
IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

TUESDAY, THE TWENTY EIGHTH DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE P.SAM KOSHY
AND

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE SUDDALA CHALAPATHI RAO

TAX REVISION CASE NO: 112 OF 2009

Revrsron case is filed under Section 2Z(1) RM Rule 40 of ApGST Rules UiS

APGST Act, against the orders passed by the Sales Tax Appellate Tribunal, Andhra

Pradesh, Hyderabad in T.A. No.522l2008, dated 0Z-11-2008 for the Assessment

Year 2003-2004 (Entry Tax), served on 12-O2-2OOg, against the orders passed by

the Appellate Deputy Commissioner (CT), Punlagutta in Appeal No. p/233/2005-06

and P123412005-06, dated 22.10.2007, against the orders passed by the Commercial

Tax Officer, Jubilee Hills Circle, Hyderabad in RC.No.Entry Tax/Clario nl2OO3-04,

dated '15.02.2006

Between:

THE SALES TAX APPELALTE TR|BUNAL, rep by the State Representailve
before STAT O/o D No 5-4-404 to 408, Nampally, Andhri pradesh,
Hyderabad.

AND 
PETITIONER

M/S CLARION POWER CORPORATION LIMITED, 14'1, Avenue#8, Road
No 2, Banjara Hills, Hyderabad - 500 034

RESPONDENT

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRl. SURIBABU S(SPL SC FOR CT Ap)

Counsel for the Respondent : NONE APPEARED

The Court made the following: ORDER



HONOURAtsLE SRI JUSX'ICE P.SAM I{O;HY
AND

HON,BLE SRI JUSTICE SUDDALA CHALAPII, IHI RAO

TA)( REVISION CASE NO. I12 OF 20( 9

ORDER: (Per Hon'bLe Sti Justice P.Sam Koshg)

The present Tax Revision Case has been filed f. y the petitioner-

chailenging the order, dated O7.I 1 .2008 in Tribunal / .ppeal No.522 of

State under Sechon 22 (ll read with Rule 40 of r.1 c APGST Rules

2008, passed by the learned Sales 'I'a-x Appellatc 'I -Lbunal, Andhra

Pradesh, Hyderabad (for short, the Tribunal) wherebl he Tribunai has

set aside the order passed by Appellate Deputy Ct mmissioner(CT),

Punjagutta Division, Hyderabad, dated 22.1O.2OO7, ar d remanded the

matter to Appellate Deputy Commissioner (CT) Pur r. agutta Division,

q,ith a direction to verify the post opelative expenseI incurred by the

appellant and settle the issue

2. Heard Sri Srvaroop Oori1la, learned Special Go,,:rnment Pleader

for State Ta-x, appearing for the petitioner-State

3. Having gone through the pleadings arid u.r rn hearing the

contentions raised by learned counsel lor the pet tioner, what is
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reflected from the impugned order is that the Tribunal has decided the

matter strictly relying upon the judgment of the erstwhile High Court

of Andhra Pradesh in the case of M/s.Sree Ragalaseemo. Atkaties &

Allied Chernicals Limited., Hgderabad & others a. State o!

Andhra Pradeshl.

4. On a plain reading of the order by itself clearly indicates that the

State has not disputed the aspect that the matter is not covered by the

juclgment of the jurisdicticinal High Court in the case of

Ragalaseemc's case (supra). The only contention was that the matter

is pending before the Hon'ble Supreme Court where the State

challenged the saicl order. Hou,ever, there is no material made

available on behalf of the petitroner to show that the matter is one

rvhich is not covered b1' judgme nt in Ragalaseemd's case (supra) or

any other subsequent judgment on the same issue.

5. In view of the said facts and circumstances, we do not find any

strong case made out by the petitioner calling for interference in the

impugned order, dated 07.Ll.2OOa, passed by the Tribunal in

Tribunal Appeal No.522 of 20O8.
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6. Accordinglv. r.hc Ta-x Revision Casc is disn.riss,: i. Thcre shall be

no order as to costs

Miscellane o,-rs pctitions, if artr,, pending in r1 is ievision case

shall stand closecl

SI /- R. KARTHIKEYAN
JOINT REGISTRAR

\

//TRUE COPY//
SECTION OFFICER

To, I
1. The Sales Tax Appellate Tribunal, Andhra Pradesh, Hyc :rabad.
2 The Appellate Deputy Commissioner (CT), Puniagutta, I lyderabad
3 The Cbhmeroal iax Officer, Jubilee Hills Circle, HYder rbad
4 One CC to SRI Swaroop Oorilla, (SPL SC FOR CT) I igh Court for the

State of Telangana, Hyderabad [OPUC]
5 Iwo CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED:2811012025

ORDER

TREVC.No.112 of 2009
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DISMISSING THE TREVC


