146?95U dated
31.08. 2024 and “hqw cgqse gotlce vrde reference no. ZD360524Q545129 de{_gd
27.05. 2()24 cannct he sgstamed as the |mpugned Order and She}‘f cause notrce
are unergned ie. was ne:ther drgrtatly srgned nor verrfred through e srgnature as
envrsagedlspecrhed under rule 26(3) of CGST rules 2017 and are te be set asrde

or
(B) That, alternatrvety the ;mpugned Qrder vrde reference no. ZD360824146795U

dated 31 08 2024 and Show cause notrce vrde no. ZD36052405451?9 dated
27.05. 2024 were barred by lrmrtatron tlde NN 09/2023 CT dated 51 03 2023 ancj
56/2023 CT. dated 28 12 2023 and are to be set asrde - - G
(€) That alternat vety the rmpugaed orders passed solely on account !hat
petrtroner had not trted a reply cannot be sustarned hmce the matter IS remrtted

R
DARM

A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petrtron under Sectlon 151 CPC prayrng that in the crrcumstances stated ;n
the affrdavrt frled m support of the petrtron the High Court may. be pleased to
suspend the operatron of the Order in Form GST DRC 07 vide reference no
ZD360824146795U dated 31. 08 2024 rssued by the 1st Respondent passed for'
the tax’ perrod 2019 ’0 under the provrsrons of the Act ' =
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SR} JAlI KISHAN SOLANKI
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 to 4: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.5: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRi GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

' W P. NO 36471 OF 2024

Between

M/s Swamy Ads, rep. by its Managing Partner, Mr. Garripoti Bhaskara Rao,
#2-1-414/1, 401 Sar Krupa R ‘srdenc - Street No 4 Nal}akunta Hyderabadv

500 044
PETITIONER

,f

1. Reputy Commissioner (State Tax), Segléndergbad STU 131 Cnrcle

Secunderabag Divigion, Hyde;ab ad.
Siate of Telangana rep. by its Gl geta aqd Special Chief Seqretary to
Aent, cretar;at Hyderabad.

Government (FAC), State Ta)g Depart[p
Union of India, rep. by its secretary NLh]stry of Finance, Gaveipment _of lndla
3rd Floor, Jeevan Deep Building; Sansad Maig, New Delhi-110001. =
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Qustoms GST Policy ng Government
of India, Ministry of Finance, Neyw Delhj; fep by its Commrssroner (GST)
The Chref Accounts Off cer SRT(_} yderabad :
_ RESPONDENTs

wokh W N

Petition under Article 226 of tbe anstrtutrgn of India praying tha; n ;ha

circumstances staled in the affrdavrt flleg 1herewrth the ngh Cpurt may be

pleased_ to issue a Writ of Mgndag_g_gg or g other approp;rate wnl or order Qr

drrectron ;
(a) dec!armg the Notrfrgatlon No. ;35/2020-@ C;entrgl Tax dated 03 Q4 2020 and
Notrfrcatron No 09/2023 Central Ta; dateg 31 3 2023 and Nolmcatrqn G_ O

Ms.No. 136 (Telangana) dated 2? 1;] 2029 _and NQtificatron G. D Ms No, 11@
(Telangana) dated 258, 2023 ;ssugq unde{ Sectron 1Q8 -A o{ the Central Gogds
and Servrces Tax Aet 2017 extendmg jhe llmrtatron for conclud:ng the adjudlcatlor}
of show cayse notrce rssued under Sectior; ?3 of the CGST Act 2017 fO[ the ta)g
period 2 2017 18 till 31 12 2023 as ultra—wres Sectron 168 A of the Central Goods
and Servrces Tax Aot 2017 and also manlfestly arbztrary ‘and vroiatrve Artlcle 14 of
the Constltution and ' : e ’ ' ‘ o

(b} declare the |mpugned order dated 23. 12 2023 and proceedmgs in Form GST
DRC-07 in Ref No.ZD 3612230501807 dated 27.12.2023 passed by the 15‘
Respondent for the tax period July, 2017 to March, 2018 as time barred, wrthoul

having any signatures and contrary to Rule 142(1A) of Central Goods ang
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Services Tax Ru es, 2017 for not issuing Form GST DRC-01A. without jurisdiction;
and (c) set-asid: the Form GST DRC-13 dated 12.12.2024 for the lax period
2017-18 to 201819 issued by the 1St Respondent to the 5th Respondent unde[
Sectton 79(1)((:) of the GST Act ' L

(Prayer is Amended as’ per Court Order dt 09-01-2025, vide IA No 3 of 2024
in WP. No 36471 of 2024) _ 5

IA NO 1 OF 2024

Petltlon unlier >ectlon 191 CPC praytng that in the cnrcumctanees stated m
the efﬂdawt ftled in support of the petlt;on the H:gh Court may be pleased ;o gggpt
stay of atl further preceed;ngs pursuant to the |mpugneq order dated 27 12 923
and p{oceedmgs m Form GST DRC 07 m Ref No ZD36122305018Q; da tj
27 12. 2023 passetj by tt)e 1st Respondent for the tax penod Juiy, 2017 to Maych,
2018 pendmg dlsposal of the Wnt Petltlon as cher\mse the Petttuoner wHI t;e p

severe less and hdl‘dshlp

1A NO 2 OE? 2024

Petttion under Sectlon 151 CPC praytng that in the cwcumstar}ees stated ln

to suspend the prcceedtngs pUrsuant to Form GST DRC 13 dated 12 12 202 [
the tax per;od 2017 18. to.2018-19 tssued by the 15t Respondent to the {ztkr - -
Respondent under Sectton 79(1)(c) of the GST Act pendmg dtspc)set ot the Iri
Pet:tton es otherwnce the Petitioner will be pul to savere Ioss and hardshlp ks

Counsgl for the Pet!ttoner SRI KARTHIK RAMANA PU",ITAMREDDY
Cottnsel for the Respondent Nos 1 2 48& 5 SRI SWAROOP OOR!LLA Spectal
- Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN "AGPR
Counset for the Re :pondent No.3; SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI ‘-.':L"-'
E PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLtCITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W P. NO 36581 OF 2024

Between

Dwaraka Das Mamyar S/o. Vijay Kumar Maniyar, Aged about 59 years, Plot
No. 87, Survey No. 734, Road No. 20, Svcie, Balanagar, Hyderabad,

Rangareddy ‘elangana, 500037.
...PETITIONER
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AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner(ST), Fatehnagar Circle, Hyderabad Rural
Division 4th Floor, Mayur Kushal Complex, Abids, Hyderabad-500082
State of Tetangana Through Principal Secretary to Government, Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana-110 001
Centra] Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST Polrcy Wrng New Delhr
rep by its Commrssroner e
Central Board of Indrrec’r’Faxes : ndCu' oms GST Polrcy Wrng, New Delhl
rep by |ts Commrssroner & A1

: S RESPONDENTS

R e N

Petmon under Artrgle 226 of ;he Constrtutton ot Indsa praymg that in the
crrcumstances stated m the afﬁda‘ 't'f ted therewrth the ngh Qourt may be

?'If-‘_

pteased to rssue a wnt order pr dl[ t;on mo(e pamcularly or}e in ttre nature of a

Wrrt of Mandamus declanpg | _

E That the rmpugneg order vide Reterence No. 2,0360424Q89432A dated

30.04. 2024 passed py the 1st Respondent under the provrsrons of

' CGSTIT GST Aot 201? as bemg vord arbrtrary |I|egal wrtbgut

Jurlsdrctlon vrqlatrve Qf the pnnmptes of natural justlce apagt from berng

vrolatrve of Art;cles 14, 19(1)(9) a[)d 265 of the Constrtutron of Indra and

to consequently set asrde the sarne and pass such further Qr other

order(s) as thrs an ble Gourt may deem fit and proper in the
ureumstances of the casg.

il. That the NO],!fICaUOI‘I No. 09/2023 (3__1’ dated 31.03. 2023 ang Notlflcallon
No 56!2023-CT dated 28 12 202;3_' -;sued by Respondent No 2 througb
Respondent No 4 and corr 'espongr "g GQ Ms. No. 118 dated 25.08. 2023
rssued by Respondent NQ a.whrph gextended the t|me Irmrt for passepg
the orders are wrthout authonty gf Iaw and uttra vrres tQ the sectton
73(10) of the GST Act 20 : and _,_,__ecnon 168A of GST Act 2Q17 agd

VIO'atlve of artfcles 14 19(1) 'g) 21 and 265 of the Constltuthn of rndrg,

1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petltron under Sectron 1561 CPC prayrng that in the crrcumstauces stated |n
the afﬂdavrt frled rn support of the petmon the ngh Court may be pleased to stay
operatron of order vide Reference No ZD360424089432A dated 30 04 2024

passed by the Respondent No. 1.
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P.VENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD. SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 3: SRI SWAROOP QOORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI :
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, S :
SC FOR CBIC - ' ;

WRIT PEHTION NO: 36613 OF 2024

Between:

- M/s..Hima 8ri Infra Pvt Ltd, Rep by ils Authorised Srgnatoq, H. No. 8:1;
293/4/}-\—1 f)warak Nagar Colony Sharkpet Hyderagad Telang a- ;@00 K

AND

Deputy Commissioner (ST)- 1, Epforcgment Wing-1, Hyderabad
Sjate of: Telanga na, rep. by rts Secretary to Government (Reve

Deparfiment ‘Sec réfariat, Hyderabad. j
Union of India (rep. by its Segretary (Revenue)) North B!ock L\jey Deihr
Centra] Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs; (rep. by its chairman) GST

it

thc Wrng ‘Government of India, Ministry of Finance, New Delhi
ICICi Bank Ltd, Dopr No 2-92-2/9, Stoneerge Center Opp Google
Kondapur Pyderabad Te!angana 500033

I -‘.h{w N

pleaseg to rasue e Wnt of Mandamue or any other appmprrate

dlrectlon ' : S
(8). Deqlare Notrf“ ccmon No 09/2023 Central Tax dated 31 3. 2023 and- Nogﬁeatign

G O Ms No. 118 (Telanqana) dated 25 8. 2023 and G O Ms, No 12‘0‘.(Te;éngg a)
dated 30 12 2023 Js.sued by the 2nd Respondent under Sectron 168-_:,9_ of Ihe“
Telangana Goods and Servrces Tax Act 2017 extending the hmrtatroq to;
concludlng the adru ncatlon of show cause notrce issued under Seqrron 7;} for me
tax perrod Apnl 20" 9 to March, 2020 il 31. 08 2024 as ultra- vrres ‘:ectlor} 168—A
of the Centrar Goodr and Services Tax Act, 2017 and as ultra- vires §ectron 168-A
of the Telangana Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 also rnamfestly arbrtrary anrj

vro!atrve Artlcle 14 of the Constitution, and
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(b) Set-aside impugned Order dated 28.08.2024 along with proceedings in Form
GST DRC-07 vide Ref. No. ZD360824122554C dt. 28.08.2024 issued by the 15t
Respondent for the tax period Aprit, 2019 to March, 2020 as time barred and

without havrng any s:gnature on the Show Cause Nottce as rllegal arbltrary!

beyond tlme and pass such other order or orders as the Hon bie CQurt may deem

Petrtron undes Seettpn 151 QPQ prayrng that in the carcgmstar}ces stateg m
the afftdavrt f Ied in sppport of tpe petmon the ngh Court may be pleased to gran;
stay of aH further prpceedrngs pursuant to the ampugned Order dated 28, 08 2024
along wuh proceedmgs lt;l Form GST DRG 07 vrde Ref No 2036082412255: {
dt.28. 08 2024 |ssued by the 1st Respondeni for the tax penod Apnl 2019 lo
March, 2020 pending dlsposal of the ert Petmon as otherwrse the Pet:tloner yglu

he put to severe loss and hardshlp

1A NO: 2 OF 2024

Petmon under Seetren 151 CPC prayrng that in the crrcumstances stated ir;
the afﬁdavrt ftled rn §UDPQR of the petrtron the ngh Court may be pleased to dlrect
the 5th Respondent to de freeze the eccount of the Petrtloner o

Counsel for the Petttloner SRI K.P.AMARNATH REDDY AND SRI MD. ASRAR
- - AHMED FOR Mis. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos 1&2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA Specral
' Govt Pleader for State Tax assrsted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KlRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRIB. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
S PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No 4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
- SC FOR CB!C ' :

Counsel for the Respondent No 5: --
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W.P.NO: 36616 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Hima Sii Infra Pvt Ltd, Rep by its Authorised Signatory, H.No.8-1-
293/4/A-1, Dwarak Nagar Colony Shaikpet, Hyderabad Telangana 500 008

AND'

Deputy Cornmissioner (ST)-1, Enforcement Wing-1, Hyderabad .
State of Te angana, Rep. by rts Secretary to Governmen ' Rev )

" Tax Depart nent, Secretariat, Hyderabad. :
Union of India, (rep by its Secretary (Revenue)) North Block ;\lew Delhi '
Central.Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs; (rep by its’ gharrman) GST
Policy Wing, Government of India’ Ministry of Flnar]ce New De[p :
ICICI Bank Ltd. Door No 2-92 -2/9,Stone Ridge Center Opp Googie,

Kondapur Hyderabad Te!angana 500033 reg by Brancg mana

pleased to rssue 2 Wit of Mandamus or any other approprrate wﬁjior grder or

dlrectroo Gl
(a) Dectare Notn‘rc atior No. 09/2023- Centrat Tax dated 31 3. 2023 aod Notrfcatron

Seetron 168A 0’ the Centrat Goods and Servrces Tax Agm 20:17 and
G_O Ms No. 118 (Telangana) dated 25 8. 2023 and G Q Ms N_o 179 (Telangapa)
dated 30 12. 2023 |ssued by the 2nd Respondept under Sectrod ;§8A of: the
Telangaﬂa Goods and Services Tax Act 2(}12 extendlng the lrml n _'

ylolatrve Artrc}e 14 cf the Const;tutron and :: LT

(b) set asrde rmpugned Order 28. 04 2024 along w:th proceedmgs in Form G$T
DRC 0? vrde Ref Mo. ZD3604240729709 dated 28 04 2024 rssued by the 1St
Respondent for the tax penod Apnt 2018 to March, 2019 as trme barred ang
wrthout havrng any crgnatures and pass such other order or orders as the Hon'ble
Court may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case. (cl Declare thal
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the recovery proceedings initiated as ilegal and direct the 5th Respondent to de-

freeze the account of the Petitioner.

lA NO 1 OF 2024

Petltlon under Sectlon 151 CP(; praytng that in tbe cnrcumstances stated l
the afﬁdavnt flled m support of the petmon the ngh Court may be pleased to grf
stay of a!l fu;:gher proceedmgs pursuant 1o the |mpugqed Qrder 28 04 2024
proceedlng§ orm GST DRC 07 vide Ref No.- ZD360424Q2970§ dg
28 94 2@24 |5§ued by the 1st Respondent for the tax pgnod Agnl,-: 1

1T
AT

;‘.evere !oss gnq ha'_"' Shlp

IA NO 2 OF 2024

Petmgn undef Sectlon 151 GPGC praymg that in the CI[cumslangeS S}ated !E}
the aﬁldawt {'l’ed in Suppor[ of the petition, the H*Qh Court may pe plea§ed to dire ct

the 5th Respgndent to de- freeze the account of the Petmoner

Counse.l for _;t_]g P.ej;_i;iongr: SR} K.P.AMARNATH REDDY AND SRI MD. ASRAR
' AHMED FOR Mis, YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY
Counsel for% e Respondent Nos. 1 & 2: SRI SWABOOP OORILLA Speq:al
' Govt Bl eade[ for ,State Tax asslsted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Cqunsgl fo; the Resyondent No.3: SBI B. MUKHEBJEE FOR SRI GA!I
“PRAVEEN KUN!AR Dy. SOLIGITOR ;;;ENERAL OF mgm
Counse! for 3he Re}.‘:Pondent No 4 SRI DQMINIC FER[\JANDES, SEN}OR
' 8C FOR CBIC T T I
Counsgl for ;he Respondent No CHE o

w_P...Noz 36620 05_3024
Betwegn o

Mls Hima Sri Infra Pvt Ltd, Rep by its Authorised Signatory, H. No. 8-1-
293I4IA—1 Dwarak Nagar Colony, Shankpet Hyderabad Teiangana -500 008

PETITION ER
AND

1. State Tax Officer -1, Madhapur-IV Circle, Hyderabad, Telangana

2. State of Telangana, rep. by its Secretary to Government (Revenuye), Siate Tax
' D,epartment Secretariat, Hyderabad.

3. Umon of India, (rep. by its Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New Delhi
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4. Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, (rep. by its chairman) GST
Policy Wing, Government of India, Ministry of Flnance New Delhi
5. ICICI Bank Ltd, Door No 2-92- 2/9, Stoneerge Center Opp boogle

Kondapur Hyderabad Te!angana 500033
, RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constrtutlon of India praymg that in the
c;rcumstances ¢tated in the affidavit frled therewnh the Hrgn Court may be
pteased to issue a Wnt of Mandamus or any other appropnate wnt or order or
directiop- ' S
(a) Dec;!are Notif cation No. 09/2023- Central Tax dated 31.3. 202\) and quf catlon
No. 56/2023 Cent'al Tax dated 28. 12 2023 issueq by tbe 4th Responder;t under
Sectron 168-A of the Central Goods and Serw{_e.'s Tax Aci___,_-" 2617 and
G.0. Ms No. 118 t Telangana) dated 25 8. 2023 and G. O Ms No 170 (Telangana)
dated 30 12.202¢ rssued by the 211d Requndent under Sectlon 168 A of the
Tetangana Good; and Servrces Tax Act 2017 extendrng the hmttatton fQE
c;onctudmg the adjudic atron of show cause notlce |ssueg} under Section 73 for the
tax period Apnt 2019 to March 2020 till 31 08 2024 ae ultra wres Sectlon 168- A
of the Central Gocds and Services Tax Act, 2017 and as uttra vrres Sectlon 168 A
of the Telangana 3oods and Servrces Tax Act 2017 atso manlfestty arbltrary and

wolatrve Article 14 of the Constltutuon and

(b) Set- asrde impLgned Qrder dated 30 08 2924 along wrth proceedlngs |n qum
GST DRC-07 vide Ref No. ZD3608241387_ 5 df, 30, oa 2024 issiied by the s
| Respondent for the tax period Apnt 2019;:to Maroh 2020 as tlme barred
duptlcatpon of proczedings and wrthout havn]g any srgnature as ile: ;'al arbttrary
beyond tsme and pass such other order or o ers as th“ Hon ple C; * rt may deem

flt and proper in the curumstances of the case,.' :
(c) Deotare that the revovery proceedmgs lnltlated as |tlegal and drrec; the 5th

8espondent to de-figeze the account of the Petltlor)er

IA NO: 1 OF 2024
Petition unde' Section 151 CPC praying that in the crrcumstances stated ln

the afﬂdavrt filed in support of the petition, the High Court: ‘may be pleased to grant
stay of att further proceedings pursuant to the rmpugned Order dated 30 08 2024
atong wuth proceedings in Form GST DRC-07 vide Ref, No. ZD3608241387425
dt. 30. 08.2024 issuec by the 1st Respondent for the tax period Apnt 2019 to



95

March, 2020 pending disposal of the Writ Petition as otherwise the Petitioner will

be put to severe loss and hardship.”

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI K.P. AMARNATH REDDY AND SRI MD ASRAR _
AHMED FOR Mis. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2 SRI SWAROOP. OORILLA, Specla!

~ Govt Pleader for State Tax asslsted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIBAN AGB '
Counse! for the Respondent No.3; SRIB. MUKHERJEE | FOR SRI @&E)l
) -t‘;—,":-‘ PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLIC!TOB GENERAI, INDIA
unsg! fo; tpe Respondent No 4; SR DOMINIC EERNAND:; , SEMIOR o

: e FQR ce|c A

pg sg] fo; the Respondent No 5; -

W.B.NQ! 36682 OF 2024

)
,}._ 14

waratta Das Maniyar, S/o. Vijay Kumar Mapiyar, Aged about §9 years Plot
o. §& Sur\gey No." 734, Road No. 20 Svcne Balanagar Hyde ra acf Rangg

reddy, Ielangana 500037 :
_. . s PETITIOQEB

AND

The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Fatehnagar Cirgle, Hyderabad Rurat
Dlvt&;len "4th Floor, Mayur Kushal Complex, Abids, Hyderabad 50908
Union af India, Ministry of Funance Represented by :ts Secretary”‘Nor;h Bleek
Hew Delbi -110 001 :
tate of Telangana Through Prmmpal Secreta(y to Governme_
Bepaytiment (Commercsal Tax), Hyderabad Tetangana—‘j 10 004« -
. Gentral Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST Pol:cy Wlng L\levq Im

r’ep bf |t5 Commissu)ner

1.
8

) Petlthn under Amcte 226 of the anstituttgn of Indig pra
cnrcumsganees stated in the afftdav:t ﬂled therewlth the ngh-
pleased 1o I§5ue a wrlt ogder or dlrectlon more pamcularty one in i

nt of Mandamus qleclanng E ' !
'fhat the lmpugned order vude Reference No. ZD360424089311G dated
- 3604 2024 passed by the 1st Respondent under the prows»ons of
CGSTFI’ GST Act 2017 as belng voad arbltrary lllsgal wuth0ut
jurlsd:ctlon vnolatwe of the pnncxples of natura[ justuce apart from belng
vuolatlve of Articles 14, 19(1)(9) and 265 of the COﬂStttUth[l of lndla and

to gonsequently set aside the same and pass such further or other

natyre ot e
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order{s3) zs this Honble Court may deem fit and proper in the
circuir stances of the case.

i. That the Notification No. 09/2023-C.T dated 31.03.2023 and Notification No.
56/2023-CT dated 28.12.2023 issued by Respondent No. 2 through
Respoidert No. 4 and correSpond"'g GO Ms. No. 118 dated 25.08. 2023
rssued by Respondent No, 3 wh ,extended the trme llmrt for- passrng

the orcers, are Wrthout autborrty oI taw and ultra vrres to the sectron

73(10) of the GST Act 20 ;_' anq Sectlon 168A of GST Act 2017 and

wolatrve ot artrcles 14 19(1)(9) 21 ' d 265 of the Constltutron of lndra

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petmon under >ectron 151 CPC praying thaj n the orroumctances stated rn
the affidavit filed 11 support of the petltlon =t ' _‘f'may be pleased pfeased
to stay operatrm of order wde Refer c;e No ZD360424()8931 1(3 dated

30.04. 2024 passe by the Respondent No.’ 1

Counsel for the Patitioner: SR} P. VENKATA ERA§AD FOR SRI MD, SHABAZ
Counse) for the Respondent Nos 18 3 SB! SWABOOP OOR!LLA Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax asslsted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN -AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.2; SRI B.M KHERJEE FOR SRI GADI -
PRAVEEN KUMAB Dy., SOL!CJTOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Re spondent No 4; SRI QOM]HIC_EERNANDES SEN]OR
= ~SCEQ R cgtc

W.P.NO: 36705 OF 2024
Betweep:

Shehnaz Traders and Exports Pvt Ltd 4377/2 HrH Street Ranrgunj
Hyderabad Di bt 1efangana 03" ,
| , PETITIONER

AND

The State Tax Officer, Mahankail Street— RF’ road. 2 Crrcte Secbad Dt\nsron

T.G

The Assrstant _,ommrssroner Mahankah Street- RP road 2 Clrcle> Sec bad
Division, T.G.

The Commissi aner of State Tax TheState GST Department State GST
Commissioner Offi ice, NampaHy, Opp. to Gandhi Bhavan, Hyderabad:*

The State of Telanqana Rep. by its Principal- Secretary, Revenue (CT)
Department, H-/derabad.

 —
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5. Union of India, Through Joint Secretary, Department of Revenue, Ministry of
Finance, North Block, New Delhi-1 10001
..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Articie 226 of the Constitution of India praymg that in the
circumstances stated in the affrdavrt flled therewith, the Hrgh (;ourt may be
pleased to issue Writ Order or Direction more part:cuiarly one rn the nature of
WRIT OF MANDAMUS declarrng - W |
(A) That the |mpugned Orders vide reference Nos. ZD360824]394743 dated
30 08. 2024 ZD3608241317472 dated 29. 08 2024 and ZDS" 524139142(3 dated
'30 08 2024 and Show cause notices vrde reference Nos) ZD3569622031531S
dated Q6 06, 2022 ZD3605240606000 dated 29 Q52024 and ZD369524£}96214B
dated 31 05 2024 cannot be sustarned as the ;mpugned Orders agd. Show cause
notrces are unsrgned |e was nelther drgttally srgned no r yerrf;ed through e-
srgnature as envtsagedlspecrfled under rule 26(3) of CGST rules 29. and are to

be set-asrde, pr ; _
(;3) That atternatwely the rmpugned Orders vide re(grence Nos
293608241394?43 gated 30.08. 2024 ZD3608241317422 dated 29 98 2Q24 and
ZD360824139142G dated 30.08.2024 and Show causg nonces'rgferenge Nos.
ZD360§22031531S dated 06. 06 2022, 203605240606000 dated 29 05 2024 and
203605240962148 dated 31. 5. 2024 were barred by Ilmltat;on vrde I}JN 09/202&
CT, dated 31.03.2023 and 56!2023 CT dated 28 11 2023 and are tg be set‘aSIde
(C) That alternat:ve!y the 1mpugned orders passed solely op accqunt that
petltroner had not frted a repiy cannot be sustarned hence the mgtter |s rernrtted

J :

back to the Proper folcer for re- adjudtcatton

IA NO 1 OF 2024

Petrtron under Sectron 151 CPC praymg that in the crrcumstances stated in
the afﬁdavrt frled in support of the petltron the ngh Court may be pleased te
suspend the operatlon of the Orders in Fonn GST DRC 07 vrde reference Nos
ZD3608241394?43 dated 30.08. 2024 ZD3608241317472 dated 29 08 2024 and
ZD360824139142G dated 30.08.2024 issued by the 1st and 2nd Respondent
passed for the tax period 2019-20 under the provisions of the Act .
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI JA| KISHAN SOLANK]I
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 4: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special

Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

Counsel for the Respondent No.5: SR B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRi GADI

PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W.P.NO: 36730 OF 2024

_B_ettmeep:

e Y

Dwaraka Cas Maniyar, Sjo. Vrjay Kumar Maniyar, Aged about 59 years, Plot
No. 87 Survey No. 734 Bqa 20 Svcre Balanagar Hyderabad

~PETITIONER

The Assistant Commissioner (ST) Fatehnagar Circle, Hyderabad Rural
Divisiop 4th Floor, Mayur:-Kushal Complex, Abyds, Hyderabad 500082
Lnion of Inca;’ Ministry of Flnl, : ) sented by |ts Secretary Nor}h Block
New Delhi - 110 001

State of Tela angana, Through n__crpal S retary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercial. Tax),:‘_Hyderabad Telangana 110001 © -
Central Boa-d of indirect Taxes and Cusjoms GST Policy ng New Delhr

rep by rts toomm ssroner
RESPONDENTS

Petmon uncer Artrcte 226 of the Censtrtutlon of India pravrng that in the

crrcumstances stated in the aft”davrt ftled therewrth the High Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order or directron m' re partlcularly one in the nature of a

Writ of Mandamus jecfanng

That the imougned order wde Reference No. ZD3604240924359 dated
30.04. 20;4 passed by the 1st 'Respondent under the provrsrons qf
CGST/TGST Act, 201? as b | vofd arbrtrary rtlegaf wrthout
;unsdrctron vrolatrve of the prmcrplj_;
vrolatrve oF Artrcles 14 19(1)(9) and :-265 of the Constrtutron of tnd!a and

: e and pass such further or othef

of patural justrce apart from being

to consequently set asrde the s,__ e
order(s) as thrs Honorab!e Court may deem fit and proper in the

crrcumstancee of the case
That _t_he Notifi ,atron No. 09/2023 C.T dated 31, 03.2023 and Notrfrcatron No
" 56/2023 dated 28.12. 2023 issued by Respondent No. 2 through
Respondent No 4 and correspondmg GO Ms. No 118 dated 25 08. 2023
assued by R espondent No 3 whrch extended the time limit for passrng
the orders, are without authority of law and ultra vires to the sectron



99

73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Section 168A of GST Act, 2017 and
violative of articles 14, 19(1)(g) 21 and 265 of the Constitytion of india.

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petmon under Section 151 CPC prayrng th31 in the crrcumstances stated in
the affldawt filed |n support of the petmon the ngh Coyr;t may be plegseq to slay
operatron of order vrde Reference No. 203604240924359 dated 30 04 2024

passed by the Respondent No. 1.

Counsel for the Petjtioner: SRI P. VENKATA PRASAD EQR Sf&l Mp. SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1 & 3: SRI §WAROOP OORIJ..LA Specrai
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted bySRl T. C!ﬂA}TANYA K!RAN AGP

Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI B. M _KHEBJE@ fOR §RI @ADI :
B OF IND!A

PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy éoLlerroR eENE,RAL F

W.P.NO: 36769 OF 2024

Between:

Shehnaz Traders and Exports Pvi Lid, 4-3-77/2. Hill Street. Ramgunl
Hyderabad Drst Telangana 03 Rep by |ts Dlrector
PETITIONER

ANI '

The Assistant Commissioner, Mahank@h §treet- Rl? road 2 Clrcle
Secunderabad Division, T.G.
The Commrssroner ‘of State Tax, The Sta;e GST Departmgnt State GST
Commissioner ‘Office, Nampally, Opp. fo Gandhl Bhavan, Hydera_t;ad
The State of Telangana, Rep.. by its Pnncrpal Secretary, Revenue (CT)
Bepartment Hyderabad
Union of India, Through Joint Secretary, eranme.t of Revenue Mlnrstry of
Frnange North Block New Delhr 110091 _

RESPONDENTS

—

EE R

Petttlon under Artlcle 226 of the Constltutlon oI 1ndla praylng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the aﬁrdavrt flled therewrth the ngh Court rnay be
pleased to |ssue Writ of Mandamus or any other appropnate wn; or order of
direction declanng (a)That the impugned Order vrde reference No.
ZD3604240826982 dated 29.04.2024 and Show cause notrce vide reference No.
'ZD360622031516K dated 06.06.2022 cannot be sustalned as the mnpugned Order

and Show cause notice are unsigned i.e. was neither drgrtally signed nor venfred
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through e-signature as envisaged/specified under rule 26(3) of CGST rules, 2017
and are to be sef-aside or (b)That, alternatively, the impugned Order vide
reference no. 71)3604240826967 dated 29/04/2024 and Show cause notice vide
reference No ZD360622031516K dated 06. 06 2022 were barred by lrmltatron vide
NN.09/2023- CT dated 31/03/2923 and 56/2023 CT dated 28/12/2023 and are tQ
be set- asrde (‘) hat alternatrvely the lmpugned orders passed ,oleiy on account
that petitioner hrld not frled a repty cannot be sustained. hence, the matter |s

remitted baCk to the Proper Ofﬂcer for re adjudlcatlon

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petltrqn under &ectlpn 1§1 CPC praylng that in the cirgyms ,tances stated IQ
the afhdavrt fried in support of the petitron the ngh Court may be ptegsed to
suspend the ope ation of the Order in Fprm GST DRC 07 vide reference no
ZD3604240826%7 dated 29/04/2024 1ssued by the Tst Respondent passed fQ[
the tax penod 201 3 19 under the provrsrons of the Act

Counsel for the Patitioner: SRI JA! KISHAN SOLANK}
Counsel for the Respondent Nos ‘,l TO 3: SRI SWAROOP OORILL A, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assrsted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN ‘AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No 4; SRIB. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI - "
' PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W P. N@ 36763 OF 2024

Between

M/s. Rukmini Steels, 4-1-970, G - 403, Ahuja Estate, Upasana Block, Abids,
lt(ty:)terabad I'elangana- 500 001 represented by its Partner Sri,: Govmd
a Fa
P -PETITIONER
1. Deputy Commissioner (ST), Abids STU 2, Abids Division, Hyderabad

‘elangana.
2. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Principal Secretary Revenue
Department (C ,ommerCIai Taxes), Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad

-.RE SPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praylng that in the

crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith the High Court may be
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pleased toto issue a Writ or Order of direction particularly one in the nature of Wrnt
of Mandamus setting aside the impugned Assessment Order passed by the first
respondent in Form GST DRC - 07, inr Reference No. ZD3608241488611, dated
11 08.2024, demanding tax amounting to Rs. 1,52, 902/- , (CGST amounting to Rs.
76,451/ (ptus) amounting to Rs. 10, 000/- (p!us) TGST amountmg 1o Rs. 10,000/
). thus lotaling to Rs. 1.72, 902)- , for the 1@;( perlod ggts- 20, that have been
uploaded in the GST portai wtthout either Phxs:cai!y ngs dlgitally signed whnch ts

g;ontrary to the Rule 26 (3) of the C ST Rg §2017 a§ ;itegal arbltrary, ab mme
G! ' ‘_u es, 20717 a_cf TGST Act and

v the judlglal prenouncement of the
¢ hrg Pradesh end wntpout author;ty

Rules, 201? conrary o the law lald Qow
Honble ngh Gourts of Delha Bomba¥ andf

of faw.

1A NO 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC pragnpg_tha] in the cncumstances stated in
the aﬁldavn filed in support of the pet;tlon t ,’Higlg Court may be pleased may be
pleased to pendmg disposal of the ng; 'Petmon grant stay ot‘ all further
proceedmgs arising in pursuance of the lmpygned Assgzssment Order passed by
the ftrst respondent in Fofrm GST DRC 0? lg Re{greneg No 20360824]488611

dated 31 08. 2024, for the tax penod 2019 QQ

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI S.SURI BABU "
Counsel for the Respondents' SRI SWARQ,QP OQRILLA Special Govt Pleader
for State Tax assgeted Qx §RI I CHA!TANYA KIBAN AGP '

W. P NO 36776 OF 2024

Between

Mls Dinesh Filling Station, Survey No.79/P and 80/2, Rai Durga Pan Maktha
Village, Swerilingampally Viliage, Rangareddy, Telangana - 500 049
repre_sented by its Proprietor, Sn Eddula Chengal Reddy Dlnesh Reddy

e -PETITIONER
A_Ne'

1. Assistant Commissioner (ST), Madhapur - VI Circle, Madhapur Division.

Hyderabad
2 Assistant Commissioner (ST), Madhapur-1V Circle, Madhapur Division,

Hyderabad.
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3. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Principal Secretary, Revenue
Department (Commercial Taxes), Telangana Secretanat, Hyderabad.

RESPONDENTS

Petition under Artlcle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
cnrcumslances sated in Ihe afﬁdav:t flled lherewnh the High Court _may be
pleased to assue 3 Wnt Qr Order or dlrectlon particularty one in the nature of Wnt of
Mandamus settmg asrde Ihe lmpugned Assessment Order pa<sed by the frst
respondent in Form GST DRC 0? ln Reference No. ZD3608241 328()45 vsde DIN

' NOGSTBSF’I‘SB-_ 3272720, d a,ed_31108f2024 raising a demand of ta};
amountmg to Rs 573 22;2/~ (COST amouptlng to R5286 611/ plus T,c___.sf
amountmg tp Rs 2 §6 611/ ), for the tax perlod 2019-20, that have been uploaded
in the GST portal wn;hout elther phys«;ally nor digitally sagned whr_,h IS corjtrar_¥ te
the Rule 26 (3) of the CGST Rules 2017, as llegal arbitrary ab lnmo \g j i
contrary to the prov;smns of CGST Acg and Rules 2017 and TGST Act and Ru 5
2017 contrary tc the law lald down by the }udrClai pronouncement of- 'the
Honourable ngh Courts of E)elhl Bombay and Andhra Prade: ;h and wnthou;

authonty of law

A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petltlon under Sectlon 151 CPC praymg that in the c:rcumstances stated ln___
the afftdawt flled ll] support of the petltlon the ngh Court may be pleased tg
pendlng dlsposal cf the Wnt Petmon suspend the operation of lhe |mpugned
' Garnrshee Notrce / Recovery Notlce lssued by the second reSpopdeni in
Reference NQ 06/G ;T Arrears/2024 5 dated 17/12/2024 for the tax perlod 2039!

20.

IA NO 2 OF 2024

Petrtlon under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the circumstances stated ln
the affldawt flled in supoort of the petition, the High Court may be pleased tg
pendmg dlsposal of lne Writ Petition grant stay of all further proceedmgs ansrng |n
pursuance of the :mpugned Assessment Order passed by the first respondent in
Form GST DRC - 07. in Reference No. ZD3608241528045 vide DlN
No.GST_ISSAADPEas 79B272/20. dated 31/08/2024. for the tax period 2019-20.
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRl S.SURI BABU
Counsel for the Respondents: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

W P NO 36786 OF 2024 |

Between

Mls Dinesh Filling Station, Survey Ng 79/P and 80/2, Rai Durga Pan Maktha
Village, Swerilingampally V;llage Rangareddy, Telangana - 500 049
represented by its Proprletor Sn, tja Chengal Reddy Dlnesh Reddy e

1. Assistapt Commisgioner (ST), A qdhag i DC Office, Madhapur, Hyderabad.
2. Assistant Commissiqner. gST) Madhaggg,(l, C_grcle Madhapur Dmsron :
Hyderabad E R
3. The State of Telangana, represented @y iis Prrncapal Secretary, Revenue
Department (Commermal Taxes), Tela ana $ecretar|at '
) RESPONDENTS

Petrtron under Artlcle 226 Qf IQe anstjtutron of India praymg that in the
crrcumstances stated in the afﬁdayst fi Ieg ttgerewrth the High Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ or Order or q"ectlon pamcularly one in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus setting aside the Impugned Assgssment Order passed by the Irrst
respondent in Form GST DRC ; 07. 1 Referenpe No.ZD3604240041957. vide DIN
No. GSTI36AADPE33798222!19 dated 30. E}A 2024 thereby rgising a demand oj
tax amountmg to Rs.32 45 2411— (QGST al;nounting to Rs.16,22, 620!~ plps TGST
amountmg to Rs. 16,22, 620/-), and- also penalty of Bs 3 24 524/- (CGST amountlng
o Rs.1,62,262/- plus TGST amoynting tg Rs 1 62 262/-), thus totalrng te
Rs.35. 69 765/— for the tax period 2018-19, that have been uploaded in the GST
portal without either physrqally por dlgltally slgned whlch is contrary to the Rule 26
(3) of the CGST Rules 201? as |I]egal __bgtrary ab inrtro vord contrary to tha
provrsrons of CGST Act and Ryles, 2017 and TGST Act and Rules, 2017, contrary
to the |aw laid down by the }UdtC!al pronouncement of the Honorable ngh Courts

of Dethl Bombay and Andhra Pradesh and w;thout authonty of law.

1A NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 1561 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to

'''' N PETITIONER -
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pending disposzl of the Writ Petition, suspend the operation of the impugned
Garnishee Notice / Recovery Notice issued by the second respondent in
Reference No.OE/GST Arrears/2024-5. dated 17.12.2024, for the tax period 2018-

19.

IA NO 2 OF 2024

Petltlon Hnder bectlon 151 CPC praying that in the cucumstances stateg n

the afﬁdavut flled |n <,upport of the petitlon the H}gh Court may ptegseg t_@

pendmg dzspesal of the Wnt Petition grant stay of all further proceedings apsnr}g IB
pur§ange Q} the gmpugned Assessment Orc,ter passed by the frrst respgndeaj ;g
Form 581‘3 DRZ - 07 in Reference No. ZD3604240941<)57 nge Qw
No. GST!SGAADPF 33798222/19 dated 30. 04.2024. for the tax penod 2018-19

Counsel for ghe Petitioner: SR S.SUR|} BABU
Counsel for the Respondents SRI SWAROQP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleaﬂe[
for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN gGR

W.R. NG) 36795 OF 2924

Betyveen

Dwaraka Das Maniyar, S/o. Vijgy Kumar Maniyar, Aged about 59 years, E’tot.'
-- No. 8%, Survey Ne. 734, Road No. 20, Svcie, Batanagar Hmerahgg_,

Rengareddy, Telangana 500037
PET!IIO
AND h!ﬁii

1. The Agsistan: Commissioper, (state tax} Fatehnagar Circle, Hyderabaq Ruga]
Divisiop 4th Floor, Mayur Kushal Compiex, Ahids, Hyderabad- 6£00082
Andhrg Pradesh Mahesh Cooperative Urban Bank L td, Srdd:amber Bagar _ ;_j'
Hyderabad 500012 represented by its. Manager -
Union of India, Ministry of Fmance Represented by its Secretary North Blgcts.
New Delhi - 110 001 _
State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Depariment (Gommercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana

Qentra} Board of indirect Taxes and Customs GST Pollcy Wing New Dethg

rep byr:ts Cornmlss:oner
: RESPONDENTS

Petmon unde: Article 226 of the Constitution of India praylng that in: the
c:rcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to assue a writ, crder, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a

Writ of Mandamus declaring that the
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i That the impugned order vide Reference No. ZD361223072304P dated
34/12/2023 passed by the 1st Respondent 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 Artrcles 14, 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constitution of Indla and
to consequently set aside the same and pass such further or other
order(s) as th;s Honourable Court may deem fit and proper in the

_ c:rqumstaoces oi the pase
Tﬁat‘t;,e - 09
Respondent Ng 3 tbrouqh Respondem No. § and correspondrng GO
Ms No. ;118 ggted 25. QB 2023 I§sued by Respondent No 4 whsgh
extended ;he tlme Irmrt for gassmg the orders are wuthoul authonty Qf
Iaw and u;tra ylres 10 tbe sectlon 73(10) of the GST Act 2917 anq
Sectlon 16§A Qf GST‘ Act 2017 anq violative of articles 14 19(1)(9) 21
and 265 of theg C.onstrtutrpn of lndra and/or pass such further of olher
order(s) as thlg Hon'blg Court may deem fit and proper. in ;be
cirgumstances | of the case -
iii. That |mpugnezd regQvery notice issugd in Form DRC- 13 dated 10.07. 2024
rssued by the Reqund@m No.1 fo the Respondent No. P under the
proyvisions of CGST[I’ GST Act, 2017 as being void, arbrgrary, |Ilegal
without }unsdrctron violative of the pnncrples of natural 1ustrce apart f;om
begrng viplative of Ar;rcieg 14, 19(3)(9) and 265 of the Constuutron gt
Ingia, and fo capsequently set asidg lhe same.

IA NO: 1 OF 20_

Petition under Section 151 CPG praying that in the circumstanges sfated in
the aff:davrt filed in suppart of the petition, the High Court may be piegsed pleaseg
to suspgnd impugned notice issued in Form DRC-13 dated 10!07!2024 lgsued by
the Respongi_érlt No.1 to the Respondent No. 2.

A NO: 2 OF 2024

Petrtron under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the circumstances stated in

the afflda\nt frted in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased pieased

_;1_;.‘,:& T—gated 3103 262&1551.16& brﬂ——-—
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to stay operati>n of order vide Reference No. ZD361223072304P dated
31/12/2023 passd by the Respondent No. 1.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SR} P.VENKATA PRASAD FOR SR MD SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 4: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special -
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KJRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
v PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLIC!TOR GENERAL OF INQIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.5: SRi DOMINIC FERNANDES, SEI’IOR
sSC FOR CBIC

ﬁimmmMe FespondentNo.2: -- =~ .

W P NO 36799 OF 2024

Between

M/s Dinesh Filling Statiop, Survey No.79/P and 80/2, Raj Durga Pag Maktha
Vrﬂage 9wer|hngampal!y Village, Rangareddy, Telangana = 500 049
repregented by ils Proprietor, Sri. Eddula Chengal Reddy Dinesh ‘Reddy

-PETITIONER
AND ik g N

1. Assistant Commissioner ( (GST) FAC, Madhapur DC Office, Magngpug,

Hyderabad
: 2..-.A§srstant Commissioner (ST), Madhapur-1V Circle, Madhapur- Riyision,

l?]/derabad
e State of Telangana, Represented by its Principal Secretary, Revenue
eranrnent Qommercral Taxes), Te!angana Secretarrat Hyder,abad -

o RE§PONIENT$

Petltron under Article 226 of the Constitution of India prayrng thpt in the
crrcumstances statad in the affidavit filed therewrth the High L.;eurt g‘lay bg
pleased to issue a Writ or Order or direction particularly one in the n@tqre of Wr;t Qf
Mandamus settrng aside the impugned Assessment Order passed by Ihe f rst
respondent in Form GST DRC - 07, in Reference No. ZD3612230?36296 yrde DIN :
No GST/36AADPE3 379B272/18. dated 31.12.2023. raising -a demand of tax
amountmg to Rs. 5 62 573/-, (CGST amounting to Rs.2,98, 122/-- p!us TGS]’
amountrng to Rs.2,64,451/-), for the tax period 2017-18, ‘that have been uploaded
“In the GST portal without either physically nor digitally srgned whrch js contrary tQ
the Rule 26 (3) of the CGST Rules 2017, as ilegal, arbitrary, ab rnrtro vprd
contrary to the provisions of CGST Act and Rules, 2017 and TGST Act and Rules



107

2017, contrary to the law laid down by the judicial pronouncement of the Honble

High Courts of Delhi. Bombay and Andhra Pradesh and without authority of law.

1A NO 1 OF 2024

Petmer] under Sec;tron 151 CPC prayrng that in the circumstances stateg m
the afF davnt ﬁied rn suppoﬂ of the petrtron the High Court may be pleaseq tQ
pendlng dlsposal of the ert Petltlon suspend the operatron of the lmpugged

Garmshee [:}lotlce 1 Regovery NQtlce 1ssued by the second respopdent j;}
Reference Ne OBIGST Arrears]2024 -5, dated 17 12 2024 for the tax genqd 2g37- |
8.

1A NO: 2 OF 2024 |

Petrtron undeg Segtlpn 191 CPG praymg that in the crrcumstances stated m
the afhdavnt f|led in suppert of the petrtion the High Court may be pleased tq
pendmg dlsposal of the Wirit Petition grant stay of all further proceedmgs arlsmg ;g
pursuance Qf the |mpugned Assessiment Order passed by the first respondeat, m
Form GST PRC - 07, in Reference No. ZD3612230736296 vrde E)lbj
No. GS’FI36AADPE33798222/18 dated 31. 12 2023 for the tax penod 2017 18, -

Counsgl for the Petitiongr: SR] S.SUR!I BABU
Counsel for the Respondents, SRJ SWAROOP OQRILLA, Special Govt Pleader
for State Tax assisted by SR! T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGR

W.P.NO: 36536 OF 2024

Between: |
Dwaraka Das Manj ar S/o. Vijay Kumar Maniyar, Aged about 59 years, Rlot
No. 87, Survey 734, Road No. 20, Svcie, Batanagar Hyderabad
Rangareddy, Telangana 500037 "

PETITIONER'
AND _

1. The Assistant Comissioner (ST), Fatehnagar Circle, Hyderabad Rurgl
Division 4th Floor, Mayur Kushal Complex, Abids, Hyderabad -500082

2. Union of India, Ministry of Finance, Represented by its Secretary, North Btg}ck

" New Delhi - 110 001

3. State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary 0 Govemment Revenue
lepartment {Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana-110 001
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4. Central Boaro of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Policy Wing, New Delhi
rep by its Commissioner
...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constltutlon of India praymg that in the
cnrcumstances stated in the affidavit f:led thereW|th the ngh C@urt may be
pleased to lssue a wit, order, or direction more partlcularly one in the nature of a
-Wr;tofMandamu:,de,lanng co

i That the 'mpugned order vide Reference No. ;D360824 4053 dated
| 28/08/2324 passed by the TSt Respondent unde[ the prov1e|ons of

CGSTF GQ’ Act, 2017 as bemg vo;d erb;trary, lllegal wnthout
Junsduct on, violative of the prmc;plee of natun;@j justree apa” frgm be;ng
wolatwe of Articles 14, 19(1)(g) and 265 Qf the ponsmutron ef lndla anq
‘to fonsequently set aside the same and pa§s such further er o;bef
order(s) as this Honourable Cqurt may deem fit and proper in the

mrcumstances of the case.

ii.  Fhat the Notification No. 09/2023 C. T dated 31[03/2023 aagj Netlﬁcalioq
No. 56/202%-CT dated 28/12/2023 ussued by Respenden; No 2 through
Respondent No. 4 and correspondmg GO Ms, No. 118 daleg 25/08/2023
issued by Respondent No. 3 wh:cb extended ghe tlme hm;; fo; passmg
the ordes, are without authority of law and uitra vsres to the secttpn
73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Sectren 168A of ST Agt 2@17 ?‘,d
viglative of articles 14, 19(1)(g) 21 and 265 of the Const:tutlan oj lndua )

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition under Section 151 CPC praymg lhat in the cwcumstanees §tateg n
the affidavit f:led in support of the petition, Ihe ngh Court may be pleased to sxag
eperatron of order vide Reference No. ZD360824121405! dated 28[08/2024

passed by the Respondent No. 1.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P, VENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 3: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, SpeCIaI
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No_2: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SR} GADI o
g PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF iNDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR
SC FOR CBIC
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WRIT PETITION NO 36837 OF 2024

Between

Dwaraha Das Maniyar, S/o. Vijay Kumar Maniyar, Aged about 59 years, Plot
87, Suivey No. 734, Road No. 20, Svcie, Balanaga Hyder d_a

Ranganreddy, Tetangana 500037 e
i : _,PETITION R
AND S

1. 'Jhe A§s|stant Commissioner, Fatehnagar Circle, Hyderabad Ryral proq

€ H&ushatComptex Abids, Hyderabad—SOGV
Union of india; Minigtry of Finance, Represented by Its Secretary! Nony Blqu

2,

" New Qethl 119 007

3. Siate fTelangana Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenuq
4

@epartment {€ommercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana-110 001: o
: Qentr,al Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST Pot:cy ng! New t;)ethl

: rep bg ;ts Commlssxoner
| Respoggoems

Retition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying thgg in ﬂ‘;e
curcumstanqes stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High ccurt mayz be
pteased to |ssue a wnt arder, or direction more particularly ¢ one in Lhe natgre of a
Wit of Mangamus deciaring ‘

i, That the impugned order vide Reference No. ZD3608241155492 dqted
22,08 2024 passed by the 1ist Respondent under theg grovtslons Qf

- CQSTFI’ G8T Act, 2017 .as being void, arbitrary, |Ilegat WIthut
Junsd;ct;en viglative of the principles of natural justice apaft fregt bgamq
vnolatwe of Amcles 14, 19(1){9) and 265 of the Const;tut;on of Ingla and

""""

'order(s) as this Honble Court may deem fit and gropef Tinc the

to sonsequently set aside the same and pass sugh fuﬂher gr otl;\e; -

ctfcumstances of the case.
if. That the Notlflcatton No. 09/2023 C.T dated 31 03. 2023 ar)q Not]ficayoq
No 56/2023 CT dated 28.12. 2023 tssued by Respondent No 2 through
Respondent No. 4 and correspondmg GO Ms. No 118 dated 25 08 2@23
issued by Respondent No. 3 which extended the time Ilmlt for passmg
- the orders, are without authority of law and ultra vires to the sect]or}
73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Section 168A of GST Act 201? and
VIQIatlve of articles 14, 19(1)(g) 21 and 265 of the Constltutlon of India
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IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petition u1der Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in sapport of the petmon the Hrgh Court may be pleased pleased
to stay operaton of order vrde Reference No ZD3608241155492 dated

27.08.2024 passd by the Respondent No, ],

Counsel for the Petitioner: SR} P. VENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 3: 355; &WAROOP OORlLi A, Spec:lal
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by r SRET.CHAITANYA KIB_AN_ AGP _
Counse} for the Respondent No.2; SRI B. MQ HERJEE FOR SRIGADI -~
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. §ﬁLl-=’_TOB GENERAL OF INDIA
NIC gERNéNDES ‘SENIOR

Counse] for the Respondent No. 4; SRI DOMIN :
| SCEQRCBIC

W.P.NO: 36910 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. SMFR Builders Private Limited, Plot No 73, 5th Flocr, SMR House,
Nagarjuna Hills Punjagutta, Hyderab d -"500Q p82 Represented by rts
Managing Director. Shri. Saireddy Rafn Reddy, S/0 |ate Sa;reddy Malla
Reddy, Aged 64 years, Ro. Plot No. 2?5 V”i‘jay eras Road No 25, Jubilee

Hills, Hyderz bad - 500 033, _
T :--EETIT'ONEB

AND P LTI

The Deputy >ommissioner of State Tax, J? unjagutta Division STU 3, Mayur

Kushal Complex, Abids, Hyderabad - §®9 001,

The Assistant Commrssroner of State Ta)s Srlnagar golony crrcle Punjagutta

Division, Mayur Kushal Comp!ex Abids, Hydegrabad - 500°001

Union of India, Ministry of Fi rnanc;e Rep{esentpd by its Secretary Norlh B!ock

New Delhi - 110 001,

State of Telangana, Through Pringipal Sgcretary to Goverr}ment Revenue

Department (.,ornmercral Tax), Hyderabad Telangana
Central Boarc' of indirect Taxes and C :ms GS'[ Pohcy Wlnq New Delhr

Rep by its C ommrssroner
RFSPONDENTS

———t

'9’"7‘*9"\3

Petmon under Article 226 of the Constrtutlon of India praymg that rn the
crrcumstances stated n the affrdavrt fi led therewrth the High ( ourt may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or drrectlon more partrcufarly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus declaring g A : ' '

i. That rmpugned Show Cause Not:ce (SCN) |n Form DRL -01 bearrng
Reference No. ZD360222013859E dated 17. 02.2022 issued by
Respondert No. 2 under the provrsrons of CGSTf}'GST Act, 2017 as
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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 pass such further or other order(s) as this Honble Court may deem
fit and proper in the circumstances of the case o :

ii. lmpugned Order in Form GST DRC 07 vide Ret Na. ZD3698241529621

o dated 31. 08 2024 passed by the 1si Respondegt upder the grov:g.lons oj
CG$T[T GST Act, 2017 as belng vgld g{bltfaxy luega! wnthqm

— jurlgdlctlon “violative “of the pnncupres IY: oo
- vnolgtlve of Articles 14, 19(1)(9) and 265 pf thg Cor;stltutign gaf lgdla anq
to g;qnsequently set assde the same and pags suc;h (gfg}er QI’ q;heg
order(s) as thns Hgn'ble Court may deem fit gnd gmper in- ghe
cweumstances of the case and prayed fox condpnsng the dgley baseg qn
the merlts of the case.
That the Notmcat:on No. 09/2023-C.T dated 31,03. 2Q23 and Ngt;ficatgpn

Na, 56!2023 CT dated 28.12. 2023 nssued by Responderj'tdblg 3 3hrough
Respondent No. 5 and correspondmg GO Ms, No 118 dated 25 98 292@
and 170 dated 30.12.2023 issued by Respondent Ng 4 !%Q!Ph ez;tendeq

| the time Jimit for passing the order;s are wntl;;out aythqg;g of !aw ang
ullgg vires to the section 73(10) of the GST Agh 201F and. éectgqn 1684
of GST Act, 2017 and violative of art;cles 14, ]9(1)(532 21 gpd 265 ot 1h@
Censtltutlon of india.

1A NO: 1 OF 2024

,,,,,,

Petltlpn under Section 151 CPC praylng tha in the cnrcgmstagees §Iateq m
the affldawt f;led in support of the pet:tlon the H}gh Coyrt may be Eleeseq to stpy
operatu@n of lmpugned Order in Form GST DRC 0? vlde Ref No
ZD3608241529621 dated 31.08.2024 passed by the Respondent No 1 '

‘Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P.VENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1,2 & 4: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA Speclai
Govt Pleader for State Tax assusted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI -
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL QF INDIA
Counse] for the Respondent No.5: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR
" SC FORCBIC
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W.P.NO: 36945 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Sri |.axminarayana Enterprlses 1-93/316, Plot No 16, and 17, Sy.
No.195 and 196, Ground: Floor;" “Laxmj Nagar Colony, * Hyderabad
Rangaredcly, 1efa_ngana - 500 089 pby its Managrnq Partner Mr. G.

Narayana Reddy ETITIONER
p

AND

The Assistant Commissioner (S7), Tarnaka 1 Secunderabacl
- The State of Telang: ek Iy, Revenue (CIF T

Department, Tetangana Secrejaqat H\yd{e‘rab d.

The Union >f India; Rep by |t§ Secretgr‘y Depaﬂment of Revenue M;mstry of

Finance, New Delhr :

The Centra Board of indjrect Taxes agg Qustgms Rep. by its phalrman

Ministry of Finance, Departmgpt gf Reyggue North Block Central Segretanat

New Delhl 100 001
RESPONDENTS

.e.w.wr*

Petition under Arttcle 226 of tbe Conslltutlpn of India praymg that in the
crrcumstances stated in the aﬁrdavn f Ieg thereyyrth the High Court may be
pleased to issue Writ of Mandamus or any—othe{ appropnate Wr;t or Qrder or
direction declaring
(1) the action of th= 1st Respondent !n pashgrng the Order dated 3Q. 08 2024 the
Summary of the Otder tﬂ Form. GSI DBC OZ :dated 30. 08 2024 and Attachment to

Order in Form DRC a7, dated L\hl pass by’ ‘the 1st Respondent Ievyrng
e IGST/ cesrfsosr Act 2017, for

IGST/CGST/SGST under Section 73(]0) Qf
the tax penod 2014-20, wrthoul provldrngag Qpportumty of personal hearmg after
filing of reply to the show cause notjcel wrtb ;_';t even lssgmg Form GST DRC Q1A
as contemplated under Rule 142(1A) of the Rules 2017‘ w:thout srgnature and DIN
In the Notice anc Order dated 30 08. 2024 Summary of the Order dated
30.08.2024 and Attachment to Order in Form DRC 07 dated er by the 1st
Respondent as arbirary, contrary to the prowsrons of the IGST/CG‘ST/SGST Acts
2017, patentty barred by irmrtatron wrthout Junsdtctron as per Sectron 73( 10) of the
IGST/CGST/SGST Acts 2017, more partlcuiarly G.O:Ms.No.118, dated 25, 08 2023
issued by the 2nd Respondent extendrng the Irmttatton period to make the
assessment, as illegal, ultra vires to Section 168A of the IGST/CGCT/SGST Acts

2017 and contrary to Article 14, 19(1)(g) and 265 of the Constitution of India,
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(2) G.0.Ms.No.118, dated 25 08 2023 issued by the Government of Telangana as
ultra vires to Section 168A of the IGST/CGST/SGST Acts 2017 and consequently
set aside the Order, dated 30.08.2024, Summary of the Order in Form GST DRG-
07, dated 30.08. 2024 and Attachment to Order in Form DRC 07 dated N|I passed
by the 1st Respondent for the tax penod 2019 20 undgr the tGSTICGSIISGST
Acts 2017 as nutl and vond and ok : : R -

(3) As per Flnance Act No.2 of 2024, dated 16 08. 2024 ghe f,l}lgg ot GSTR 38 and
clarm!ng ITC by the Petrtaener i in tlme : SN :

IA NO 1 OF 2024

Petmon under Section 151 CPC praylng that in tgg cwgymsteaees stated in
the aﬁ:davrt ﬁled m support of the petmon, the !—Ilgh Qourt [nay Qe pteeseg to
' suspend the operatron of the Qrder, dated 30 08 3024 §ummary ggf- the @rde; |n
Form GST DRC 07, dated 30.08. 2024 and Attachq;ent tg Ord,er in Egrm EQRC 07
dated Nll passed by the 15t Respondent, fq; the tax perlog 2019-:5 1
IGSTICGSTISGST Acts 2017, pendung dlsposal pf thg abqve W‘ 1t Petmon as
chenmse the Petitioner will be put to severe loss and herdshlp '

Counse for the Petitioner: SR) SHAIK JEELANI BASHA
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SR; ;WAROOP OOBILLA Special
7" Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRLT. CHAITANYA thArq, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B. MUKHEgJEE FOR S SRI G(;\pl -
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy, SOLIGITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counset for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC EERNANDES SEN!OR
SC FQB CBIC :

W P NO 36969 OF 2024

Between

Mls AP Traders, 12-2-415/4/A, Gudlmalkapur Mehdrpatnam Hyderabad,
Telangana- 500028, Represented By its Propnetor Mr,"Mohd. Abdut Farooq,
aged about 51 years, S/o. MA Gafoor ‘Rlo “SBI Colony, AP Traders Road

Mehdnpatnam Hyderabad 500028
: PETITIONER
AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner ST, Mehdipatnam-| Circle, Charmrnar Dwrsron
8th Floor, Gaganvihar Building, Nampatly Hyderabad-500 001

2. State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue

" Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telengana -
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3. Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Policy Wing, New Delhi

rep by its Commissioner .
4. Union of India, Ministry of Finance, Represented by its Secretary, North Block,

New Delhi-110001
RESPONDENTS

Petition u1der Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
cucumstances stated m the aﬁldavlt flled therew:th the High Coun may be

pleased to lssue a wrlt ordet or dire t:on more partrcularly one in the nature of a

Writ of Mandamus " T -
'use oilge in Ferm DRC-)1 vide Ref no.

i)y declanng an_si _d S,'ow €3
ZDBSO‘n240399]40 dated 21 05..27_924 ang Summary order in Form DRC

07 wde ref no ZD3508241 17221] dated 27. Da 2024 both issuec! by the
1st Res ogndent under the Erews:gns of (;.GSTff GST Act, 2017 as begng
v0|d arbltrary H!ega[ w;}hout jU[ISQICtIOD and without authoruy of law
apart from be;ng wplatlvghof Amcles 14, 19(1) g) dnd 265 of Ihe
Constltunon of lndla, ang 10 conseauentiy set as:de any actlon taken
pursuan: theretq and pass such {uﬂher 9r other order(s} b as this Hon ble
Court m: ay deem fit and proper in the mrcymstances of the case

i) decianng th at the Notlfcahog o 09!2023 Q T dated 31.03. 2023 Jssued by
Responcent No, 3 ang- corre spondmg GQ Ms. No 118 dated 25 08.2023
lssued by Respondent No 2 and Notifjcatlon No. 56/2023 CT dateg

28, 12 20. >3 rssyed by Rgs pndem No 3 and correspondmg GO M§
_ ;porgdent No 2, whlch extended Ibe
trme hmn for passmg fhg arders ) |§”wuthout authonty of Iaw and u!t(a
vnres to Me sechon ?3(19) of the (SST Act 2017 and Secnon 168A af
CGST Act 2017 and woiat' e of artlcles 14 19(1)(9) 21 and 265 of the
Constltutn)n o1c fndla

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petmon unde Sertlen 151 CPC praying that in the crrcumstances stated ln
the affidavit filed in support of the petmon the High Court may be pleased to stay
of operation of Summary order in Form DRC 07 vide ref. no. ZD360824117224|
dated 27.08.2024 issued by the Respondent No. 1 for the tax pe riod 2018 19
under CGST/TGST Acts, 2017 pending disposai of the above Wnt Petmon as

otherwise, the Petitioner wiil be put to severe ioss and hardship”.
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SR1 V.VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
.8C. FOR CBIC .
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRl B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI

PRAVEEN KUMARz Dy §QLIQITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W.P.NO: 370-51 OF 2024

Between

M/s. Radar Motors, 2-1-461, Nallakunta, Street N _4 Hyderabad, Tetangana-
pkg;"ddy ,Dev; Beddy SRt

500 044 represented by |ts P[opuetog -§g AS}'J
‘ PETITIONER

e
o
&

AND

1. Assistant Commissioner (ST), Vldya Nagar Clrcle Secunderabad Drv;sron
Secunderabad.

2. The State of Telangana, represented _py its Pnncrpal Secretary Revenue
Department (Commercral Taxes) Teta} éna Secretanat Hyderabad

RESPONDE NTS

Petition under Article 226 of the angtrtutrgn ot tndra prayrng that in the
circumstances stated in the affrdavrt filed therewlth the Hrgh bourt may be
pleased to issue a Wrrt or order or drrectron artlcu]arly one rn the Qature of Wrrt of
Mandamus settrng aside the |rnpugned ord _‘Aand declgrrng the actron of the frrst
respondent in passmg the rmpugned Assee ent Order in Form G-ST DRC 07
and Summary of the Order in Form QS’F DRQ - 07 |n Reference
No. ZD360424041454K dated 22 04 2024 in rglsm;g a demand of ta>_; amountrng to
Rs.11,44,418/-, (CGST amountmg to Rs, 11 17 585/— plus SGST amountlng tp
Rs.26,833/-), for the tax penod 2018 19, that have been uploaded in the GST
h rcal or d;grtal srgnature Wthh |3

portal w:thout DIN Number and wtthout ph
contrary to the Rule 26 (3) of the CGST Rulee 2017 as rllegal arbrtrary, ab rnltrq
void, contrary to the provisions of CGST Act and Rules, 2017 and TGST Act and
Rules, 2017 contrary to the law laid down by the }udrcral pronouncement of thrs
Hon'ble Court and the Hon'ble High Courts of Dethi, Bombay and Andhra Pradesh
and without authorrty of law and without following the due procedure of Iaw
contemplated under Section 65 read with Section 73 of the CGST Act, 2017 !
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SGST Act, 2017, as beyond the time prescribed under Section 73(10) of the CGST
Act, 2017 / SGST Act, 2017, in consequence of G.0.Ms.No. 118, dated 25.08.2023
and G.0O.Ms.N0.170, dated 30.12. 2023, issued by the Government of Telangana,
are illegal, ultra vrre‘ Section 168 A of the CGST Act, 2017 ¢ SGST Act, 201? I
IGST Act 2017 rrratronal arbrtrary unreasonable violative of Article 14 of the

Constrtunon of Indra barred by errtatron and wrthout jurrsdrctron

IA NO: 1 OE 20.24

Petrtrqn under Sectron 151 CPC praymg that in the crrcumstances staleq rn
the aﬁrdavrt filed n supppn of the petrtron the Hrgh Court may be pleased fo g '
ther procee: mgs arrsrng in pursuance of the Assessmept Q
passed by t{[re?frrsi gespgnden; in E'orm GST DRC 07, and the Summary of !

Order in Fgim GST DRC-7, in Reference No. 20360424041454K det*"'”‘
22.04. 2024 for thq tax per;od 2018*19 ' .

Counsel for the Pet;tloner SRI S.SURI BABU '
Counsel for the Respondents SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
o for State Tax assrsted by SRI T CHAiTANYA K!RAN AGP

Betweep.

M/s.  Universal Agency 22/2/113, 115 Ratter Gatti, Madina Burldmg -
Hyderabad }fe!angana--: SOQDQZ Represented By lts Proprretor Mr. Abu
Falha Imran, ‘aged” abou1 40" years Slo M A Gafoor R/o SBI Colpny, AP
Traders Roaci Mebdipatnam Hyderabadr 500028

PETIT}ONER

AND

The Assrstant Commissioner ST, Charminar Gircle, Charminar Drvrsron 9th
Floor, Gaganvihar Building, Nampaliy Hyderabad- 500 001 :

State’ of Telangana; Through-Principa) Secretary to Governmenl Revenue
Department (C omrmercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana

Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST Pohcy ng New Deihr
rep by its Corr missioner .

Union ¢f India, Mrmstry of Frnance Represented by s Secretary North Block :

New Delhr 1 1(001
...RE SPONDENTS—J

v

&

Petrtron under Article 226 of the Constrtutron of lndra praylng that in Ihe

crrcumstences stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court rnay _be
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pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus

(i) declaring un signed Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vide Ref no.

ZD361121009228U dated 12. 11. 2021 and impugned Summary Order In

DRC-07 \nde ref no. ZD3 424Q87998K dated 30.04. 2024 both |ssued

' vns;ons ot CGSTfT GST Act 2017 as

junsdictlon and wrthout authonty ot

rtlcles 14 19(])(9) and 265 of lhe

by the 1st Respondent u ;

beang v01d arbltrary, |Ilegal wrth
law apart from belng wo t\ge' o
T """ﬁnstTFon o__ _n la ant ~col
' gch i?u[tber Qr other order(s) as thIS Honble
Court may dee;;n fit and p;,gg rin }Q;_clrcumstances Qf the case
(i) declanng that the Notlﬁgatlog “;9' og/gazza -€.7 dated 31.03. 2Q23 1§sueg by
Respondent Ng, 3 and cogres:pongmg GQ Ms, [ﬂo 118 dated 25. 08 2023
J ponder NO, 2 anq Notlflcatror} No. 56/2023 CT dated
28 12 2023 lssued by Resggndent No 3 and correspondmg GO Ms
170 dated 30. 12 2023 ;ssued" by Bespondent No 2 yvhnch extended the
time limit for passmg the orders ls"' wﬂhout authonty of Iaw and ultra
vifes to the segt;on ?3(19) of the GST Act 2017 and Segt;on 168A of
CGsT Act 201? and wo@tgye of arpoies 14 19 1)(9) 21 and 265 Of Ihfﬁ
Constrtutron of lndla o -

IA NO: 1 OF 2024 :

pursuant there’go and pas"

Petition under Segtion 151 CEG praging that in the cicgumstances stated in
the affidavit filed In support of the pelltlon me H:gh Coyn may be pieased to stay
of operahon of ;mpugned Summary Order in pRC,Q? vlde Kff‘ no_.
ZDS60424087998K dated 30. 04 2024 lssued tzy the Respondent NQ 1 for the tazg
period 2018 19 under CGSTITGST Aots 201? pendmg q:sposal of the above Wnt
Petition, as otherwrse the Petrt:oner wrti be put to severe Ioss and hardshrp '

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRIV VEERESHAM _
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP. OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SR DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR B
' SCFORCBIC
Counsel for t_he Respondent No.4: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SR! GADI
' PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

f’uer}"ﬂ— ser a—sd?arifacﬂon takely
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W.P.NO: 37107 OF 2024

Between:

M/s. Nizam Club, D.No 5-9- 5, Nampally Road, Sarfabad Hyderabad 500004
State . of Tetangana Rep.by rts Secretary, Mr. MAmarender Reddy a

about 59 years
PETITIOQ[EB

AND

1. The Asslstant COIT}[T]!SSIOHG‘F (ST), Basbeerbagh 1 Circle, Abrds Drvrsron
Hydefabad

—F Helaﬂgaﬂa Rep: byrtsPnncrpaHSeeretary Revc sue &}

Depad[nenf Telangana Secretarjat, Hyderabad. - E
3. The g@rgn of India, Rep. by tts Secretary Depadment of Revend M_L__lstry qf
 Ejnange, New Delhi,’ S ;
4. The Qgptra Board of lndlrect Iaxes apd Custpms Rep. by its C.haamagn a
- Minisiry of Finance _Department of Revenue Nodh Block Central See;{eta{;agl

‘New E)elhr 00 0ot

RESPONDE S

Petrtlgn under Arirgle 226 of thf: Constrtutlon of India praymg that in ;hg
crrcumstance§ stated rn the affrdavrt filed 1herewrth the High Qourt may bg-
pleased to rssue r/\/rlt of Mandamus or any other appiopriate Wrrt Of Qrd -OF

drrectron declarrng
(1) the act:on of the Pt Respondenl in passmg the Order, daied SO 08 2924 me )
Summary gf the .rder in Form GST DRC-07, dated 30.08. 2024 and mg
- Proceedmgs, datc—:d ?0 08 2024 levyrng Tax under Sectron 73(10) “of . tag-
SGST/EGST Acts 2017, without even issuing Form GST DRC:Q1A $

contemp!ated under Rule 142(1A) of the Rules 2017 wrthout srgnatup;e in I‘
Show eause Notrce in Form GST DRC 01 dated 27 05.2024, Form GST g)R(;-Q
dated 30 08 2023 Z)rder passed under Sectron 73, wrthout DIN in Ihe Orger?the
- Summary of the O der for the tax perrod 2019-20 under the SGS ST/CGST Atg;s
2017, as arbrtrary contrary to the provisions of the SGST/CGCT Acts 201
patently barred by hmrratron wrthout Junsdrctron as per Sectlon 73(10) of lha
SGST/CGST Acts 2017, more particularly G.O.Ms.No. 118, dated 25 08 2023
rssued by the 2nd Respondent and the Notification No. 9/2023- Centra Tax, dated
30 06 2023 and Notrflcatron 56-Central Tax dated 28.12.2023. |ssued by the . 41]1
Respondent ‘extending the limitation period to make the assessme nt as rllegal

ultra vrres to Sectiori 168A of the SGST/CGST Acts 2017 and contrary to Amc!e

14, 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constitution of India.
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(2) G.O.Ms.No.118, dated 25.08.2023 issued by the Government of Telangana
and the Notification N0.9/2023-Centra Tax, dated 30.06.2023 and Notification 56
Central Tax, dated 28.12.2023, issued by the 4th Respondent as ultra vires 1o
Section 168A of the SGSTICGST Acts 2017 and consequently set aside the
Order dated 30 08 2024 the Summary of the Order in Form GST DRC 07 dated
30.08. 2024 end the P[oceedlngs dated 30.08. 2024 passed by the 1st
Respondent for the tax penod 2019—20 under the SGSTICGST Acts 2017 as nuH

and vord

IA NO: 1 OF 2024

Petltron under Seetlon 151 (;E’Q prayrpg tha], in the curcumstapces stated ln
the afflda\nt flled ;g support gf the Eetrtron, me High Court may be; pfeased tg
suspend the pperatpon og the Qrder dated 3Q 08 2024 the Summary of ttre Ord' _r

n Form GST DRC 07 dated 30 08. 2024 and the Proceedrngs dated 30. 08 2Q24
e; tax penod 2019 20 under the SGSTICGST

passed by the 1st Respondent for th
Acts 2017, pendlng dlsposal of the above Wf!t Petmon as otherw:se the

JJJJJ

Counsel for the Petitioner: SR! SHAIK JEELANI BASHA

Counsel for the Respondent Nos 1 2 SBI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader ‘for State ]'ax gssrsted by SRIT. CHA!TANYA KIRAN ‘AGP
l B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI '
) Dy""SQLICITOR GENERAL QF INDIA

| DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR

“7SC FOR CBIC S

Counse! for the Resportdent No 4'

)ﬂ.P.NQ_: 37{1_7}_6 OF 2024
_Bet__ween' |

M/s. Dinesh Filling Station, Survey No.79/P and 80/2, Rai Durga Pan Maktha
Village, Swenhngampally Village, Rangareddy Telangana - - 500 049,
represented by its Proprletor Sn Edduta Chengal Reddy Dmesh Reddy B

PETITIONER
AND

1. Assistant Commissioner (ST), Madhapur - IV Circle, Madhapur Division,

Hyderabad. c
2 Assistant Commissioner (ST), Madhapur-iV Circle, Madhapur Division,

Hyderabad
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3. The State of Tzlangana, Represented by its Principal Secretary, Revenue
Departmet {(Commercial Taxes), Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad.

RESPONDENTS

Petrtron uader Article 226 of the Constitution of !ndra praylng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the Hrgh Cgurt may be
pleased toi Issue a Wit or Order or drrectron partrcularly one m the n,'"'qre pf Wpt of
Mandamus settrng asrde the rmpugned Assessment Order in Form G T DBC - 07,

201 9—29 that ha\e beeo uploaded rn the GST portal wrtbout_erthe Bhys

L

- drg;tally srgned whrch is contrary to the Ruie 26 (3) of the C ;ST __

Prqgesh and wrthout authortty of Iaw

/A NO: 1 OF 2024

_ Petrtron undey ‘:ectron 181 CPC prayrng that in the c;rcumstagoes stated ln
the affrdavrt frled n Qupport of the petrtron the Hrgh Court may bg pleased tg
SU§peng thg operctlon of the rmpugned Garnrshee Notrce lSSUEd l;g thg se " Qd
respondent in Reterence No. OGIGST Arrears/2024 5. dated 1 711, ?[2924 fo r )hg

: tax perrod 2019 20

IA INO 2.0F 2024

E’etrtton under Section 151 CPC prayrng that in the crrcumstanpes stateg in
the afﬂdavrt frled in >upport of the petition, the High Court may be pteased Io g ' nt

stay of aN further p:oceedrngs arrsrng in pursuance of the |mpugned Asgessrr;e,nt
G)rder |n Form GS DRC - 07, in Reference No. ZD360824100044T VIde DIN

No GST/36AADPE3 379B222/19, dated 24/08/2024, for the tax perlod 2019 20

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI S.SURI'BABU
Counsel for the Respondents: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Specral Govt Pleadef
: for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
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W.P.NO: 14 OF 2025

Between:

Sai Sandhya Steel Traders, Plot No. 2, Dommarapochamma Village, Gandi
Mysamma X Roads, Qutubullapur, Medchal- Maikajgrn Rep. by its Partner Mr
Mrttap ' tlt Raw Kumar Reddy

-1 PETITIONER

AND

1. The Assrstan;t Commrssroner (ST) JeedrmetI& | Circle, Hyderabad Rufal
Pivisi Hyderabad

iat, Hyderabad. .

2. The __r;ate of Ielangana 'Bep by rts Pnncrpal Secretary Revenue (CT}

he Union otrfndla, Rep by ;ts &ecretary Mrmstry of Frnance North Block
New pelim 190004,
4. The@ nlral-&eard,pf Indirect Taxes and Customs, Rep by its Cha:rman
© Minisf ¥ ‘of Finance,’ pepertment of Revenue North Block Central Sectetanat

New Del{m - 100 ogu
RespouDEtsTs

Petrtron under Arttc!e 226 of the Constrtutton of India prayrng that in thg
crrcumstanogr; stated |n the affrdawt frled therewrth the Hrgh 6ourt r;nay ge

.-,_ i

Drrectlon deelarlng (1) the actron of the 1st Respondent in passrng the Order
dated 30 SQ 04 2024 Summary of the Order in Form GST DRC- 07 dated 30
04. 2024 and the Pr;eceedmgs dated 29. 04. 2024 passed by the 1St Respondent
levying CGST[SG%T and Penalty under Sectron 73(10) of the CQSTISGST Act
2017, \yrthqgt eveg jssulng qum GST DRCﬁ 01A as cpntemplated under Bulﬁ
142(1A) of the Rules 2Q17 wrthout DIN |n the Order and the Summary of _the
Qrders, for the tax penod 201& 19 under the CGSTISGST Act 2017 as arbrtrary'
contrary to tbe prevrsregs of the CGSTISGST Act 2017 patently barred by
hmrtatrqn wlthout }urlsdlgtren as per §ectlor3 ?3(10) of the CGSTISGST Ag;t 201?
more partrcglarly Notrflcat:ons 1ssued by the 4th Respondent yrde No 9 of 2023
dated 31.03.2023, No. 56 of 2023 dated 28 12. 2023 extending the perlod of 3
||m|tat|on by the 4th Respondent and G. O Ms. No. 118, dated 25 08 2023 -
issued by the 2nd Respondent extendlng the limitation penod to make the'
assessment as |Ilegal ultra vires to Section 168A of the CGSTISGST Act 201?
and contrary to Atticie 14 19(1}g) and 265 of the Constrtutlon of lndra (2)
Notifrcatlon No g of 2023 dated 31.03.2024 and 56 of 2023 dated 28. 12 2023
issued by the 4th Respondent G. O. Ms. No. 118, dated 25. 08. 2023 |ssued by
the Government of Telangana as uitra vires to Section 168A of the C(‘STISGST
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Act 2017 and coisecuently set aside the Order, dated 30. 04. 2024, Summary of
the Order in Forin GST DRC- 07, dated 30. 04. 2024 and the Proceedings, dated
29. 04. 2024 passed by the 1st Respondent, for the tax period 2018- 19 under the
CGST/SGST Act 2017, as null and void.

IA NO: 1 OF 202¢

Petmon under Section 151 CPC prayrng that in tbe crreym ,tances stated m
the affrdavrt filed m cupport of the petltror), the ng “Eol S

Act 2017 pendrnc drsposal of the abowe Wrrt Petrtlgn ag otherwrse 'he F"etrtloner

wrll be put to seve € loss and hardshrp

Counse} for the Patitioner: SRI SHAIK JEELAN! BASHA
Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1&2:SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
" Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRl T. CHAITANYA K!RAN AGP
Qounsel for the Respondent No.3: SRIB. MQKHERJEE EOR SRI Ggp! e
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy, SOLIGITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
' 'Counse! for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNAND SE
- SCFOR CBIC

' W P NG 32 OF 20)5

Between

Mls Hitech Agencies, 9/4/76/1/8, Hiteeh Agencies, Tolrphowtg, deerabad
Telangana— 10026, Represented By lis Rroprle’trrx Mrs. atnda ‘Begum,
aged about 79 years, W/o. M A Gafoor Ria.’ SBt Colony, AR ;_:raders Road,

Mehdrpatnarr Hyderabad 500028 -
PETITIONER
AND

The Assistant Commissioner ST, Mehdr yatnam- | Circle, Charm:nar Drvrsron
8th Floor, Gaganvihar Building, Nampal Hyderabad- 500 ooy o o
State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Govemment Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana

Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs GST Pohcy ng New Delhi

rep by its Con missioner :
Union of India Ministry of Frnance Represented by |ts Secretary, North Block

New Delhr— 112001
RESPONDENTS

-

B
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| Pefition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a
Wnt of Mandamus ' | .
(1) declanpg un 51gned Show cause notice in Form DRC 0] \glde Ref no.
i@ﬂ;g_jgznoau dated ,14,. 11. 2021 and impugngz_d eggijmqg Qg,ggg
i DRC- 07 vide ref. no. ZD3604240788520 dated 29 4.2924 bolh
|ssued by the 1 st Respondent under the provrs:.lons Qf Cé' T gST ét,

4}1{ as- perng yoid, aﬂiT rary, |lrega1 WThout jun,s;: ic 1c_m n";:.{__,wr nqut
— authdnty of Iaw apart from being \uptatr\re Qf Artrr;les 1@,4,3 39(1)(9) ‘pq
' '265 pf the Consntutron Qf lndaa and to consequently §g1 a&gde §Q¥
agtrgn taken pursuant thereto and PaSS spch fgrther gr ome; orggr(§z ag
th|§ Honble Ceurt may deem fit and proper |n the grrcumgtanc§§ og the

‘‘‘‘‘

ik
I

(n) declgnng that the Notlflcatton No 09!2023 C. T dated 31. Q;i 2033 lseyed
by Respondent No 3 and correspondmg GO Ms NQ 11§ dategl 25 B,

M§ 170 dated 30 12 2023 rssued by Respondent ‘‘‘‘‘ g w]jrqb
extgnded the tlme limit for passmg the orders |s wﬁhput aythoray of l
and yltra vires to the seet!on 73(30) of the GST Agj 2017 anq Segtloé
168 of GGST Act, 2017 and vrolatwe of arttqies 14, 19;1)(9) 21 agg
265 of the Constltutrqn of Indra ' '

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petlthn under Sectron 151 CPC praymg that in the crrcumstanges stated ln
the affldavrt filed in eupport of the pet:tlon the ngh Court may be pteased to stay
of operatlon of |mpugned Summary Order ;n DRC- 07 vrde ref np
ZD3604240788820 dated 29 04. 2024 rssued by the Respondent NQ K er the tax
period 2 2018 19 under CGSTfI' GST Acts, 2017 pending dtsposal of the above ert

Petition, as otherwrse the Petitioner wilt be put to severe loss and hardshrp
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SR} V.VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
.~ 8C FOR CBIC
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W.P.NO: 89 OF 2025

Between

Mls Mailitar}una Cotton lndustnes 220/8(1 Aler, Yadadii Bhuvanagm
Nalgonda, Telangana 508 71_:;'repre$ nted by |ts Managmg Partner Sri g

Matlesham
PETITIONER
ANQ
1. The Assistant Commissioner (ST) Nal Qnda = Cu:cle Nalgonda Division,
eryafguda
2. The Branch Manager, State Bank of ln A!Qr, Yadadn Bhuvanaglrl

Natgonda :
3. The State o’ Telangana, represented by its Ppnc:rgal Secretarv Revenue

Department (Commercial Taxes) Telangana Secretanat Hyderabad
i RESPONDENTS

Petition uncer Article 226 of the Cenetltutrgmot India pravmg that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affrdawt fi led- tberewnh the Hrgh Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ or Order or dlrectlon rtlcularly gnp ln the r;ature of Writ of
Mandamus setting aside the |mpugned A ssment @rder passed by the frrst
respondent in Form GST DRC 5 07, datey 04 .02, 2023 ln Reference
No. ZD3602230087 389, read with attachmgnt m Form GST DRC B? wde DIN
No. INTDBGABBFM0602J1ZN201819 in ralsmg “a. demand of mterest of
Rs.4,27,855/-, for the tax period 2018 19, that have been uploaded in the GST
portal w;thout eithe: physically nor dlgrtalty s:gned wh:ch rs contrary to the Rule 26
(3) of the CGST Rules 2017, as illegal a_!_,_jtrary ‘ab’ mmo yoid, contrary to the
provrs:ons of CGST Act and Rules, 2017 and TGST Act and Rules 2017 contrary
fo the law laid down hy the judlcral pronouncement of this Hon b}e Court and

Hon'ble ngh Courts of Delthi, Bombay and Andhra Pradesh and without authonty

of law.



125

IA NO; 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the crrcumstances stated in
the affrdavrt filed in support of the petrtron the Hrgh Court mag be ased pieased
to suspend the operatron of the rmpugned Garnrshee Notlce I
rssued by the first respondent in Form GST DRC . 13 dated 02 7 2024 rs,i_;_rz_ed
under Section 79 (1)(C) of the CGST Ac, 2017 1 TGsT A"-t- 2017, for the 1a:
T penod 2018 19

! NO: 2 OF 2025

Petrtrou under Sectuon 151 CPC prayrng that in th; cxrgdmstgnges 5tated m

| 'Pendmg d'SPOSGi Qf the Wrrt Petitlon grant stay of a|| fup&tber : d
PUFSUGQCG Qf the rmpugned Assessment Order passed by the f'rsl §popde
:Form GST DRC 07, dated 04.02. 2023, in Re(erence No 203602239Q879§9 read

Np INTQ36ABBFMO602J12N201819 for the tax pe[rod 2018 19

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI NOOTY VASISHTA VENKA'EEVSW? ) :
Coqnsel for the Respondent Nos 1 & 3:SRI SWABOOP OQ!"KILL%g Spegial
C o Govt Pleader for State Tax assrsted by SRI :r CI:IAITANYA IRAN! AGE;

_ Cgunsel for the Respondent No 2; -

getween
Dwaraka Das Maniyar, S/0. Vijay Kumar Manryar Aged about

59 years, Plot

No. 87, Survey No. 734, Road No. :20, Svcre Bajanag_ 3 Hyderabad

Rangareddy Telangana 500037 i N
PETITIONER

AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Fatehnagar Circle, Hyderabad Rural
Division 4th Floor, Mayur Kushal Complex, Abids, Hyderabad—500082

Union of India, Mrnrstry of Finance, Represented by rts Secretary North Block
New Delhi -1 10 001

State of Telarigana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax}, Hyderabad, Telangana -110 001" '
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Pollcy Wlng New Delhi

rep by its Commissioner
o ..RESPONDENTS

B I
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Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a wiit, order, or dlrection more particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus declaring e

I That the mpugned order v_‘ eﬁ:'-Reference No ZD360424083947V dated
30/04/2024 passed by t1ST B"_.ispQrJdenl under the provrsrons of

CGST/'GST Act, 2017 ‘as being

jurisdiction wolatrve of tng pgncrples of oatura{ Justrce apart from bemg

TP SS—TThe Conslrtuhon of fndra and
to consaquent!y set asrde the sgme apd pass such further or othe{
order(s) as thrs anble @Iour:f may deem fit and proper in the
cirgumsianges of the case ' - '

. That the Notific at:on No 09[26223 63_’T dated 31/03/2023 and Notification
No. 56/2023-CT dated 28 12 202:,=;§sued by Respondent No. 2 through
Responcent No. 4 and cqrrespond;ng GG) Ms. No. 118 dated 25/08/2023
rssued by Respondent Nq 3 whrch extended the time iimit for passrng
the orde-s, are wrtheut autnonty of Iaw and ultra vires to the sectiOn
73(10) o’ the GST Act 291? ang Sectldn 168A of GST Act 2017 and

violative of articles 14 19(1){5;) 21 apd 2@5 of 1he Consmuhon of lndra

arbltrary |Hega! wnhout

1A NO: 1 OF- 2025

Petition unde ' Sectron 151 CPﬁ‘ prayirrg thaj in the crrcumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the pgtmon t ngh Courj may be pfeased p!eased
lo stay Operatlon of order vrde Refere ce No ZD360424083947\/ dated

30/04/2024 passed by the RespondenlNo

Counse for the Petitioner: SRI P. VENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD SHABAZ
Counsel for the Resipondent Nos.1 & 3: SRi SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRIT.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SR GADI
* PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR
) SC FOR CBIC ' ,
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W.P.NO: 123 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. leela Enterprises, A-4, Falt No.207, 2nd Floor, Sanskruthi Town Ship,
Pocharam, Ghatkesar, Medchal, Malkajgiri, Telangana 500 088. represented
by its Proprietrix, Sri. Leela Neela.

PETITIONER

| ANQ;-"’Z::T;;

1. Assistant Commrssroner (ST}, Keesara-ll CrrcLe Saroor Nagar Dtvrsron
Hyderabad. =
2. The State of Telangana, represented bg its Puncrpel Secretary, Revenue

Department%@ommercraLTaxes)—Te

...R SPONDENTS

Petmon under Article 226 of the Constrtutron of lndra praylng that in the
crrcumstances stated In the affrdavtt fi Ied éherey\rlth g're Htgh ,7__"urt may be
pleased to issue a Wirit or order or drrectron partlcu[erly gne I[] the nature oj Wnt of
Mandamus settrng aside the rmpugned order and declenng the actron of the frrst
respondent in passing the rmpugned Assessment Order passed by the first
respondent |n Form GST DRC - 07 in Reference No ZD36082405870QA vide
DIN No. GST/36APWPN3221K12(3!20 dated 17 08 2024 by ralsrng a demand of
tax amountrng to Rs 23,93,241/-, (CGST a ountlng to Rs 11 96 6!_??9/«: plus CGST
amountrng to Rs.11,96,620/-), for the tax penod 2019-20 that have b en uploaded
11 dtgrtally srgned ryhrch 3 contrary to
, as rllegal arbltraryl ab rnmo vo;d

in the GST portal wrthout either physrcally
the Rule 26 (3) of the CGST Rules 201%
contrary to the provisions of CGST Act and Rules 2012 §nd TGST Aet and Rules
2017, contrary to the law laid down by the Judrmal pro"'i ‘:ync'_ _
Court and Hon ble High Courts of Delhr Bo ':bay and Andhra Pfadesn and wrthout
authority of law and without followrng the due procedure of law contemplated
under Sectron 65 read with Sectlon 73 of the CGST Act 2017 / SGST Act 2017
as beyond the time prescrlbed under Sectlon 73(10) qf the CGS'[ Act 2017 l

SGST Act, 2017 in -consequence of Notrfrcatlon No. 56/2023—Centrat Tax dated

30 12. 2023 lSSUGd by Government of India, CBIC and G. OMS No 118 dated
25.08. 2023 and G.0.Ms.No.170, dated 30. 12,2023, |ssued by the Government of
Telangana are |llegal ultra vires Section 168 A of the CGST Act 2017 I SGST
Act, 2017/ IGST Act, 2017, irrational, arbitrary, unreasonable vrolatrve of Artrcle

14 of the Constitution of India, barred by Limitation and without ;urrsdtctron




128

1A NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition urder Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petrtron the High Court may be pleased pendlng

disposal of the Wnt Petmon graf fi'{stay of all further proceedings ansrng rn

pursuance of the Assessment Order passed by the first respondant in Form GST
ZD360824058700A vide DIN N,

DRC 07, in Reference '_'-f' No;,’- :
GSTI36APWPN3 721 K‘IZGIZO dated 17 08:, ;24 for the tax period 2019 20

Counsel for the F'etitloner' sm M. umA SHANKAR FOR SRI PUPPALA
BHAQATH ANDAN
Counsel for the ReSponQQntsr SR! SWAROQP OOR!LLA Special Govt Pleader
for S;ate 'l‘gx as Sted | p er T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

W.P.NO: 126 OF 2025

Between:

Mr. Mohammad Abdul Bawoof, having address at 15-8-512/33, Aziz Plaza
Feelkhana, Hyderabad Telangana- 5(10001 ‘
:,-PET.I_TIONEB_

'_AN.Q

1. The Assistart Commrssrg’ner 8T, Begum Bazar Circle, Charminar Drvrsaon
9th Floor, Gaganwhar Byjlding, Nampaily, Hyderabad-500 001

2. The Deputy zommissioner (ST)-2, O/ ,,ommtssroner of State Tax,
Enforcement Wing, Hyderabad,‘f:.s- Y

3. State’ Qf Telangana, Throtgh Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercra‘]’Tax) Hyderabad, Telangana,

4. Union of Indig; Mrmstry emegn‘ ) Re resented by its Secretary North Biock
New Delhi- 11@ 00t , '

5. Central Board of Indirect Taxes and CystOms GST Policy Wlnq New Delhl

Rep by its (‘emmrssroner
RESPONDENTS

Petrtron under Artlcle 226 of the Constltutron of lndra praylng that in the
crrcumstances stated rn the adeavrt frled therewrth the High (,ourt may be
pteased to |ssue a wrrt order or drrectlon more partrcularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus a) That rmpugned Show Cause Notlce in Form DRC 01 vrde ref
no. ZD3605240868C'5R dated 31/05/2024 and rmpugned Order in Form DRC 07
vide ref. no. ZD3608241547235 dated 31/08/2024 issued by the 1st Respondent
under the provrsron< of CGST/T GST Act, 2017 as bemg void, arbrtrary rllegal
without junsdrctron ‘fiolative of the principles of natural justice apart from bemg
vrolatrve of Artrc!es 14, 19(1}9g) and 265 of the Constitution of India, and to
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consequently set aside the same and pass such further or other order(s) as this

Honble Court may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the. case. b) That
the Notification No. 09/2023-C.T dated 31.03.2023 and Notification No. 56/2023-

CT dated 28 12. 2023 rssued by Respondent:No 5: and correspondmg GO Ms. No.
118 dated 25 08 2023 and 170 dat 30 2!2023 issued by Respondent Nag. 3

Qﬂﬁdla

|A NO 1 OF 2025

Petmon under Sectton 151 CPG praylgg that in tbe cueumstanees stated in

Counsel for the Petitioner: SR P.VENKATA ERA§AD FOR SRI MD SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos 1 Q 3: §B! SWAROQP OORILLA Speclat
Govt Pleader for State Tax as lsted p §RI T. CI;IAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counset for the Respondent No.4: | I B. MQKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
‘ PRAVEEN KUN!__ , Dy, SQLIC__!TOB GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No 5;'SRI DO.MINIC EERQANDES SEN]OR
Q§ CQ}C

W.P. NO 129 OF 2025

Between

Mr. Michammad Abdul Rawoof, S/o Late Mohammed Abdul Razzak Aged
About 53 Years havmg address at '_15-8—512!33 A2|z Plaza Feelkhana

H derabad Telan ana- 500001
y ¥ PETITIONER

ANQ g

1. The Deputy Commissioner (ST)—Z Olo Commnssroner of State Tax
Enforcement Wing, Hyderabad -

State of Telangana, Through Pnnmpal Secretary to Government Revenue
Bepartment (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Teiangana '

Union of India, Ministry of Finance, Represented by its Secretary North Block,

New Dethi-110 001
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Policy Wing New Delhi,

Rep by its Commissioner
...RESPONDENTS

ol




130

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a

Writ of Mandamu 3-n
a)That rmpugned SCN rn Form DRC 01 vrde reference no. ZD360222002563Y

dated 07 02 202‘ and ampugned order vide DRC 07 ref. no. ZD3608240960909 _

dated 24 08 2024 passed by the 1st Respondent under the provrsrons of CGST[TN
GST Act 2017 as berng yord arbrtrary, |Ilegal without jurisdiction, wolahve of Ihg

*prlncrpies oI nat_ r ai justrpe apart from bemg violative of Articles 14 19(1)(9) apq

265 of the anstrtutlon of lndla anq to consequentiy set aside the same and pa§s
such fuﬂher or other orde;(s) as th:s Hon ble Court may deem fit and proper rn ' g

crrcums;ances of the case
b)That the Ngtrf catjon lgp 09/2023 C T dated 31.03. 2023 and Nonfrcatron NQ

56/2023 CT dated 2& 12. 2023 lssued by Respondent No 4 and Correspongjmg GQ
Ms, No 118 dated 25. 08 2023 and 170 dated 30.12.2023 issued by Respond‘ ;
No. 2 whrch extended thg time fimit for passung the orders, are without aulhonty
law and ultrg yires fp the sectign 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Section 168__.:;
GST Act 20]7 anc! vlolatwe of artrcies 14, 19(1)(g) 21 and 265 of the Constrt jon

of lndla

1A NO: 1 OF 2025

Petmon under Secpon 151 CPC praymg that in the crrcumstances stated rn
the afﬂdavrt fJied in support of the pemron the High Court may be pleased to ggag
operatren of lmpucned order vrde DRC 07 ref. no. ZD3608240960909 deg
24. 08 2024 passed by the Respondent No. 1 and pass such further or othe[
order(s) as thls Honorable Court may deem frt and proper in the cm,umstance S

the case

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P.VENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2- SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Specral
' Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRl T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI -
' FRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Resoondent No.4: SR DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR
SC FOR CBIC
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W.P.NO: 148 OF 2025
Be_tween:

M/s. Vasudeva Reddy, 2-45,245/A, Khajaguda, Gachibowli, Hyderabad,
Telangana - 500 032. repr ':ﬂted by |ts P[oprletor Sri. Vasudeva Reddy

Rakashl :
R PET!TIONER
AN_!__;!
1. Assislant Commlssloner (Sﬂ, Madhapqr M| Q:rqle Madhapur DIVISIQn
~ Hyderabad. T~

2. The State of Telangana, fepresgnted by ;ts Principal Secretary, Revegue
Department (Comrnercral Taxgs}! T eIanana Secretanat Hyderabad

...RESPONDENT$

Petition under Article 226 eg the ansjltutlon of India praymg that in the
circumstances stated in the affdgglt fi leg tl)erewlth the High Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ or order or ereetlon partlcularly ope in the nature of Writ of
Mandamus setting aside the |mpugngd order and declaring the aclion of the first
respondent in passing the mpugned Agsessment Order passed by the f;rst
respondent in Form GST DRE - 0? in Reggrence No, 203608241048283 dated
26.08.2024, by raising a demand Qf tax amountlng to Rs.21,82,742/-, (CGST
amounting ta Rs.10, 91,371/- PLU§ T@ST amountmg to Rs.10,91,371/-), for ihe
tax period 2019-20, that have begn uploageg in the GST portal ywthogt etther
physically nor digitally signed whlch pg contrary tq the Rule 26 (3) of the C(;S}’
Rules 2017, as illegal ,arbitrary, ab inifio veid, pontrary to the provisions of CGST
Act and Rules, 2017 and TGST Act ggg Ru}es 201? contrary to the law laid down
by the judicial pronouncement -of tﬁla Honzble Cogrt and Hon'ble ngh Courts 0{
Delhi, Bombay and Andhra Pradash and‘ ‘;hout authonty of law and Without
followmg the due procedure of Iaw conte _giglated under Section 65 read w;th
Sectlon 73 of the CGST Act 2017 / SQST Agt, 2017 as beyond the tlme,‘
prescnbed under Section 73(10) of the CG;-}T Act 2017 ! SGSTF Act, 201?
consequence of Notltr catlon No. 56/2023 Central Tax dated 30.12.2023, rssued by
Government of India, ¢BIC and G.O. Ms No 118, dated 25.08. 2023 and
G.O. Ms.No.170, dated 30.12. 2023. lqsued by the Government of Telangana, are
iltlegal, ultra vrres Section 168 A of the CGST Act, 2017 / SGST Act, 2017 / IGST
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Act, 2017, irratonal, arbitrary. unreasonable. violative of A-ticle 14 of the

Constitution of india, barred by Limitation and without Jurisdiction.

lA NO 1 OF 202‘

F’et!t;on under Section 151 CPC praylng thal in the cnrcumstances §tateg m

‘‘‘‘‘‘

gtay of all fgrther proceedmgs ansmg in pursuance of the Ass 'smeat O;_Qeg’i

passed by the first respondent in Form GST DRC - 07, 19 joergqgg_

No ZD360824104 328\. dated 26. 08 2024 for the tax per»od 20‘19 20

Cqunsal for the Petitioner: SRI M.UMA SHANKAR FOR SRI PUPPQ!,A
BHARATH NANDAN
Counsel for the Respondents; SRI SWAROOP OORILLA Special Govt ggeaggg
for State Tax assnsted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIBAN ﬁGB

W.P.NO: 160.0F 2025

Between:
M/s. Swamy Ads, rep. by its Managmg Partner, Mr, GOFI’IpOtl Bhaskara Bao,

- 2:1-41411,-491, Saj Krupa Residency, Street No4 Na”akunta Hydefa ad—-

500 044.
, .PET}IIONER

AND

1. De puty Comrpissioner (State Tax), Secunderabad STU-01 Clrcle
___Secuagerabad Division, Hyderabad. -

Slate of Telangana, rep. by its Chief Secretary, and Special Chigf Sec;etaq tg '

2

: Qove;nment (FAC), State Tax Department, Secretariat. Hyderabad.

3. Upion of Indje, rep. by its Secretary. Ministry of Finance, Governtnent ef In;jla
3rd Figar, Jeeyan Deep Building, Sansad Marg. New Delhi-110 001. -

4. @entral Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Policy Wing, - Governmqnt
of India, Ministry of Finance, New Delhi. rep. by its Commissioner (GST).

5. Fhe Ct;uef Accounts Manager, TGSRCTC, TSRTC Bus Bhavan Located a;

VST Road, RTC X Roads. Hyderabad 500 020.
..-RE’SPONDENTS

Petmon unde- Amcle 226 of the Constitution of India praymg that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affldawt filed therewith, the High Court may be
pieased to :ssue a ‘Nnt of Mandamus or any other appropriate wrlt or order pr

dlrectlon—
(a) declare Notification No0.35/2020 - Central Tax dated 03/04/2020 and

Notmcatlon 56/202’5 sentral Tax dated 28/12/2023 issued by the 4th RegponQent_
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under Section 168-A of the Centrat Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 and
G.0O Ms.No.136 dated 27/11/2020 and G.Q.Ms.No.170 dated 30/12/2023 issued
by the 2nd Respondent under Section 168-A of the Telangana Goods and
Services Tax Act, 2017 extendlng the llmltatron for concluding the ad;udrcat:on of

show cause notrce rssued under Sectron ?3 for the tax period 2018 19 as ultra- '

vires Sectron 168-A of thg Telangaga Goods and Servrces Tax Act, 201? gnd aleq

manrfesily arbitrary and vlolatlve Amcle 14 of the Constrtuhon

) "(b)declare the 1mpu9ned order. daLeg ZSIU4IZUZZF and proceed‘rﬁgs n Form Lzbr

DRC- (}7 in Ref.Nq, ZD36M24057§845 dated 25/04/2024 passed by the 15}

Respondent for the tax penod- 2018»‘19 as bemg time barred without haying gny

srgnatures and contrarg to Rule 142(1/\) of Central Goods and Servrces Tax

Rutes, 2017 for not |ssumg Form G$T DRC 01A without jurisdiction and

(c) set-asrde the Foem (.-}ST DRC-13 Qated 12/12/2024 for the tax period 2017- 18

to 2018-19 igsued by the 1st Respondent tg the 5th Respondent under Sectr’_
79(1)c) of the GST Act.

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Pe’utron undet Seetlon 191 CP(; pray:ng that in the circumsiances stated in
the affidavit filed in- support of the petrtlon, the Hrgh Court may be pleased 1
suspend the proceedlnge pursuant to Form GST DRC-13 dated 12112/2024 for the
tax period 2017- ]8 to 2018-19 jssyed by the 1St Respondent to the 51[1
Respongent ynder Section 79(1)(c) of the GST Act, pendrng disposal of the Wrl}
Petition as ot!]ervvieg the Petitigner will be put jo severe joss and hardehip.

1A NO: 2 OF 2025

Petition under Seotlon 151 CPC prayrng that in the circumstances stated in
the affldavrt f;led n support of the petition, the High Court may be p!eased to grant
stay of. all further proceedrngs pursuant to the impugned order dated 25/04/2024
and proceedlngs in Form GST DRC-07 in Ref.No. 203604240576845 dated
25/04/2024 passed by the 1st Respondent for the tax period 2018-19 pend;ng

disposal of the Wit Petition as otherwise the Petitioner will be put to severe Iose

and hardship.
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI KARTHIK RAMANA PUTTAMREDDY
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1,2 & 5: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI1
' PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy, SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SR} DOMINIC FERNANDES Sgh!]OR
SC FOR CBIC

WP NO 216 OF 2025

_ Between

M/s Sfi Laxminarayana Enferprises, 1-93/316, Plot No. 16 and 17 Sy,
‘No.195 and 196, Ground Floor, Laxmi Nagar Colony, Hyderabad
Rangareddy, Telangana - 500 089. Rep by its Managlng Partner My, G

o L\larayana Reddy _
# ‘PETtIIONER
' AND

The Assistant Commissioner (ST). Tarnaka-1, Secupderabad.
The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary Revenug (CT)

Department, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad
Ihe Unjon of India, Rep. by its Secretary, Department of Revenue Ministry of

-Flnance New Delhi.
The Central Soard of Indirect Taxes and Customs, Bep. by its Ghaiman,
Mmrstry of F-nance. Department of Revenue, North Block, Central Secretanat

New Delhr - 100 001,
RE,SPO!!DENTS

_ Petitron undar Anicle 226 of the Constltutuon of India praylgg that in the
c;rcumstances stated n the affidavit filed therewrth the High Qaurt may be
pleased to igssue Writ of Mandamus or any other appropriate Wnt or @rder er
-dtrectrqn deglaring. the action of the Pt Respondent in passing the Qf;i{C Q?Order '
dated 25/03/2024 vnder Section 74 of the CGST/SGST Act 2017, thhout showing
any reqursrte ingredients so as to invoke Section 74 of the CQST I SGS}r
Acts, 2017 rnstead of under Section 73 of the CGST/SGST Act 20]7 for the tax
"pEFIOd 2020 21 without generating Document ldentlfrcatlon Number, (DIN) wrthput

provrdmg suffrcrent dpportunity of being heard to the Petrtroner wrthout slgnature
in. Forrn GST DRC 01, dated 08/02/2024 as wetl as in the Order dated 26/03/2024
Summary of the Order in DRC-07 Order, dated 26/03/2024 and atso m Attachment
to the .rder in Form GST DRC- -07 dated Nil, for the tax penod 2020 21, as
arbrtrary, contrary to the provisions of the CGST/SGST Act, not valrd in the eye Qf
law, in wotatron of Frinciples of Natural Justice and Rule of Law arrd contrary to

the Article 14 and 21 of the Constrtutron of India, consequently set-asrde the order
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dated 26.03.2024 and summary of the in GST DRC-07 dated 26/03/2024 passed
by the 1st Respondent a and void.

iA NO 1 OF 2025

Petntlon under Sectlon 151 CPC praymg that in the crrcumstapces stated m
the affldawt jlied rn support of the petmon the High Court may lge pleased ;Q
suspend the operation of the DRC-07 Order, dated 26.03.2024, passed by the 1§t :
Respoodent for the lax penod 2020:21 under the CGST/SGST Acts 2017, pendi; g

drsposal of tt;e ab@ve Wnt Petltlon as othermse the Petitioner mll bg put ;o
severe loss qnd hargshlg L

Counsgl foE the Pegtrongr SRI SHAIK JEELANI BASHA
Counsgj for the Respondent Nos.1,2 & 5: SRI SWARQQP OORILLA, Speglal
Govt Pleadel: for State Tax assrsted by SR} T. CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGB
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SQLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for, ghe Respondent No.4; SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SEN!OR
- 8C FOR CBIC

W.P.NO: 268 OF 2025
PEAT EEAL

Between

Mls §n Mgll;karjuna Steels, Sy. No. 615, Near Mithra Construcilon
Equipment, Seetharama Puram Bagh, Hayathnagar Rangareddy, Teianganav
§@1505 Represented by its Proprietrix, Mrs. Manisha Dixit, aged about

years "Dlo.  Durga Prasad Dixit, Rfo, 23-5-222, Insider Lal [Zannreza3

Qharmrpar Hydergbad 500065 :
,,:EEI!IIO!?!ER
AND Tk

1. The Assastant Commissioner ST, Vanasthalipuram- -1} Circle, Sarpor Nagar
Divrsnon 7th ﬂoor Mayur Kushal Complex Abids, (Chermas Buildmg)
Hyderapad -~

2. Sgate ‘of Telapgana, Through Principal Secretary to Goverpment gevegue
Depariment (ﬁ:ommerma! Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana o

3. Centra} Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Policy Wlngg New Delhl

rep by its Commissioner
4. Union of india, Ministry of Flnance Represented by its Secretary, North Block

New Deihr-? 10001
RESPON DENT§

Petition under Artlcle 226 of the Constitution of India prayrng that in the
mrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
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pleased to issue a wiit. order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a

Writ of Mandamus
(i) declarmg in cigned Show cause notlce m Form DRC 01 vide Ref no.

~ ZD360124063523F dated 30. 052024 and an unS|gned lmpugned
' Summery Order in DRC-07 Vfde ref. po. ZD360824000991D daled
01.08.2324 both issued by the 1st Respondent under the prowsmns of
CGST/TGST Adt, 201? as belng VQld arb:trary |llega! without
jurisdict on and wnthout authonty pf Iaw apqrt from bemg vno[et;ve of

Articles 14, 19(“r)(grend—?6575f_t Conglitatio f—h:rdrar‘and—tcr
consequently set aside any actlon taken pursugnt therete end pass such
further or other order(s) as th:s Hono;,eble gourt may deem fit and
proper in the cxrcumstances of the case "

(it} declanng that the Notification No. 09/2()23 Q T dgted 31.03. 2023 |ssued by
Respondent No. 3 and correspondmg GQ Ms, 1}]0 118 dated 25 08 2023
issued ty Raspondent No. 2 and Notnfeatlen No. 56/?@23 CT datﬁd
28.12.2023 issued by Respondent No. 3 anq cor(eSpondmg GO Ms
170 dated 3(.12.2023 issued by Respondent No 2, whxc h extended the
time fimi: for passing the orders I§ wuthout author ity of lew and ultra
vires to he section 73 (10) of the GST Act 2@17 and Sectlon 168A Qf
CGST Act, 2017 and violative of artlcles 14 19(1)(9) 21 and 265 of the

Constitut on of india.
_iA NO:_J OF;‘ : 2_025

Petition under Section 151 CPC prayrng thal in the cnrcumstances stated m
the affrdawt filed in supoort of the petmon the ngh Court may be pleased to etay
of operatlon of |mpugned Summary Order in DRC 07 wde _;_g:f. ne
ZD3608240009910 dated 01.08.2024 lssued by the Respondent NQ 1 for the ta;g
period 2019 20 undzr CGST/TGST Acts, 2017 pendmg dlsposal of tbe abeve Wnt

Pettt:on as otherwrce the Petitioner will be put to severe loss and h'ardshlp

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRl V.VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Res.pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP QORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRl DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
SCFORCBIC
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
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W.P.NO: 270 OF 2025

Between

Mls Sn Batau Medical Fancy and General Stores, 2- 2- 51[54, _Qandh] Chgwkl
Khammam State of Tetangana, Rep. by its Managlng Partner’ rHappr ad

Munagala

AND

';he A§$|stant Commissioner (ST), Khammam_|i, Secunderabqﬁ; .

The State of Felangana, Rep. by Iis FfrncrparSecrega
%_e riment, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad. BRI %
he Unjon of India, Rep. by its Secretary, Department of Revel;g
Einance, New Delby, :
'Ehe Central Board of Indirect Taxes angl Customs, Rep. by its Qgglmg n
Mmlsir;g?pf Figance, Department of Revenue, North Block, Cent@l Segcetqgat

P |]_1| - 100 001. (2nd to 4th Respondents are not necessany pa?@s

l}!ew _'
RE§PQ§DE,‘H 5

F’etmgn under Article 226 of the Constltutuon of Indig praylgg that n the
clrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed thereWIth the High ngurt Enay be
“or @rde; or

please(j to ;ssue Wnt of Mandamus or any other appropnate Wr}z
direction deetarmg o
(i) the gctlon of thg Ist Respondent in pass:ng the Order, d@ted 2:5 94 2@24
Summgry Qf the Qrder in Form GST DPRC- 07 dated 2;’; 04, 2g;4 %nd 1
Prooeegmgs dated 23.04.2024, levying Tax ;and Penaltg under Segtnpn ;g(tﬂ) ng
the SGSTICGST Act 2017 without even issumg Form GST QRC 61A as
pontemplateq unde[ Rule 142(1A) of the Buies 2017‘ w:thout stgpatugg i tt)g
Qrders and Show Cause Notice, without DIN in the Order, the $urqma;)g of fl 'g
Order, for the tax period 2018-19 under the SGST/CGST Act 2017, as grbltr_a
contrary to tbe provnanns of the SGSTICC:ST Act 2017 patently barreci tg)g

more garnculariy G.OMsNo118, dated 25.08, 2023 :ssued | _
Respondent and the Notlfncatlon No. 9!2023 Centra Tax, dated 31 03 2023 |ssued
by the 4th Respondent extending the hmltatlon penod to make the assessment
as ttlegal ultra \nres to Sectlon 168A of the SGSTICGST Act 2017 and cantrary tQ
Article 14 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constitution of India, Co

(2) G. 0 Ms. No 118, dated 25.08.2023 issued by the Government of Telangana
and the Nottfscahon No.9/2023-Centra Tax, dated 31-03- 2023 |ssued by the 4th
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Respondent as Jitra vires to Section 168A of the SGST/CGST Act 2017 and
consequently set aside the Order, dated 23.04.2024, the Summary of the Order in
Form GST DRC.07. dated 23.04.2024 and the Proceedings, dated 23.04. 2024,
passed by the 15t Respondent, for the tax penod 2018 19 under the SGST!CGS‘F

Act 2017, as nuil an¢ void.

IA NO: 1 OF 2025
| Petition under )eCtIOH 151 QPG praglpg tha; in tbe crrcumetances stated ln
the affrdav;t filed in support pf the petm ;t;te Q;gh Court mav be pleased to
suspend the operation of the Order glated 2‘-" 94 2924 ttge Summary of the Ordef
in Form GST DRC-07. dated 23. 04 2024 art the %roceedmgs dated 23. 04 2Q24
passed by the 1st Respondent for the tax pgt;_ipd 3618-19 under the SGSTICGST
Act 2017, pend:ng disposal of the above Waﬁ; f’etrti,gn ag otherwuse the Petmoner

WI|| be put to severe loss and hardshlp

Counsel for the Petitioner: SR SHAIK JEEL A NI BASHA
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 &2 sgrs;wAROQB OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax asslsted SRE-T. CHAITANYA KIRAN ‘AGP.
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI :
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy, SOLIGITOR GENERAL, OF INDIA
Counsel for the Re spondent No.4; §Rl DOMINIC §ERN¢\NDES SEN!OR
"SC EQR cg_tc

rﬁ,ua} —

W.B.NO: 273 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Sri Balaji Medical Fancy and General Stores, 2-2-51/54, Laandht Chowk,
Khammam, State of Telangana Rep . ; its | anagmg Partner Mr Hanprasad

Munagala 7 T T
lunag: ~PETITIONER

The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Khammam-lt Circle, Khammam

The State of Telangana, Rep by its F’nncrpatSecretary, Revenue (CT)
Department, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad. - -

The Union of India, Rep by its Secretary Department of Revenue Mlnistry of
Finance, New Delhi, _
The Central Board of indirect Taxes ancf Customs Rep by its Chalrman
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, North Block, Centrat Secretarlat

New Dethl -101) 001
...RESPONDENTS
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| Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue Writ of Mandamus or any other appropriate Writ or Order or
direction declaring
(r) the actron of the 1st Respondent in passnng the Order dated 30"',2 2023 the
summary of the Order in Form GST DRC oz dated 3@12"" 23 and the
Proceedmgs dated 30.12.2023, Ievylng Tax and Penatty under S 7 )
the sesrleosr Act 2017. without even issuing Eorm GST- RC;Q1A' as

- Respongent as u!tra vires to Sectron 168A of the SGSTI(};C;;-ST': .

contemplated under Rule 142{1A) ©of the Rmés—mﬁout 5
:Orders and Show Cause Notice, without DIN in the O[der ;ge mary of |
Qrder ;pr the tax pertod 2017-18 under the SGS‘[ICGST Ag.t 201},- as a[brtraryl
contrary to the provisions of the SGSTICGST Act 301? pategtlg barred by

mere partlcylar!y G 0O.Ms.No.118, dated 25 08 2Q23 rssued py the 2nd
Respondent and the Notmcatlon No.9/2023- Centra Tax dated .30 12023 |ssued by
. the 4th Respondent extending the limitation penod to make the assessment as
lltegal ultra yires ta Sectron 168A of the SGSTICGST Act 2Q17 ang cqntrary to
Artrcte 14 19{1)(g) and. 265 of the Constttutron of Indra

"(2) G. @ Ms.No. 118, dated 25.08. gu23 issyed by the Gpvern;pen; g{ Telangana

and the Notttlcatton No.9/2023- Centra Tax, dated 30. 03 202§ :ssded by the 4th
“Act 2:9*7 ang

ithe @rder m
 form GST DRC 07, dated 30.12. 2023 and the Proceed!ng datgd 30, 42 2Q23:
passed by the 1st Respondent for the tax perrod 2017,;3;3 under the SGSTICG__;
Act 201? as nu!l and void, '

Qenseqyent!y set agide the Order, dated 30 12 2023 the Summary of

IA NO 1 OF 2025

Petrt;on under Section 151 CPC prayrng that in the crrcumstanc;es stated in
the aﬁrdavrt futed rn support of the petmon the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the operatron of the Order, dated 30.12. 2023, the Summary of Me Order
in Form GST DRC 07, dated 30.12.2023 and the Proceedmgs dated 30. 12 2023
passed by the 1st Respondent, for the tax period 2017-18 under the SGST/CGST
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Act 2017, pendir g disposal of the above Writ Petition, as otherwise, the Petitioner

will be put to sev 2re |oss and hardship.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHAIK JEELANi BASHA
Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax 3ssisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3; SRl B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GAD! ‘
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy, SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No 4; mom]grc EERNANDES, SENIOR
sc gQB CB]C .

W.P.NO: 280 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Termirus Kg Ventures Pnygte Limited, Suit No 902, Level-9, Survey No
133, SLN Terminys, Gachibowli, Hy erabad, “Telangara - 500 032
Represented by its CFQ Snn' Solrpur;gm Rrabhaker Reddy, S/o. S Laxmi
Narasimha Reddy, Aged 62° years, | Vil No,” 50 Ektha Prime Highland
Park, Continental Hospital ‘Hoad, "By palguda Ra]endra Nagar K. V.
Rangaredd} District, Telangang 500 688

PETITIONER

ANQ _

1. The Deputy Commissioner (S‘E) Fun ;agqtta Division- STU 2, Mayur Kushal
Complex, Abids, Hyderabad 5@9 0012

The Assistant Commlssrpner (Sj‘]') Jubt thlls-II Mayur Kushal Complex

Abids, Hyde -abad - 500 001 * R

State of Tele ngana, Through Prlnprpal §gpret§ry tg Government Revenue

Department ’CommercratTaxj Hyderabagd, Telangana

Union of India, Ministry of FrnangJe qu[e§enfed by its Secretary Nor}h Block

New Delhi-1 10001
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and ng,tems GST Policy Wrng New Delhr

Rep by its "‘r>mmISStoner
: RESPONDENTS

.w'.e:ww

Petrtron undsr Arttcle 226 of Ihe anst!tutlgn qf India prayrng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affdavrt Fleq,; Iherewrth lhe High Cdurt may be
e partrcular!y one in ‘the nature of a

pleased to issue a Nrrt order or drrectron m
Writ of Mandamus declaring
i. That |mpugred Show Cause Nottce (SCN) in Form DF’C 01 beanng
Reference No. ZD361 1210(}2808R dated 12. 11 2021 |ssued by
Respondent No 2 under the provrsrons of CGSTfTGST Act, 2017 as
berng void, arbitrary, iliegal, without junsdrctron violative of the pnncrp!es
of natura! justice apart from being vrolatrve of Articles 14 19(1)(g) and

265 of the Corstitution of lndra, and to consequently set aside tt__te same
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and pass such further or other order(s) as this Honble Court may deem
fit and proper in the circumstances of the case.

ii. That impugned Order vide Ref No. ZD360824125975X dated 28. 08 2024
passed by the Respondent No. 1 under the prowslons Qf CGSTﬂ' GST
Act 2017 as being void, arbltrary, gllegal wuthout jurl§dlCtIQ[] vrolatlve of
the pnnmples of natural jUStICB apart from bemg wolatwe Qf Artiples 14
19(1)(g) and 265 of the Conststutt Q of ]ndlg, gnd tp consequently set
asude the same and pass such tgljber Q; ot[)er orggr(s) g§ thlg Honble

Court may deem fit and proper in 1;1 ‘; c:rcums@gces gt tne qgse

Ihat the Notmcation No. 0912023 QJ datgd %j 03 2@;3 ar]d Netlflcatlpn
No, 56!2023 CT dated 28, 12 202;’; gssueg by Rpsnogdent No 4 thrqugh
Respondent No, 5 and cor;esponq:ng GQ Ms go 1‘}§ dated 25 08 2()23
and GO. Ms. 170 dated 30.12. 202§f_|ssu%d bx Respgndent No 3 whlch
extended the time limit for passmg the grdere,, are wlth%gt authonty of
law and ultra vires 1o the sect}p:; '73(10) o{ the @ST AQt 2017 and
Sectnon 168A of GST Act 2017 ang wo!gtwe gf artlgles 35 1951)(9) 21
and 265 of the Constitution of Ind;g

1A NO: 1 OF 2025

_ Petition under Section 151 CPG praymg tha} in tlge cnroumstanees §tated |n
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the Htgh Cougt may be gleaseq to stag
operation of Order vide Ref No. 203608241 259752( datgd 28, .08. 2024 pgssed by

the Respondent No. 1.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P. VENKATA PRASAD FOR SR! MB SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.i TO 3: SRI SWAROQP OORILLSA” ‘Special
Govt ‘Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN, ; AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SR! B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
' PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counse! for the Respondent No.5: SRI DOMINIC EERNANDES SENIOR
sSC FOR CBIC v -
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W.P.NO: 304 OF 2025

Between:

Subhash (‘hand, age 62 Years. Proprietor of M/s. Sri Balaji Metal, Plot No. 2,
Block No. 9, Auto Nagar Hayathnagar Mandal, Hyderabad, Rangareddy,

Te!angana 50()070
5 | -PETITIONER
AND |
1. The Assistant Commlssmner ST, Sarogrpagar-lil Circle, Saroornagar DfV1$190

Sth floor, Mayuy Kushal Complex Abids {Chermas Buﬂdmg) Hyderabad
State of Telangana Thro_ugh Pnnclpal Secretary to Government Revenue

-Deparfmen - glangana -
Central Board of Ingirect Taxes qu Customs GST Pohcy ng New Delhl

rep by its Cqmmiss;Qner :
Union of Fndla M;m“gry oﬁ Flngpcg, Represenled by its Secretary Nodh Block

$
New Delhl I10001
RESPONDENTS

> .wVN

Petmpn under Artigle 226 of the Cgps{nutlon of India praying that in Ihe
cnrcumstanqes stated in the affd?wt filed therewnh the High Qourt may be
pleased to issue & _wnt order or. djrectlon more pamcuiarly one in the natyre of 2
Wit of Mandamus

(i) declaring U7 sngned Sbow cause notlce in Form DRC 01 vide Ref no,
ZD360622024743I dated 04/06/2022 and impugned Summary orde[ ;n
Form DRC 07 v;de ref n@ ZD360424048937Z dated 23/04/2024 thb
201? as belng yo:d arbr;rgry lilegal wnthout Junsdictlon and wrthgu{
authonty of lay ‘apart from pelng wolanve Qf Articles 14, .9(1)[9) and
265 of the (,onstrtu;non ef India, and to consequently set aside any
actuon tak en pugsuant thereto and pass auch further or othe; order(s) as
thrs Honourable Court may deem flt and proper in the cnrcumslance§ gf
the case, 7 S - ' '

(ii) decianng that the Notlflcatlon No 09[2023 C.T dated 31/03/?023 |ssueq by
Responde nt No. 3 and correspondlng GO Ms. No. 118 dated 25/08/2023
issued by Respondent No. 2 and Notification No. 56/2C23 CT dated
28/12/2023 issued by Respondent No. 3 and corresponding GO Ms
170 dated 30/12/2023 issued by Respondent No 2, which extended the
tlme fimit for passmg the orders, is without authorlty of law and ultra
vrres to the section 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Section 168A Qf
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CGST Act, 2017 and violative of articles 14, 19(1)(g), 21 and 265 of the

Constitution of India.

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC prayrn_g that n the crrcumstances stated in
Y Hrgn Court may be pleased to stay

the affidavit fried in support of the petrllon
of operatron of rmpugned Summaq order in form DRC 07 vrde ref no.

ZD360424048937Z dated 23/04/2024 rssued, Qy the Resgondept No. 1 fQr the tax______

period 2018-19 under CGST!T GST A(;Ls 2%]2 penglng dlspQSaI of tbe above Wrn
Petition, as otherwrse the Petmoner y,\n!i be ggg to §evere lossg and hadeh'P N

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI V. VEERES;IAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1 & 2: 33! §WA§OQB OORILLA, $pecial
Govt Pleader for State Tax assrsted bx SRl A. C};lAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No 3 SRI DOM!QIC EER[}léNDES SENIOR )
“SCEQR CBIC

Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B, I\QUKHE_;BJEE FOR $RI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dyg QLIC]TOB GENERAL OF INDIA

’&"“"a.

W.P.NO: 330 OF 2025

Between:

Subhash Chand, Proprietor of M/s. Srl Balaji Megal Plot No. 2, Block No. 9,
Auto Nagar, Hayathnagar Mar}dal Hyderabad Rangareddy Teiangana-

sp0070
| PETITIONER
AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner ST, Sarogmagar:Hl Circle, Saroofnagar Division,
9th floor, Mayur Kushal Complex, Abids (Chermas Building) Hyderabad.
The State of Telangana, Through Pnncr&al Segretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad Telangaha

Central Board of Indirect Taxes and G oms GST Polrcy Wrng New Delh|

rep by its Commissioner o
Union of India, Ministry of Fi mance Represented by its Secretary North Block

New Delhl 110001
RESPONDENTS

s L n

Petition under Article 226 of the Constltutron of Indig prayrng that in the
circumstances stated in the affrdavrt fried therewrth the Hrgh Court may be
pleased to rssue a writ, order or drrectron more partrcularly one in the nature of a3

Writ of Mandamus
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(i) declaring in signed Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vide Ref no.
ZD360524061791A dated 30.05.2024 and impugned Summary order in
Form CRC 07 vide ref. no. ZD360724093957M dated 26.07.2024 both
issued 2y the 1st Respondent under the provisions of C GSTfT GST Act
2017 as belng v0|d arbltrary |Ilega! without jUFISd}ChOH and w:thcmx
authonty of Iaw apart from bemg violative of Articles f4 19(1)(9) ang
265 of the Copstitution of India, and fo consequently sel a:spde gr;g
aqt;on ta];_en pqrsuam thereto and pass such further or other order(s) ag
thla Hon"ﬁf’ Cgurt may deem fit and proper in the curcum_ta ‘

case o :
(i) declgslng that the Notiﬁcation No. 09/2Q23 C.T dated 31.03. 2023 |5§ueg px _
Respondent Ng 3 and co[{espondlng GQ Ms. No. 118 dated 25 08 ZQ’Q |
lssued by Respendent NQ 2 and Notification No. 56/202,’3 CT deteg
28 12. 2(ng3 issued by Responden{ No. 3 and corresponding QO Me
170 dategj 30 12, 2023 |ssued by Respondent No. 2, whic h exteaded thq
tlme limig fpr passmg the orders is without authority cf iaw and ultra
vices to the sectlon 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Section’ 168A Qf
CGST Ax.,t 2017 and v1olahve of articles 14, 19(1)(g), 21 and 265 of ﬂ)g

Cﬁnstltutlgn of lndna

A NO: 1 OF _ggzs

Petttlog unde[ Sectton 161 GPC praymg that in the circumstapges stated m'
the affidavit filed in suppart of the petition, the High Court may be pleaseg to sjay
of operatlon of lrgpuqned Summary order in Form DRC 07 vide ref. ng.
ZD360724093957M dated 26.07.2024 issued by the Respondent No. 1 for the tag
period 2019 20 unger CGSTIT GST Acts, 2017 pending dlsposal of the abgve Wn;
Petition, as othennnse the Petitioner will be put to severe loss and hardsh:p '

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI V. VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Res spondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt, Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Reopondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR '
- SCFORCBIC
Counsel for the Res.pondent No.4: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
' PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
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W.P.NO: 335 OF 2025

Between:

Subhash Chand, Proprietor of M/s. Sri Balaji-Metal, Plot. No. 2, Block No. 9,
Auto Nagar, Hayathnagar Manda? Hyderabad Rangareddy Telangana—

500070
: | ..PETITIONER
ANQ " R

=

1. The Assistant Commissigner 3 ST Saropmaga(- lil Circle, Saroornggaf
Division, 9th floor, Mayur Kushal Qomple)( Abrds (Chermas Burldlng)
Hyderabad -

--2.-State-of Telangana;Fhrough-Fi Secretg pj_tai'-:‘-overnmen; Revenue
Department (Commermal Tax), H ergg , Telangana
3. Central Board of indirect '_[axe’g ag Q ,sﬁt,gms 'GST Policy ng, New | Delh:
rep by its Commlsalqner
4. Upion of india, Ministry of Flngneg ggg ented by its Segretary, North BIock

New Deihl 110001 """
RESPONDENTS

Petition under Arlicle 236 of me anstltutlan of India praymg that in the
circumstances stated in the aﬁ" davit flled ;herewlth the High Cqurt may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, of direetion more partncular!y one in the nature of a
Wit of Mandamus (i) declaring up signed 3!?91& cayse natice in Form DRC 01 vgde
Ref no. ZD360622024804! dafed 04.06.2022 and impugned Summary order in
Form DRC 07 vide ref. no 20360§24109i561 dated 27 08.2024 both issued by
the 1st Respondent under the prov;smns of CQSTIT GST Act, 2017 as being vold
arbitrary, iHegal, without junsda,ctlon and wﬂhapt authonty of law apatl from bemg
violative of Articles 14, 19(1)(9) and 265 af the Constitution of India, and lo
consequently set agide any action talgen pursuant therelo and pass ; such further 3]4
other order(s) as this Hanble C;ourt may dee[n fit and proper in the cl(cumstances
of the case. (i) decianng that the l:lg,tlf Cattor:; No. 09/2023- C T daled 31. 03 2023
issued by Respondent No. 3 and corr:_”_}pondmg GO Ms. No 118 d,ated
25.08. 2023 |ssued by Respondent No 2 and Notlficatlon No. 5612023 CT dated
28.12.2023 |ssued by Respondent No 3 and correspondmg GO. Ms 170 dated
30.12. 2023 :ssued by Respondent No 2 wh;ch extended the tume hmlt for passmg
the orders, is wnthout authonty of Iaw and uitra vnres to the sectlon ?3(1 0) of the
GST Act 2017 and Sectlon 168A of CGST Act 2017 and \nolatlve of art:ctes 14
19(1)(g), 21 and 265 of the Constltutlon of india.
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IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition ur der Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in eupport of the petition, the Hrgh Court may be pleased to stay

of operatlop of lmpugned Summary order in Form DRC 07 wde rf.-f 9,
ZD3608241QQ75E:1 dated 27.08.2024 issued by the Respondent No 1 fo; thq tax
perrpd 2019 20 1nde CGST[TGST Acts, 2017 pending disposal of the at;gve Wﬂj

Petltron as dtherw;se the Petmoner will be put to severe loss and hgrdshlp

Ceunsel fo; the F’etltloner SRIV. VEERESHAM
Coqnset for the Fespondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROQP OORILLA, S qua]
' Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SR} T. CHAITANYA QQBAM, AG?
Coqnsej for ;pe Ft'e,spongent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SEN!OR
SCFORCBIC
Coqnsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GAD!
© PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICJTOR GENERAL oF INQIA

W P. NO 341 OF 2(}25

Between

M/s Gee kay Steel Corporation, 1-8-32/5, 2nd Floor, Bapubagh Cotgp
-SDLRdi -Secunderabad - 500 003. State of Telangana Rep, yﬂ —

Prop{rgtor MF, Gopal Kishan Agarwal
PETi]'lONE@
AND ,

1. The Asg.;stant Commissioner (S_T), M.G.Road-_S.D.Road Circie, Begumpet o
Dwrsngn, Hyclerabad :

“Epe State of Telangana, Rep. by its Pringipal Secretary, Revenue (CT)
Beparment, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad. :
the Union of India, Rep. by its Secretary Department of Revenue Mtnlstry gt
Fmance, New Detha , e

" The €eptral BQard of Indirect Taxes and Custpms Bep by its Ghalrman
Minislry of Finance, Department of Revenue North Block, Centn:al Segreta;rat,

New De!hl 100001,
RESPONDEQ‘FS

'.-&-s»;w

Petrtio;) under Articte 226 of the Constntutron of India praymg that in. me
crrcumgtance§ statzd in the affidavit filed thereWIth the High (,,ourt may be
pteased to ;ssue V‘/{lt of Mandamus or any other appropnate Wnt or Qrder or
darecnon dectanng .
{1) the actlon of the: Pt Respondent in passing the Order, dated H JO4 2024 the
Summary of the Orcer, dated 10.04.2024 and the Summary of Asse :sment Order
dated 10 04. 2024 and the Rectrfrcatlon Order, dated 13.09. 2024 the Summary gf
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Rectification of Order, dated 13.09.2024 and the Summary of Rectification Order
in Form GST DRC-08, dated 13.09.2024, without following the due process of law,
levying Tax, Interest and Penatty under Section 73(10) of the CGST/SGST Act
2017, wrthout even tSSLlIng ngrm QST DRC 01A as contemplated under Ruie
142( 1A) of the Ruleg 201?, wnthout s#gnature in the Orders and Summary of SDQ\Q(
Cause Notsce WIthQut DIN in tt)e Orders and Summary of Show Cauge Notlce for
the tax penod 2018;19 ueder tpe CGSTISGST Act 2017, as arbltraty contrary tg
the prows:qn,s of the CQQTISQST ch 20]? more partlcutarly the Order dated

0. 0472024 the Summa;y of the Qider, datgd mtl 2024 and the bummap; 9}

Assessment @rdef Qated 1UgA 2024 passeg by the 15t Respongent is patgn;}g
barred by limitation, yvnhgut jULSdIE_‘JIQn as pef Segtlion 73(10) of thg (;GSTISGS{
Act 2017, more partigylarly GO.MsNp.118, datgd 25.08.2023 and m
(G.0.Ms.No.170, dgted $0.12,2023 issued by the 2nd Respondgnt and tpe
Notification No.9/202.3- Centra Tax, dated 30.06. 2023 and Notificatien No. 56/2023=
Central Tax, dated 28 12,2023, igsued by the 4th Respondent, extenging the
limitation period to n;gake the agsessment as ;Ilegal ultra vires to Sectlon 1683 qf
the CGST/SGST Agt 2017 and centrary to Article 14, 19(1)(g) and 265 of tbe
Constitytion of Ind;a

(2) G.O.Ms. bto 118 dated 2§ 08.2023 and G.0O.Ms. Ng 170, dateg 30.12. 2023
issued by the Goye;nmenl of Telangana ang the Notification No, 9/2023 Ceat[a
Tax, dated 30 06. 2023 and the Uotiflcatlgn No.56/2023-Cential Tax, dated
28.12.2023, pssueg py tpe 4th Responden as ultra vifes to Sectlon 168A of ;be
the Summary of the Orgter dgted 1{) 04. 2024 and the Summary of Assessrr;em
Order, dated 10. 94 2024 ang the Bectlficatlon Order, dated 13 09 2924 thg
Summary of Rectsflcathn of Order dated 13. 09 2024 and the Sumgnary of
Rectlftcatlon Order ln FQ[m GST DRC 08, dated 13. 09. 2024 passed by the 1;5;
Respondent for the tax penod 2018- 19 under the CGST/SGST Act 2017 as null

and void.

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
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suspend the operation of the Order, dated 10.04.2024, the Summary of the Order,
dated 10.04.202<. and the Summary of Assessment Order, dated 10.04.2024 and
the Rectrfrcatron Jrder, dated 13.09.2024, the Summary of Rectmcatron of Order
dated 13 09. 202£ and the Summary of Rectification Order in Forrn ST DRC 08__
dated 13 09. 2024 passed by the 1st Respondent for the tax penod 2918 19 uu e[
lhe CGST/SGQT Act 2017, pending drsposal of the above Wm Pemlon ae

cherwrs,e the Pe: moner will be put to severe loss and ha(dshrp

- fzounsel for the Fetitioner: SRI'SHAIK JEELANIBASHA ™ ———

;; sgl for the F’espondent Nos. 182 SRI SWAROOP OOR!LLA Spec;ngl
: Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHQITANYA I(l N; AGP
gounse! for tpe F‘espondent No.3: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI g )| B
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy, SOLICITOR QENERAI: Qf INQIA
‘Q nsel for the Respondent No.4; SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SgngQ
SCFORCBIC

WP N@' 342 OF .:025

Between

M/s. AP Traders, 12-2-415/4/A, Gudimalkapur, Mehdipatnarg, Hygerabad
Telangana 500028, Represented By Its Proprietgr, Mr. Mohd Abdul Fargoc
aged about 51 years, S/o. M A Gafoor R/o. SBI Golony, AB: Tfadefs Rgg )
ehdrpatnam Hyderabad- 500028
PETY; .'OE!EB

AND PETITIONER
The Asgistant Commissioner ST, Mehdipatnam-I Cigcle, Charn]m,ar Diyisian,
8th Floor, Gaganvihar Building, Nampally, Hyderahad- 500 0017
State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Goverpmeng Eevegue
Department ‘Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangapa :
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, ‘GST Polrcy Wrnq,.j;gew Pelhj

rep by its Commlsgloner
Union Qf Indi3, Ministry of Finance, Represented by its Secretary Noth Bieck

New Delhl 1 10001 '
Reepoupeurs

N

e |

Petltrqn under Article 226 of the Constitution of Indig praylpg that in the
crrcumstances stated n the affidavit filed therewrth the ngh Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more partlcularly one in the nature of a
ert of Mandamus

(i) declarlng un signed Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 Vide Ref no
' 2036112 0261128 dated 14.11.2021 and impugned Surrmary Order in
DRC 07 vide -ef no. ZD360424084983Y dated 30.04. 202'4 both rssued
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by the 1st Respondent under the provisions of CGST/TGST Act, 2017 as
belng vo;d arbltrary illegal, wﬂhout jUﬂSdlCt!Oﬂ and W|thout authonty Qf
law apart from bemg \noiatlve of Artlcles 14, 19(1)(9 and 265 of !hﬁ
AC' ""tltutlon of Indla and o consequemly sel aside ang acthn takgn
pl,lr,suant Ihereto and pass such further or other order(s) as th!$ Hon ble 7

Court ma¥ deem fit and proper in the circumstances of tha case.
(u) declaung thgt the Notlﬁcatlon No. 09!2923 G.T dated 31.03, 2!123 |§§ueg py
R§§pond§gt Ng 3 and cot{espondlng GO Ms. No. 118 da;e.g 25 98 gggg

nsgqed bg Re§p9ndgnt No. 2 aneroﬁth;atlog "No. 5672@; 3 €1 G
28 ]2 202@ |S§ue;d by Respondent No 3 ang corrgsponging QO Mg
| ﬁq dateg 30 33 2022_3 1ssued by Begpondent No. 2, whlc;h gxtegdeq g}g ,
'tlm§ llmlj for passung the orders, is without authority of law apd glggg
.\nfgs to ;E)Q sgctlon 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Secyon 168§ pf
CG§] Agg 20‘21}’ and violative of artlcles 14, 19(1){9) 21 aﬂd 2@;’; of mg

CQQ%‘JH”Q%Q of lggla :

A NO: 1 OF 2025

."-Q:f

Petltta;} undgr Seglion 151 GPC praying that in the cirgumstances slated in
the affidawt {j!ed in suppart of the getmon the High Court may be p!egaseg to §ta¥
of opgratlp;:u of umpygned Summary Qrder in DRG-07 vide ;ef np
ZD3604240§4983‘1€ gatgd 30.04.2024 issued py the Responcjept Ng 14 for the 1@1{
penod 2018-19 ungigr CGST/EGST Acts, 2017 pending qfsposa} of ll]e abpve Wﬂl
Petqtlorg_, as g;hgmgg, the Petitionef will be put to severe loss and hgggsh!g

Counsegl for the Pgtﬂloner SRI V.VEERESHAM
Counsgl fop tbe Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Spec,gal
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for :he Respondent No 3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR ’
SC FOR CBIC :
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRi GADI
S PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
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W.P.NO: 349 OF 2025

Between:

_!0

M/s. AP Traders, 12-2-415/4/A, Gudimalkapur, Mehdipatnram, Hyderabad,
Telangana 500028 Represented By Its Proprietor, Mr. Mohd Abdul Farooq,
aged abou 51 years S/o. M A Gafoor, R/o, SBI Qolong AR Trade[s Road,

Mehdlpatndm Hyderabad- 500028
" PETI]'IONER
AND

The Assiste nt Commissigner ST, Mehdipatnam-1 Cirgle, Charmgnar Dlws'on
8th Floor, C.aganvihar Building, Nampally, Hyg}erabad—SQD o)

State of Telangana, Through Princip

B w0

- Repartment (Commercial Tax), Hyderebad Tglan i

Central Bozrd of Indirect Taxes and Cus{oms GS"E thcy ng! New Delhl

rep by its C ymmissioner
Union af Incia, Ministry of Finange, Reg;ggen;ed by its Sggretary, Nogp Block,

New Delhi- 10001 :
RE&PONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Conslitution of jnd!a praymg that in the

circumsfances stated In the affidavit filed therewith, - the ngh Qqun may he
pleased to issue e writ, order, or direction mare pq;:tlcqjggly Qne in the nature of a

Writ of Ma ndamtuis
() declafing uy signed Show cause notige in Farm DRC 01 vide Ref po.

ZD3601:4024138R dated 20/01/2024 and irqwﬂ;ghe_g%Surg;gg;avy—--@rde; in
DRC-07 vide ref. no. ZD3_6,0_424Q§§Q23L dated 30;04!2025 both issyed
by pursitant thereto and pass such fug;heﬁ ar o;her Qgggr(s,) as this
Honourable the section 73(10) of the GST Act 2017 and Segtion 1684 of
CGST Act, 2017 and violative of atticles 14, jgﬁ)('g:i_,“? 1 ;-;gld 265 of the
Constituton the 1st Respandent under the provisions of CGST/TGST
Act, 2017 as deing void, arbitrary, illegal, withoutjurigdictign and withgut
authority of by Respondent No. 3 and corresgondmg GO Ms No. 118
dated 2508/2023 Constltutlon of Indra and tg consequ ntfy set asnde
any action taken Court may deem fit and proper in the cnregmsiances of

the case.

(ii) declanng that the Notification No. 09/2023-C. T dated 31!03[2023 issued

vssued by Respondent No. 2 and Notlflcatton No, 56/2023 CT dated
28 12 2023 issued by Respondent No 3 and correspondlng GO Ms
170 dated 30/12/2023 issued by Respondent No. 2, WhICh extended the

time limit for passing the orders, is without authority of lew and ultrg
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vires to law apart from being violative of Articles 14, 19(1)(g) and 265 of
the of India.

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petmon under Sectlon 151 CPC praymg that in the c1rcomstgoces §tateg jn
the affi dawt ftied HI] support of the petition, the H:gh Cougl may be pleaseg to gtay
of operatIQn of }mpugned Summary ©Order in DRC- 07 nge L?f no
'ZD360424(}85023L dated 30/04/2024 issued by the Respondent NQ 1 f the za;g

.......

period 2013-19 unger CGST/TGST Acts, 2017 pending dispesal of mg al;gve wng
Petmon as otherw:ee the Petitioner will be put to severe loss and ngrgshlg .

Counsg} for the Petitioner: SRI V. VEERESHAM
Qounsel foc the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOPR OORILLA, Speglal
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
SC FORCBIC _
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI

PRA\[EEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAI= QF INQIA

W.P.NG: 366 OF 2025

Betwegn:

Mls SFC Constryctions Private Limited, Rep. by its Director, Syed Fareed
Uddln 9-4- 131/1/B/10, Nadeem Colony, Hyderabad 500 028

. PETITIONER
AND PETITION

1. The Assistant Compnissioner, Mehdipatpam- I}, Charminar Divigign,
Hyderabad, Telangana.

~2. The Commissionert of State Taxes, State of Telangana, Commergial Taxes
Co;nplex M.J. Road Opposite Gandhi Bhavanp, Nampaliy Hydegabad 500
00
3. State of Telangana, Represented by its Principal Secretary to Govemment
_ Revenue (CT-l) Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad. *
4. Central Boaid of indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Pohcy Wlng, Government
?é lsn_?|a thstry of Finance, New Delhi, Represented by | tts Commlssloner
)
5. Union of India, Represented by its Principal Secretary, Government Qf india,
Ministry of Flnance 3rd Floor, Jeevan Deep Bu;ldlng Sansad Marg N]ew E

Deth 10 001.
RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praylng that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
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pleased toto issue a Writ of Mandamus or any other appropnate Writ, Order or

Direction.
A. declarng tha' the order u/s 73 of the Goods and Servrces Tax Act, 2017,

Summary of the rder in Form GST DRC 07 and Attact]menl to FQrm GST DRC-
07, all dated 22.08.2C24, and passed by thg 1st Rgqundent vide Reference No..

2036082408301(1M under the proyisions Qf the '[elanggna Goodsg and Services
Tax Act, 2017 and Central Goods and Semgcs Tax Agt, 2012‘ for the tax pernod
2019 - 20 as uploaded in the GST web portal as a:bltrary bad and non-estin law,

'barrecf by himitation, without juris iction, va L) atheasons and
contrary to the pringiples of natural jUSthe ng also contrary to Amclgs 14 and 265
of the Constitutior of India, - - RS

B. after holding that. : -

a. the Notification No. 09/2023-Central Tax'dqted 31 03.2023 issued by the

4th Respordent, ie., the Central Bag[;i of lnc_ipggct Iaxe, and Customs,

New Delhi, and the correspondlng G Q Ms NQ 118 (Telangana) dated

25.08.2023 issued by the 2nd Respondeni i.e., the State of Tetangana,

extending the fimjtation from 31.12, 2023 to 30, DB 2024 fer completion of

adjudicatior pnder the provrslons of the antra] Goods and Services Tax

Act, 2017 and the Telangana Gaods af;ci é;w;ces Tax Act 2017, for the tax
period 2019 - 20, and : -' ' '

b. the Nofification No. 56/2023- Centra! Tax dated 28 12. 202'*1 issued by 4m
Respondent ie., the Central Board of lng;-gqt ]_’axes and Cystoms, New
Dethi, and tre corresponding G.0O. Ms-'rfgn 170 datéd 3-0; 12.2023, issued by
2nd Respondent, ie., the State of Tﬁlangana further extendmg the time
hrmt from 3(1,06.2024 to 30. 08 2024 fgr cqmplat;pn Qf adjudjcatlon under
the provisiorss of the Central Goods and Ser\nces Tax Act, 2017 and the
Telangana Coods and Serwc;es Tax Act 2017 for the tax period 2019 - 20,
are lssued wnhout any authonty of Iaw and are arbigrary, and ulitra vires
Sec. 73(10) and Section 168A of Cenlral Gogds and Serv;ces Tax Act, 2017
and Telangana Goods and Servnces Tax Act, 2017 apart from being
violative of aticles 14, 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constltutnon of Indla in the

mterests of justice.
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IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the cncumstances stated |n
the afﬂdawt filed in support of the petmon the ngh Cou;t mag be Elgased to stay
all further proceedmgs mcludlng any recovery pursuapt to ;)rde; u[s 73 of the
Goods and Serv:ces Tax Act, 2017, Summary of the Order u;] Eorm @ST E?RC Q?
and Attachment to Form GST DRC-07, all daled 22.08. 2024 and Egssecj by the
R 1 Responglent vide Reference No. ZDSGQQ%O&;OWM, uadﬁr ﬂgg grm@guons of
the Te!anggna Gogds and Servmes Tax A;t 2017 and g’;ent@j GQQdS anq

Semces Tax Act, 2017, for the tax penod 2019 20, peﬂg;ng glgposgl of the
) above Wnt Petltlon -

-Counse! for the Petitioner: SRI SINGAM SRINIVASA RAO
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3: SRI SWAROQPR OQBILLA, §pegla|
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SR| T.CHAITANYA LﬁlBAh{, AGP
Qounsel for, ghe Respondent No.4: SRi DOMINIC EERNANBI:Z&, SgQLOR
SC FQR CBIC
Counsei for the Respondent No.5: SRI B. MUKHEBJEE FOR SRIGADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLIQlTOR GENERAL QF IMI;)DA

W.P.NO: 581 OF 2025

Betwegn :

M/s Sita Devi Vundavalli, (Proprietrix of Mfs. Prasadz Markgmg Sglutlons)
_11 -5-238/8, HP Road, Moosapet, Medchal Malkajgig. Tglgngzmgﬁsogg1 Bep

ylts Proprigteix, Sita Deyi Vupdavali.
.;,E!ET;!;DL!;EB

AND

1. Assistapt Commissioner (ST), Fathenagar Cirgle, Hgderagad Ryeal DI)LISIQD
Hyderabad

Union of India, Rep. by the Secretary, M;_letry of Einance, No.g 36- A, North
Block, New Delh. ' ’ - T

State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary to Ggyernmggg, Rgzyengg
(CT-11) Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad. -

Centraf Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Policy Wing, Gove[nment
of Indla Mmlstry of Finance, New Delhi, rep by its Commlssmijef (GST)

RESPON DENTS

> owoN

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of Indla praymg that in the
cnrcumstances stated in the affldawt frled therew:th the Hngh Gourt may be
pleased to |ssue an appropriate Wnt Order or Direction more partlc:ularly in the

nature of MANDAMUS declaring the action of the 1st Respondent ln passmg the




154

impugned order dated 28/4/2024 and issuing notice for recovery of demand dated

10.12.2024 as imrproper, illegal, contrary to facts, and unsigned and consequently

set aside the samre.

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition unJer Section 151 CPE praying that in the circumstances stated in

B

the affidavit filed m support of the petitien, me High Coust may be pleased to grant
stay of collection of the tofal disputed {ax of Rs.8,06,39,392/- (GGST of

' Rs.4,03,19,696/- aind SGST of Rs.4,03,19,696%).

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI MUKTINUTALAPATI RAMACHANDRA MURTHY
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 3: SRI SWAROQPR OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GAD!
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy, SOLIGITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4; SR DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR
' ' - SCEQRCBIC

W.P.NO: 1327 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Srinivasa Automotiyes, 19/59, ‘Hyderabad Rgad, Opp New Bustand,
Siddipet, Siddipet District, Telangapa - 502103 Rep. by its Proprigtor,
Mr.Dharampal Reddy, Aged aboyt 62 ygars

...PETITIONER
1. The Assistart Commissioner (ST), Sapgareddy-STU, Nizamabagd Division,

Telangana.

The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Prigcipal Secretary, Reven ue (CT)
Department, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad. '
The Union of India, Rep. by its Secretary, Minjstry of Finance, North Block,

New Delhi - 110 001.
The Central Board

howoN

) of indirect Taxes and Customs, Rep. by its Chairman,
Ministry of Finance, Depgnmg@; _gf‘:Rq‘ nue, ;Qlort_h ,E’OC’S Central Secretariat,

New Delhi - 100 001.
...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pfeased'to ESSUe Writ of Mandamus or any ot_he"r appropriate Writ or Qrder or

Direction declaring
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(1) the action of the 1st Respondent in passing the Orders, dated 31/08/2024 and
29/08/2024, the Summary of the Orders in Form GST DRC 07 dated 31!08/2024
and 29/08/2024 and attachments to DRC- 07 dated 31[08/2024 and 29/08/2024
passed by the 1st Respondent levying IGSTICGSTISGST under Se;cnon ?3(10) of
~ the IGST CGST!SGST Act 2017, for the tax penod 2019-20 \mthout even issuing
Form GST DRC 01A as contemplated unge[ Ru}g 14(1A) of tbg Rulgs 2017,
without signature of the officer concerned in the. I;Igtlce and Qrders dated
31/08/2024 and 29/08/2024 and Summary Qj thg Ordggs da;gd 31[08/2024 and

opportun:ty of personal hearipg to the Petlypnep, as grblt[@;y, g,gmrapy to the
prov:sugns of the IGST/CGST/GGST Acts 20;]] and confrary to the Artrcie 14 19
(2) (g) 21 angd 265 of Constitution of India apd ngt’ eugp fel]ewsng the amended
Section 16 (4) of the CGST SGST Acts, 2017 by Flnangg Act 2024 grantmg time
till Novgmber 2021 and consequently set- a§jde the Orgggs of the 1§l Re§pondenl
dated 31/08/2024 and 29/08/2024 for thg tax perloq 2019 20 by passmg two

Qrgi;grs gs :F_ig:gal null an;_i_ yoid,

IA NO 1 OF 2025

Retition under Section 151 CPG praxmg that in t};g cwgumstances siated in
the affi Qavn filed in support of the pgtmon 1he ngh Qouri may bq plgaased to

ne

of the Orders in Form GST DRC 07, datgd 31[08/2@_24 and 294@8&924 and
altachments {o DRC-07, dated 31/08/2024 and 29!6&(2024 passgd by tha 1st

pendmg dlsposa} of the above Writ Pet:tion as othgnfvlsg, thg Petlnener WI" b pu]

to severe loss and hardship

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHAIK JEELANI BASHA
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRl SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
"~ Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRIT. CHA]TANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRl GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR
SC FOR CBIC

aa n@._ evgp 9ran ing an”
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W.P.NO: 1430 OF 2025

Between:

Narender Reddy Guduru, S/o. G. Sambha Shiva, Aged 70 years, Occ.
Business, H No 1-5:577, Flat No-103, 1st Floor, GNR Heights, Road No-3F,
New Marutnnagar Kothape;, Dilsukbnagar Hyderabad. Ranga Reddy
Telangana 500 060 GS]'IN 36AEHPG5019E1ZU

...PETITIONER

AND

1. The State of Jelangana, Rep, by its Pringipal Secretary Commercla! Iax

Departmet, Secretariate t]yderabad TeJanagana
___Theﬁommlssjm of Commer 3 TL_TE TAX), C. T. Complex,

2.
Nampally, Huderabad, Tglangaﬂq SQQQ1

3. The Joint (,ommlsejqner Sargpf Divisjon, (STATE TAX) Gaganvihar,
Nampally, Hvderabag, Tglangggg 500001.

4. The Assistant (;orumtssgner “Sarpor Nagar-l (STATE TAX) Saroor Nagar
DIVISIQ[} 76 F, i;;)or Qaganythqg, Mgmpally Hyderabad Telangana 500001

...RESPONDENTS

Petitiop undsar Artlcle 226 Qj me Consptutlgn of India praying that in the
circumstances stated n the aﬂ:dgvii fi ieg therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to Pass :uan order or orde{s one in nature of Writ of Mandamus for
declaring the actior of Respongjent No.4 and set aside the impugned Order dated
30-04-2024 under Section 73 of the CGST Agt, 2017, vide Reference No,
ZD3604240883670 dete;rmmmg_é_iéiéi_habuny of Rs. 3,50,116/- (Rupees Twenty
Three Lakh Fifty fhousand ©One Hyndred and Sixteen Only), including tax,
interest, and penaity in ggjte'gf filing [equiéi;e retyrns in the month of ane 2018
vide Form GSTR-1B, without perusing the retums filed by the petitioner ag
arbi_trary, illeggl. irn_;;[ope,f;' unjyst, agajnst i_@gg and yiolative of principles o__f- nat_u[:g!

justice and copsequently set agide the samg jp the.

IA NO 1 OF 2025

Petmon unde - Section 151 CPC praylng that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to grant
interim Stay of all further proceedlngs in the said umpugned order. dated 30- 04-'
2024 under Sectirm 73 of the CGST Act, 2017 vide Reference No
ZD3604240883670 determmlng a totai hablilty of Rs. 3,50,116/- (Rupees Twenty
Three Lakh Fifty Thousand One Hundred and Sixteen Only), including _t_ax_,

interest, and penalty pending disposal of the Writ Petition.
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SMT. S.RAMA LAKSHMI
Counsel for the Respondents: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

W.P.NO: 1443 OF 2025 : C o am
Belween |

M/s. Vin Plast, B-17, bth Floor, @ ptaur lkopn, Balanagar, Hyderabad,
Telangana 500037 Rep by its Partner, tg]addlpatl Rgtan Kumar o

S AND

1. Assistant Commissioner (ST), Fa;henggar Clrcle Hyderabad Rural Division,
Hyderabad
2. Union of Indig, Rep. by the Sgctgtary, Mjfjsstry of Fu;;ance No. 136- A, North
Biock, New Delhi.
3. State of Telangana, Rep. by its Rrincipal Sec[etary to Government, Revenue
(CT- li) Department, Secretariat, Hydg[aga
...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the nggitutign of India praying that in the
circumslances stated in the affidavit filag-iberq?with, the High _(j‘}_gurt may be
pleaseq to issue an appropriate Writ, Ordegr Qr Di?ectig_@ more particularly in the
nature of MANDAMUS declaring the gctior;;. gf the 1st Respondent in passing the
impugned order dated 29.04.2024 apd issuipg poticg for recovery of éeméﬂ‘?
dated 10.12.2024 as improper, illegal and upsigngd angd con,sequgbily §§t aside

the same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to grant
stay of co_t},ectioh of the total disputed fax 9f Rs16501915[- (!QST qf
Rs.164,77.717/- GGST of Rs.12,099 and SGST of Rs.12,009/).

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI MUKTINUTALAPATI RAMACHANDRA MURTHY
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 3: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Specual
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRIT. CHAlTANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for 1he Respondent No.2: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRi GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

PETITIONER
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W.P.NO: 1474 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Dura Flast Industries, 5-35/267A, Shaktipuram, Kukatpally Hyderabad
Telangana 500072 represented by |ts Proprietor, Sri. Ravindra Immanenr
PETITIONER
AND

1. Assistant Coemmissioner (ST), Balanagar Circle, Hyderabad RJraI Dlvrsu)n

Hyderabad, I’elangana
2. The State of I‘etangana represented by its Principal Secretary, Revenue

- .__—Depaptment L3 Ielanganaﬁecretanat Hyderabad.:
- RESPONDENTS

Petmoq under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praymg that in the
crrcumstances sta ad rn the affidavit filed therewith, the High _C;e._urt Lpag bg
pleased to issue a Q{nt qr Order or direction particularly one in the nature of Wrgt Qf
Mandarpus setting aside the impu_gged Assessment Order passed by the frrs;
respondent rn F(>rm 6GST DRC - 07, dated 31.082024. in Refere'r')cg R
No.ZD3608241523 14E, along with the attachment to the Form GST DRC - 07,
vide DIN No.GST/Z8AACP18847B12T/20, raising a demand of tax amountrng gQ
Rs.7,65,013/: (CGST. amountmg to Rs.3,82,507/- Plus SGST amountrng tg
Rs.3,82,507/-), for the tax perrpd 2019-20. that have been uploaded in the GS'F
portal wrthout digitally srgned which is contrary to the Rule 26 (3) of the CGS?
Rules 2017 as rtlecral arbitrary, ab initio void, confrary to the provisigns pf CGS}’ :
Act and Rutes 201" ang. TGST Act and Rules 2017, contrary to the law lard dgwq-
by the judicial pronpunc,ement of this Hon'ble Court and Hon'ble High Courts Q!
Delhr Bombay and Andhra Pradesh and wrthout authonty of faw.

1A NO 1 OF 2025

Petrtron under Sertron 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affrdavrt frted in support of the petrtron the High Court may be pleased to
pendrng dfspesal of “he Wrrt Petrt:on grant stay of all further proceedlngs arrsmg |n
pursuance of the rmougned Assessment Order passed by the first respondent |n
Form GST DRC 07, 1ated 31.08.2024, in Reference No. ZD3608241E>2314E along
with the attach 'nent to the Form GST DRC-07, vrde DIN
No. GST/BBAACP1884TB1ZT/2O for the tax period 2019-20. "
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Counsel for the Petitioner; SRI S.SURI BABU

' Counsel for the Respondents: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader

for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

W PETITION NO 1476 OF 2025

Between

M/s Sri Ganesh Jewels, 1-2- 593117 Bomalguda Hyderabad 500029. Sole

Proprietary Firm, Rep by its Propnetor Avmash Soni, S/o. Dinesh Soni, Aged
" about 32 years, ¥t

29 years R/o Hyderabad ' '

~PETITIONER
AND I

1. Govt. of Telangana, Commerclgl Taxes lepanment Rep. by Principal
Secretary Secretariat, Hyderabad.

The Commissioner of Commercial Taxes (ST) Commercial Taxes
Department, Nampally Statiop Road, ﬁJyderabad 500 001.

Joint Commissioner (ST) Commermal Taxes Depar;ment Abids Division,
Hyderabad. 500 001.

The Asst. Commissioner (ST), Abids ercie 4th Fogr, Old Kakatiya Hotel,

.RESPONDENTS

2w

Nampally Hyderabad 500 001,

Petition under Aricle 226 of t_hg Constitution of India praying that in the
circumslances stated in the aﬁidg!it ﬁ!e;-ibereyvith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ of Certiprarj or any other appropriate Writ, Qrder or Order_s
Direction or Dlrectlon§ to dec|a§e thg lmpugned nolice with DIN Na.
GST/36§:RDPSS43701ZPI17 18, datgd 02- Q8-2024 the Summary of Show CaUSe
Notice Reference No. ZD360§24009041R dajed 03- 08-2024 tssged by the 4th
respondent proposing to assegs the getrthner flrm for the net tax payable of Rs
2,65,47, 906/- for thg periad 2Q17-18 Ulsec ]4 of GST Act 2017 and all fuﬂher
consequentnal proceedmgs as rilegal a3 _bstrary without Jurrsgjlctron and
unsustalnable in Iaw and to set asrde the same and alsp direct the respondents to

actin accordance wnth law.

A NO: 2 OF 2025

Petmon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affldawt filed in support of the petltlon the High Court may be pieased o
suspend the impugned notice with DIN No. GSTI36CRDPSS437D1ZPI 17-18,

ar, Sfo, S- Knishraiah, Age,
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dated 02-08-2024 and the Summary of Show Cause Notice Reference ‘No.
ZD360824009041R, dated 03-08-2024 issued by the 4th respondent, proposrng to
assess the petrtloner firm for the net tax payable of Rs. 265,47 906/- for the pertod
2017-18 U/ sec 74 of GST Act 2017, pendlng disposal of this Writ Petltlon '

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHANKER LAL
Counsel for the Respondents SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
4 : for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGB

W P NO 1521 OF 2025

Between

M!s Gee Kay Steel Corporation, 1-8- 32/5, 2nd Floor, Bapubagh Co!qny,

S.D.Rpad, 3ecunderabad - 500 003 " State of Telangana Rep by |t5
Propnetor Mr Gopal Kishan Agarwal )
PET!IION,ER

AND

Ry

The Assistart Commissioner (ST), M.G.Road-S.D.Road Circle, Begumpet _
Division, Hyderabad.

The Slate of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Rever}ue (CT)
Departinent, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad.

The Union of India, Rep. by its Secretary Department of Revenue Mlmstry of

The Qentral Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, Rep. by its Chatrmgn B
thstry of Finance, Department of Reyenue North Biock Central Segretanat

NewBelhr 190 001 T
_ RESPONDEN

Petltron under Adrcle 226 of the Constrtuuon of India praymg fhgt n L,..,
crrcumstances stated |n the affrdavrt flled therewrth the Hrgh unrt may be
pleased to tssue Wnt of Mandamus or any other appropnate Wr;t or Order Qr'
darectlon decl@rmq S j

( 1) the actlon of the- st Respondent in passmg the Order dated 10 04 2024 tbe—?
Sumrnary of the Order dated 10.04.2024 and the Summary of Assessment Or
dated 19 04.2024 a*rd the Rectlftcatton Order dated 13.09. 2024 the Summary df
Rectrfrcatlon gf Order, dated 13.09.2024 and the Summary of Rectmcatrqn Qr er
rn Form GST DRC 08 dated 13, 09 2024 under Sectlon 74 of the SGSTICGST Ci'
2017, mstead of uncler Sectron 73 of the SGST/CGST Agt 2017, for the tax per:'_ d
September 2018, wlthout considering the detasted objections of rhe Petmon r"

wrthout generatmg verifiable Document Identrflcatron Number (DIN) wrthput
provrdlng suﬂ"crent opportunity of berng heard to the Petitioner, after submrssron of

Finance, New_ Delhr Lol
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objections, without signature in the Order, dated 10.04.2024, the Summary of the
Order in Form GST DRC-07; dated 10.04.2024 and the Rectification Order, dated
13.09.2024, the Summanry of Rectification of Order, dated 13.09.2024, as arbitrary,
contrary to the provisions of the SGST/CGST Act, not valid in the eye of faw, in
violation of Prtncrples of Natural Justrce and Rule of Law, and contrary to the
Article 14, 19(2)(g) and 265 of the Constltut:on of India,

(2) the action of the 1st Respondent in not rssurng the Form GST DRC 01A as
contrary to Sectron 169 Qf the SGST[CGST Act 2017 read wrth Rule 142(1A) qf
the SGSTICGST At 201? |

(3) the actron of the 1st Respondent in tevymg tax and mterest yunder Sectron 74 of
the SGSTICGST Act, for the tax penod September 2018-19 an Order of
Assessment dated 10. 04 2024 was alreadz passed under Section 7,3 of the
CGST/SGST Act 2017 and agam passrng Qrders for the month of September
2018 thaugh the Petrtioner has Invorces and Bank Statement for payment propf
as 1llegat arbitrary, rmproper unfalr vrolating artrcles 14 19(1)(g). 21 and SGOA Qf
the Constrtutron of lndra

(4) |nvokrng Sectron 74 of the SGSTICGST Act 2017 by passrng the Order, dated
10.04. 2024 the summary of the Order dated 10.04.2024 and the summary of
Assessment order, dated 10 04 2024 and the Rectrfrcatron Order, dated
13. 09 2024, the Summary of Rectrf catlon “of Order, dated 13.09. 2024 and tbe
Summary of Rectrfrcatron Order in qum GST DRC 08, dated 13. 09 2024 for the
tax penod September 2018 though the Orders dated 10.04. 2024 has already
been passed for the entrre frnancral year 2018 19 under Sectron 73 of. the
CGSTISGST Act 2017 agam passrng Orders for the tax penod September 2018
under Section 74 of the CGSTISGST Act 2017 takrng extended penod Qf

hmrtatron is not valrd in the eye of Iaw

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Sectlon 151 CPC prayrng that in the circumstances stated ip
the affidavit filed in support of the petrtron the Hrgh Court may be pteased to
suspend the operation of the Order, dated 10.04.2024, the Summary of the Order
in Form GST DRC-07, dated 10.04.2024 and the Summary of Assessment Order,
dated 10.04.2024 and the Rectification Order, dated 13.09.2024, the Summary of
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Rectification of Order, dated 13.09.2024 and the Summary of Rectification Order
in Form GST DR(-08. dated 13.09.2024 passed by the 1st Respondent, for the
tax period Septerber 2018 under the CGST/SGST Act 2017, pending disposal of

the above Writ Petiticn, as otherwise, the Petitioner will be put to severe loss and

hardship.

Counsel for the Patitioner: SRl SHAIK JEELANI BASHA
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
: Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRi B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI ff".} f?‘
" PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy, SOLICITOR GENERAL, OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SE IOR L
sC FOR CBIC R =

W_P N@ 1534_0F 2025
Between o
| Mls Sandhya Constructions and Estates Private Limited, Sy No 86, 87, 90,
91/1 and 93/2, SBR Sin Technopark, Serilingampalii, Sharkpet Hyderabad
Telangana - 500 008 Represented by its Director, Smt Sandhya Saranala,

Glo. Sreedhar Saranala, Aged 49 years, R/o. Plot No. 13 14715, D, No.. 8-2
293/82/NG/13-15, Road No-69; Nandagrrr Hllls Castle’ Houee Hy_dera a,f,_!

Telangana &00 033
e PETITIONER

AND

4. The Deputy Sommissioner of State tax, ST-II, Enforcement Wrng HOD

. ‘Nampally, Hvderabad.
. 2. State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue

Department Commercrat Tax), Hvderabad Teiangana 7
: Z RESPGNBE_ T§

Petrtlon undzgr Article 226 of the Constitution of India prayugg thaj m\ the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit fr!ed therewrth the H:gh Cgurt may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction more partrcularly one in the nature of a
Wnt of Mandamu, declaring that impugned SCN in Form DF‘C 01 beanng
reference no ZD3602220017031 dated 05.02.2022 and |mpugned order n form
DRC 07 beanng reference no. ZD360824098118X dated 24.08. 2024 passed by
the ReSpondent No 1 under the provrsrons of CGST/TGST Act, 2017 -as berng
void, arbltrary, |Heg al without Jurlsdrctuon without authonty of law apart from berng

vrolat:ve of Artrcfe< 14, 19(1)(g) and 265 of the Constltutaon of lndla and t0

consequently set aside the same.
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IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
operation of rmpugned order in Form DRC-07 vide Reference No
ZD360824098118X dated 24. 08 2024 issued by the Respondent No. 1 -

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P. KVENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Speeral
Govt Pteader for State Tax assrsted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KlRAN AGP

W P NO 1532 OF 2025

Between

Mls Volta Tours and Travels Private Limited, 1-55/4, WING:1, Ptet No_(;‘o
Ground ° FIQQ[, Rajaprasadamu Masyd Banda,” Kondapur, - Hydera ad
Rangareddy -District,” Telangana - 500084 Rep by its Authonsed _f

Mr Kala Sagar Mallam Aged about 38 years ES

AND

PEHBONER

The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Enforcement, HOD, Telangana.

The State of. Telangana Rep. by its Principal Secretary Revenue (CT)
Department, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad.

The Union of India, Rep. by its Secretary, Department of Revenue Mmrstry of
Finance, New Delhi. ' .
The Céntral Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, Rep. by its Chalrman
Mrnrstry of Finance,; E)epartment of Revenue North Block Cent:at Secretanat

New Delhl 100 OD1
RESPONDENTE

& W s

curcumstances stated m the affrdavrt frled therewrth the Hrgh Court may be
pteased to rssue ert of Mandamus or any other appropnate Wnt or Qrder or
drrectron deqlarrng the actron of the 1st Respondent in passrng the Order dated
10/07/2023 the Summary of the Orders in Form GST DRC-07, dated 10!07/2023
and Proceedrngs dated 10/0?/2023 passed by the }st Respondent Ievyrng
CGSTISGST under Sectron 73 of the CGST/SGST Act 2017, for the tax penod
2017- 18 wrthout even rssurng Form GST DRC-01A as contemplated under Rule
142( tA) of the Ru!es 2017, without signature of the officer concerned in the Notice
and Order dated 10/07/2023 Summary of the Order dated 10/07/2023 and
Proceedmgs dated 1007 2023 by the 1St Respondent, and wrthout DIN and
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without even granting sufficient opportunity of being heard to the Petitioner, as
arbitrary, contrary to the provisions of the CGST/SGST Acts 2017, and contrary to
the Article 14 19 (2) (g) 21 and 265 of Constitution of Indra and consequentiy set-
aside the Orders of the 1st Respondent dated 10/07/2023 for the 1ax perrod 2017—

18 as r!legal null aind void.

IA NO 1 OF 2025

the affrdavrt frled rn support of the petrt:on the ngh__:_,._f__ourt znay_l lge pleased to
suspend the opemtron of the Order, dated ]0/07/2@23 Summary of tbe C)rders sn
Form GST DRC 07, d';ted 10/Q7/2023 and Proceegllnge dated 10/0?!2023 passed

under the CGSTIQGS1 Acts 2017, pendmg dlsposal of the above ert Petmon as

cherwrse the Petrhoner will he put to severe Ioss and hardshlp

- Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHAIK JEELANI BASHA
Counse[ for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Spemal
T T Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRITT:HN’FANYA KIRAN_ AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRIB. MUKHERJEE FOR SRIGADI -~ -
“' PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy, SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SE},__\__ OR
sC FOR CBIC

W.P NO 1576 OF ’025

Between

Mls Gee Kay Steel Corporation, 1-8-32/5, 2nd Floor Bapubagh Colony,
$.D.Rgad, Secunderabad - 500 003 State of Telangana Rep by. rts
Proprreior M. Gopal Kishan Aganrval

PETITIONER

AND__

1. The Assistant Commissioner {ST), M. G Road—S D. Road Circle, Begumpet
Division, Hyderabad.

The State of lelangana, Rep. by its Pnnmpai Secretary Revenue (CT)
Department, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad.

The Union of India, Rep. by its Secretary Department of Revenue Mrmstry of
‘Finance, New Delhi.

The Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs Rep by its (,harrman
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, North Block, Cemraf Secretariat

New Delhi 100 001
...RE_SPONDENTS
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Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased toto issue Writ of Mandamus or any other appropriate Writ or Order or
direction declaring. |
(1) the actron of the 15t Respondent in passing. the Order dated 10. 04 2024 the
Summary of the Order dated 10.04.2024 and the Summary of Assessment Ordet‘
dated 10 04 2024 and the Rectification Order dated 13 09 2_0, 4, t,he Surnmary Qf |
Rectlfcahon of Order dated 13.09,2024 and the Summary of Rectrﬁcatron ord"r
rn Form GST DRC 08 dated 13 09 2024, under Sectron 74 of the SGSTICGS"{ _
Acts 2017, instead of under Section 73 of the SGST/CGST Acts 203? for the fay
perrod December 2018 without consrdenng the detarled objectlons of . the
Petrtrongr wrthout generatrng verrfrable Document Identrflcatron Ngmbe[ (chlz
wrthout provrdrng suffrcrent opportunrty of berng heard to tbe Petttroner aﬂe;
submrssron Qf objeotrons wrthout sinature in the Order dated 19942Q24 the
Summary of the Order in Form GST DRC-07, dated 10.04. 2Q24 and thg
Rectrflcatron Order dated 13. 09 2024 the Summary of Rectrfrcatron of Ord""":_
dated 13 09. 2024 as arbrtrary, contrary to the provisions of the SGSTJCGST Acta:
not valrd in the eye of Iaw in violation of Prrncrples of Naturat Justrge and Ru!e Qf
Law and contrary to the Articlg 14, 19(2)(g) and 265 of the Constrtutlon of tpdla, -
2) the actron of the 1st Respondent in not tssumg the Forrn GST DRC Q1A as
contrary to Sectron 169 of the SGSTICGST Act 2017 read wrth Rute 142(1/3,&2 Qf
the SGSTICGST Acts 2017, : .
' (3) the actton of the 1st Respondent in levymg tax and interest undef Sectron 74 pj
the SGST/QGST Acts for the tax penod December 2018 though for the tax
perrod 2018 19 an Order of Assessment dated 10.04. 2024 was already passed
under Sectron 73 of the CGST/SGST Acts 2017 and agarn passmg Qrders for t J
month of December 2018 though the Petrtroner has Invorces and Bank Statement

for payment proof as rllegat arbrtrary rmproper unfair, vrolatlng artrcles 14
19(1(g), 21 and SOOA of the Constitution of India '

(4) mvokrng Sectron 74 of the SGST/CGST Acts 2017 by passrng the Order dated |
10, 04 2024 the Summary of the Order dated 10.04. 2024 and the Summary of
Assessment Order dated 10.04.2024 and the Rectrfrcatron Order dated
13. 09 2024 the Summary of Rectlflcatron of Order, dated 13.09. 2024 and the
Summary of Rectification Order in Form GST DRC-08, dated 13. 09. 2024 for the
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tax period December, 2018, though the Orders, dated 10.04.2024 has already
been passed for the entire financial year 2018-19 under Section 73 of the
CGST/SGST Acts 2017, again passing Orders for the tax period December, 2018
under Section 7¢ of the CGST/SGST Acts 2017, taking extended period of

]imitation, is not velid n the eye of Iav_v_‘.

A NO: 1 OF 2025

Petrtron under, Sectron 191 CPC prayrng tha; in the cwcumstances stated in
Ihe affrdawt filed in support of the petitron ‘the ngh Court may be p!easeci to
in Form GST DRC 07 dated 10 04 2024 and the §ummary of Assessment Order
dated 10 04.2024 and the Rectlfrcallon Ordgr dategl 13 09 2024 the Summary of
Rectn‘rcatron of Orfer dated 13.09, 2024 anq the Summary of Reotrﬂcatron Order
in Form GST DRC 08 dated 13.09. 2024 pas_ d by the Pt Respondent for the tax
penod December 2013 under the CGSTISGS; Acts 2017 pendlng disposal of the

above Wnt Petition, as otherwise, the Petmoner wrll be put to severe loss and

hardshrp

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHAIK JEELANI BASHA
Counsel for the Re :spondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWABOOP OORILLA, Special
~ Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
o PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy SOLIC!TOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No 4: SRI DOMNIC FERN_&NDES SFNIOR

W P NO 1586 OF 1025

Between

Mls Sri Ganesh Jewels, 1-2-593/17, Domalguda Hyderabad 500029. Sole
Proprietary Frm, Rep. by its Proprletor Avinash Soni, S/o. Dinesh Soni, Aged
about 32 years, Represented by GPA 8 Bhaskar Slo. S. Knshnarah Age.

29 years R/c Hyderabad.
..PETITIONER
~AND o '

1. Govt of Telanjana, Commercial Taxes Department, Rep. by Principal
Secretary, Sezretariat, Hyderabad.

2. The Commissioner of Commercial Taxes (ST), Commercial Taxes
Department. Nampally Station Road, Hyderabad. 500 001.
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3. Joint Commissioner (ST), Commercial Taxes Department, Abids Division,

Hyderabad. 500 001.
4. The Asst. Commissioner (ST), Abids Circle, 4th Floor, Old Kakatiya Hotel,

Nampally, Hyderabad. 500 001.
...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of Indla prayrng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affrdavrt filed therewrth [he ngh Qourt may be
pleased toi rssue a Wnt of Certroran or any other appropnate Wnt Qrder or Orders
Drrectron or Drrectrons to declare the rmpugned notrce A DIN NQ
GSTIBGCRDP85437D1ZPI 18-19, dated 11- -01 2024 |ssued Ulset_,_ } of the GST
Act and the consequentral Orders wrth Reference No ;D36942409g§19)§ dateq
seg4 2024 passed Ulsec.73 of the GST Adl 2017 as- rllegal a.;b;rrary,‘ with
}url§dlctron and unsustarnable in law and to set asrde the sarpg ang al;o d;gec; the

respondents to act’ |n accordance wath !aw

IA NO 2 OF 2025

Petrtron under Sectlion 151 CPC praymg that in the crrcumstanges stated rp
'the affrdavrt frted m support of the petrtron the ngh Cour_t may Qe pleased to

A

suspend the rmpugned notlce with DIN No GST136CRDP85437I1ZPI18 19

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHANKER LAL
Counsel for the Respondents SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Speclal Govt | Pleader
a for State Tax asststed by SRI T CHAITANYA Kl AN AGP

W P NO 1614 OF 2025

Between

Mls Poorna Constructions, rep. by its Partner, Mr. S. Veerender #3 9-55/5
Reddy Cotony Hanumakonda-506 001, Warangal Drstrrct
_ PETITIONER

AND

1. Assistant Commissioner, Warangal-Urban-lI, Warangal

2. State of Telangana, rep. by its Chief Secretary and Special Chief Secretary to
Government (FAC), State Tax Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad.

3. Union of India, rep. by its Secretary, Ministry of Finance, Government of India,

3' Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Sansad Marg, New Delhi-110 001.
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4. Central Bozrd of Indirect Taxes and Customs, GST Policy Wing, Government
of India, Ministry of Finance, New Delhi, rep. by its Commissioner (GST).
5. The Bank Manager, State Bank of India, Kazipet Branch, Fathima Complex,
Fathima Nagar, Hanumakonda-506 001, Warangal District.
RESPONDENTS

Petmon under Article 226 of the Constltutlon of India praymg that in the
circumstances stated in the affldawt f'Ied therewrth the High Court may be

pleased to assue a _\Nnt of Mandamus or any other appropnate wrlt or order or

Sectlon 73 of the CGbT and SGST Act as j'.ing a nu!laty and non- est an taw on

account of not hawng any srgnatures on them »and also qontrary to Rule 142(1A) Qf
: GS'[ RC 01A -

CGST Rules, 201~ for not ;ssuung F' _

IA NO 1 OF 2025

Petltlon uncer :ectlpn 151 GPC praying that in the circumstances stated In
the affidavit filed in support of the petrtlon,':the ngh Court may be pleased to
suspend the bank attarhment notlce lssued by the 1st Respondent for recovery of
the dlsputed amo Jnts for the tax penod 20' 8-19 in Form GST DRC 13 dated
08 01 2025 to the 3th Respondent underSéqtlen'YQ(‘l)(c) of the G¢ T Act pendmg
dlsposa! of the Wnt Petltlon as otherwrse the Petltioner wr!t be pu to severe Ioss

and ha[dShlp

IA NO 2 OF 2025

Petmon undzr Section 151 CPC praylng that in the circumstances stated in
the afflda\nt flled in suoport of the petltlon the Hrgh Coutt may be pleased to grant
stay of all further proceedmgs pursuant to the lmpugned order dated 23. 04 2024
and proceedfngs nn Form GST DRC 0? |n Ref No. ZD360424048625A dated
23. 04 2024 passed by the Isi Requndent for the tax penod 2018 19, pendmg

dlsposat of the Writ Petltlon as ethenrwse the Petmoner wrll be put to severe Ioss

and hardshlp
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI KARTHIK RAMANA PUTTAMREDDY
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL, OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
SC FOR CBIC T (_
Counsel for the Respondent No.5: --

W P NO 1721 OF 2025

| Between

Mls Anuhar Homes Pvt, Ltd, (Represented by itg Authonsed Signatory) 3rd

Flpor Sri Venkateswara erayam, Ja\ ‘;ahar’ Colony. \/enkateshwara Hrlls,
o | "a ,EETITIONER

Jubllee Hills, Hyderabad 500 033
’ AN'?

1. Assistant Comm|55|oner (GST) Punjagutta DC Offlce PunJagutta Dr\uslon

~ Hyderabad.

2. State of Telangana rep. by |ts Sepretary to Government gRevenue) State Tax
* Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad. .
3. Unron oflnd:a (rep by its Secretary (Revenue)) North Block New Delhl

RESPONDENTS

Petrtron under Article 226 of the Constltutron of India praylng that n the
c:rcumstances stated in the affidavit ﬂled therewnth the ngh Court ‘may be
pleased 1o |ssue a Wit of Mandamus or any other appropnate wrlt or grdef or
dlrectlon (a) Settrng asnde the |mpugned Show Cause Notlce dt 18 ~:¥',-2022 along
with proceedlngs m Form GST DRC 01 vlde Ref No ZD3602220160260
dt. 18 02 2022 and |mpugned Order dated 29 12 2023 along wrth prpceedmgs m
Form GST DRC 07 vide Ref. No. ZD361223063370R at. 29. 12 2023 lssued by the
1St Respondent for the tax period July 2017 to March 2018 wlthout ha\ung any

SJQnature as |llegal arbltrary

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petrtlon under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the circumstances stated in
the affldawt flled in support of the petition, the ngh Court may be pleased to grant
stay of all further proceedings pursuant to the !mpugned Order dated 29. 12 2023
along W|th proceedmgs in Form GST DRC-07 vide Ref. No. ZD361223063370R
dt.29. 12 2023 lSSUBd by the 1st Respondent for the tax perlod July 2017 to
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March, 2018 pencing disposal of the Writ Petition as otherwise the Petitioner will

be put to severe Ic ss and hardship.

Counsel for the Patitioner: SRI'K.P.AMARNATH REDDY AND SRI MD. ASRAR
AHMED FOR M/s. YAMMANURU SiRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SR| T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

Counsel for the Respondent No 3 SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI L:ADI ' :

o PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLIC]TOR GENERAL. OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No 4; :Rl DQM!N!C FERNANDES SENIOR
SC FOR CBIC B

W. P NO 1764 OF 2025

Between

M/s Sree laxmi Enterprises, rep.by its Proprietor Y Padmanabha Reddy
No.61/3; Opp. Mekins " Unrt—1 Gandhmagar Industnal Area Balanagar

Hyderabad )00037
..PETITIONER
ANQ o

1. The State of Tefangana, rep-by the Principal Secretary, Revenue {CT)

Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad, Telangana.
2. The Agsistant Commissioner (ST), Fathenagar Circle, Hyderahad Rural

Drvrsron Hyderabad Telanganef,,,,,,
RESPONDENTS

Petmon under Artrcie 226 of the Constrtutron of india pray;ng that in the
crrcumstances stated rn the affrdavrt fried Iherewrth the High Court may be
pleased to |ssue a Wnt or Order or Direction partrcularly one in the nature of Wrrt
of Certiorari quaqh ng the rmpugned order paesed by the 2nd respondent |n DRC-
07 for the year 201 7 18 dated 09 11 2023 rejectrng rnput tax credrt te the tune of
Rs.44, 36 1351— uncter the CGSTISGST Acts and call for the records as the sard
rejectron of ITC is rHean perverse wrthout authonty of law and for exercrsmg
improper jUI’ISdICtFOF) being quasr-judrcral authonty and consequently set asrde the
Recovery Notlce under Sectron 78 of the SGST Act, 2017 dated 10 12 2024 ln

Ref No.Hyd. Rurar [nvreron/AClZO24 25

IA NO 2 OF 2025

Petltlon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pieased to gram
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stay of all further proceedings pursuant to the impugned order passed in DRC-07
for the year 2017-18 by the 2nd respondent dated 09.11.2023 and the Recovery
Notice under Section 78 of the SGST Act, 2017 dated 10.12.2024 in

Ref No Hyd Rural Divn/AC/2024-25.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI B. KRISHNA REDDY :
Counsel for the Respondents "SRI SWARQOP OQRILLA, Special Govt Pleader
: ’ for State Tax assrsted by SRI T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

W P NO 1774 OF 2025

Between

Mls Dotcom Computers, (Rep by jts Proprietor) Mr. Suresh Babu
| Katraqadda Shop No. 7 and 8, Annapurr}a Block Adrtya Enciave Ameerpet

yderabad Telangana- 500038
. PETITIONER
AND

1. Assistant Commissioner (State Taxes) Punjagutta-z Punjagutta lesron
Telangana.
State of Tetangana rep. by its Secretary to Government (Revenue) State Tax
Depantiment, Secretariat, Hyderabad
Union of India, (rep. by its Secretary (Revenue) North Block, New Delhi
HDFC Bank erlted 8-3-214, Sripivasa Nagar Colony, Sanjee\rareddynagar
Post Hvderabad Telangana— 500 038 o :

RESPONDENTS

nat I

Pet:tron under Artrcle 226 of the anstitutron of Indig prayrng thgt in the
crrcumstances stated in the aﬁudevrt frleg therewrth the Hrgh Court may be
pleased to assue a Writ of Mandamus or any other appropnate wnt or order Qf
drrectron by ' '

(a) settrng aside the |mpugned Show Ca‘u'Se Notlce gt 39/05/2022 along wlth
proceedmgs in Form GST DRC 01 vsde Ref No ZD360522018972D dt

30/05/2022 and Order dated 30!04[2024 along wrth proceedrngs in Form

GST DRC 07 vide Ref. No 203605240006Q9I dt. 30/04/2024 |ssued by ihe

1st Respondent for the tax perlod Aprrl 2018 to March 2019 wrthout

havrng any srgnature as rllegal arb;trary

IA NO: 2 OF 2025

Eetitit’;n under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to grant
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stay of afl further >roceedings pursuant to the impugned Order dated 30/04/2024
along with proceecdings in Form GST DRC-07 vide Ref. No. ZD36(:5240006091 dt.

30/04/2024 issuec by the 1st Respondent for the tax period April, 2018 to March,
2019 pending disposal of the Writ Petition as otherwise the Petitioner will be put to

severe loss and hcrdshrp

1A NO: 1 OF 2025

Pet[t:on under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the circumstances stated ln
the affrda\nt fried n qupport of the petrtlon the Hrgh Court may be pleased to
declare - that the recovery proceedrngs mltrated as rllegat and direct the Ath

Respondent to de reeze the account f the Petrhoner

Counsel for the Petrtloner SRI K.P.AMARNATH REDDY AND SRI MD. ASRAR
o AHMED FOR M/s. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY -
Counsel for the Respondent ! Nos 1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Specral
Govt Pleader for State Tax assrsted by SR} T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counset for the Respondent No.3; SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
' PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLIC!TOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No 4; =

W. P NO 1796 OF (_125

Between

Mls Vin Plast, B-17, 5th Floor, Centaur lkon, T.l.E, Balanagar, Hyderabad
Telangana— -“0003’? Rep by its Partner Maddrpatr Ratan l*(umar '

-.PETITIONER
AND ARE

1. Assistapt Commissioner (ST, Fathenagar Circle, Hyderabad Rural Division, .-

Hyderabad, ?elangana
2. Union of India, Rep. by the Secretary, Mrmstry of Finance, No. 136 A, North

- Block, New Eethl :
3. State of Telangana, Rep. by |ts Prlncrpal Secretary to Government Revenue

(CT H) Department Secretariat, Hyderabad
_ RFSPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of india praying that in the'
ciroumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue ar appropriate Writ, Order or Direction more particularly in tne
nature of MANDAMUS declaring the action of the 1st Respondent in passing tne
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impugned order dated 4/4/2024 and issuing notice for recovery of demand dated
10/12/2024 as improper, illegal” and unsigned and consequently set aside the

same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC prayrng that in the circumstances stated in
the affrdavrt filed in support of the petxtlon the Hrgh Court may be pleased to grant
stay of collect:on of the total dlsputed tax ot Rs.t 61 77 17/- IGST and penalty of
Rs.16, 17 772/— IGST '

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI MUL(]'!NUTA&APATI RAMACHANDBA MURTHY
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 3: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pteader for State Tax assrsted by SRI. T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No 2; SRIB. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI RE
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dyr SpLIClTOR GENERAL 0F INDIA

W.P.NO: 1825 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Anuhar Homes Pvt, Ltd, (Represented by its Authorised Signatory) 3rd
Floor, Sri Venkateswara Nrtayam Jawahar Coiony Venkateshwara Hills,
Jubr!ee Hills, Hyderabad 500Q33 I

PETITIONER

AND -

1. Assistant Commrssroner (GST) Punjagytta DC Oﬁrce Pun]agutta Dr\nslon

Hyderabad
2. Slate of Telangana rep. by |ts Secretary to Government gRevenue) State Tax
d. -

Depariment, Secretariat, Hydéraba
3. Umon of India, (rep by its Sec[etary (R Eenue)) North Block, New Delhr

RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praylng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affrdavrt flled therewrth the High Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus or any other approprrate wrrt or order or
darectron , '

(a) Set asrde impugned Show Cause Notlce dt. 18.02.2022 along wtth
proceedmgs in Form GST DRC 01 vide Ref. No. ZD3602220160509 dt.
18.02.2022 and impugned Order dated 29.04.20_251 along with proc_eedrng_s
in Form GST DRC-07 vide Ref No. ZD3604240760787 dt. 29.04.2024
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issued by the 1st Respondent for the tax period April, 2018 to March, 2019

without having any signature as iltegal, arbitrary.

1A NO: 1 OF 2025

Petmon under Section 151 CPC prayrng that in the circumstances stated in
the affldavrt tlted ir. support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to gran; '
stay of alt further proceedlngs pursuant to the impugned Order dated 29 04 2 )
along wlth prgc_;eed;ings _ir) Form GST DRG;Q? vide Ref. No. ZDC’;@QQ%Q?GQ
dt. 29. 04 2024 ISSLed by the 1st Respondent for the tax period Aprll 201. !
March 2019 pend ng dISposal of the Writ Petmon as otherwrse thg Petltloner yyj]j

be put to severe Io ;5 and hardshrp

Counsej for lhe Petitioner: SRIK.P. AMARNATH REDDY AND SRI MD. ASRAR
"AHMED FOR Mis! YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY ;% %
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Specral
- Govt Pleader for State Tax assmted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGB
Counsel for the eSpondent No.3: SRIB. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
S PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL QF INDIA

W P NO 1998 OF ”025

Between

Mls Manbhum Construction Company Private Limited., Represented by its
Managrng Director, Mr. Ramakrishna Rao Ponugoti, Slo P ‘Dashrath Rao
Having office at 4ih, 5th, 501, GHMC Ng 8-2- -120/86/A/4,14, Near KBRPafk

Banjara Hrlls Hyderabad Telangana 500034
PETITIONER
ANQ

1. The Appellale Joint Commissioner (State Tax), Punjagutta Dlvrs;on 5th Floor

- GT.Comiplex, Nampally, Hyderabad, Telangana-500 001. . el

2. The Assistant Commissioner (State Tax), Begumpet Il Circle, Begumpet
Division, H. No 6-3-789, 5th Floor Pavani Presttge Ameerpet Hyderabad:—
5000186.

3. The Commissioner of State Tax, CT Complex Nampally, Hyderabad
Telangana-500 001.

4. The State of “elangana, Rep. by its Principat Secretary to Gove: rnment
Revenye Department (State Tax) Secretariat, Hyderabad - 500004

5. Union of India; Through the Principal Secretary to the Governmant, Mmlstry of
Fmance Dep: artment of Revenue, Udyog Bhavan, North Block New Delh;—

10001
R[—SPONDENTS-
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Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or direction particularly one in the nature of a Writ of
Mandamus or any other appropriate writ declaring (i) Order-in-Appeal No.
Z2D361124031037V dated 26. 11 2024 (ii) Order-in- Original dated 30.12.2023 vide
Ref. No ZD361223070502R and (m) Show Cause Not;ce dated 13 11. 2021 y:de
Ref No 20361 1210134416 whlch yvas uploaded on the GST Ponai is un5|gned
illegal, in vnolatlon of prmmples of naturai Justlce wnhout jUflSdlCthﬂ as itis passed

without authonty of Iaw in the :nterest of ,ustlce and equnty, and In accordance

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petmon under Sectlen 151 CPE praylng that in the circumstanges stated in
the afﬂdav:t filed in support of the petmon Ihe High Court may be p}eased to stay
the recovery of demand of Rs. 39, 26 0381- penalty of Rs 3,92, 604/— and tnterest
thereof- pursuant to the lmpugned Qrder |n-AppeaI dated 26.11. 2024 passed by

Respondent No 1, any other coeroive actions in pursuant to the said order dated

26 11.2024.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI KARAN TALWAR
Counsel for the Respondent Nos 1 to 4: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax asmsted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.5: SRl B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI '
: . PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOL]CITOR GENERAL QF lNDIA

W P N. 2106 OF 2925

Between

M/s Sri Venkateswara Industries,  H. No. 11 -5-247/3A/NR, First Floor,
Bhavani Nagar, ~ Moosapet, ~ Medchal Malkajgiri, Telangana— 500018
Represented by its’ Proprietar, Mr. Kolliboina Thirupathaiah, aged about 38
years S/o. Veenkataiah, Rfo. Flat No. 102, Va;shnav: Sn Sai Baba Colony,

Kukatpally Medchal- Malkajgan- 500072
..PETITIONER
AND " : _

1. The Assistant Commissioner ST, Balanagar Circle, Hyderabad Rural Division,
4th Floor, South Wing, Gaganvuhar Building, Nampal!y Hyderabad- 500 001
2. State of Teiangana Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana
...RESPONDENTS
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Petition unier Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stited in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue «+ writ, order, or direction more particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamm

(|) decianng un c;igned Show cause notice in Form DRC C1 wde Ref na.
ZD3606>20‘%5582D dated 10. 062022 and an unStqned :mpugned
Summary Order in DRC-07 vude ref. no. ZD360524012069K dated
06 05 2(124 both issued by the 1st Respondent under the provgsmns of
CGST/T JST Act, 2017 as being void, arb|trary lllegat WItbout
junsdlctlgn and without authonty of Iaw apan from belng vnelat:vr___‘_,, oi
Arttples 14 19(1)(g) and 265 of the Constltutiqn of - lndla and tg

consequently set aside any action taken pursuant thereto

IA NO: 1 OF 2025
e ‘\

Pet:t:ep under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the Clrcumstang:es stated in
the afﬁdavrt flled in support of the petition, the ngh Court may be pleaseg {o Stay
of operatlon of impugned Summary Order in DRC 07 vtde ref ng,

o ZD360524012069h dated 06.05.2024 issued by the Respondent No 1 for the Lax _

penod 2018 19 under CGST/TGST Acts, 2017 pending dlsposat of the above Wnt

Petitlon as otherw se, the Petitioner will be put to severe loss and hardshlp

Counsg| for the Petjtioner: SRI V.VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Re-spondents SRI SWARQOP OORILLA, Specnal Govt P[eader
' for State Tax assnsted by SRI T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

W P NG 2114 OF "025

Between

M/s Shiva Sai Agencies, 6-6-41/6, Near Natraj Theatre, Bhuktapur, Adilabad,
Telangana- £04001 Represented by its Proprietor, Mr. Bhu;bate Madhav Rao
aged about 48 years, S/o. Dhondiba, R/o. 10-57, Kota K, Kowtha (Khurd)
Sonala Adllabad Telangana 504 304. _

PET’ITIQNER

AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner ST, Adilabad Circle, Adilabad Division, H.No. g
gogggfloor Zhandra Hero Comptex Sat Nagar, Dasnapur, Adilabad- o
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2. State of Teiangana Through Principal Secretary to Government, Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana.
3. HDFC Bank Ltd., Represented by its Manager, Adilabad Branch, 6-2-57,
Cinema Road, Adilabad- 504001’
...RESPONDENTS

Petrtlon under Artrcle 226 of the Constitution of India praying that n the:
Clrcumstances stated |n the affidavit filed therewrth the Hrgh Court may be
pleased to ;ssue a wnt order or drrectlon more particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus | e

(i declanng un srgned Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vrde Ret na.
203605220188858 dated 30/05/2022 and an unsrgned -mpugn*'q
Summary Order in DRC 07 wde ;ef no. ZD36§)524001773K d',a!te(q
0]!@5/2024 bath issued by the 15t Respgndent under the provrsrons gf
C§5§TIT G§T Act, 2017 as benng V(?Id arbitrary, |Hegal wnthout
juglsdlctlon and WIthout authonty of taw apart from besng v1olat|ve of_,
Art:gles 14 19(1)(9) and 265 Qf the Constltutron of lndla and tQ
consequently set aside any action taken pursuant thereto and pass suclg

further or pther order(s) as this anourable Court may deem fit- and
proper in the circumstances | of the case,
(i) declare the Form DRC 13 dated 16!12/2024 issued in respect to FY 2018-
' 19 IS W|thout authonty of taw and vnolatlve of articles 14, 19(1)(9) 21 and
265 of the Const:tutlon of India and consequently sel aside the same

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petitroq under Secﬂon 1561 CPC praylng that in the circumstances stated ;n
the afhdav:t flled in support of the petltlon the High Court may be pleased to stay
of operatlon of lmpugned Summary Order m  DRC:07 vrde [ef. pgg
ZD360524001773K dated 01/05/2024 lssued by the Respondent No. 1 fqr the Iax
period 2018-]9 under CGSTfTGST Acts 2017 pend:ng disposal of the abgve Wnt

Petltlon as othenmse the Petrtloner will be put to severe loss and hardshlp

IA NO: 2 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
operation of Form DRL 13 dated 16/12/2024 issued in respect to FY 2018—19 by
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the Respondent No. 1 to Respondent No. 3 and consequently allow the petitioner

1o operate their bank account.

Counsel for the Pztitioner: SRI V.VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondents Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
: Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

Counsel for the Respondents No.3: -

W P NO 2116 OF 2025

Between

M/s Sri Venkateswara Industries, H. No. 11-5-247[3A/NR, First Flaor,
Bhavani Nagar. Moosapet, Medchal Matkajgiri, Telangana- 500018
Representec by its Proprietor, Mr. Kolliboina Thifupathaiah, ‘aged about 38
years S/o. Veenkataiah, R/o. Flat No. 102, Vanshnaw Sl‘l Sal Baba Colony,

Kukatpaffy Medchal-Malkajgiri- 500072
PETI]‘IONER
AND

1. The Agsistart Commissioner ST, Balanagar Circle, Hyderabad Rural Division,
4th Floar, Scuth Wing, Gaganvrhar Building, Nampally Hyderabad- 500 0Q}-
2. State of Tela 1gana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
' Depanment «Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana
RESPONDENTS

'Petmon under Article 226 of the Constitutionof !ndra*praymg that m the
cwcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High ( Qurt may be
p}eased to issue a wnit, order, or direction more part;cularly one in ‘*he nature of a
Writ of Mandamus -i)declaring un signed Show cayse natice in Form DRC 01 yrde
Ref no. ZD36062 20555980 dated 10.06. 2022 and an unsrgned rmpugneg
Summary Qrder in DRE-07 vide ref. no. ZD3608240920557 dated 23, 08 2024
both rssued by the st Respondent under the provrsrons of CGSTﬂ" (.:ST Act 201?
- as bemg vo:d arbirary, IHegaI without Junsdrctron and wrthout authonty of Iaw
apart from berng vidlative of Articles 14, 19(1)(g) and 265 of the (..Qnstltutlon Qf

lndra and to consecuently set aside any action taken pursuant thereto

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petmon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the crrcumstances stated m
the affrda\nt filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pieased to stay
of operatron of mpugned Summary Order in DRC-07 vrde ref. n_.o,'_.
ZD360824092()SSr dated 23.08.2024 issued by the Respondent No 1 for the tax
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period 2019-20 under CGST/TGST Acts, 2017 pending disposal of the above Writ

Petition, as otherwise, the Petitioner will be put to severe loss and hardship™.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI V.VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondents: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Specral :
' Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRIT. CHA!TANYA KIRAN AGP

'w P. NO 2139 OF 2025

Between

Afs. Shrva Sai Agro Agencies, 6-6-41(6, Near Natraj Theatrs, Bhukta;gur
drtat;;ad Telangana- 504001 Represented by its Proprretor Mr Bhu]tbalg
Madhay Rao aged about 48 years S/o. Dhondiba,” R/o." 10 57 Kota-K;
l{gwtha (Khurd) Sonala, Adilabag Teiangana 504 304

AND

1.. The Agsistant Commissioner ST, Adilabad Circle, Adilabad Drvrsron H No 9=
8i2nd Eloor, Chandra Hero Complex Sar Nagar Dasnapur Adrlabad,-j

504001
2. State of Tetangana Through Principal Secretary to Government Revegue
' Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana
3. HDFE Bank Ltd., Represented by its Manager Adilabad Branch 6~2-5’7
Ornema Road, Adrlabad 504001 '

Petltlgn under Article 226 of the Constitution of India prayrng thai in the
crrcumsgances stated in the affidavit filed tberewrth the High CQurt ;nay Qe
pleased to rssue a wrlt order, or direction more partrcularly one in tbe nature of q
Writ of lglandamus ' ‘

(:) declaring un srgned Show cause notrc:e in Form DRC 01 yrde Bef po
Summary Order in DRC-07 vide ef no. 203608241363259 d‘a{é;;
3098 2024 bath issued by the 1§t Respondent under the prowerons Qf
CGST/T GST Act 2017 as belng vord arbrtrary, rllegal wrthout _
}unedrctlon and wrthout authorrty of law apart from berng vro[atrve of
Artrcles 14 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constrtutron of lndla and to
consequently set aside any ; action taken pursuant thereto and pass such
further or other order(s) as this Honble Court may deem frt and proper ln

the crrcumstances of the case,
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(i) declare the: Form DRC 13 dated 16.12.2024 issued in respect to FY 2019-
20 is without authority of law and violative of articles 14, 19(1)(g), 21 and

265 of the Constitution of India and consequently set aside the same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petmon uncer Section 151 CPC praymg that in the c:rcumstances stated m
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the ngh Coun may be pleased to stay
of operatlon of impugned Summary Order in DRC 07 wde _r_ef. no,
ZD360824136326) dated 30.08.2024 |ssued by the Respondent No 1 for the tax
period 2019- 20 under 'JGSTFTGST Acts 2017 pendmg dlsposal of tne above ert
Petmon as otherw;se the Petitioner wm be’ put to severe Ioss and lagdsh:p .

A NO: 2 OF 2025

Petmon under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the cucumsiances slated in
the affldav:t filed ir support of the pet:tlon the ngh Cou{t may be pleased to siay
operatson of Form DRC 13 dated 16.12. 2024 |ssued m respect to FY 2019 20 by
the Respondent No 1 to Respondent No. 3 and qpnsequently aliow the petmoner

to operate !helr bank account.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI V.VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondents Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOQOP OOQRILLA, Spegial

Govt Pleader for State Tax asmsted by SRJ T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Re spondents No.3; - . _

W P NO 2142 OF "025

Between

Mls Nano Hospitals Private Limited, A parlnershlp firm Having its office at H
No. 7-157/B and C, Shyam Karan Road Anand Bagh Ameerpet, Hyderabad,
Telangana 500016 Represented by its Dlrector Sri Mali Srinivas Reddy Slo
Sn Mali Amn tha Reddy, Aged about 62 years, R/o. Hyderabad :

PETITIONER
AND

1. The Assistant Cornmissioner of State Taxes, Punjagutta, Punjagutta DIVISIOH

Hyderabad, Telangana
2. The Assistant Commissioner of State Taxes Punjagutta ", Pun;agutta
Hyderabad, Telangana
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3. State of Telangana, Rep. by its Princrpal Secretary (Revenue) Department,
Telangana, Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad
4. Union of India, represented by its Secretary, Ministry of Finance, Department

of Revenue, Central Secretariat, New Delhi
..RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praylng that in the
cnrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the ngh Court may be
pleased to rssue a writ, order or direction, more partncularly in the nature of a wnt
of mandamus declarmg the unsigned Show Cause Notrce |n Form No DRC 01
beanng Ref No 203605240803486 dated 31-05- 2024 and |ts consequent Order
under Form No DRC-'OY bearing Reference No 20360824149111.] dated 31_i08~
2024 dated passed by the Respondent No. 1 for the Flnancsal year 2019—2;) as
pelng vg|d |Ilegal arbrtrary without junsdrctron wrthout authonty of !aw agart ona
belng vloiatlye of Artlcles 14, 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constltutlon of Ind:a and n”

est in the eye of Iaw and consequently set asrde the same

(Amended Prayer as per Court Order dt: 28-02-2025, Vlde IA. No 2 of 2025 m
WP No 2142 of 2025)

1A NO: 1 OF 2025

Petltlon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances s{ated in
the aﬁrdav:t flled in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
all further actron mcludrng collection of tax pursuant to the Show Cause Notlce m
Form No DRC 01 bearing Ref No. ZD3605240803486 dated 31- 95 2024 and lts
consequent Order under Form No. DRC-07 bearing Reference No
ZD360824149111J dated 31-08-2024 dated passed by the Respondent No _1 for
1he Fmanc:al year 2019~20 '

Counsel for the Petitioner: SR} A.V.RAGHU RAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Specjal
" Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN_A AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRIGADI '
B PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
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W.P.NO: 2170 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Nano Hospitals Private Limited, A partnership firm Having its office at H
No. 7-157/F and C, Shyam Karan Road Anand Bagh Ameerpet,Hyderabad,
Telangana $00016 Represented by its Dlrector Sri Makhi Srinvas Reddy Slo
Sn Mali Am:utha Reddy, Aged about 62 years R/o Hyderabad

..PETITIONER
AND o

1. The Assistant Commissioner of State Taxes Pun}agutta Punjagurta Dlvrsron

Hyderabad Telangana
The Assistant Commissioner of State Taxes Punjagutta H, Pun;agutta

Hyderabad, Telangana ™%
State of Telangana, Rep. by its Prmcrpa] Secretary (Revenue) Depanmem

(C.T) Telanvana, Secretariat Bultglngs Hyderabad
Union of India, represented by its Sec:etary Mlnlstry of Flnanc e Department

of Revenue Centraj Secretarlat New Deihl i
. RESPONDENTS

Petition uncer Article 226 of the CQnshtutth of India pra /lng that in the
circumstances stated in the aff;davrt fled therewrth the High Court may be
pleased to rssue a writ, order or direction, more part:cularly in the nature of a writ
of mandamus dec aring the unsigned Show Cause Nottce in Form No. DRC -01
bearing Ref No. 7ZD3611210182209 dated 13:11 2021 and its consequent
unsigned  Qrder under Form No. DRC- 07 bearing Reference No.
20361223063583(1 dated 29-12-2023 passed by the Respondent No 1 under the
provtslons of the CGST/TGST Act, 26]7 for the Fmanmal year 201? 18 as berng
void, rttegal arb!trary without jurtsdiction, wrthout authonty of law apart frem betng
wolatrve of Arncles 14 19(1)(9) and 265 of Ihe Constltqtlon af India and non est |n

the gye ot taw and ,onsequently set aslde the same.

(Amended Prayer as per Court Order dt: 28-02»2025 Vide IA. No 2 of 2025 m
WP, No 2170 of 2025) . :

IA NO 1 OF 20256 _
| Petmon under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the CIrcumstances stated in

the _afftd.av;t fl__led in support of the p_etltxon, the High Court may be pleased to et_ay
att furthér actidn including collection of tax pursuant to the Show Cause Notice |n
Form No. DRC-01 searing Ref No. ZD3611210182209 dated 13-11-2021 and its
con_seq'aent Ordei under Form _No. _ DRC—O? bearing Referen.ce No.
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ZD361223063583G dated 29-12-2023 dated passed by the Respondent No. 1 for
the Financial year 2017-18.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI A.V.RAGHU RAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, SpeCIal
. Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRl GADI
. ! PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W P NO 2212 OF 2025

Between

Mls Sri Krishna Agencies, 1-8-538/2, Lape Opp to Sapthagiri Nilayam,
Chikkadpally, Hyderabad, Telangana- 500 020 rep;esented by is Propnetor

Sn A N Sunil. g
;_,;PETIIIONER

AND

1. Assistant Commmissioner (ST), Hyderguda Ashok Nagar Circle, Hyderabad

Telangana
2. The State of Telangana, represented by its Principal Secretary, Revenue
Department (Commercnal Taxes), Telangana Secretanat Hyderabad

RESPONDENTS

Petrt:on under Article 226 of the Constitution of lnd;a praymg that in ’me
cnrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Qqurt may be
pleased to issue a Writ or Order or direction pamcularly one in the natgre of Wru of
Mandamus settmg aside the impugned Assessment QOrder passeﬂ by the fI[St
[espondent in Form GST DRC - 07, in Reference No 203604240753287 wde DIN
No GSTIBBANBPN6852F1ZXI1 9/1, dated 29 04 2024 IQ rznsmg a demand of tax
amountmg to Rs.56,04, 826/-, (IGST amountlng to Rs 46, 77 040/— Plus CGST
amountmg to Rs463 893/- Plus SGST amountlng to Rs.4, 63 893[) and aiso
penalty of Rs 9,60,482/-, (IGST amounting to Rs 4,67 704/— Plus CGST an)ounlmg
to Rs. 46 389/- Plus SGST amounting to Rs 46 389!-)' thus totallng tg
Rs 61, 65 308/-, for the tax period 2018- 19 that have been upioaded in the GST
portal wtthout digitally signed which is contrary to the Rule 26 (3) of the CGST
Rules 2017 as illegal ,arbitrary, ab initio void, contrary to the prowsnons of CGST
Act and Rules, 2017 and TGST Act and Rules, 2017, contrary to the law Iald down
by the jud:ual pronouncement of this Honble Court and Honble Hsgh Courts of

Delhi, Bombay and Andhra Pradesh and without euthonty of law.




184

JIA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition uncer Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition ‘the High Court may be pleased to
pendmg disposal of the Writ Pehtlon grant slay of all further proceedings arising m
pursuance of the mpugned Assessment Order passed by the first respondent |n
Form GST DRC - 07, in Reference No ZD360424075328? vide DIN No
GST/SGANBPN68‘32F1ZX/19/1 dated 29/04/2024 for the tax period 2018- 19 o

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI S.SURI BABU
Counse! for the Rpspondents* SRI SWARQOP OORILLA, Speciai Govt Pleader
for State Tax assisted by_SRl T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

W.P.NO: 2217 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Nano Rospitals Private Limited, A partnership firm Havirg its office at H
No. 7-157/B and ‘C, Shyam Kazan Road, Anand Bagh Ameerpet Hyderabad,
Telangana 500016 Represented by its D;rector Sri Mali Srinivas Reddy, Sio
Sri Mali Amr: itha Reddy, Aged about 62 years R/o. Hyderabad. ,

...PETITIONER
AND I

1. The Assistant Commissioner of State Taxes Pun}agutta Punjagutta les:pn
Hyderabad, “elangana
The Assistant Commissigner of State Taxes Punjagutta i, Punjagutta
Hyderabad, ~"elangana
State of Telangana (CT), Rep, by its Principal Secretary (Revenue)
Department, Telangana, Secretariat Buildings, Hyderabad.
Union of India, represented by its ‘Sectetary, Mmlstry of Finance, Department
of Revenue uentral Secretanat New Delhl

RS RESPONDENTS

BowoN

Petition under Article 226 of the Constltutlon of India praying that in the
cwcumstances statad in the afﬂdav:t filed therewnth the High Court may be
pleased to issue a ‘writ, order or direction, more particularly in. the n'ature of a writ
of man_damus declaring the unsigned Show Cause Notice in Form No. DRCO1
bearing"Ref No. Z[:3611210206603 dated 13—11-2021 and its conseguent Otde[
under Form No. DRC~07 bearing Reference No. ZD360524002192V/ dated 30-04-
2024 passed by the: Respondent No. 1 for the Financial year 2018-19 as being

void, illegal, arbitrary without jurisdiction, without authority of law apart from being
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violative of Articles 14, 19(1)(g) and 265 of the Constitution of India and non est in

the eye of law and consequently set aside the same.

(Amended Prayer as per Court Order dt: 28-02-2025, Vide IA.No.2 of 2025, in
WP.N0.2217 of 2025)

1A NO 1 OF 2025

Petltlon under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the cnrcumstances stated in
the afﬁdawt frted in support of the petmon the ngh Court may be pleased to stay
all further actlon mcludmg collection of tax pursuant to the Show Cause Notlce |n-
Form No DRC 01 bearing Ref No. ZD361321020§603 dateq 13- 11 2024 and rts
consequent Order under Form No BRC 07 beanng Reterence No
ZD360524002192V dated 30-04-2024 dated Qassed by the Bespor);; nt No 1 for

the Fmancral year 2018-19.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI A.V. RAGHU RAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 to 3: S_RI §WAROOP OORILLA, Special

Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SR{ T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI -
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W.P. NO 2246 OF 2025

Between

Mls Tekskills India Private Limited, rep, by its Director Sri P.Ramakrishna,
Sy.No.3050, Plot No.S-2, 508, 5th Floor, Manjeera Trinity Corporate, UNTU. Hi
Tech C|ty Road KPHB 3 Phase Kukatpally, Hyderabad Telangana 72 .

PETITIONER
AND

1. TFhe State of Telangana, represented by its Pnncrpal Secretary, Bevenue (CT)

Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad, Telangana.
2. The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Madhapur—ﬂl Circle, Hyderabad Rurat

Drvrsmn Hyderabad Telangana. .
: RESPONDENTS

Petmon under Article 226 of the Constltutlon of India praymg thal in the
mrcumstances stated in the afﬁdav:t flled thereWIth the ngh Court may be
pieased to issue a Wnt or Order or Drrectlon partlcularly one in the nature of Wnt
of Mandamus declaring the action of the 2nd respondent in passing the lmpugned
order dated 30.12.2023 in DRC-07 for the year 2017-18 under the CGST/SGST
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Act, 2017 in disallowing the Input Tax Credit as illegal, without authority of law and

in violation of the principles of natural justice and consequently set aside the

same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2025
Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit fled ir support of the petrtron the High Court may be pleased to grant
stay of all further proceedlngs pursuant to the |mpugned order dated 30 12 2023 m

DRC- 07 for the year 2017 18 passed by the 2nd respondent

Counsel for the Petitioner: SR} B.KRISHNA REDDY
Counsel for the Respondents SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleager
' ‘for State Tax asspsted by SRI T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

w. F’ NO 2360 OF 2025

Between

M/s. Sri Venxateswara Industries, H.No.11-5-247/3A/NR, Firs! Floor, Bhavani
Nagar, Moosapet, Medchal Malkajgiri, Telangana- 500018 Represented by its
Proprietor, VIr. Koliiboina ~Thirupathaiah, aged about 38 years "Sfo
Veenkataiah. Rfo. Flat No. 102, Varshnavr Sri Sai Baba Colony Kukatpally

Medchal Malkajgiri- 500072
.PETITIONER
AND o N

1. The Assistant Commissioner ST, Balapagar Circle, Hyderabad Rural Division,
4th Floor, South Wing, Gaganvihar Building, Nampatty Hyderabad- 500 OO‘}
2. State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (oommercsal Tax), Hyderabad Telangana
RESPOI&DENTS

Petmon under Article 226 of the Constltutron of India prayrng that in the
crrcumstances statzd in the affrdavrt fr!ed therewrth the High uourt may be
pleased to lssue a writ. order, or drrectron more partlcutarly one in he nature of a
Writ of Mandamus '

(i) declarmg un signed Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vrde Ref no,
ZD360522022418L dated 31.05.2022 and an unsrgned rmpugned
Summary Order in DRC-07 vide ref. no. ZD361223017644M dated
11.12.2023 both issued by the 1st Respondent under the provrslons o___f
CGST/TGST Act, 2017 as being void, arbitrary, illegat, with__o_u_t
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junisdiction and without authority of law apart from being violative of

Articles 14, 19(1)(g) and 265 of the Constitution of India, and to

consequently set aside any action taken pursuant thereto.

1A NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praylng that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petltlon the High Court may be pleased to stay
of operatlon of rmpugned Summal'y Order in DRC 07 \nde [et. 'ngr
ZD361223017644M dated 11.92. 2023 lssued by the Respondent No. E for the tax
penod 2017-18 under CGSTITGST Acts 201? pendlng dpsposal of the above ert
Petmon as otherwrse the Petmoner vylll be put to sgvere loss and hadehlp '

Counsel for the Petitioner: M/s SANISETTY. VENKATA SOWMYA
Counse! for the Respondents: SRI SWARQOP OORILLA Specral Govt Pleader
for State Tax assnsted by SRI T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP.

W.P.NO: 2363 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Shiva Sai Agro Agencies, 6-6-41/6, Near Natraj Theatie, Bhuktapur,
Adilabad, Telangana- 504001 Represented by its_ Proprietor, Mr. Bhujbale
Madhay Rao, aged about 48 years, Sfo. Dhondiba, R/o. 10 57, Kota:K, -
Kowtha (Khurd) Sonala, Adllabad Telangana— 504 304

.n-!.-’ETlT'ONER

AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner ST, Adllabad Circle, Adilabad Division, H No. 9-
6, 2nd Floor, Chandra Hero Complex Sa| Nagar Dasnapur Adflabad- :
504001 .

2. State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad, Telangana

3. HDFC Bank Lid., Represented by its Manager Adriabad Branch 6 2- 5?
Cnnema Road, Adltabad 504001

RESPONDENTS

Petrtlon under Artlc!e 226 of the Constitution of India praymg that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affi dav;t filed thereW|th the High Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or dlrectlon more particularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus |

(i) declari‘ng un signed Show cause notice in Form DRC 01 vide Ref no.
ZD3605220188569 dated 30.05.2022 and an unsigned impugned
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Summa-y Order in DRC-07 vide ref. no. ZD361223072053S dated
31/12/2)23 both issued by the 1st Respondent under the provisions of
CGST/TGST Act, 2017 as being void, arbitrary, illegal, withdut
Junsdtct on and without authonty of law apart from be|ng wolatwe of
Artlcles 14 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constitution of lndla and tQ
consequently set assde any action taken pursuant thereto and pass quh
further or other order(s) as thls Honble Court may deem flt and prope',_ n

the plrm mstances of the case,
(ii) declare the: Form DRC 13 dated 16/12/2024 issued in respect to FY 2@]?
s

18 ip W|thout authonty of law and violative of artlctes 14, 19(1)(9) 21
265 of the Constltutlon of India and consequently set asute the same

1A NO' =1 OF 2025

Pet:tron uncer Section 151 CPC praying that in the cnrcumstances stateg lp
the affndav:t filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stag
operation of Form DRC 13 dated 16/12/2024 issued in respect to FY 2017 18 by
the Respondent No. 1 to Respondent No. 3 and consequently allcw the petttloner

to operate thelr bank account. o

1A NO 2 OF 2025

.....

Petftlon undar Section 151 CPC praying that in the urcumstances stated in
the afﬂdavnt filed ir support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay

of operatlon of lmpugned Summary Order in DRC-07 v;de E?f- ng;
ZD361223072053 dated 31/1 2/2023 issued by the Respondent No 1 fot: the tax
period 2017 18 under (‘GST/TGST Acts, 2017 pending disposal of the above ert

Petltlon as otherwrse the Petitioner will be put to severe toss and hardsh:p

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI V.VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, SpeCIal Govt
7 Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

Counset for the Respondent No.3: --
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W.P.NO: 2530 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Warangal Spices Company Private Limited, 6/45 Near New Grain
Market, Enumamula, Warangal - 506 002. Rep. by is Manag:ng Drrector
Mr.Balaraman Sndharan aged 49 years

._..PETITION_ER

AND

The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Mehdipatnal-tl Circle, Hyderabad,

The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Revenue (CT)
Depariment, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad.

The Union of India, Rep. by rts Secretary Department of Revenue Mlnlstry of
Finance, New Delhr -
The Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs Rep. by its Charrman '
Ministry of Frnance Departmept Qf Revenue North Block, Centrat Secretarlat
Neyv Delhi - 100 QQ1 ' _
5. The Députy Branch Manager, ICICI Barjk lelted D.No.9-1-
3,4,5,6,7 Warangal Central, JEN Road Warangal 506 002

oW N

RESPONDENTS

Petmon under Artrcle 226 of the Congtltutton of India prayrng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affldawt filed therewrth the High Court may be
pleased to issue Writ of Mandamus or any other appropriate Wnt or Order or
direction declaring. '

(1) the action of the 1st Respondent in passmg the Order, dated 27.04. 2024 the
Summary of the Order in Form GST DRC 07, dated 27.04. 2024 and the
Proceedrngs dated 27.04.2024 levyrng SGSTICGST and Penalty, and the Order
dated 27 04.2024, the Summary of the Order in Form GST DRC 07, dated
27.04. 2024 and the Proceedrngs dated 27. D4 2024 Ievyrng IGST and Penalty for
the tax period 2018-19 under the SGSTICGST!IGST Act 2017, wrthput any
signature erther physical or dlgitat is not vahd m the eye of law,

(2) the actron of the 1st Respondent in passmg the Orders wrthout even |ssurng
Form GST DRC 01A  as contemplated _ under Rule 142(1[%) of | the
SGST/CGSTAGST Rules 2017, is not valid in the eye of law, | o
(3) the action of . the 1st Respondent in Issumg Notrces and passnng the Orders
without generating DIN in the Notlces and Orders as per Circular No. 128!47!201 9—
GST, dated 23.12.2019 and as. per W. P No 320 of 2022 dated 18.07. 2022 of the
Hon'ble Supreme Court, are not valid, '

(4) the action of the 1st Respondent in uploading the Notices and Orders in GST
P.ortat in Additional Notices and Orders instead of Notices and Orders, is not valid_

in the eye of law,
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(5) the action of the 1St Respondent in not serving the Notices and Orders in
physical mode, sirnply uploaded the same in the GST Portal, is not a valid service.
(6) the action of the 1St Respondent in issuing two notices and passing two orders
for the same tax period 2018-19 under the SGST/CGST/IGST Act 2017 as null

end voi___d_

IA NO 1 OF 2025

Petltlon unacer Section 151 CPC praylng that in the cnrcumstances stated ln
the afﬂdawt flled in support of the petition, the High Court may - be pleesed to
suspend the opercmon of the Order, dated 27.04. 2024 the Summary of t[]e O[deg
in Form GST DRC-07, dated 27.04.2024 and the Proceedmgs ddteq 27, 94 2094
for SGSTICGST and the Order, dated 27.04.2024, the Surnmary oj the @rde; i[}
Form GST DRC (17, dated 27.04.2024 and Proceedlngs dated 2? 04. 2024 t'q;
IGST passed by the 1St Respondent, for the tax penod 2018 ‘19 under' t

'SGSTICGSTIIGQT Act 2017, pending disposal of the above erl Petmon as

otherwnse the Peti: ioner will be put to severe lgss and hardsh!p

1A NO 2 OF 2025

Petmon undzr Section 151 CPC prayrng that in the curcumstances stated !p

- the affldawt filed in support of the petition, the ngh Court- may be pleased to dlrent
the 1st Responclen’r to revoke the Gainishee Notice Ref. NO GSTIMI?D_

2/1 1/110/2024 25 dated 20.01.2025 issued by the 1st Respondent tq the §tlj
Respondent pend:ng disposal of the above Wnt Petltlon ‘as othenwse thg

Petmoner will be put to severe loss and hardshlp

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHAIK JEELANI BASHA
'Counsei for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Speclal
' Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP -
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRl C-ADI
o PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SENIOR
SCFORCBIC -

'Counsel for the Respondent No.5: --
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W.P.NO: 2681 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Maanasa Constructions, Represented by its Managing Partner, Mr. K.
Nagendra Rao, Gautham Nagar, No. 20-1/202 Meghana P!aza Near
electrical Sub Statron Malkajgiri, Hyderabad Medchal Malkajgrrl Telangana

500047
PETITIONER

AND

1. Union of India, Rep, by its Secretary, Minjstry of Finance, Department pf '
' Revenue Nonh Block, Gentral Secretariat, New Delhi 110 001. '
2. The State Tax OfF cer Ma}ka_rgrn N 2, Malkajgrrr Medchal Malkajgrn Dlstnct

Telan na ek
RESPOUDENT&

Petltron under Artlcle 226 of the Consmutron of India prayrng tha; in the
crrcumstances stated in the affrdavrt frled therewith, the ngh Court may be
pleased to rssue a wnt of mandamus or any other approprlate \th order QI‘-’
d:rectron declaﬂng a. the actron of the 2ndRespondent in rssumg ihe Order ide
Ref. No 2036082412291 3A dated 28.08. 2024 as illegal, contrary 1o law erbrt_
without authorrty, agarnst the principles of natural justrce and vroiatrve of Artrclej?_&

of the Constrtutron of India and consequentrai!y quash the said order passed by_f

the 2nd Respondent

1A NO: 1 OF 2025

Petmon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the cirgumstanges siated IQ
‘the affrdavrt fited in support of the petrtron, the High Court may be pleased ;o
suspend the Order videRef.No. ZD360824122913A dated 28.08. 2024 lssued by
the 2nd Respondeng pendrng d:sposal of the wrrt peh’rlon '

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI RAJA SHEKAR RAO SALVAJI
Counsel for the Respondent No.1: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
: PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Speolal Govt
Pleader for State Tax assrsted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
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W.P.NO: 2700 OF 2025

Between:

Raman Preeth Singh Bagga (Trade Name C.H. Agency), S/o L. Balwanth
Singh Bagg 3, aged 34 years, 3-6-70/2, Third Floor, Opp Skyltne Apartments

Basheerbath Hyderabad, Telapgana - 500029
PETITIONER
AND

1. The Assistaat Commissioner (ST), Basheerbagh-2 Circle, Ablds Drvrsnpn 5-4-

- 435, Qld Kaxatiya Hotel Bur!dmg First Ftoor Nampatly, Hyderab'd 500001
Telar)gana -

2. The State ot Telangana, Rep. by the Pnncrpal Secretary to the vaernment

*  Revenue (CT) Department, Tetangana Secretanat Burldlng, Hy_dy rabad, -

Telangana
3. The Upion of India, rep. by its Secretary (Fmance) Mmlstry of thance North

Block New Jelhl 110001.
RESPONDENTS

Petltlon uncer Article 226 of the Constitution -of India praymg that in the
cucumstances stated in the afftdawt flted therewrth the ngh Qourt may be
pleased to lssue Zn approprlate Wirit, Order or Dlrectlon mere part':_:ularly in the
nature Qf MANDAMUS declaring that the |mpugned Ex-Parte Assessment Order
passed by the Firct Respondent in Form DRC 07, under S. 73 of the GST Aqts,
2017, vrde DtN ;ST’36AULP82956M129I2019 -20, dated 27 08: 2024 for the
T t—“nanc;at Year 2019-2C, without valid DIN and without §gnaturelDrgltal Slgnature
and wrthout physically serving show cause notice or any other nottce on ghe
Petrtloner and iImposing tax on exempted goods that to @ 28 percenatge and
dlsallowmg lnput Tax Credit as contrary to Iaw rnvalld r;ot an order in the eye pf
Iaw wotatrve of the principles of natural Justlce unjust arblgrary, g;apnctaus and

|Itegal and consequentlv set aside the |mpugned Order

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petmon pnde r Section 151 CPC praylng that in the carcumstances stated ln
the affldav:t frted in support of the petmon the ngh Court may be pteased to grant
stay of att further proceedings, including recovery of tax and penalty pursuant to
the lmpugned Ex-Farte Assessment Order passed by the First Respondent in
Form DRC-07, inder S. 73 of the GST Acts, 2017, vide DIN,
- GST/36AULPB2956M1729/2019-20, dated 27-08-2024, for the FlnanCIat Year

2018- 20
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI G.INARENDRA CHETTY
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI BMUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
E PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W P NO 2716 OF 2025

Between. _ o

Mrs Amruthg Valli Miyyapuram, W/o. M Venkata Krishna Rag, Pr@pnelgr
Ms/. $hlvanth Fibre Plast, Having office at 97/A Sy No 174 Part Phase il ]DA
Gherlapally, Medchal Maika}glr: Telangana 500051 o P I]'IO

el ET !

AND

1. The Ass:stant Commissioner (ST), Nacharam-N2 Circle, Malkajgln stisro, £
5th figor, East Wlng Gagan Vihar Building, Nampaily, HyderabadiSO%g)m}.\_ -

T{\e ~h?lnt Cammissioner of State Tax, Malkajgm Dwusu)n I FI e
Complex, Nampally, Hyderabad-500 01T
The Gommlss,loner of State Tax CT Cpmplex Nampally Hyderabad
Teiangana—SﬂG 001,

The State of Felangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary to Qovernmegt
Revenue Department (State Tax) Secretarniat, Hyderabad -500004
Union of India, Through the Principal Secretary to the Governmient, Ministry of
F:nance Depar’tment of Revenue Udyog Bhavan North Block New Delhz-‘t =

1000'} >
RESPONDE_ S

Petltlon under Artlc!e 226 of the (,onsmutlon of Indta praymg that in the
cnrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the ngh Court may he
pleased to |§sue a Wnt Order or d!rectlon pamcularly ong in the nature of g W" y f

Mandamus Q[ any other appropnate writ declanng () Order aiong wlth DR}'
dated 29 08 2024 glde Reference No ZD3608241314288 and (u) Show Ca
Notice atong \Mth DRC 01 dated 29.05. 2024 \nde Ref No ZD36052406(}7
whsch was uploaded on the GST Portal IS unsngned :!Iegal lr} vnolatlo_
pnnmples of natural Justlce without JLIﬂSdICthD as |t is passed \Mthput aut})onty'qf
%

law, in the :nterest of ;ustlce and equlty and in accordance with the scheme of t,_:

GST Acts

tA NO 1 OF 2025

Petltlon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated m
the afflda\nt filed in support of the petmon the High Court may be pleased to stay
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DIN - GST/36ACQPM0956P27 R/2019-20 and any coercive steps towards
recovery of Rs.1,75.82.992/-, along with interest and penalty against the Petitioner

by the Respondents pursuant to the impugned Order dated 29.08.2024.

Counsel for the Patitioner: SRI KARAN TALWAR - '

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 4: SRI SWARQOP OORILLA, Special

' Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

Counsel for the Respondent No.5: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI aADI _
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy SQLICITOR GENERAI_ OF INDIA

W P NO 2720 OF 2025

5etween
Raman Preeth Singh Bagga, (Trade Name G.H, Agency), s/e L. Balwanth
Singh Bagga, aged 34 years, 3-6-70/2,+Lhird Floqr Opp Skyhne Apartments
Basheerbam Hvderabad, Telangana 5‘ )029,
e PETITIONER

ANQ

1. The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Basheerbagh -2 Gircle, Abids Division, 5-4~
435, Old Kakatlva Hotel Building, First Fioor Nampal!y Hyderabad 500001

Telangana
2. The State of Telangana, Rep. by the Pnncrpal Secrgtary to the Government

Revenue (C ') Department, Telangana Secretarrat Bulfdrng Hyderabad

Jelangana
3. The Union ot India, rep. by its Secretary (Frnance) Mlnrstry of l—lnance North

Block New Delhi 110001
RESPONDENTS

Petitian undzar Article 226 of the Canszitution of India prayrng that in lhe
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit flled therewrth the Hrgh Court mayr be
pleased to |ssue a1 aopropriate Writ, Order or Dlrectlon more partrcularly in the
nature of MANDAMUS declaring that the rmpugned Ex-Parte Assessment Order
passed by the Firs: Respondent in Form DRC 07 under S. ?3 of the GST Acts
- 2017, vide DIN GST/36AULP82956M1ZQI19 dated 27 04 2024 for the Frnanmal
Year 2018 19 without valrd DIN and wrthout Slgnature/D}grtai :gnature and
wrthout physrcaHy serving the remmders on the Petltroner and WIthout affordmg
opportumty of heariag as required by S. 75(4) of the GST Acts 201 7 and even OI]
merits as bemg contrary to law, rnvalrd not an order in the eye of law vroiat:ve of
the - prmcrp}es of ratural justice, unjust, arbitrary, capricaous and rllegal and

consequently set aside the impugned Order
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IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to grant

stay of all further proceedings, including recovery of tax and penalty pursuant to
the lmpugned Ex-Parte Assessment Order passed by the Eirst Respogdent m
Form DRC 07 undef S 73 of the GST Acts 201‘7!'!_-E vrde DIN
GST!36AULP82956M129119 dated 27-04- 2024 for the Flnanqral Yegr 2Q18 13

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI G. NARENDRA CHETTY o )
Counse] for the Respondent Nos.1.8& 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA §pecial :
" Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA !ﬂBAN AGE.
COunsel for the Respondent No.3: SRIB. MUKHERJEE EOR §Rl GADI =
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SQLIC]TOR GENEBAL QE INDIA

W P N@’ 2750 OF 2025

'Between

M/s Nagarjuna Trading Company, Sy No, 9011, Serlliggampally Mandal,
Gachebowli, ““Near Citizen Hospital,- Hyderabag:l Rangaregdy ‘District,
Telangana - 500032 Rep. by its Partner, Mr. Bhanu Prasad Kaflem aged about
41 years ' :

AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Madhapur 5C|rcle Madhapu[ Drvleron
' Hyderabad, Telangana.
2. The Deputy CGommissioner (ST) - 1, Enforcement Wing, O{ﬁce of Ihe
Cogwmlgegner of Commercial Taxes M J Road, Opp to Gandhj %havgn
erabad. - | ek
3 The Deputy Commissioner (ST), Enforcement - 5, Addrtronal GA -_mlsqione;
(8T)-2 Division, Commissioner (ST), Hyderabad - Sy
4, ]’he State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary. Reven _(CD
Depattinent, Telangana Secretariat, Hydérabad. W
5. The Branch Head, Indusind Bank Ltd, Ground Floor, Shop No 4, BQ and 891
" B, Tejha Heights, Chandanagar Branch Rangareddy Drstnct H geraba -_:1'

500050 Telangana :
. RESPONDENTS

Petrtron under Artrcle 226 of the Constltutron of India praymg that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewsth the Hrgh Court may be
pleased to |ssue Wnt of Mandamus or any other appropnate ert or Order or

Drrectron declanng
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(1) the action of ~he Respondents 1 to 3, in passing the Orders, dated
30.04.2024 for the tax period 2018-19, without even issuing Form GST
DRC-014 as contemplated under Rule 142(1A) of the Rules 2017,

(1) without sicnature of the officers concerned in the Notices and Orders
except the Order passed by thé Ist Respondent dated 30 04 2024, and

{iii} wnthout DIM and without even grantlng sufﬁcnent opportumt» of bemg heard
to the Petitioner, ; _

(iv) all the Notices and Orders were uploaded in Addmonal Not;ces and Orders
window nstead of Notlces and ( ”e;rs wmdow as arbftrary contrary to

the provisions of the CGST/SGST c'ts 2017 gnd contrary to the Artlcle

14, 19 (1) (g) 21 and 265 ot Con | ntlon of Inq;a and consequently §et~

aside the Orders of the Respondz_j t§ 1 to 3 daled 30 04. 2024 (d;fferent

Proceedings by three dlfferent Off ceis) passed for the tc{X penod 2018—

19 as illegal, arbnrary contrary to the Prowsnons of the Act nuu and

vo;d

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the crrcumstdnces stated in
the affidavil filed in support of the petxtion the ngh Court may be pleased to
Suspend the ope-ation of the Orders dated 30. 04 2024, Dclssed by the
Respondents 1to ¢ for the tax penod 2018 19 under CGST / SGST ! !GST Acts

.....

be put to severe los; and hardshrp

IA NO: . 2 OF 2025

Petmon under Section 151 CPC prayfng that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petmon the ngh Court may be pleased to grant
stay of all further Proceedings pursuant to the Garnishee Notice dated 17.12. 2024
Issued by the 1rd Respondent to 5th ReSpondent who has issued intimation dated
21.12. 2024 withholcing an amount of Rs.8,72 ,59,295/-, from the Account of the
Petitioner, bearing N».20100284 1596, pendmg d;sposai of the above Writ Petmon

as otherwise, the Petitioner will be put to severe loss and hardship.
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHAIK JEELANI BASHA

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 4: SRl SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRl T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

Counsel for the Respondent No.5: --- :

W P NO 2780 OF 2025

Between

Mls Samma Traders, A proprietary Concem Having its office at 13:6-
839/1!82 SBA Garden Kamela Road, Karwan, Hyderabad - Telangana - 500
006 Represented by its Proprietor Nerapatl Sammajah S/Q Ni patl Rajalah
Aged about 52 Years, R/lo. Hyderabad §

ETITIONER

AND Si4

1. State Tax Officer, Medhipatnam - | Clrcle, Charmlnar DI\[ISIQI'I Hyderabad
: Telangana T A
2. Commissioner of Commercial Taxes, State o{ Teiangana C T. quplex
© Nampally, Hyderabad- 500001 55 .
3. State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary (Revenue)(g )
Department Telangana, Secretanat Buildlngs Hyde[abad :
RE PPONDENTS

Petltlor under Article 226 of the Consfitution of India pray;ng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affrdawt flled therewﬂh the Htgh Ceurt may be
pleased to :ssue a writ, order or direction, moie partlcularly in the nature of a wnt
of mandamus declaring the Show Cause Notlce in Form No DRC O‘t beanng Ret
No. ZD3605240551978 dated 28- 05 2024 and its consequent Orde[ under Form
No DRC 07 beanng Reference No. 20360824119679T dated 28- 0§ 2024 dated
passed by the Respondent No. 1 for the Emanc:al year 201& 20 as be;pg veld
itegal, arbrtrary wuthout jurisdiction and non est in the eye of Iaw and Qonsequently

set aS|de the same

1A NO 1 OF 2025

Petltlon under Section 151 CPC praying that tn the c:rcumstances stated ln
the affrdavrt flled in support of the petition, the High Court may be pteased to stay
all further action including collection of tax pursuant to the Show Cause Notlce ln
Form No DRC 01 bearing Ref No. ZD3605240551978 dated 28 05- 2024 and |ts
_consequent Order under Form No. DRC-07 bearing Reference No.
ZD360824119679T passed by the Respondent No. 1 for the Financial year 2019-
20.
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI M.NAGA DEEPAK
Counsel for the Respondents: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
for State Tax assrsted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

W.P.NO: 2794 OF 2025

Between'

M/s. Samma Traders, A proprletary Concern Having its office at 13-6-
839/1/B2, SBA Garden Kamela Road, Karwan Hyderabad - l‘elangana 500
006 Represented by its Propne or Ner patl Sammarah Slo Nerupatl Rajalah

Aged a out 52 Years Rlo Hy abad-r_-zv-t—;
PETITIONER

1. The Assistant Commissioner of State Taxes Medhipatnam - ! Crr;:ie
Charmipar Division, Hyderabad, Telangana
2. Commissioner of Commercral Taxes State of Telangana cT Comprex

Nampally, Hyderabad- 500001 :
3. State of Telengana, Rep.'by its Prrncrpal Secretary (Revenue)
(CT)Department Telangana §ecretanat Burldmgs Hyderabad

...RESPONDENTS

Petrtlon under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
crrcumstances stared in the affidavit [Ied therewrth the High Court may be
pleased to tssue a writ, order or-drr_ectlon mare partrcu!arfy in the nature of a wnt
of mandamus declaring the Show Cause Nptlce rn Form No. DRC-01 beanng Ref

No. ZD360524083%)87V dated 31 05 2024 and |ts consequent Order under Form
No. DRC- 07 Dearlng Reference No, ZD360824086302H dated 22 ()8 2024 datecj

passed by the Respondent No 1 for the Fmancrat year 2019 20 as berng void,

iliegal, arbrtrary wrt 1out Jurisdrctlon and non est in the eye of law and consequently

set asrde the same

1A No-' 1 OF 2025

Petmon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated |n
the affsdavrt flled in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
all further action including collection of tax pursuant to the Show Cause Notice in
Form No. DRC-01 hearing Ref No. ZD360524083687V dated 31-05:2024 and its

cpnsequ.ent Order under Form No. DRC-07 béaring Reference No.
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ZD360824086302A dated 22-08-2024 passed by the Respondent No. 1 for the
Financial year 2019-20.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI M.NAGA DEEPAK
Counsel for the Respondents: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
' for State Tax asmsted by SRI T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

W P. NO 2848 OF 2025

Between

Mls Golechha And Sons, Shed No 46, Plot No 10, Phase II, IDA Charlapali,
Hyderabad, Medchal Malkajgrn Telanagana 500051 Represented by, its
Managing Partner, Shrj Vardhaman Praveen '-ffGolechha :Slo Prayeen
Gulechha, Aged about 41 years, Rl H No. Plot No 60 Temple Rocls
Enclave Tarbund, Tlrumalgm Hydera _500009

_ ' PET!TIONER

_ANQ'

1. The State Tax officer 2, Malkajgm 1 Clrcle C. T Complex Nampally
Hyderabad - 500 001
2. Siate of Telangana, Through Prrncrpal Secretary to Government Revenue
_Department (Commercial Tax), Hyderabad Telangana
_ RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Censtltutlpn Of lndla praylng that in the
crrcumstan es slated in the affidavit flled ther:ewrth the ngh Courl may be
pleased to rssue a Wnt order or dire more pamculgrly one in lhe nature of a wrrl Q{
Mandamus declar:ng that |mpugned SCN in Form pRC Q1 beanng Reference NQ
203605240623?7? dated 30. 05 2024 and |mpugned Order mForm GST DRC OZ
vide Ref No. £D360824095557Q dated 24. 08 2024 passed by the 151 Respondem
under the provrsrons of CGSTTI'GST Act, 2017 as belng vord arbrtrary, |llega|
without ]Ul'lSdlCtIOﬂ violative of the pnncrples of natural ]ustrce apart from berng
vrolatrve of Artrcles 14, 19( 1)(g) and 265 of the Constltutlon of Indla and to

consequently set asrde the same.

IA NO: ‘_I OF 2025

Petmon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the mrcumstances stateci in
the affrdavrt filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
operation of impugned Order in Form GST DRC 07 vide Ref No
7ZD360824095557Q dated 24.08.2024 passed by the Respondent No.1. '
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Counsel for the Fetitioner: SRI P.VENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD SHABAZ

Counsel for the Fespondents: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP

W.P.NO: 2864 OF 2025

Between:

M/s VERTEX HOMES LTD, Vertex Corporate, 4th Floor, Piot No. 8 and 9,
Jubrlee Enclave, Opp Hltex Entrance, Madhapur, Hyderabad Te!angane_.
Rep. by its Joint Managing Director, Sri. Chakka Guru Murali Mohan Sf ;

Late C San kararah Aged about 58 years ,
...,PETITIO_,_‘N_, 3
ANQ T

1. The Deputy Gommissioner(ST), Punjagutta STU-3, Punjagutta Gachrbowlr
Q;vrsron Hyderabad Telangana State.

The Assistant Comimjissioner (ST), Jubilee Hills -}, Punjagutta Hyderabad
State of Telangana, Rep by its Principal Secretary, Revenue (ST}
Department Secretariat Burldrng, Saifabad, Hyderabad, Telangana.
Union of lndra, Represented by rts Secretary Mrnrstry of Frnance New Delhl

110061
P’ESPONDENTS'

hadN A

Petrtlon under Article 226 of the Constitution of india prayving that in the
crrcumstances stated in the afﬂdavrt filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to |ssue an apprognate wrrt order or drrectron partrcularly in the nature of o

Writ of MANDAMUS i} declanng the actron of the Deputy Comrnrssroner (ST)

Punjagutta STU -3 No. ZD3604240387606 Dated 30- 04 2024 15t Respondent
herein under section 73 of the TSGST Act and CGST Act r/w Rule 142 of TSGST
and CGST Rules 4017’ as the rmpugned order is passed by an ofﬁcer who has not |
heard the Petltroner and not consrdered the materral placed by the Petrtroner ang

the |mpugned order and the show cause notlce not havmg any drgrtal srgnature

and show cause notlce not hayrng the date and the DRC 01A was not rssued Ihe

Respondent has |>sued the show cause notrce in a hasty manner whrch |s
completely bad in law n) to declare GSTR 2A and 38 and sectron 16(2)((;) as
illegal, arbrtrary, rmproper contrary to GST Act 2017 ur) to declare sectron
16(2)(0) Sectlon 4] as ultravrres artrcles 14 19(1)(9) 21 265 and 300—A of the
Constrtutron ot Indiz and also as rilegal arbrtrary rmproper unjust, unfarr contrary
to GST Act and Ru'es 2017 and consequently to set asrde the adJudrcatron order
dated 30 04- 2024 '
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IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to grant

stay of collection of the drsputed tax penalty and rnterest pending drsposal of the

wril petrtlon

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRl M.V.J.K. KUMAR
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 3: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special

Govt Pleader for State Tax assrsted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

Counsel for the Respondent No 4: snr B. MG}SHERJEE FOR SRI GADI

PRAVEEN KUMAB Dy SOLIQITOR GENERAL OF INDIA‘

W.P.NO: 2867 OF 2025

Between'

B wN

M/s Vertex Homes Ltd, Vertex Corporate 4th Floor, Plot No. 8 and 9, Jubilee
Enclave, Opp Hitex Entrance Madhapur, derabad, Telangana, Rep by its
Joint” Managing Director, Sij. Chakka Guru Murah Mohan Slo Late C.
Sankararah Aged about 58 years %

-PETITIONER

AND

The Deputy Commissioner (ST), Punjagutta STU-3, Punjagutta Gachipowli
Division, Hyderabagd, Telangana Statg; :

The Assistant Commissioner (ST) Jutgrlee Hrlts -1, Punjagutta Hyderabad
State of Telangana, Rep by its Prlnc:pal Secretary, Revepue (CT)
Department, Secretariat Building, Saifabad, Hyderabad, Telangana

Urion of India, Represented by rts Seq ary Mrnlstry of Frnance New Delhr -

110001
RE§PONDENTS

Petrtron under Article 226 of the Consmutron of Indra praymg that in the

crrcumstances stated in the affrdavrt fi led therewrth the Hrgh Court may be
pleased to lssue an appropnate Wrrt Orde[ or drrect:on preferabiy a Wnt in the
nature of Writ of MANDAMUS i) declarrng the actron of the 2nd Respondent in not
dealing with the contentrons putforth by the Petrtloner and the matenai evrdence
that is frled dunng personal hearing and not considering the request made by the
Petrtroner whrch s an inadvertent mrstake done by the Petltroner clarmed the ITC
under the head Inward Supplies from ISD under 4 (A) (4) instead of ctarmrng under
Alt Other ITC under 4 (A) (5), as also impugned order and the show cause no_tlce
iliegal and the Show Cause Notice is issued without issuing the DRC-01A, and

passed the Order in DRC-07 in a hasty manner which is completely bad in iaw i)
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to declare section 16(2)(c) and as ultravires articles 14, 19(1)(g}, 21, 265 and 300-
A of the Constitution of India and also as illegal, arbitrary, improper, unjust, unfair,

contrary to GST Acl and Rules 2017 and consequently to set aside the,

adjudication_o__rder d__ated 30-04-2024.

IA NO 1 OF 2025

Pet:tlon undef Sectlon 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in . -

the aﬁudavnt':ged in support of the petition, the Htgh Court may be p!eased g nt
stay of c;ollectlon of the d;sputed tax penalty and mterest pending dlsposgl ot the

wnt petmon

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRIM.V.J.K. KUMAR
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 3: SRI SWAROQP OORILLA, Spegial
7 Govt: Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGE’
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI (:ADI & B
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W P NQ 2931 OF 2025

Between __ L -

Mls Hargun Agro Iindustries Private Limited, 7-4-150 4 Part 1A, Rajendra
Nagar, Gaganpahad, Rangareddy, Telangana-500077 Represented by -its
Director, Mr, Ricky Singh, S/o. Harjeet Singh Aged 42 years, R/o, -H.No.8-2-
895/E/5A, Piot No 205, Road No.12, Banjara Hills Hyderabad Telangana;

500034
PETlTlONER

AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner of State Tax, Malkajgiri Circle-1 (ST), Malkajgm
' D!VISIOﬂ 51h F!oor CT. Complex Nampally Hyderabad Tefangana— 500."

001.
2. TheDeputy Commissioner of State Tax, Saroov Nagar Division, 3rd Floorﬁ

Gaganwhar Compiex, Nampally Hyderabad, Telangana-500082,
3. State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (uommercnai Tax) Hyderabad Telangana 110001

RFSPONDENTS

Petmon under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praylng that Y the |
c:rcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may pe
pleased to issue a writ, arder, or direction or more particularly one in the nature ef,

writ of mandamus d:2claring
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1. That the Order in Form GST DRC-07 reference No. ZD360424050148!
dt.24.04.2024 passed by the Respondent No. 1 under the provisions of
CGST/T GST Act, 2017 as being void, arbrtrary and being vroiatrve of
Artlcles 14 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constltunon of India, and to
consequently set aside the same and/or pass such further or other
order(s) as thls Hon'ble Court may deem fit and proper in the
c;rcumstances of the case '

i. The Show Cause notlce wde Reference No. ZDB61223054119K daleq

' 28]2 2023 lssued by the Respandent No. 1 under the prowsrons of
CGSTfT GST Aqt 2017 as belng vord arbitrary and bemg vrolat:ve 0{
Artlcles 14 18(1)(9-) and 265 Qf the Constrtutlon of tndra and to

onsequentiy set asu;le the same : '

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petltign under Sestlon 151 CEC praylng that in the circumstances stated in
the afﬂdavrt frled in suppor’t of the petrtlon the Hrgh Court may be pleased to stay
operatron of be pleased to stay operatlon of impugned Order vide Form GST DRC-
07 dt.24.04.2024 referer]ge No. ;D360424050148I issued by the Respondent
No.1. '

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI P.YVENKATA PRASAD FOR SRI MD SHABAZ
Counsel for the Respondents’ SRI SWARQQP OORILLA, Specnal Govt Pleader
' for State Tax assrsted by SRI T CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

W.P.NO: 2939 OF 2025
,B_et_weeh'

Mis VERTEX HOMES PRIVATE LTD., Vertex Corporate, 4th Floor, Plot No,
8 and 9, Jubilee Enclave, Opp Hltex Entrance, Madhapur, Hyderabad
Telangana. Rep. by its Joint Managmg Director, - Sri. Chakka Guru Murai]
Mohan Slo. LateC Sankararah Aged about 58 years '

._.._PET_I_TIONER

AND

1. The Deputy Commissioner (ST), Punjaguita STU-3, Pun;agutta Gachibowli
Division, Hyderabad, Telangana State.

2. The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Jubilee Hills |, Punjagutta Hyderabad

3. State of Telangana, Rep by its Principal Secretary, Revenue (CT) ‘
Department, Secretariat Building, Saifabad, Hyderabad, Telangana.
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4. Union of India, <epresented by its Secretary. Ministry of Finance, New Dethi
110001.
...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
cnrcumstances steted in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to |ssue an appropriate writ, order or direction partlcularly m the nature of
Wr:t of MANDAMIJS i) declaring the action of the Respondents :n passmg the
._|mpugned dated 31) 12-2023 which is passed by an off:cer and ‘who has not |ssued
the show cause notice and who has not given any personal hearmg and the flrst
appellate authontle s are not being notified as per section 3 of the CST Act fllng of
appeal would be nugatory ii) to declare section 16( 2)(c) and 41 as ultrawres to
art:cles 14 19(1) 3). 21, 265 and 300A of the COﬂStlIUthn of Ind;a apg m) td
declare Notmcatlon No. 9/2023-Central Tax dated 31- 03 2023 and Notif catlon No
56[202;3 Cent{al T: ax dated 28- 12 2023 has been ultrawres to sect:on 168-A of the
GST Act 2017 and !v) to declare the |mpugned arder as lllegal arb!trary Ui’lj 'st‘
';mproper unfarr contrary to the principles of natural Justlce wolatwe of prowslgns

of the GST Act and Rules and violative of articles 14, 19(1)(9) 21, 265 and 390 A

of the Constitutlon of India and consequently to set aside the same o

lA NO 1 OF 2025

Petxtlen under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the cwcumstances stated |n
the afﬁdawt flled in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased 10 g[anl
stay oi the dlsputed demand of Rs. 6,17,48,543.64 [Rs 3.21, 80 791 28 (SGS]’)
and Rs, 2, 95 67 752.36 (CGST)] pending dlsposal of the wnt petmon o '

Counsegl for the Petitioner: SRIM.V.J.K.KUMAR
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 3: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAlTANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI B
' PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA
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W.P.NO: 2956 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Rockhopper Renewables (India) Private Limited, Sy. No.78 to 82,
108,110 to 112, 115to 117, 119, 126, Andole Mandal, Dakoor Village, Medak
Distrtict, Telangana 502270 Rep by its Director, Mr.Venkat N.K.K., aged

about 42 years
...PETITIONER
AND ST

The Joint Commissioner (ST), Nizamabad, Tetangana.
The Appellate Joint Gommissioner (ST), Secunderabad Division, Hyderabad
The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, _Revenue cnH
Department Telangana Secretartat, Hyderabad. - o
The Union of India,’Rep. by |ts Secretary ‘Ministry of Finance, North Btock
New Delhi - 110 001 _
The Qentral Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, Rep by its Charrman
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue North Block, Central Secretanat

New Dethl 1Q{) 091
RESPONDEN 5

IR S

Petrtlon unde{ Artlole 226 of the Constrtutron of India praymg that i the
crrcumstances stated in the afﬁdavtt filed therewrth the Hrgh Court may be
pteased to 1ssue ert of Mandamus or any other appropnate Wr:t or Order or
Drrectron dec!anng (;) the action of the 1st ReSpondent in passrng the Orders
dated 26 07 2023, the Sumrnary of the Orders in Form GST DRC- 07 dated
26.07. 2023 and Annexure to GST DRC 07 dated Nil, passed by the ']St
Respondent Ievylng CGSTISGST under Sectlon 73 of the CGST/SGST Act 20’1?
for the tax penod 2017-18, without even tssumg Form GST DRC 01A as
contemp!ated under Rute 142(1A) of the Rutes 2017, without srgnature of the
officer poncerned |n the Notlce and the Orders dated 26 07.2023, the Summary of
the Orders tn Form GST DRC 07, dated 26 07 2023 and Annexure to GST DR -
o7 dated er passed by the 1st Respondent and without DIN and wrthout even

provrdlng suffrcrent opportunrty of berng heard to the Petrtroner as arbltrary,
contrary to the provrsrons of the CGSTISGST Acts 2017, and contrary to the
Artrcle 14 19 (|) (g) 21 and 265 of Constitution of India and consequently set-
asrde the Orders of the 1st Respondent dated 26.07.2023 for the tax penod 201 7—
18 as sHegaI arbltrary. without jurisdiction, nutl and void and pass such other order
or orders as the Hon'ble Court may deems fit and proper in the crrcumstances of
the case. (ii) Against the Orders of the 1st Respondent the appeal lres before the
Appellate Tribunal under Section 112 of the CGST/SGST Acts, 2017 and however
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the Statutory appeal was preferred by the Petitioner before the 2ndRespondent
cannot be entertained as the same rank officer that of the 1st Respondent herein

and 2nd Respondent did not even return the appeat papers as not maintainable.

IA NO 1 OF 2025

Petmon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the crrcumstances stated in

— Ihe aff:da\nt f;led n support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased lo
Suspend the Operatron of the Orders dated 26 07 2023 Summary of thq Orders

‘:

m Form GST DRC 0? dated 26.07.2023 and Annexure tp GST DR
passed by the 1St Respondent for the tax penod 201? 18 under the GSTISGST
Acts 2017 pendng disposal of the abeve Wnt Petltlon as etnerwlse the

-07 dated N|I

Petmoner w;ll be put to severe loss and hardshlp

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHAIK JEELANI BASHA ‘
Geunsel for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 3: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Spegial
' Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGI?
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI o
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL-OF INE)iA
‘Counsegl for the Respondent No.5: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
SC FOR cgic . U o

W P N@ 2995 OF 2025

Between

M/s Sainath Ginning angd Pressing Faclory, 4-5-13/8 /SY NO, 29A Rampur
Road Adllabad Telangana- 504001 Rep by nts Propnetor Kotawar Sandeep

" PETITIONER
AND

Assistant Commissioner (ST}, Adiabad Circle, Adiiabad Division, Telangana
State Tax Officer, Adilabad Circle, Adilabad DIVISIon Telangana
State of Telangana, Rep. by its Prmcupal Secretary to Government Revenue
(ET-) Department, Secretariat Hyderabad 5 _
Union of India, Rep. by the Secretary, Ministry of Fmance No 136-A North

Block, New Delhi.
The Branch Manager, Karur Vysya Bank, Door No.3-2- 24 Statron Road

Adllabad Adilabad Distict, Telangana- 504001.
RESPONDENTS

T IR RPN =.—~1

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India pray}ng that n 1he

pircum_'s_t'ances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court ':_may be
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pleased to issue an appropriate Writ Order or Direction more particulerly in the
nature of MANDAMUS declaring the action of the 1st Respondent in passing the
impugned order dated 30/4/2024 for the year 2018-19 as improper illegal contrary
to farts, vnolate of pnnmples of natural jUStlce and unsigned and Consequently set

esude tne sa[j_ne.

IA NO 1 OF 2025

Egntlon undex Sectton 151 CPC praying that in the cirgumsianges ¢ stated |p
the afﬂdawt med in support of the petmon the High Court may be pleased to
suspeng the Gamashee Notace in FORM DRC: 13, dated 12/12!2024 relating to ;he
'years 2018119 under the CGST and SGST Acts 2017, in respect of' 1he
Petmoners Current A/C No. 1459135000002870 issued by the 1s1 F,{equndem td |
the 5rth Respondent Bank, pendmg d|5posal ot the above Writ Petltlii: T

1A no;z OF 2025

Petttlon under Section 151 CPC praying that in the cirgumstances stated in
the aﬁldawt t”led in support of the petition, the ngh Court may be pleased 10 grant
stay of coliectlon of the total disputed tax of Rs.Z2, 55, 25 227!» (CGST Qf
Rs.1, 27 10, 318 and IGST of Rs 1,04,591-).

Counsgl for the Petitioner: SR} MUKT!NUTALAPATI RAMACHANDRA MURTI;IY!
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 TO 3: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Spema[ -
: Gpvt P!eader for State Tax assnsted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGE
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRIB. MUKHERJEE } FOR SRi GADI e
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLlCiTOR GENERAL OF INDIA

_ Counsel for the Respondent No 5. -

W P NO 3000 OF 2025

Between

Mls Sainath Ginning and Pressing Factory, 4-5-1. 3/R, Sy No 29A, Rampur
Road Adalabarl Telangana- 504001. Rep by its Proprietor, Kotawar Sandeep

...PETITIONER
AND |

1. Joint Commissioner (ST), Adilabad STU, Adiiabad Division, Telangana
2. Assrstant Cammissioner (ST), Adilabad STU Adilabad Division Telangana
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3. State of Te:langana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary to Government, Revenue

(CT-N) Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad.
4. Union of Irdia. Rep. by the Secretary Ministry of Finalce, No.136-A, North

Block, New Dethi.
5. The Branch Manager, Karur vysya Bank, Door No.3-2-24. Station Road,

Adilabad, Adilabad Distict, Telangana- 544001
' ' _ RESPONDENTS

Petition urder Article 226 of the Constltutron of !ndra prayrng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewrth the High Court may be
pteased to issue an appropriate Writ, Order or Drrectton more partrcutarty in the
nature af Mandamus declaring the actlon of the 1st Respondent :n passmg the
rmpugned order riated 30/04/2024 for the year 2018 - 19 as lmproper rllegat

contrary to facts viclative of prlncrples of natural justrce ancl ynsrgned and

consequently set aside the same.

tA__t\tO: 1 OF 2025

Petrtron under Section 151 CPC praymgthat lrrthe crreumstances stated in
the afﬂdavrt fled n support of the petrtlon lhe Htgh Court may be pteased to
suspend the Garnishee Notice in FORM DRC- 13, dated 12/12/2024 retatrng to the
years 2018-19 uncer the CGST and SGST Acts 2017 in respect of the petmoners
Current A/c No 1[59?35000002870 rssued by the 1st Respondent to the 5rth

Respondent Bank, pending drsposal of the above Wnt Petrtron

IA NO: 2 OF 2025

Petrtlon under Section 151 CPC prayrng that in the crrcumstanees stated n
the affrdavrt filed in support of the petmon the ngh Court may be p!eased to grant
stay of collectron of the iotal disputed tax of Rs 9,94 088/— (CGST ot Rs 4,97 044!—

and SGST of Rs 4, ‘)7 044/-).

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI MUKTINUTALAPATI RAMACHANDRA MURTHY
Counsel for the Res pondent Nos.1 TO 3: SR} SWAROOP OORILLA Specral -
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B.MUKHERJEE FOR SR GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.5: --
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W.P.NO: 3012 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Virat Interiors, rep. by its Proprietor Vishnu Vad}a Sy.No. 39
Petbasheerbad Qutbullapur Mandal, R R Dist.
PETITIONER

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Rep. by the Principal Secretary, Revenue (CT)
Department Secretariat, Hyderabad, Telangana.
2. Tbe Ass;stant Commissioner (ST) Malkajgm ICJrcie Saroornagar DIVISIOﬂ

Hyderabad
R§§PONDENTS

' P tmoo under Article 226 of the Constitution of !ndla pray g that |n-the
glrcume__ances stated in the @ffldavat filed lherewath the ngh “ be

pleaseg to lesue a wnt or Order or D!rectlon pamcularly one pp ;_he
Mandaq]us declanng the action of the 2nd respondent m passmg .,;_Qe lfppugneg
prder qated 27/04/2024 in DRC-07 for the year 2018-19 determ_mme the’tax

l|ab1!|ty at Rs. 36 29,238/~ and the penalty thereon under the CGSTSGST Act 291?

as |Ilegal perverse, unsustamable and in v:otatlon of the pnnmples of natqral

justlce '

IA NO* ‘1‘ OE 2025

Eetmon under Sectipn 151 CPC praying that in the c1rcumstances slateq m
the affrciawt filed in support of the petition, the H:gh Court may be p‘eased 10 grant

stay ot all further proceedings pursuant to the lmpugned order‘_ of Ihe 4 '_('__‘;
{espondent dated 27!04/2024 in DRC-07 for the year 2018 19 :

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI B. KRISHNA REDDY
Counse] f0|; the Respondents SRl SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleadgz
for State Tax asmsted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KlRAN AGP

W P NO 3013 OF 2025

Between

M/s. Virat Interiors, rep. by its Proprietor Vrshnu Vadla Sy No 39
Petbasheerbad Qutbuliapur Mandal, R R Dist. h
PETITIONER

AND

1. The State of Telangana, rep.by the Principal Secretary, Revenue (CT)
Department, Secretaniat, Hyderabad, Telangana.
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2. The Assis'ant Commissioner (ST), Malkaijgiri-l Circle, Saroonagar Division,
Hyderabad.
...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ. or Order or Direction par’ticutarty one in the nature of Writ
of Mandamus de:laring the actlon of the 2nd respondent in passmg the tmpugned
orders dated 25.18.2024 in DRC 07 for an amount of Rs 15,79, 652/— and another
order for an amcunt of Rs.63, 41 705/- for the Fmancnal Year 2019-20 under the
CGST/SGST Act 2017 as the two orders-_ multaneousty cannot be sustalned m

law based on thz2 same material and to ‘quesh the same as tlegat perverse

unsustamable and in violatijon of the pnncnples of ngtural justlce

JA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petltron under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the c:rcumctances stated in
the affldawt frled in support of the petition, the Hfgh Court may be pleased to grant
stay of all further jroceedings pursuant to the ;mpugned orders dated 25, 08 2024
in DRC 07 for an amount of Rs.15, 79 6521— and another order for an amount of
Rs.63 41.705/- for the ~inancial Year 2019-20 undefthe CGST/SGST Act, 2017.

Counse] for the Petitioner: SRI B. KR!SHNA REDDY
Counsel for the Respondents SRI SWARQOP OQRILLA Special Govt Pleader
for State Tax ass:sted bv SRI T CHAITANYA KtRAN AGP

W.P.NO: 3015 OF 2025

Between'

M/s Delta Avtomation Systems rep by |ts Proprletor N.Veerabhadra Rao,
Plot No.E12 and E13, APIIC/IE, Santhoshl Matha Tempte Steet, Patancheru

Medak District-502 319, Telangana
PETITIONER
AND
1. The State of "elangana, rep. by the Principal Secretary. Revenue (CT)

Department, 3ecretariat, Hyderabad, Telangana. ‘-
2. TheAssnstant Commissioner (ST), Medak, leamabad Division,

..RESPONDENTS
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Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ, or Order of Direction particularly one in the nature of Writ
of Mandamus declaring the action of the 2nd respondent in passing the impugned
order dated 30/12!2023 in DRC-07 for the year 2017-18 under the CGST Act

2017 as megal perverse and is in violation of the prmmples of natural Justlce

lA NO 1 OF 2025

Petltlon under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the cnrcumstances stated ;n
the affudavnt filed in support of the petifion, the ngh Court may L)e p! gsed to gr'
stay of all further proceedings pursuant to the 1mpugned Qrder pass by the énq
respon;;ent dated 30/12/2023 in DRC-07 for the year 2017 18 uo ,er tlje CGST

Act 2017

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRIK. LAXMA REDDY
Counsel for the Respondents: SRI SWARQOP OORILLA, Special ¢ Govt Pleader
' for State Tax assisted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP

~ W.R.NO: 3027 OF 2025

Between

. Mls SW Steel Merchant, Represented by its P[opnetor Syed Wajld Slo.
Syed Abdui Rahman, agedabout 44 years, having addresg at 4¢25 5/1!3
§yler_r_1en Nagar, Rajendra Nagar, Rangareddy Telangane, 500052

PETWONER

AND

1. The State of Telangana, Represented by its Pnnmpal Secretary Commerc:ai
Taxes, Secretariat, Hyderabad. _

2. The Commlssloner of the Commercial Taxes Department Te|angana

© State,Commercial Taxes Complex, Nampally, Hyderabad- -500.001.

3. The Asst Commissioner (State Tax), Rajendranagar-ll Circle, Saroornagar

' D|V|S|on Exhlbmon Gate Road, Nampal!y Hyderabad-500 001.. '

RESPON DENTS

Petrt:on under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praylng that in the
cnrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased 1o issue a direction or Orders, more particularly in the nature of a writ of

Mandamus or any other appropriate Writ, declaring the Orders passed by the
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Respondent No.3 vide in Form GST DRC-07 bearing Reference No.
ZD360824004318F dt.02/08/2024 for tax period 2020-21, ZD360824004349A dt
02/08/2024 for tax period 2021-22 and ZD360824004374H dt 02/08/2024 for tax
period 2022-23, and confirming the demand of Rs.14. 58 crores (approxumateiy) of
tax along with consequential demands of interest and penalty against the
Petitioner Compe ny, that are passed w;thout physical service of the Show Cause
Notice and without affording an opponunlty of heanng to the P« >tmoner and that
have been uptoaded in the GST portal wnthout QIgttal signatursa or E- S|gna1ure
which is contrary to the Rule 26 (3) of the CGST Bules 201? and contra(y to thc—;
prov:smns of CGST Act and Ruyles, 2017 and TGST Act and Rules, 201? gontrary
to the law laid dcwn by the judicial pronogncement of th:s Honourable Court as
void ab initio, ile-gal, arbntrary, vnﬂlanon of Prmcuples of NaturaJ Just;ce and
Pnncnpfe of Aud! Alteram Partem, and wolallon of Art:cie 19( 1) (9) and 3OOA of the

Petmoner

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition undzr Section 151 CPC praymg that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the_petmon thel—hgh Court may be pleased to grant
stay of all further proceedings arising in pursuance of the ImpugnPd Assessment
Order passed by the Respondent No. 3, in Ferm GST DPRC-07 bearmg Reference
No. 203608240043 I18F dt.02/08/2024 for tax period 2020-21, ZD36E)824004349A
dt 02/08/2024 for tax period 2021-22 and ZI360824004374H dt 02/08/2024 for 1ax

perlod 2022 23,

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI M. UMASHANKAR
Counsel for the Res.pondents SR} SWAROGP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
for State Tax assisted- by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
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W.P.NO: 3137 OF 2025

Between:

M/s. Smitha Industries, 2-113/7, Road No. 6, Sobhana Colony, Balanagar,
Hyderabad, Medchal-Malkajgiri  District, Teiangana - 500042 rep. by is
Proprietor George Pappachen Puthettu.

PET!TIONER

AND

1 The Assistant Commissioner (ST}, Fernguda Circle, Gaganvrhar Complex
p. Gandhi Bhavan, M.J. Road, Nampally, Hyderabad 500001 . '

2. The State of Telangana, Rep. by the Princrpal Secretary 10 the Government,

Revenue (CT) Department, Teiangana Secretanat Burldmg Hyderabad ‘

Tetangana.
3. The Union of india, rep. by its Secretary (Frnance), Ministry of Ernance Norlh

Block New Delhi 110001
RgSPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Conshtutlon of India praylng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit frled therewrth the Hrgh Court may be
pleased to issue an appropriate Wirit, Order. or Dtrectron more partrcu!arly rn the
nature of MANDAMUS declaring that the rmpugned Ex Parte Assessment Qrder
passed by the First Respondent in Form DRC 07 under Section 73 of the GST
Acts, 2017, vide DIN. GSTI36ACUPP7345AG1ZY120 dated 20-08- 2024 for the
Financial Year 2019-20, without valid DIN, wrthout srgnature/ drgrtal signature,
without affordrng opportunrty of personal hearrng wrthout physrcally servrng show
cause notice, is contrary to law, violative of the pnncrples of natural Justlce mvalid
deemed to have not been issuyed, not an order II"I the eye of law, contrary tQ S
75(4) of the GST Acts, 2017, arbitrary, capngrgus even Qn merrts BQI sustarnable

and rllega} and consequently set aside the same.

JA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petrtron under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circymstances stated in
the affrdavrt fried in support of the petition, the ngh Court may be pleased to gran1
stay of ali further proceedings, rnciudmg recovery of tax pursuant to the mpugned
Ex Parte Assessment Order passed by the First Respondent in Form DRC- 07
under Sectlon 73 of the GST Acts, 2017, vide DIN. GSTI36ACUPP7345AG1ZY120

dated 20 08-2024, for the Financial Year 2019 20.
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Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI G. NARENDRA CHETTY
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI SWAROOP OORILI_A, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SR} B.MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

W.P.NO: 3150 OF 2025

Betwee_rl:

M/s. Sri-Lakshmi Venkateswara Enterprrses Plot No. 7 14 Cellar Gokul -
Plots, V R Colony, Hafeez Pet, Rangareddy Telangana, 500050 Repl:esented
by its Propnetor Devineni Chandr shekar Reddy aged about 44 years, Sla;
Venkata Reddy. R/o. Plot No. 160, Flat No,” 101, SSM Nilayam, Kukatpa[ly
Gokul Plots 9th Phase Kukatpalty, Medchat—Malka;grrl Telanqana 500072

PETlTIONER

1. The Assistant Commissioner, Hydernagar-Iil Circle, Hyderabad Rurat
Division, 5th Floor, South thg Gaganvlhar Bunidmg Opp. Gcmdhr Bhavan
001

Nampalty, H yderabad- 5000
2. State of Telangana, Through Principal Secretary to Government Revenue

Department (CommeTCIai Tax), Hyderabad Tetangana '
RESPONDENTS

Petmon under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praymg that in the
Ctrcumstances stated in the afﬁdawt flled therewrth the High Court may be |
pleased to rssue a wrrt order or dlrectlon more partlcutarty one in the nature of a '
Writ of Mandamus (i} declanng Show causg notice in Form DRC 1 wde Ref no
ZD360622033236M dated 06.06. 2022 and an nmpugned Summary Order m DR .
07 vide ref no. ZD3604240594566 dated 25.04 2024 both issued by the:"tst
Respondent under the provisions of CGSTITGST Act 2017 as berng votd
arbttrary, tttegal without ;unsdlctton and wrthout authonty of law apart frorn b ng
wolatrve of Amcfes 14, 19(1)(9) and 265 of the Constrtutton of lndra and to

consequently set-asi :te any action taken pursuant thereto

IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petrtron under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the aff:davrt fited in SJpport of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
of operatlon of irnpugned Summary Order in DRC-07 vide r_ef. " no:
203604240594566 dated 25.04.2024 issued by the Respondent No. 1 for the tax
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period 2018-19 under CGST/TGST Acts, 2017 pending disposal of the above Writ

Petition, as otherwise, the Petitioner will be put to severe loss and hardship.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI'V. VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondents: SR SWARQOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
: for State Tax asmsted by SRI T CHA!TANYA KIRAN AGP

W.P.N(_Z__)_: 3171 OF 2025
__Between'

Mls Sri Lakshmi Venkateswara Enterprises, Plot No. 7, 14 Cellar, Gokul
Plots, V R Colony, Hafeez Pet, Rangateddy, '[elangana 500050 Represented
by rts Proprietor, Devineni Chandrashekar_Reddy aged about 44 years, S/0.
Venkata Reddy, R/a. Plot Ng. 160 Elat No, 101, SSM Nllayam Kukatpaliy
onul Plots 9th Phase, Kukatpally hal Malkajgm Telangapa- 5090?2

PETITIONER

AND

‘:

1. The Assistant Commissioner, Hydernagar—lll Circle, Hyderabad Rural
Division, 5th Floor, South Wing, Gagap bar Burid;pg Opp Gandhr Bhavan
Nampally, Hyderabad 500 001" '

> State of Telangana, Through. Principal Secretary to Government Revenue
Department (Commercial, Tax) Hyderabad Telangana ‘

: RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constltutlon of India praymg thai in the
cnrcumstances stated in the affidavit frled therewrth the ngh Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order, or dlrectron more partlcularly one in the nature of a
Writ of Mandamus |) decianng Show cause gotlce in Form DRC 0] vrde Ret no,
203605240816851 dated 31.05. 2024 and an !mpugned Summary O[der in DRC:-
07 vrde ref. no. 203608240962921 dated 24 08 2024 both jssued by the 151
Respondent under the provisions of CG TTI’GST Act 2017 as berng \rord
arbilrary ilegal, without Jurlsdlgtlon and wrthdut authorjty of Iaw apart from belng
violative of Articles 14, 19(1)(9) and 1265 df the Constltutlon of India,’ and to

consequently set aside any action taken pursuant thereto

1A NO: 1 OF 2025

Petmon under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the circumslances stated II]
the affldawt filed in support of the petmon the ngh Court may be pleased to stay
of operatlon of impugned Summary Order in DRC-07 vrde ref. no.
203608240962921 dated 24.08.2024 issued by the Respondent No. 1 for the tax
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period 2019-20 inder CGST/TGST Acts, 2017 pending disposal of the above Writ

Petition, as othe ‘wise, the Petitioner will be put to severe loss and hardship”.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI V.VEERESHAM
Counsel for the Respondents: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader
for State Tax assisted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP','-“'?‘

W.P.NO: 3226 OF 2025 |

Between

M/sJ PAg=nC|es B/o. 22-8-450/5, Chatta Bazar, Hyderabad Telangana,
Rep.by its Propnetor Sri, Mohammed Ali Sahel, S/o. Mohamme Fayag, Aj
lgbal; Aged about 37 years, Occ. Business, R/o. 22-8- =571, r__,_._hatta‘ Ba‘

Kooc‘ne Farash Khana Charrmnar Hyderabad Telangana
AND

1. The Asslstant Compmissioner (ST). Charminar Crrcle Charmmar Dawsrqn
Hyderabad Teiangana '

2. The State-of Telangana, Rep. by its Pnncnpaf Secretary Revenue (CTj
Department, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad. -

3. The Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, Rep. by its Cha:rman

' Mmrstry of Fihance, Department of Revenue North Biock, Central Seeretarlat
New Delhi - 100 001 E

4. Un:on of India, rep. by its Secretary(Revenue) Ministry of Frnanc,e :

o -Govermnemeﬂndra Jeevan Deep Building, Sansad Marg, New Blethi.- =

5. HDFGBank Ltd.. Charmmar Branch,No.21-7-802/803, 1st Floor, Siives Oals

Plaza Rikat Gun;r Opp to High Court Gate No 7, Hyderabad Telangana

RESPONDEN

Petltron under Amcle 226 of the Constitution of Jndra praymg thal |r) :the
cnrcumstances stated in the afﬂdavrt filed therew:th the H:gh CQurt may be
pleased o lssue a wnt or order or dlrection more partrcularly one |n ;he naturg Qf
Writ of Mandamus declarpng the impugned Show Cause Notice dt. 30 05 2024 of :

the 1St Respondent afong wrth proceedrngs in Form DRC 01 \ude Ref No.
20360524077421F dt. 31.05. 2024 and, impugned Order dt. 31 08. 2024 a!qng WIth
summary of order in Form DRC 07 vide Ref No. ZD360824153685Y dt
31.08. 2024 passed by the Pt Respondent for the tax period Aprll 2019 to March
2020 wrthout havinj any signature as illegal, arbitrary, apart from vrotatlve of
Ar‘ucle 14 19(1}(9) and 265 of the Constitution of India, Consequent!y, set asrde

the same
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IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the bank attachment notrce |ssued |n Form GST DRC-13 dated
17.01. 2025 under sectlon 79(1)(0) of GST Act by the 1st respondent to the 5th
respondent and also drrect the 5th respondent to de-freeze the bank account of

the petitioner, pending drs__posa_l of t_he_yvnt petrpon

1A NO 2 OF 2025

Retition under Sectron 151 CPC prayrng that in the cirgumstances stated m
the affrdavrt filed in support of the petrtron the Hrgh Court may be pleased to grant
stay of all further proceedrngs pursuant te the rmpugned Order dt 31. 08 2024
atong wrth summary of order in Form DRC QT vrde Ref No ZD360824153685Y dt
3t 08.2024 passed by the ist Respondent for the tax perlod Aprrl 2019 to March
2020, pendrng disposal of the Writ Petition. ' '

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI KOHIR BHASKAR REDDY
Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 &2 SR! SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
Govt Pleader for State Tax assxsted by SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES, SEN]OR
" "SCFORCBIC ~
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRl B.MUKHERJEE FOR SR GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy, SOLICITOR GENERAL OF lNDIA

W.P.NO: 3252 OF 2025
BeMeen:

M/s. Warangal Spices Company Private Limited., 6/45, Near New Grain
Market, Enumamula, Warangal - 506 002. Rep. by its Managmg Drrector
Mr Balaraman Srrdharan aged 49 years : :

.,.PETI_TIONEB

AND

The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Mehdipatnam-| Circle, Hyderabad.

The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Revenue (CT)
Department Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad.

The Union of India, Rep. by its Secretary, Department of Revenue, Ministry of
Finance, New Delhi.

The Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, Rep. by its Chairman,
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, North Block, Central Secretariat,
New Dethi - 100 001.

oW N
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2. The Depuy Branch Manager, ICICI Bank Limited, D.N0.9-1-3,4,5,6,7,
Warangai Central, JPN Road, Warangal - 506 002
...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praylng that in the
crrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the ngh Court may be
pleased to issue Wrrt of Mandamus or any other appropnate ert or Order o;
drrection declann; ' ' L
: (1) the actron of he 1St Respondent in passing the Order, dated 12 9&2024 the
Summary of the ()rder in Form GST DRC-07, dated 12, 08 2024 and the Summ} /
of the Order dated 12.08.2024 levying SGST/CGST/IGST/Cess and Pengtty.and
the Order dated 18.08.2024, the Summary of the Order in {-'orrn  GST' ::;Ro"?f
dated 18, 08 2024 apd the Proceedrngs dated 20 Tley

valrd in the eye of law -

(2) the actlon of the 1st Respondent in passrng the Orders wrthoyg ever} rssumg
Form GST DRZ-01A as contemplated under Rule 142(1A) of the
SGST/GGSTAGST Rules 2017, is not valid in the eye of law
_{3) the actlon of the 15t Respondent in issuing Notices and passrng tha Qrdgr,s ]
without generatlng DIN in the Notices and Orders as per Crrcular No 128/47/2019—
GST, dated 23.12. 7019 and as per W.P. No 320 of 2022 dated 18. 07 2023 of ! :_e

Hon' bte Supreme Court are not valid
(4) the act;on of the 15t Respondent in uploadrng the Notices and ®rders in GS“F
Portal tn Addmonal Notices and Orders mstead of Notlces and Orders, is QDt vahd

in the eye of law
() the actlon of the 1st ReSpondent in not serving the Notrces and Qrders ln

| 7physrcal mode, srmply uploaded the same n the GST Portal IS not a valid sej_ _ge
(6) the actron of the 1st Respondent in rssumg two notrces and passrng two orders
for the same tax pc— nod 2019-20 under the SGST/CGST/IGST Act 2017 as null

and vord

IA NO 1 OF 2025

Petltron under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affrdawt filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
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Suspend the Operation of the Order, dated 12.08.2024, the Summary of the Order
in Form GST DRC-07, dated 12.08.2024 and the Summary of the Order, dated Nil
and the Order, dated 18.08.2024, the Summary of the Order in Form GST DRC-
07, dated 18 08. 2024 and Proceedlngs dated 18.08. 2024 passed by the 1St
Respondent for the tax perlod 2019 20 under the SGSTICGST!IGST Act 2017
pendmg dlsposal of the above Wnt Petmon as otherw:se the Petmoner w;ll be put

to severe Ioss and hardshlp

!A,,No- 2 OF 2025

Petmon under Sectlon 151 CPC praylng that in the cucumstances stated in
the afﬁdavrt f;led in SUppO{'t of the petluon the ngh Court may be pleased to dlrect |
the 1st Respondent te revoke “the Garmshee Notlce Ref No GSTIMPEQ |
2111/110/2024 25, datee 20.01.2025 |ssued by the 1St Respondent to thef}_ﬁg_
Respondent pendmg dasposal of the above Wnt Petmon as cher\mse tne

Petmoner will be put to severe loss and hardshtp

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHAIK JEELANI BASHA
Counsel for the Respondent Nos 1&2: SRI SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
" Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRI T. CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No 3: SRI B. MUKHERJEE FOR SRI GADI e
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF tNDIA
Counsel for the Respondent No 4: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SENIOR
sC FOR CBIC

Counsegl for the Regpondent No.5: =

W P NO 4277 OF 2025

Between

Mls Maruti Qil Mills, rep. by its Managmg Partner, Mr. Arun Kumar AgarWaI
Geesugonda Warangal— 506 002 -
PETITIONER

AND

Appeliate Joint Commissioner (ST), Hyderabad Rural Division, Hyderabad.
Assistant Commissioner (ST), Warangal Urban- I Warangal.
State of Telangana, rep by its Principal Secretary to Government Revenue

(CT-I1) Department, Secretariat, Hyderabad.
Union of India, rep. by its Principat Secretary, Government of Indla Mlnlstry of

Finance, 3rd Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Sansad Marg, New Delhi- 110 001.
..RESPONDENTS

oW
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Petition under Article 226 of the Canstitution of India praying that in the
circumstances sated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a Writ of Mandamus or any other appropriate writ or order or set-
aside the adjudication order dated 25.04.2024 passed by the 2nd Respondent for
the year 2018-19 as being unsigned, barred by limitation as also the Order-m-
Appeat dated 30.12.2024 issued by 1st Respondent for bemg urrsngned in gross
v10latlon of princtoles of natural justice and Sectron 107(12) of the GST Act and

also unsustamabl 2 0on merits.

!A NO 1 OF 2025

_ Petmon under Section 151 CPC praymg that in the cwcumstances etated ln

the aftldawt fi !ed M support of the petition, the ngh Court may be ple;sed to grant
stay of all further proceedings pursuant to the lmpugned orderuﬁ of the 2nd
Respondent datec 25.04 2024 as confirmed by the 1st Respondent by appellate

order dated 30.12.2024 for the tax period Apnl 2018 to March, 2019 pendmg

dlsposal of the Writ Petition, as otherwise the Petmone[ w:ll be put to severe Ioss

and hardsh:p

Counsei for the Petitioner: SRI KARTHIK RAMANA PUTTAMREDDY
Cqunsel for the Re spondent Nos.1 TO 3: SRi SWAROOP OORILLA Special
' Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by SRIT. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE. FOR SRI (-:ADI
: PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL OF !NDIA

WP NO 4491 OF 2025

Between

M/s Gee Kay Steel Corporation, 1-8- 32/5, 2nd Floor,. Bapubagh Colony,
8.D.Road, Secunderabad - 500 003. State of Telangana Rep by its
Propnetor Mr Gooal Kishan Agarwal o

- ,_.,PETIIIONE_R

AND

1. The Assistant Commissioner (ST), M.G.Road-S.D.Road Circle, Begumpet

~ Division, Hyderabad.

2. The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal Secretary, Revenue (CT)
Department, Telangana Secretariat, Hyderabad

3. The Union of India, Rep. by its Secretary Department of Revenue M:mstry of

: Flnance New Delhi
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4 The Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs. Rep. by its Chairman,
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, North Block, Central Secretariat,

New Delhi - 100 001
RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India praymg that in the
mrcumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to 1ssue Wnt of Mandamus or any other appropraate ert or Ordeg or

dlrectrog degtarmg ’
(1) the actrer; of the 1st Respondent in passing the Order da
Summary of tt;le Order in Form GST DRC-07, dated 19. 09 2024 and the Symmarx_

of Asseesmem Order dated 19.09.2024 under Section 74 of the G STISGS
2017, |nstead of under Section 73 of the CGST/SGST Act 2017, for the tax period
Ma(ch %02@ wrthogt considering the detailed ob]ecuons of the Pet': dated_
1502 2%24 thhout generatlng verifiable Document Identification Nt.gmbgr (Q :

ied 19 09 2024 the

wgt_hou’g provrdmg suffcnent opportumty of bemg heard to the P
submlse;on ef ob}eptlons without signature in the Order dated“{ ,09 2024 be
Summary of the Order in Form GST DRC-07. dated 19 09. 2024 as arbrtr'{"-i
contrary to the provrsrons of the CGST/SGST Act, not valid in the eye of Ia\at 1r3
vrolatlon of E’rtnCIpIes of Natural Justice and Rule of Law and gen-trary to"t' o
Artiele j4 19(2)(9) and 265 of the Constitution of India B
(2)the actlon of the Pt Respondent in not issuing the Form GST QRC Q1A a3
trarx to Sectlon 169 of the CGST/SGST Act 2017 read wuth Ruie 142(1#\! og _

qofn
the CG§TISG_EHT Agt: 201 7
(3) the actlg[; of the 1st Respondent in levying tax, mterest and penaltx u

....

§e‘3}l013 74 of the GGSTISGST Act, for the tax penod March 202
PQUUODQT has lnvorees and Bank Statement for payment proof as |}}eQat grbrtr%‘_."'{

lmproper unfalr vrelatlng artlcles 14, 19(1(g), 21 and 300A of the |

Ir; ';3 :
(4 nvolggng Sectron 74 of the CGSTISGST Act 2017 by passmg the Order
09 ;024 the Summary of the Order, dated 19.09. 2024 and the Summa

A ess;hent Order dated 19.09.2024 for the tax penod March 2020 ta

‘f-.

extended perlod of Ilmitatlon is not valid in the eye of Iaw

’\
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IA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the operation of the Order, dated 19 09 2024 the Summary of the Order
in Form GST DF.C-07. dated 19.09. 2024 and the Summary of Assessment Order
dated 19.09.2024 passed by the 1st Respondent for the tax period March 2020
under Section 7 of the CGST/SGST Acts 2017 pendmg dlSposaf of the above
Wrrt Petmon as ntherwise, the Petmoner wﬁl be put to severe losc and hardshrp

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI SHAIK JEELANI BASHA
Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1&2: SR! SWAROOP OORILLA, Special
' Govt Pleader for State Tax assisted by R] T. CHAITANYA KIRAN AGP
Counsel for the Respondent No.3: SRI B.Mi HERJEE FOR SRI GADI
PRAVEEN KUMAR Dy, SOLIGITOR GENERAL: OF INDIA
Counsel for the Fespondent No.4: SRI DOMJNIC EERNANDES ‘%ENIOR




HACJ (SPJ} & RY.}
WP_21101_2024 & batch

THE HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE SUJOY PAUL
- AND
THE HONOURABLE SMT. JUSTICE RENUKA YARA

WRIT PETITION Nos.21101, 5763, 20418, 20827, 20903,
20943, 20997, 21765, 22333, 22334, 22335, 22526, 22571,
22579, 22690, 23341, 26029, 20063, 29415, 29477, 29756,
30022, 31003, 31008, 31025, 31916, 32265, 32914, 32984,
33003, 33054, 33070, 33072, 33086, 33260, 33765, 33905,
33975, 34181, 34598, 35293, 35493, 35503, 35510, 35581,
‘35593, 35630, 35736, 35904, 35964, 35987, 35989, 36045,
36366, 36375, 36385, 36402, 36421, 36425, 36471, 36581,
36613, 36616, 36620, 36682, 36705, 36730, 36759, 36763,
36776, 36786, 36795, 36799, 36836, 36837, 36910, 36945,
36969, 37051, 37059, 37107 and 37116 of 2024 & 14, 32,
89, 109, 123, 126, 129, 148, 160, 216, 268, 270, 273, 280,
304, 330, 335, 341, 342, 349, 366, 581, 1327, 1430, 1443,
1474, 1476, 1521, 1534, 1537, 1576, 1586, 1614, 1721,
1764, 1774, 1796, 1825, 1998, 2106, 2114, 2116, 2139,
2142, 2170, 2212, 2217, 2246, 2360, 2363, 2530, 2681,
2700, 2716, 2720, 2750, 2780, 2794, 2848, 2864, 2867,
2031, 2939, 2956, 2995, 3000, 3012, 3013, 3015, 3027,
3137, 3150, 3171, 3226, 3252, 4277 and 4491 of 2025.

COMMON ORDER: (Per Hon’ble The Acting Chief Justice)

In this batch of Writ Petitions, the petitioners have
challenged the legality, validity and propriety of the show-cause
notices and final orders which admittedly do ﬁot contain physical
or dig_i’j:al signatures of the Proper Officer, although the impuéned

show-catlise notices and final orders were placed on the portal.

Contention of the Petitioners:-
o Learned counsel for the petitioners commenced their

arguments by placing reliance on the judgment of coordinate

—

i
T~
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Bench of this Court in the case of M/s. Silver Oak Villas LLP v.
Assistant Commissioner (ST)I. It is submitted that the view
taken in the said Judgment was consistently foliowed in several
matters. Trerefore, in absrenpfe_ of any physical or digital signature
on the impugned show-cause notiees and orders, the same cannot

sustain judicial scrutiny.

Contention of the Respondents:-

3. Sri Swaroop Oorilla, learned Special Governmen® Pleader for
State Tax, at the outset, fairly admitted that the impugned show-
cause notices and orders do not contain physical or digital

signatures. Fowever, absence of signature will not cause any dent

to the said show-cause notices or-orders, if the scheme of The
Central Goods and Services Act, 2017 (‘GST Act} and The
Central/Telangana State Goods and Services Rules, 2017

(‘GST Rules)) are examined.

4. It was strenuously confended by Sri 'Swarpop Oorilla that the
judgment in M/s. Silver Oak Villas '.(supra) is founded upon the
judgment of thz Bombay High Court in Ramani Suchit Malushte
V. Union of India2. A careful reading of said judgment makes it

clear that the matter was relating to ‘Registration’. Chapter-HI of

_—
' 2024 (4) T™MI 367-THC
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the GST Rules deals with ‘Registration’. This Court in M/s. Silver
Oak Villas (supra) not only followed the judgment of Bombay High
Court in the case of Ramani Suchit Malushte (supra), but also
heavily relied upon Rule 26 (3) of the GST Rules, which clearly
provides that it relates to ‘this chapter’ i.’e., Chapter-11I i.e.,
Registration’. Thus, the judgment in the case of Ramani Suchit
Malushte (supra) and Rule 26 (3) of the GST Rules are of no
assistance to the petitioners because neither the said Rule nor the
judgment deals with either issuance of show-cause | notices or
| passing of final orders. Thus, the judgment of M/s. Silver Oak
Villas (supra) cannot be pressed into service. ' Réliance is placed
on the judgment of learned Single Judgé of Gauhati High Court in
the case of Dihingia Motors Pvt. Ltd. v. Union of India3, wherein
judgment of this Court in M/s. Silver Oak Villas (supra) was
éonsidered. Learned Single Judge of Gauhati High Court in the
séid judgment opined that the manner in which the Proper Officer
should authenticate the show-cause notice or order in so far as
other Chapters, the GST Rules are silent except Chapter-11I, which
deals with ‘Registration’. Thus, the view taken in M/s. Silver Oak

_Villas (supra) is clearly distinguishable and not binding.

3 (2025) 26 CENTAX 79 (Gau.)

e

'h\j
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5. It 1s highlighted that statutory Form issued under
Chapter-1lI are in Form GST REG. Chapter-XVIII of the GST Rules
deals with Demands and Recovery’ and Forms under this Chapter
are in FORM GST DRC. Rule 142 of Chapter-XVII| of the GST
Rules deals with the procedure of issuing demand notice and
passing of demand order. VRI..Ile 142 (1) (a) deals with serving of
summary of notice in Form GST DRC-01 and Rule 142 (S) deals
with summary or order io be uploaded electronically in Form GST
DRC-07. In both the Rules, it is nowhere mentioned that

summary of notice or order requires digital signature on it.

6. The Gooads and Services Tax Network (GSTN) through its
advisory dated 250‘_792_0541 _“c_la?u‘ified that the show-cause notices
and orders are generated on the common portal through the
officers’ login which is accessed using the digital signature.
These documents being computer generated upon the officers’
command do not require digitél sigﬁature as they can only be
issued by the ofﬁceré byloggmgmto the portal with their digital
signatures. Tl us, neither shéw-cause notices nor the crders can

bear a stamp of invalidity in the absence of physical or digijtal

~signatures of the officers.

/
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7. The next contention is that the impugned show-cause
notices and orders contain the name of the Proper Officer, his
designation and the name of the concerned circle. Thus, no
prejudice is caused to thf; assessee. - The judgment of Andhra
Pradesh High Court in the case of M/s. SRK Enterprises V.
Assistant Commissioner4 on whicﬁ reliance is placed by this
Court in M/s. Silver Oak Villas (supra) deals with Section 160 (1)
of the GST Act only. Furthermore, itis submitted that in the teeth
of Section 160 (1) and {2}, the technical defect, if any, about non-
availability of signature Wﬂl. not make the show-cause
notice /order as invalid. The Rules by no stretch of imagination
can prevail over the main Sections namely Sections 73/74 of the
GST Act. Both the Sections are silent about the requirement of
physical or digital signature and in that event, no Rule can help

the petitioners.

8.  Sri Swaroop Oorilla, by placing reliance on the judgmeﬁt in
the case of Commissioner of Custéms v. Dilip Kumar & Co.5,
urged that the taxation statute must be construed strictly. Thus,
by inferential process a fiscal statute cann.ot be _interpret‘ed n a

way which is neither intended nor expressed. A plain reag%ing of

\

W P.N0.29397 of 2023, decided on 10.11.2023.
5(2018)9 SCC

\
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relevant provisions of the GST Act, the GST Rules and Forms
makes it clear that there is no requirement of putting
physical/digital signature and placing the document on the portal
18 sufficient. | Hggvy reliance is placed c¢n the following

comrmunication:

Advisory on Issuance of Notices/Orders without dightal slgratures of the Esuing authorities.
September 257, 3034

portai from the Iugﬁnufﬂ:eoﬁcegwholq:sin Dightal Signatures. Further, these docurnents
[t el i) :

beinp computer generated on the command of the officer, may not requirs 3l stgnatures of the
officer P these docume N be-issued by the office A ;o:heammnpmam

Past-tagin: e 25t Fo in-->Dashiboard—>Service s PISET Services -»Verify REN

»

1. Issue of ary notice in any - modate
2. Wsue of ary order inany module
3. issue of any refund order

Thanks
Team GSTN

/ . (Emphasis Supplied)-
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9. The tax payers have an alternative remedy under Section
107 of the GST Act is the last submission putforth by Sri

Swaroop Oorilla.

10. Sri Dominic Fernandes, learned Senior Standing Counsel for
CBIC, submits that CBIC is just a formal party and as such no

arguments were advanced by him.

Rejoinder submissions of the Petitioners:-

11. Sri Karan Talwar submits that the law is well settled that
show-cause notices/orders rmist_ contain the signature of the
officer, who has issued them. In absence of any signature, the
document is not authenticated. Reliance is placed on judgments
of Supreme Court in Coﬂecfor of Centra.l Excise, Madras v. M/s.
M.M. Rubber and Company ¢ and Kilasho Devi Burman V.
Commissioner of Income Tax, W.B., Calcutta?. To counter, the
argument of Sri Swaroop O_orilia, which is pased on Section 160
(1) and {2) of the GST Aét, it isrsubfnitted that the defect in the
show-cause notices are substantive‘ in nature and not merely
technical defect. When the impugned show-cause notices and
final orders are pregnant with such serious inherent defect, in the

light of judgment in the cases of M.M.Rubber and Company and

6 1992 Supp (1) SCC 471
7(1996) 7 SCC 613
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Kilasho Devi Burman (both supra), the said notices and orders
cannot be treated to be valid notices/orders. Thus, both Sub-
sections (I'Iand (2) of the Section 160 of the GST Act do not
Improve the case of the Department. No principle of waiver can be
pre;sed mtc service in view of the judgment of Bombay High Court

in the case of Prakash Krishnavtar Bharadwaj v. Income Tax

Officers.

12. The next submission of Sri Karan Talwar is based on
Sections 3 and 5 of The Information Technology Act, 2000 (11

Act). To elaborate, it is urged that as per those Sections,

documents ir. question must contain digital or physical signature.

13. Sri M.V.J K.Kumar, learned counsel for petitioners in some
of the Writ Petitions, argued in the same line and placed reliance
on the judgment of Madhya Pradesh High Court in the case of

Umashankar Mishra v. Commissioner of Income Tax®.

14. Sri Uma Shankar learned counsel for petitioners in some of
the Writ Petitions, placed reliance on Rules 59 (2) and 104 of the -
GST Rules and urged that digital or physical signature is must for

treating an ordr=r/ show-cause notice as valid.

—_————

22023 SCC Online Bonmi 59
(1982) 29 CTR 71 (MF)
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15. Sri M. Naga Deepak, learned counsel for petitioners in some
of the Writ Petitions, placed reliance on paragraph No.6 of the
counter of the respondents, wherein the respondents admitted
that it is settled law that the show-cause notice or order must

contain signature.

16. Sri A.V.A. Siva Kartikeya, learned counsel for petitioners in
some of the Writ Petitions, placed reliance on Forms DRC-01 and
DRC-07 to submit that certain informations are required to be

furnished with the signature of the Proper Officer.

17. Sri Raja Shekar Rao Salvaji, learned counsel for petitioners
in some of th¢ Writ Petitions, in addition, relied on the statutory
Form DRC-01B and urged that this Form in no uncertain terms
provides that in this Form the signature of the Proper Officer is
not required, whereas DRC-01 and DRC-07 provides a column for
signature of Proper Officer. Thus, the intention of the law makers
was clearly spelled out in DRC-01B that signature is' not a
requirement. Rule 26 (1) .of the GST Rules was highlighted to
show that it talks about method of authentication. Rule 26 (1) is
not confined to Chapter-lli, instead, it is wider in nature and as

rightly held by the Gauhati High Court in Dihingia Motors Pvt.

N
N
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Ltd. (suprat unless there exists anything contrary, requirement of

Rule 26 must be followed.

18. Sri P. Karthik Ramana, learned counsel for petitioners in
some of the Writ Petitions, urged that Rule 142 of the ‘GST Rules
uses the werds ‘served’ and ‘issued’ which shows that both are
used for different purposes and have different meaning. A
notice/ ofder can be said to be validly issued only when it contains
signature. The question of service is a different facet. Rule 142

(5) is highlighted to show that notice/order needs to be “issued’

and ‘uploaded’.

—19-- -Sri-Venkata Prasad, learned counsel representing Sii Md.”

Shabaz, learned counsel for petitioners in some of the Writ
Petitions, submits that the statutory Forms are medium to
perform statutory function and therefore, must be strictly

followed.

20, Sri Mohd.Mukhairuddin, Sri S. Suri Babu, Smt. S.Rama
Lakshmi, Sri Singam Srinivasa Rao, Sri Kailash Nath _P.S.S__.,'Srir
Srinarayan Toshniwal, Sri K.P.Amarnath Reddy and Md.Asrar
Ahmed, _leafne:i counsel representing Ms.Yammanuru Sir1 Reddy,

r
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Writ Petitioners in some of the cases and borrowed the arguinents

of learned counsel for the petitioners.

21. Sri Swaroopa Oorilla, learned Special Government Pleader

for State Tax, in support of his submissions filed written synopsis.

99. It is noteworthy that the learned counsel for the parties have
produced compilation of judgments. However, we are dealing with
only such judgments which were relied upon by them during the

course of arguments.
23. No other point was pressed.

24. We have heard the parties at length and perused the

records.

Findings:

95. The parties have taken diametrically opposite stand
regarding applicabili_ty of judgment of this Court in M/s. Silver
Oak Villas _(s'u_pr.a)'. Indisputedly, 1n the said case, the
n‘otiée forder was interfered with because it did not _cbntain
physical:/ digital signature. However, this order was sought fo be
distinguished by Sri Swaroop Oorilla on twin counts. Firstly,. the

order in M/s. Silver Oak Villas (supra) is based on a Bombay

) -
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High Cour: judgment which relates to registration and not
issuance of show cause notice or order. Secondly, the order in
M/s. Silver Oak Villas (supra} refers to Rule 26 (3) of the GST
Rules whict relates to Chapter-1il which deals _With__‘_Rggistration’

and not rel:ting to ‘Demands and Recovery’ which forms part of

‘Chapter-XVIL

26. It is noteworthy that this aspect has been g;:onsidered by
Gauhati High Court in Dihingia Hotors Pvt. Ltd. (supra) and
Kerala High Court in M/s. Fortune Service v. Union of Indialo.
The Gauhati High Court opined that unless the void is fulfilled in
relation to requirement of signature in the- notice/order, the
requirement of Rule 26 of the GST Rules c_-arnfbe. folis_m;e&: 'The
Kerala High Court, although, did not agree with the view taken in
M/s. Silver Oak Villas {supra} by this Court to the extent reliance
is placed on Rule 26(3) of- the GST Rules, otherwise ruled in
agreement wita the findings in the judgment of M/s. Silver Oak
Villas (supra). Nc doubt that Chapter-III deais mth ‘régist;fation’
- and judgment of Bombay High Court deals with a case relating

‘with the regist-ation. It is equally true that in Mfs. Silver Oak
~ Villas (supra), this Court also placed reliance on Rule 26 (3) of the

GST Rules whizh essentially relates withr Chapter-1l of the GST

192024 (12) T™I 1512 (er) R
2024 .
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Rules. However, the ancillary question 18 whether despite these
two aspects strenuously highlighted by Sri Swaroop Qorilla to
distinguish the judgment in M/s. Silver Oak Villas (supra), the
said judgment beéomes distinguishable and whether a different
view cén be taken in view of the scheme of the GST Act, the
GST Ruies and Forms prescribed thereunder. Learned counsel
has certal_r_lly raised a ponderable point which deserves serious

consideration.

27. Before dealing with the relevant provisions of the GST Act,
Rules -and Forms on which heavy reliance is placed by learned
counsel for the parties, it is appoéite to note that this Court in
M/s. Sﬂver Oak Villas (supra)} has not only considered the
judgment of Bombay High Court and Rule 26 (3) of the GS’I‘ Rules,
the Court considered other judgments of different High Courts
mcludmg Delhi and Andhra Pradesh High Courts and came to
hold that in view of judicial precedents, the Court is of con31dered.

p1n10n that the impugned order in the instant case bemg an
unsigned document lost its efficacy under the GST Act and the
GS’I‘ Rules. Thus, conclusion drawn in paragraph No.9 of the'
judgment in M /s. Silver Oak Villas (supra) shows that it is based-
on frarious precedents as well as on the provisions of the GST Act
a{{d Ri;le&

\\ i
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28.  In this backdrop, the relevant provisions of GST Act and the
GST Rules can be looked into. Rule 26 of the GST Rules deals
with ‘Method of authentication’ Sub-rule (3) of Rule 26, in no
uncertain tsrms, makes it clear that __it' talks about notice,
certificates ¢ nd orders issued under the provisions of Chapter-I11.
To this extent, we find no difficuity in accepting the argument of
Sri Swaroop Oorilla that unsigned document will not be hit by
Rule 26 (3) of the GST Rules. [t is apposite to note that Sections
73 and 74 of the GST Act are the substantive provisions for
‘Demands ard Recovery’. In order té .traélélate Demands and
Recovery intc reality, Rules were introduced and the Rules are

pregnant with statutory Forms for effectively exercising the power.

29. Indisputzdly, statutory Form GST DRC~01' talks about
‘summary of show cause notice’, Likewise, .GST DRC-07 talks
about ‘summa-y of the order’. In both the statutory Forms namely
DRC-01 and DRC-07, it is imperative to pl;ovide signature, name,
designation, jurisdiction and address. The ;;atu;ory Form DRC-

01 is reproduced for ready reference.

“FORM GST DRC - 01
[See rule 100 (2) & 142(1)(a)]
Reference No: :
Date:

- To

GSTIN/Temp. ID
__________________ Narne
Address
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Tax Period ----——----—--- FY. - Act -

Section / sub-section under which SCN is being issued: -
'~ SCN Reference No. ----

Date --—--

Summary of Show Cause Notice

(a) Brief facts of the case :

(b) Grounds :

(c) Tax and other dues :

{Amount in Rs.)
Sr.| Ta|{ Turno Tax Ac | POS | Ta | Intere | Penal | Fe | Othe | Tot
No X ver | Period t{{Place | x st ty{ €] IS al
Rat Fro| T of
e ml!| o Suppl
v}
1 2 3 41 5] 6 7| 8 9 10] 11 121 13
Tot
al
Signature
Name-
Designation
Jurisdiction
Address’

{Emphasis Supplied)
30. .There is no ‘head on’ between Sections 73/74 of the GST Act
and DRC-01 and DRC-07 and hence we find no merit in the
contention of Sri Swaroop Oorilla that since Sections 73/74 of the
GST Act aré silent about the requirement of digital/ physical
s_ign‘ature any such requirement in DRC-01 and DRC-07 can be
ignored. This is trite that Rules are introduced tq translate the
scheme of the Act into reality. When there is no 'differenqe or
‘head on’ between the Sections and the Rules/ Formé-, the Rules
supplement the Sections and do not supplant it. In this view of
the matter, we are constrained to hold that once there exists a

- s

\.‘
\- .
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specific column earmarked for the signature, the said requirement
becomes a statutory requirement. For this reason, the argument
that taxation statute must be strictly inferpreted based on the
judgment of Supreme Court in Dlhp Kumar & Co (supra) is of no
assistance to the respondents. Instead it supports the contention
of the petitioners. If strict rule of int.erpretation 1s applied in view
of statutory -equirement of existence of signature in the statutory
Forms, it cannot be said ndn-existence of signature will not cause
any dent fo the notice/order. It is also noteworthy that in
paragraph N«.6 of counter of respondent No.3, it is pleaded that “t
is settled law that the order of any authority should contain

signature of officer concerned who is passing the order’.

31. It is prefitable to examine the legal: journey on this aspect.
The Supreme Court in M/s. M.M. Rubber and Company (supra)
opined as under:

“12. It may be seen therefore, that, if an authority is
authorised to exercise a power or.do an-act. affecting the rights
of parties, he shall exercise that power within the period of
limitation srescribed therefor. The order or decision of such
authority comes into force or becomes operative or becomes
an effective_order or decision on and from the date when it is

signed by bim....”

{Emphasis Supplied)

32. Similarly view was taken in Kailasho Devi Burman (supraj.
\‘\_\\\

—
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33. In view of these two judgments of Supreme Court coupled
with the statutory requirement ingrained in DRC-OI and DRC-07,
we are constrained to hold that a notice or final order can become
legal or bear authenticity on its forehead only when it is
physically/digitally signed by the Proper Officer. Section 160 on
which reliance is placed by Sri Swaroop Oorilla reads thus:

Section 160. Assessment proceedings, etc., not to be
invalid on certain grounds. ‘ :
(1} No assessment, reassessment, adjudication, review,
revision, appeal, rectification, notice, summons or other
proceedings done, accepted, made, issued, initiated, or
purported to have been done, accepted, made, issued,
initiated in pursuance of any of the provisions of this Act shall
be invalid or deemed to be invalid merely by reason of any
mistake, defect or omission therein, if such assessiment, re-
assessment, adjudication, review, revision, appeal,
rectification, notice, summons or other proceedings are in
substance and effect in conformity with or according to the
intents, purposes and requirements of this Act or any existing
law.
(2) The service of any notice, order or communication shall
not be called in question, if the notice, order or
communication, as the case may be, has already been acted
upon by the person to whom it is issued or where such service
has not been called in question at or in the earlier proceedings
commenced, continued or finalised pursuant to such notice,
order or communication.’

{Emphasis Supplied)

34. These sub-sections were highlighted by the Revenue to show
that the assessment proceedings cannot be invalida_téd- -on
technical grounds. A careful reading of sub-section (1) of Section
160 of the GST Act makes it clear that the assessment, re-

assessment, adjudication, review, revision, appeal, rectifigation,
o Ty

s

e
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notice, sumrmons and other proceedings will not become invalid
for any misiake, defect or omission if in substance and same is in
conformity with and according to the intent, purpose and
requirement of this Act or any existing law. As noticed above, the
requirement of the GST Rules read with Forms is to put the
signature or DRC-01 é.nd DRC-O'? at specified place. Thus, sub-

section (1) does not help the respondents in any way.

35. So far. sub-section (2) of Section 160 of the GST Act is
concerned, rthe argument of Sri Swaroop Oorilla is that the

respondents have already acted upon the notices in certain cases

2

and filed their reply and therefore notices cannot be invalidated.

We do not ses any merit in this contention. In none of the cases,
1t could be pcinted out that the petitioners fulfilled the demand or

satisfied the recovery.

36. Itis apt to take into account Rule 142 which reads thus:

‘Rule 142 Notice  and order for demand of amounts
payable uader the Act. -

(1) The prcper officer shall serve, along with the

{a) Notice issued under section 52 or section 73 or section
74 or section 74A or section 76 or section 122 or section
123 or section 124 or section 125 or section 127 or section
129 or section 130, a summary thereof electronically in FORM
GST DRC-01, ,

4

w—



21
HACJ(SPJy & RY.J
WP_21101_2024 & batch

(b) statement under sub-section (3} of section 73 or sub-
section (3) of section 74 or sub-section (3) of section 74A, a
summary thereof electronically in FORM GST DRC-
02, specifying therein the details of the amount payable.

(1A) The proper officer may, before service of notice to the
person chargeable with tax, interest and penalty, under sub-
section (1) of Section 73 or sub-section (1) of Section 74, as
the case may be, 3[communicate] the details of any tax,
interest and penalty as ascertained by the said officer, in Part
A of FORM GST DRC-01A.;

(2) Where, before the service of Notice or statement, the person
chargeable with tax makes payment of the tax and interest in
accordance with the provisions of sub-section (5) section
73 or, as the case may be, ax, interest and penaity in
accordance with the provisions of subsection (5) of section 74,
or where any person makes payment of tax, interest, penalty
or any other amount due in accordance with the provisions of
the Act whether on his own ascertainment or, as
communicated by the proper officer under sub-rule (1A), he
shall inform the proper officer of such payment in FORM GST
DRC-03 and an acknowledgement, accepting the payment
made by the said person in FORM GST DRC-04.

(2A) Where the person referred to in sub-rule (1A) has made
partial payment of the amount communicated to him or
desires to file any submissions against the proposed liability,
he may make such submission in Part B of FORM GST DRC-
O1A. _

(3) Where the person chargeable with tax makes payment of
tax and interest under sub-section (8} of section 73 or, as the
case may be, tax, interest and penalty under sub-section (8) of
section 74 within thirty days of the service: of a notice under
sub-rule (1), or where the person concerned makes payment of
the amount referred to in sub-section (1) of Section 129 within
of section 129 within secven days of the notice issued under
subsection (3) of section 129 but before the issuance of order
under the said sub-section {3} of Section 129, he shall
intimate the proper officer of such payment in FORM GST
DRC-03 and the proper officer of such payment in FORM GST
DRC-03 and the proper officer shall issue an order in FORM
GST DRC-05 concluding the proceedings in respect of the said
notice.

N———
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(4) The -epresentation referred to in sub-section {9} of section
73 or sub-section (9) of section 74 or sub-section (3) of section
76 or the reply to any Notice issued under any section whose
summary has been uploaded electronically in FORM GST
DRC-01 under sub-rule (1) shall be furnished in FORM GST

DRC-06

(5) A suramary of the order issued under section 52 ¢r section
62 or section 63 or section 64 or section 73 or section 74 or
sub-secton (12} of Section 75 orsection 75 or section
76 or section 122 or section 123 or section 124 or section
125 or section 127 or section 129 or section 130 shall be
uploaded electronically in FORM GST DRC-07 . specifying
therein the amount of tax, interest and penalty, as the case
may be, payable by the person concerned.

(6) The order referred to in sub-rule (S) shall be treated as the-
Notice for recovery.

(7} Where a rectification of the order has been passed in
accordance with the provisions of section 161 or where an
order uploaded on the system has been withdrawn, a
summary of the rectification order or of the withdrawal order
shall be vploaded electronically by the proper officer in FORM

GSTDRC08 - ————
, (Emphasis Supplied)

37. A minute reading of this Rule makes it clear like noonday
that the Rule mandates and makes it imperative for the Proper
Officer to serve the notice/order in the prescribed Forms. At the

cost of repetition, the requirement of the Form is to provide

signature, name, designation, jurisdiction and address. Thus, the

Form DRC-01 and DRC-07 have statutory backing and

requiremer__lt. We also find substance in the argument of Sri Raja
Shekar Rao Salvaji, learned counsel for petitioners in some Writ

.Pgtition's, that when there was no such requirement of putting

/ .
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signature, it was specifically spelled out in such Forms such as
Form GST DRC-01B. Clause 4 of this Form provides “this is a
system generated notice and does not require signature”. Thus,
where signature was not a statutory requiremgn—t, a specific note

was put in the statutory Form itself.

38. Conversely, In every sub—rule of Rule 142 of the GST Rules,
the law makers have uéed the word ‘shall’ for issuance of
Statutory Forms which makes the issuance of Forms in prescribed
form as mandatory. Since f)rescﬁbed Forms as per Rule 142 need
signature, such requirement must be held to be mandatory. In
absence of signature, notice/order cannot be held to be a valid

notice forder.

39. As analyzed, in view of judgment of Supreme Court in M/s.
M.M. Rubber and Company (supra} and Kailasho Devi Burman
(supra), such notices/ ordérs issued without signatures are held to
be invalid, the same will not get imminﬁty in the teeth of sub-
sections (1) and (2) of Section 160 of the GST Act. At the cost of ‘
repetition, the principle of waiver also cannot be pressed into
service (see Prakash Krishnavtar Bhardwaj (supra). Relevant para

reads thus:

“14. The High Court of Calcutta in B.K. Gooyee v. CIT [1966]

62 ITR 109 (Cal) was considering the legal impact of an k.-\&'

S —"
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unsigned notice issued under section 34 of the Indian income-
tax Act, 1922 and whether there can be a waiver of a right of
an assessee to _challenge the same on the ground that the
notice was unsigned. Whilst holding that a lack of signature
on a notice invalidates the same, it has further gene on to
hold that there can be no waiver to the right of an assesseeto
raise this objection where the condition precedent for
assuming jurisdiction by the Assessing Officer is not
fulfilled. To quote from the judgment it holds (page 119 of

62 ITR):
In _the present case there was more than a mere
irregularity or a clerical mistake for, in my view, a notice
without the signature lacks an essential and/or an integral
and/or an inse ble vital or requirement of a notice

under section 34, a notice in terms of which is a condition -
precedent to the assumption of jurisdiction by the
Income-tax Officer. It is notice with a body but without a
soul. Hence, it is an invalid notice and consequently
equivalent to no notice...”

{(Emphasis Supplied)

40. We will be failing in our duty, if we do not consider the

a.dvisory dgteq 25092024 reproduced hereinabove on which Sri =~

Swaroop Oorilla ‘has placed heavy reliance. Despite repeated

query from the Bench, it could not be pointed out whether this

advisory has any statutory backing or at least can be called as an

executive inst-uction issued under any enabling provision. Thus,

at best, it is an intemal communication between the Departmental

Authorities. ( ‘uriously, in the latter portion of this advisory also,

it is clearly mentioned that the officers need to perform through

digital signature authentification in relation to (1) issuance of
notice, (ii) issuance of order and (iif) issuance of refund order. In

_ Vi‘E‘{V of statutory requirement of putting signature on the notice

/7

B /_\‘
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and the order, this advisory will not improve the case of the

respondents.

41, This is trite that if a law prescribes a thing to be done in a
particular manner, the same must be done in the same manner
and other methods are forbidden {see Baru Ram v. Prasannill
and Commissioner of Income Tax, Mumbai v. Anjum M.H.
Ghaswala 12). Since Rule and prescribed Forms mandate
requirement of signature of Proper Officer, its violation makes the
notice forder vulnerable.. Any contrary view taken by Court about
DRC-07 having no signature without considering the above rule

and prescribed Form must be held as per incunam.

42. Chapter-Il of the IT Act_deals with digital signature and
electronic signature. The authentification of electronic records is
based on .fulﬁllment of requirement of Sections 3 and 5 and we
find substance in the argument of Sri Karan Talwar that apart
from GST Act, GST Rules and Sfatutory Forms prescribed
thereunder and Sectioné 3 of the IT Act, make it obligatory for the
Proper Officer to put his signature. Section 3A of the IT Act on -
which Sri Swaroop O_brilla placed reliance does not insulate the

notice/order if it does not contain signature of Proper Officer.

HAIR 1959 SC 93
2 (2002) | SCC 633

e \
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43. The legal journey discussed hereinabove shows that various
High Courts including Delhi, Andhra Pradesh, Kerala, Gauhati
and this Court have taken the view that notice/order must

contain the signature, and in absence thereof, they are invalid. — = -

44. Hence, the matter may be viewed from another stand point
ie., point oY comity. As per Bryan A.Garner’s Black’s Law

Dictionary (9t Edition), the comity is defined as under:

“l. A practice among political entities {(as nations, states, or courts

- or different jurisdictions), involving esp. mutual recogaition of...
legislative, exccutive, and judicial acts. Also termed comitas
gentium,; courtoisie internationale.”

45. In World Sport Group (Mauritius) Ltd. v. MSM Satellite

(Sihgapore) Pte. Ltd.13, the Supreme Court opined as under:

“22. We are unable to accept the first contention of Mr.
Ventugopa: that as Clause 9 of the Facilitation Deed provides
that any party may seek equitable relief in a court of
- competent jurisdiction in Singapore, or such other court that
may have jurisdiction over the parties, the Bombay High
Court had no jurisdiction to entertain the suit and restrain
the arbitration proceedings at Singapore because of the
“principle of Comity of Courts. In Black’s Law Dictionary, 5th
Edition, Judicial Comity, has been explained in the foillowing
words: :

“Judicial comity. The principle in accordance with which the-
courts of one state or jurisdiction will give effect to the laws
and judicial decisions of another, not as a matter of obligation,
but out of cleference and respect.” '

Y 2014) 11 SCC 639

.

/ .
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Thus, what is meant by the principle of “comity” is that courts
of one state or jurisdiction will give effect to the laws and
judicial decisions of another state or jurisdiction, not as a
matter of obligation but out of deference and mutual respect.”

(Emphasis Supplied)

46. The similar view is taken by Delhi High Court in
Commissioner. o_f Income Tax v. SAE Head Office Monthly Paid
Employees Welfare Trust !* and High Court of Gujarat in
Commissioner of Income Tax v. Deepak Family Trust and
Ors.15. In SAE Head Oﬁice Monthly Paid Employees Welfare
Trust (supra), the _Division Bench of the Delhi High Court opined

as under:

«37 When in the tax matters which are governed by all India
statute, there is_a decision of another High_Court on the
interpretation _of a statutory provisions, it would be a wise
judicial policy and practice not to take a different view barring,
of course, certain exceptions, like where the decision is sub
silentio, per incuriam, obiter dicta or based on a concession or
takes a view which it is impossible to arrive at or there is
another view in the field or there is a subsequent amendment
of the statute or reversal or implied overruling of the decision
by a higher. Court or some such or similar infirmity is -
manifestly perceivable in the decision. [sce Arvind Boards and
Paper Products Ltd. v. CIT, (1982) 137 ITR 635 (Guj)]

28. It must be remembered that it is a general policy in
Income Tax matters that whatever the view of the Bench at
the time of hearing may be, but the Bench should follow the
view _taken by another High Court on the interpretation of

section. In case of CIT. v. Sarabhai Sons Limited {1083) 143
ITR 473 {Guj), the Gujarat High Court observed that "Even
though we may be persuaded to take a different view, we are \
not inclined to do so in view of the settled practice referred to

H MANU/DE/D704/2004
¥ MANU/GJ/0311/1993
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in the decision of Madras High Court and the decisions of
Bombay High Court and Madhya Pradesh High Court adverted

above.”

{(Emphasis Supplied)

47. Thus, irom the view pomt of comity also, we are inclined to
intérpret the provisions of the GST Act, GST ngies; and Statutory
F‘Erméa‘prescmfd thereunder in the same manner different High
- Courts have considered it. More-so, when Revenue could not
make out ary exception based on aspects of per incuriam, sub
silentio, obiter dicta or concession, etc. We have considered the
scheme of the GST Act, Rules and Statutory Forms prescribed
thereunder and, in our Judgment, the impugned show cause
notices and the orders which are not pregnant with the signature

of the Proper Officer cannot sustain judicial scrutiny.

48. Resultartly, the impugned notices and orders in all the Writ
Petitions are cet aside. Liberty is reserved to th_e respondents to
iésue fresh show cause notices /orders in acéordance with law
" and, for undertaking this exercise afresh, the limitation will not be
a hurdle fOr the respondents. It is made clear that this Court has

not expressed any opinion on the merits of the case.
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49. ) ..
19. The Writ Petitions are allowed to the extent indicted above

Th
ere shall be no order as to costs. Miscellaneous petitions

pending, if any, shall stand closed.
sSDI-P. GOWRI SHANKAR
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47.The Deputy Commissioner (ST), Saroornagar STU 3, Saroornagar Division,
Exhibitjon Gate Road, Abids, Hyderabad-500001 =

48. The Assistant Commissioner (State Tax), Bowenpally-1 Circle, Begumpet

. Division, Hyderabad, Telangana. _ R A

49. State Tax Offizer, Adifabad Circie, Adilabad Division, H.No. 9-6, 2nd Floor,
 Chandra'Herc Complex, Sai Nagar, Dasnapur, Adilabad- 504001 = .
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50 The Assistant Commissioner (State Tax), Nacharam-1 Circle, Malkaijgiri
Division, Hyderabad, Telangana

51. The Assistant Commissioner ( ST) Adilabad Circle, Adilabad Division, H. No.
9- 6, 2nd Floor, Chandra Hero Complex, Sai Nagar Dasnapur Adrlabad—
504001 :

52. The Manager, Union Bank, (Erstwhile Andhra Bank) Adllabad B[anch GMR

:  Towers, Cinema Road, Adilabad, Tetangana- 504001 -~ :

53. Tbe Deputy Commissioner (ST) STU), Adilabad Circle, Adllabad DlVlsuon

* H.No’9-6, 2nd Floor, Chandra Hero Complex Sai Nagar, Das"nagur
Ad!labad 504001 e

§4 A:ssastant Commissioner, Basheerbagh Nampaliy 1C:gg]e AQIQ§
Hyderabad Telangana.

55 The Aes:stant Commussioner (ST), FAC, Khammamalll G;;ele lzgmabad

‘" Dyvisipn; D.No.10-6-179/6, Near Sri. PVNarasrmherao ;k, thanguram,

»—: 3 "‘v“-;: ,\ ‘:"

- Khammam- 507 001 -

56. Gtate Tax Officer, Keesara-1 Circle, Malka}gm Dw;slgn &tg F!QQ;}, C. 1‘
% Complex, Nampally, Hyderabad - 500 Q01. wHe
b7 D puty Commissioner (ST- 2), Enforcement Wing, Namp lly. Q!QQFQQ?CL
- &8. Tpe State of Telangana Represented through is P{Jncmg; Sed ig

2 G,overnment Revenue (CT-H) Department, Secretanat Ht%g}erggag
'59 The Appeltate “Joint Gommissioner of State Tax ngyagg .Q"
l-jyderqbad Telangana.

; .50 The Aselstant Commnssnoner of State Tax Pun;agut;e Dl\ﬂ§10l1 l:ggdeggbad
j‘elangana
§1 The Gommissioner of State Taxes, Statg ef Telangena ngmgrq;allgg
T Eom ___ex M. J "Road, Opposite Gandhi Bhavan NampallyL qu g 500
001

62. %i%e Ass:stant Commissioner (ST), Nirmal Circle, Adllabaq DI ?
K 2@3!57 1, Near Post Office, Indiranagar, Nirmal, Telangag,a— 59{ 06
@3 The Deputy ‘Commissioner, (State Tax)-6, Commlsaupner gf gmg\ercgg

: Tgxeg Department HOD Dwnsnon CT Compie ampeliy y b%ﬂ 500

Qa1

’fﬁe Asslstant Commissioner of State Tax, Pqn;agutta Dg\qstoq, , pb:leg Hllls i,
5 Mayur Kushal Complex Abids, Hyderahad, Telangana—‘éQQOS B2
§5 The @sslstant Commissioner ¢ of State Tax, Punjaguila Diy ‘gloq, Jubllee Hllls
V Mgyur Kushal Compiex Ab!ds Hyderabag‘ Te[eugaﬂggoqg_ .
| _gﬁ ﬁﬁSlsiant Cqm{msswner (State Tax), Bg;heegbagb g Clg% H '
: ids Divisign, Hydérabad. - oA
g? Egecuilye Epgineer, Central Ground Water Bqard Bhu;a! gha’géﬁ %
2 Ba ndalguda Post GS Hyderabad ‘Rangareddy-5 7 L
.Ihe Ass;stant Comiriissioner (ST Jeeei}rneth - C;rqp
Aesmtant Commissioner (ST) Khairatab d y
¥ Pivision; Hyde{abad

- 70. The Eiy; Commissioner (sT), Ab|ds STU 2 Ablds Q;ynsa on, Hyderabag,
- I1.7he fstant Commissigner (ST), Keesara-ll Clrclg, Mal cajoir] RIVision

& Fjoor ‘Mayur Kushal Complex, Abids. Hyderapad
- 72 Tbe Assnstant@ommssnoner (ST). V:karapad Clrcte Hyderabg‘
-73 Ass:stant Commissioner, Basheerbagh Nampally 2 C;rc; ',_Atz s
R Hydefabad Telangana L

‘ ’]4 ?eputy Commissioner (ST) -l (FAC), Secunde{abad Divi;

. Telangana. = o
75. ﬁssnstant Commissioner (State Tax) Madhapur-1 Clrc!e Madhapur Dw:ston
i derabad. S
76. Tt):e State Tax Officer (ST), Begumpet 2 Circle, Begumpeg lesgzn
i Telangana. - e
77.The Asst. Comm;sswner (ST), Begumpet 2 Circle, Begumget Dw:s;on
: Telangana :

7 .w:'-

HNo 7-
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78. The Commissioner of State Tax, The State GST Department, State GST
Commissioner Office, Nampally, Opp. to Gandhi Bhavan, Hyderabad.

79.Joint Secretary, Union of india, Department of Revenue. Mrnrstry of Finance,
North Bloc<, New Delhi-110001

80 Jothomrmssroner (ST), Nizamabad Division, Nizamabad, Telangana.

81. The Deputy Commissioner (STYSTU-2, Saroornagar Drvrsron 3rd Fioor,

~ Gagan Vihar, Nampally, Hyderabad- 500 Q01.

82. The Joint Commissioner (ST), Saroornagar Drvrsron 3rd Floor, Gagan Vrhar

- Nampally, Hdyderabad-500 001. -

83. The Commissioner of State Tax CT Co
Telangana 500 001, ;

84.The State "ax Ofﬂcer (ST) Saroor Nagar—lll Saroor Nagar Division,

- Telangapa -

85.The Asst. C Qmmrssroner (ST), §aroomagar—lll Saroor Nagar Drvrsron

© Telangana, = '

86.Deputy’ Commrssrqner (State Tay), Secunderabad STU 01 Crrcle

- pecunderabagd Division, Hyderabad.

87 The Assistant (‘ommrssrqner(ST) Fatehnagar Crrc!e Hyderabad Rural

* Division 4th Floor, Mayur Kushal Comple)z( Abids, Hyderabad 500082

88. The Chief Accounte Officer, TGSRTC; Hyderabad.”

89. Deputy Commrssror)er (ST) 1 E,nforce(;} nt V\ﬂng 1, Hyderabad

90. State Tax Cfficer -1, Madhapur—l\( Circle, Hyderabad Telangana

1. The Assistan{ Comm;ssroner (8T), Fatehqagar Crrcle Hyderabad Rugal

* Division 4th Floor, MayurKushal Co pleé Abids, Hyderabad- 500082

92. The State Tax Ofﬁcer Mahank_ li. Street; R'P rpad 2 Crrc!e Ser.bad Dryrsron
T G EST I B

mp{ex Nampany Hyrlerabad

93.The Assrstan Commrssroner Mahankalr Street~ RP road 2 Crrcle Sec bad
- Drvrsron T.G.
94 Assistant Commissioner (ST), Madhapqr DC Oﬁ” ice, Madhapus Hyderabad
85. Manager, Andhra Pradesh Mahesh Co ‘_,eratrye Urban Bank Ltd Siddramber
© Bazai, Hyderabad- 500012 —
96.The Deputy Lommissioner of Sta;e Tax, Eun;agutta Drvrsron STU -3, Mayur
" Kushal Complex, Abids, Hyderabad - ‘,jQQ 0ot -
97.The Assistant Commrssroner of State Tax, Srinaga g;olqny carcie Pun;agutta
E Drvrsron ‘Mavyr Kyshal Cpmpfex; Abids,’ ydg(abag + 500 Q01 :
98. The Ass gistart Commissioner (8T1), Tatn a a-1; Secunderabad '
99.The Assmtantbommrssroner ST Meh atnam i ercle Charmmar Dlyrsron
ch Figor, Gaganvihar Bq;ldrn Narnpa , Hyderabad- -500 001
100 ’Assrstam (,omrnr5§rongr (S.T),A\ﬁgya Naga

Division; Secunde[abad-
-jO1, The A:grstanj Commissioner S T Q j
C fL)D(r)vrqrcn 9rh Floor Gaga yiha’r_,ﬁui_lding, N
102, The Assrstant Commrss' er (S) Basheerbagh 1 Crrcle- Abrd,s
S Drwsron Hyderabad o
103, The A=5|stant Commrssroner (ST) Jeedrmetja IClrcfe Hyderabad
vl Rural Division, Hyderabad. -
104. The Assistant Commrssroner ST Mehdrpatnam- l Crrcfe Charmmar
E ([))(r):rsrm 8th Floor, Gaganvihar Burldmg. Nampaily, Hyderabad 500
105, The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Nalgonda - Crrcfe Naigonda
Division, Miryalguda.
106, The Branch Manager, State Bank of India, A!er Yadadrr Bhuvanagln
Co Nalgonda.
107, Assistant Commissioner (ST), Keesara-li Circle, Saroor Nagar Dwrsron
v Hyderabad.

'rclej."Charmiirrar?j
ailyI Hyderabad 500
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108. The Assistant Commissioner ST, Begum Bazar Circle, Charminar
Division, 9th Floor, Gaganvihar Buridrng Nampally, Hyderabad -500
001

109. The Deputy Commissioner (5T)-2, O/o. Commissioner of State Tax,
Enforcement Wing, Hyderabad.

110. Assistant Commissioner (ST), Madhapur Vil Clrcie Madhapur

Division, Hyderabad.
111. Deputy Commissioner (State Tax) Secun
S Secunderabad Division, Hyderabad.
112, The Chiefl Accounts Manager, TGSRCTC I§BTG @us ghavan
Located at VST Road, RTC X Roads. Byder—a_pa :500 020,
113, The Assistant Commissioner ST, ‘Vanasthalipy puradl:l

Nagar Division, 7th floor, Mayur Kushai Co; 'plex

d""’gbad srum Cirgle.

b
T:-‘
Y

il Cir rcle, Saroor
bld$ Chermas

: Building) Hyderabad :
4]14 - State of Telangana Through Pnncrpal Secrg ry;g_ﬁqyggi {
S Revenue Department (Commetgial. Tax), Hy rabad, Telar

: ﬂ15 The Assistant Commissioner (ST}, Khamm -1} Qgcung tabad

s, The Assistant Commissioner ST, Vanasthagg,ie [ Ciigle, Sgfoor

) o 131 The Assistant Commissioner (State Tax), Begumpet It Girg gie

37" H.No.9-6, 2nd Floor, Chandra Hero Complex, Saj‘Nagar

1 Nagar Division, 7th floor, Mayur Kgshal Cogr he_‘g["fras

*Abld§
o Bu:idmg) Hyderabad -
117, The Asgistant Commissioner (81), Jubﬂlee l;lliis—l! %ayg; lgushgl
Complex, Abids, Hydecabad - 500 00T

‘418, The Assistant Commissioner ST, Sarogmagaglll glrcle Saroor agar
E Division, 9th floor, Mayur Kusha{ QompLex, &gj sgﬁb _r_ % 1 mg)
- Hyderabad. - * OANRD %

119, The Assistant Commrss:oner (ST) M. Q Road B ,an

Begu*npet Division, Hyderabad A it
- 320, The Assistant Cormmissioner ST, Mehdi atgggr lﬁu:cle

L DIVISIOH 8th Floor, Gaganvrhar ggg;dlng Naq;pall g j—l dﬁ

001. 4
121 The Assistant Commissioner, Meh,drpa;nangll Cbgrmm

‘‘‘‘‘

- Hyderabad Teiangana . _

122, Agsistapt Commissiongr (ST), Fathenagar Ql[gle Hyde gd Rqral
T Division, Hyderabad o "
- 423, The Assistant Commissioner (ST) Sangaregdy- :
AR Division, Telangana. = - ot

124, The Joint Commisgioner, Saroqr ngrmgn (g{FAT “l:

S Nampalty Hyderabad TelanganaqSQQOOL_,;_
425, Assistait Commisgioner {&T), Balanagarc 1e»_
R Djvision, Hyderabad, Telangana. % A

426, - The Asst. Cqmmrgsroner ©n, Abrds Circle ;h_F;l
L Hotel, Nampally, Hyderabad. 500 901 g% = Azf -
127, The Assistant Comrmsstoner (8h, Enfqrce ent, Q@D

: ‘728 ASSlstaclt Commissioner, Waratgal -UrQan ,[g\,[\larggga

429, Assistant Commissioner (GST)V {_njaguttag Office.
E T Division, Hyderabad. =

430, The Appellate Joint Commrssroner (State Tay x), Pquagutt, Dlv:§|on 5th

R Floor,-CT Complex, Nampally, Hyderabad, Te{angana 500.001;:

Begumpet Division, H.No. B6-3- 789 Sth, Floor Pavgql P B

Ameerpet, Hyderabad- -500016. '

132, The Assistant ! Commissioner ST, Adrlabad Clrcle Adllabad Drvrseon
: Dasnapur

S Aditabad- 504001 SO

- 133, Assistant Commrssroner (ST), Hyderguda Aehok Naga[ (;lrcley

CA Hyderabad, Telangana. :

134, The Assistant Commissioner {ST), Madhapur—lllCrrcle Hyderabad

S Rural Division, Hyderabad, Telangana. .
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142,
143,
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146,
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151.
192,
153.
154,
155.
156.
167,
158,
159,
160.
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164,
165:
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168,
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171
172,
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174:
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177,
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179,
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The Assistant Commissioner (ST), Madhapur -5 Circle, Madhapur
Division, Hyderabad, Telangana.

The Deputy Commissioner (ST) - 1, Enforcement Wing, Office of the
Corwmissioner of Commercial Taxes, M.J Road, Opp 1o Gandhi
Bhavanr, Hyderabad.

The Deputy Commissioner (5T), Enforcement - 5. Adcitional
Commissioner (S1)-2 Division, Commissioner (ST), Hyderabad

The Deputy Commlssu)ner of State Tax, Saroov Nagar Division, 3rd
Flocr, Gaganvihar Complex, Nampally Hyderabad Telangana-500082.
The Jomt Commlssaongr (ST), Nizamabad, Telangana -
TheAsslstant Commlssloner (ST) Medak, Nizamabad Division.

The Asst Commissioner (State Tax), Rajendranagar-li Circle, -
Sarf)Ofnaga"‘Bivigion lebltlon Gate Road Nampal!y Hyderabad 500
001 . WY

The ASSIstaQt Commsggloner (ST) Ferozguda Circ;ie (;aganwhar
Cé)(r)'npfex, Opg Gandh‘ Bhavan MJ Road Nampaily Hyderapad .
500001 L

The Asslstagt Cog]mi§§|oner Hydgrnagar-lll Circle, Hyderabad Rural
Pivisidn, 5t Floof ‘Sauyfh Wing, Qaganv:ha[ Buu!d:ng Opp Gagdhl '

. Bhavan Nampal% Hy g[aba 5{20 001

|oner (ST, Waﬁangal Urban-1!, Warangal

Dne E£CGto SBI Mi| NKAR ‘Advocate [OPUC B

Ope €0 to §BI S.8UR] aA U, Adyocate [OPUC] -

One CGC to SRI SBINABAYAN JOSHNIWAL Advocate [OF’UC]
gc; to SR} K:BHASKAR REDDY, Advocate [OPUC]

One ¢ to SRI'-KEAXMA REDDY,‘Advocate [OPUC]

One GE to SRI M.V.J.K.KUMAR, Advocate [OPUC]

One GG to SRI G,NARENDRA CHETTY, Adyocate [OPUC]

One CE to SRI SALVAJIRAJA SHEKAR RAO, Advocate [OPUC]

One 3G to M/s. S 80WMYA, Advocate [OPUC)

One %C to SRIB. gFTIS NA REQDY Advocate | OPUC}

One ﬁc to SR! AY.RAGHU RAM, Adyacate [OPUC]

One 3¢ to SKI B.KRISHNA REDDY, Advocate [OPUC]

©ne E(G to SRI Sl:ﬂ\NlSER LAL Advocate [OPUC]

Que 3G to SMT. 5.RAMA 1 AKSHMI, Advogate [OPUC]|

Ohe 3E to SRIM.RAMACHANDRA MURTEY, Advocate [opye]

One G to SRI S EGA 4 SRINIVASA RAO, Advogaie [QPUCT:

One GG to SBJ PUPPALA BHARAT NANDAN Advocate [OPUQ]

One GG to 8R TY VASISHTA, Advocate [OPUC]

One GC to Mis N AI;IA,KI, Advocate [OPUC]

One <,g to N 1§ Y MA URUSIRI REDDY, Advo;:ate [@PU(;]

One GE to SR H.A ELANI BASHA, Adyocate [OPUC]

One GE to SRI AV.A VA KARTIKEYA, Advocate {OPUC]

Ope GG to SRIP. KARTHIK RAMANA, . Advacate [OPUG]

One GG to SRI MOHD. MUKHAIRUDDIN, Advocate [OPUC]

One CC to SRI KAILASH NATH P:S.S, Advocate [OPUC]

One (C to SRI JAI KISHAN SOLANKI, Advocate [OPUCY

One CC to SRI VENKATRAM REDDY MANTUR, Advocate [OPUC]

One CC to SRI'M.NAGA DEEPAK, Advocate [OPUC] 0@

One C:C to SRI JAI KISHAN SOLANKI, Advocate [OPUC]

One CC to SRI KARAN, TALWAR, Advocate [OPUC]

One CC to SRI V.VEERESHAM, Advocate [OPUC]

One CC to SRI B.SIVA KUMAR, SC FOR TSHCL [OPUC]

One CC to M/s. SN, SREEDEVI, Advocate [OPUC}

One CC to SRI C.VISHWANATH, SC FOR DCB BANK |TD. {OPUC]

Assa stant camms, :

e

- One CC to SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES SEINOR SC FOR CBfC

[OPUC]
One CC to SRI Md. SHABAZ, Advocate [OPUC]
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182.

- 183.
184.

185,
186.

PSKJ@
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One CC to SRI GADI PRAVEEN KUMAR, Dy. SOLICITOR GENERAL
OF INDIA [OPUC]

One CC to SRI SWARQOP OORILLA, Special Govt Pleader for State
Tax [OPUC]

One CC to SRI T.CHAITANYA KIRAN, AGP FOR STATE TAX [OPUC]
Two CCs to GP FOR REVENUE, ngh Court for the State of
Telangana, at Hyderabad. [oUT] 2

Two CCs to GP FOR MEDICAL HEALTH & FW ‘ngh ’Court for the
State of Telangana, at Hyderabad' [OUT] :

Two CD Coples o o :
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HIGH COURT

HAC,J
&
RY,J

DATED:28/02/2025

COMMON ORDER

WRIT PETITION Nos.21101, 5763, 20418, 20827, 20903, 20943,

20997, 21765, 22333 22334 22335 22526 22571, 22579, 22690,
23341 26929 29063 29415, 29477 29756, 30022, 31003, 31008,
31025 31916 3226& 32914, 32984 33003, 33054, 33070, 33072,
33086, 33260 33765 /33905, 33975, 34181, 34598, 35293, 35493,
35503 35510, 3558‘] 35593 35630 35736 35904 35964, 35987
35989 36045 36366 36375 36385 36402 36421 36425, 36471,

_'Iﬁ 36520

1682 36705 36730 36759, 36763 ;:W;___

126 129 148 iau 216 ;58 270 273 230 304 330 335 341
342,349,355,5&1f132751439,1443 1474 1476, 1521 1534
3537f15i§?35§ﬁ;j1?' ;;”““T‘"

2106 2114 21{5’2139w21¢2

L277 and 4491 of 2025

ALLOWING THE WRIT PETITIONS
WITHOUT C.STS e



