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

TUESDAY, THE THIRTEENTH DAY OF SEPTEMBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY TWO

PRESENT

THE HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE UJJAL BHUYAN
AND
THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE C.V. BHASKAR REDDY

W.P.NOs. 33191, 33195, 33198, 33199, 33203, 34454, 34670,

34676, 34687, 34691, 34755, 34799, 34800, 34801, 34802, 34803,

35092, 35093, 35113, 35132, 35134, 35144, 35146, 35153, 35154,

35155, 35156, 35171, 35276, 35279 AND 33403 OF 2022; 23070,

23497, 23501, 23566, 23575 OF 2021

WRIT PETITION NO. 33191 OF 2022:

Between:

M/s. Neopride Pharmaceuticals Limited, (Represented by its Director) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, ASR Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seetharamaraju Kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

..PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudicating Authority, [SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA], UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, T. Nagar, Chennai-600017

- 2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rdFloor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Kovvuri Sai Venkata Satya Narayana Reddy, S/o. Kovvuri Suri Reddy, H.No.
7-8, Peethalava Village, Kruthivennu Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra
Pradesh-521324

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

..RESPONDENTS



Petition un er Article 226 of the Constitution of Indiz praying that in the
circumstances st ted in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased ‘to issue an appropriate writ, order or directior in nature of writ of
mandamus dec aring the impugned Order OC#/MDS/331/2021-PBPT
dt.25/03/2022 issi ed by the 1st respondent as being arhitrzry, illegal, violative of

principles of natur il justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IA NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition unc er Section 151 CPC praying that in the c rcumstances stated in
the affidavit filed i | support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
the operation of the impugned Order No.OCA/MDS/331/2021-PBPT
dt.25/03/2022 by 1t e 1" respondent.

Counsel for the P :titioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR.
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the R :spondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIVIHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsei for the R :spondent No. 4: SRi B. MUKHERJEE R:IF. FO
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the R :spondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO. 33195 OF 2022

Between:

M/s. Neopride Phe maceuticals Limited, (Represented by its Cirector) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, AS Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seetharamarzju Kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, Wes! Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

_ ..PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudic iting Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and ND2SA), UTSAV , 64/1,
G.N. Chetty Road, T. Nagar, Chennai - 600017

2. Assistant (ommissioner of Income Tax, (Initiatng Officer) Benami

Transactions  Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floor  Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbag , Hyderabad - 500004

3. Kowvuri Kar aka Durga, W/o. Kovvuri Venkata Sunbi Reddy, H.No. 7-9,

g’ze,%gilava illage, Kruthivennu Mandal, Krishna Distiict, Andhra Pradesh -
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4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...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 an appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/337/2021- PBPT
dt.25.03.2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IANO: 2 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/337/2021- PBPT
dt.25.03.2022 by the 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 33198 OF 2022

Between:

M/s. Neopride Pharmaceuticals Limited, (Represented by its Director) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, ASR Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seetharamaraju Kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

...PETITIONER
AND



1. The Adjudicz ing Authority, SAFEM(FOP)A and NDFS£ , UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.

Chetty Road,

2. Assistant C
Transactions
Basheerbagh

3. Kovvuri Sun
Village, Krutk

4. Union of Ing
Delhi

Petition unde
circumstances stat

pleased to issue

mandamus decle -

dt.25/03/2022 issue

principles of natura

IA NO: 2 OF 2022

T. Nagar, Chennai-600017

ymmissioner
Prohibition Unit,
Hyderabad- 500004

Reddy, S/o. Kovvuri Kaniki Reddy, H No. 7-9, Peethalava
vennu Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Fracdesh-521324

Income Tax,
Hyderabad 3rd Flocr, Aayakar Bhavan,

impugned

Officer) Benami

a, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New

..RESPONDENTS

r Article 226 of the Constitution of India oraving that in the
:d in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
n appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
OCA/IADS/330/2021-PBPT
1 by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary iilegal, violative of

Jjustice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

Petition unde - Section 151 CPC praying that in the crcumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in
the operation of
dt.25/03/2022 by th

Counsel for the Pe

Counsei for the Re

Counsel for the Re

Counsel for the Re: pondent No.3: --

'VRIT PETITION NO: 33199 OF 2022

Between:

impugned Order

- 1st respondent.

tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
OCA/NMDS/330/2021- PBPT

pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRi B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

pondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REI?. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERA . OF INDIA



M/s. Neopride Pharmaceuticals Limited., (Represented by its Director) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, ASR Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seetharamaraju Kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202.

...PETITIONER

AND

1. The Adjudicating Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA), UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, T. Nagar, Chennai-600017 :

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, ‘glnitiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3™ Floor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Immaneni Mallamma, W/o. Immaneni Venkateswarlu, H.No. 9-28, Main Road,
Yadavalli Village, Kalindini Mandal, Andhra Pradesh-521324

4. Union of India, (Represenied by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...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 an appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MD S$/329/2021-PBPT
dt.18.03.2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

1A NO: 2 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/329/2021- PBPT
dt.18.03.2022 by the 1st respondent

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --
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WRIT PETITION NO: 33203 OF 2022

Between:

M/s. Neopride Phar naceuticals Limited, (Represented by its Director) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, ASFE Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seetharamaraju <alyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West ' sodavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

..PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudice ing Authority, SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA UTSAV 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, T. Nagar, Chennai-600017

2. Assistant C mmissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3 Floo:, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh Hyderabad- 500004

3. Immaneni Ra nakrishna, S/o. Immaneni Subbarao, H.No .46, Yadavalli Village,
Kaladindi Mal dal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh- £21344

4, Uni-on of Ind 2. (Represented by Secretary (Revenuz ), North Block, New
Delhi

...RESPONDENTS

Petition unde - Article 226 of the Constitution of India oraying that in the
circumstances stat d in the affidavit filed therewith, the -ligh Court may be
pleased to issue ¢ n appropriate writ, order or direction n nature of writ of
mandamus decla ing the impugned Order OCA/MDS/336/2021-PBPT
dt.25/03/2022 issue | by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and st aside the same.

1A NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition unde Section 151 CPC praying that in the circurstances stated in
the affidavit filed in upport of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/NDS/336/2021-PBPT
dt.25.03.2022 by the 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Pet tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY



Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 34454 OF 2022

Between:

M/s. Neopride Pharmaceuticals Limited, (Represented by its Director) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, ASR Nagar, Opp. Aliuri Seetharamaraju Kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudicating Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA), UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, T. Nagar,Chennai-600017

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, gmtiating Officer), Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3™ Floor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Rajanala Krishnamurthy, S/o. Raj anala Sivarao, H.No. 7-9, Peethalava
Village, Kaladindi Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh-521344

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...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 an appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/335/2021-PB PT
dt.25.03.2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IANO: 2 OF 2022




Petition unde Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in .upport of the petition, the High Court mezy be pleased to stay
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MLCS/335/2021- PBPT
dt.25.03.2022 by the 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Pet tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Re: pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOVE TAX

Counsel for the Re¢ pondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAIL. OF INDIA

Counsel for the Res pondent No.3: --

'VRIT PETITION NO: 34670 OF 2022

Between:

Nexus Well-Hope Ac “itech International Ltd, (Represented by its Additional Director)
D.No.8-1-301/86-87, Plot No.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya Rasidency, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony, Hyder abad-500008

..PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudicat g Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA) UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, . Nagar, Chennai-600017

2. Assistant Cc nmissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floor, Aavakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Kowvvuri Sai Vi nkata Satya Narayana Reddy, S/o Kovvu i Sufi Reddy, H. No.
7-8, Peethale va Village, Kruthivennu Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra
Pradesh - 521 124,

4. Union of Indii , (Represented by Secretary (Revenue), North Block, New
Delhi

..RESPONDENTS

Petition unde’ Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances state 1 in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue a | appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of



mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/349/2021- PBPT
dt.27/04/2022 issued by the 1*' respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IANO: 1 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/349/2021-PBPT dt.
27/04/2022 by the 1*' respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 34676 OF 2022

Between:

Nexus Well-Hope Agritech International Ltd, (Represented by its Additional Director)
D.No.8-1-301/86-87, Plot No.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya Residency, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony, Hyderabad-500008

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudicating Authority, (SAFEM (FOP) A and NDPSA) UTSAV, 64/1,
G.N. Chetty Road, T. Nagar, Chennai-600017

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Satti Ganga Bhavani, W/o. Satti Suryanarayana Reddy, H.No. 7-10,
Peethalava Village, Kruthivennu Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh -
521 324

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi
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...RESPONDENTS

Petition unde - Article 226 of the Constitution of Incia praying that in the
circumstances stat d in the affidavit filed therewith, the Hgh Court may be
pleased to issue ¢n appropriate writ, order or direction n nature of writ of
mandamus declaing the impugned Order OCA/MDS/350/2021- PBPT
dt.27/04/2022 issue | by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and st aside the same.

IANO: 1 OF 2022

Petition unde Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in ‘upport of the petition, the High Court mey be pleased to stay
the operation of ne impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/330/2021- PBPT dt.
27/04/2022 by the 1t respondent.

Counsel for the Pet tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Re: pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOWVIEE TAX

Counsel for the Re: pondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAI. OF INDIA

Counsel for the Res pondent No.3: --

'VRIT PETITION NO: 34687 OF 2022

Between:

Nexus Well-Hope Ac itech International Ltd., (Represented by its Additional Director)
D.No0.8-1-301/86-87, Plot No.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya Residency, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony, Hyder abad-500008.

..PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudicat ng Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDFSA), Shastri Bhavan,
4th Floor, Nev Building Complex, No.26, Haddows Road. Chennai-600006.

2. Assistant Cc nmissioner of Income Tax, (Initiatiny Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floor Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004
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3. Ainala Parameshwar Rao, S/o Ainala Bogaiah, D No 11-46, Yadavalli Village,
Kalindindi Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh - 521344.

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...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 an appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MD S/353/2021-PBPT dt.21.04
.2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IANO: 1 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/353/2021-PBPT
dt.21.04.2022 by the 1* respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 34€91 OF 2022

Between:

Nexus Feeds Limited, (Represented by its Managing Director) D.No. 8-1-301/86-87
101, Saipriya Residency, Hyderabad - 500 008

..PETITIONER

AND



1. The Adjudica
New Building

2. Assistant Ci
Transactions
Basheerbagh

3. Goluguri Bha:
Penumantra,

4. Bokka Srinive
Mandal, Krish

5. M/s. Nakshat
19-4, Samath

6. Union of Indie
Delhi

Petition unde
circumstances stats
pleased to issue ¢
mandamus declari
dt.21.04.2022 issue
illegal, violative of p

aside the same.

IANO: 1 OF 202

Petition unde
the affidavit filed in
the operation of the
dt.21.04.2022 by the

Counsel for the Pet tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

12

ing Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDP3A), Shastri Bhavan,
Somplex (4th Floor), 26, Haddows Road, Chennai- 600 006

mmissioner of
Prohibition Unit,

income Tax,

Hyderabad 3

Hyderabad- 500 004

kar Reddy, S/o. Suri Reddy, Ramakrishna Reddy Nagar,
Vest Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534124

5 Rao, S/o. Bokka Sahadevudu, D.N0o.9-3

gn

1a District, Andhra Pradesh- 521 344

itiating
Floor,

Officer) Benami
Aayakar Bhavan,

S.N.Nagar, Kalidindi

1 Feeds Ltd., (Represented by its Managir,g Director) D.No. 48-
' Residency, Ramachandra Nagar, Vijaveviada- 520 008

(Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Elock, New

...RESPONDENTS

-~ Article 226 of the Constitution of Indie praying that in the

d in the affidavit filed therewith, the -igh Court may be

n appropriate writ, order or direction

g the

n nature of writ of

impugned Order No. OCA/NMDS/373/ 2021-PBPT

by the 1st respondent as being withou' |urisdiction, arbitrary,

inciples of natural justice and without authority of law and set

Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

upport of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
impugned Order No. Order No. OCA/MDS/379/2021-PBPT

1st respondent.

Counsel for the Res pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOVIE TAX

Counsel for the Res pondent No. 6: SRl B. MUKHERJEE REF. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL. OF INDIA

Counsel for the Res npondent Nos.3 to 5: --



WRIT PETITION NO: 34755 OF 2022

Between:

M/s. Neopride Pharmaceuticals Limited, (Represented by its Director) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, ASR Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seetharamaraju Kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

...PETITIONER

AND

1. The Adjudicating Authority, SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA, UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, T. Nagar, Chennai-600017

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rdFloor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Satti Suryanarayana Reddy, S/o. Satti Somi Reddy, H.No.7-10, Peethavalava
Village, Kruthivennu Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh-521324

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...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 an appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/332/2021-PBPT
dt.25.03.2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IANO: 2 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/332/2021- PBPT
dt.25.03.2022 by the 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX



14

Counsel for the Res rondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REF. FOFR.
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Res sondent No.3: --

\VRIT PETITION NO: 34799 OF 202z

Between:

M/s. Neopride Pharn aceuticals Limited, (Represented by its Director) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, ASR Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seetharamaraju kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West C >davari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

..PETITIONER
AND
1. The Adjudicat g Authority, SAFEM FOP A and NDPSA UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, " . Nagar, Chnnaai - 600017

2. Assistant Cc nmissioner of Income Tax, (Initiatiny Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rdFlcor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, dyderabad- 500004

3. Satti Ganga Bhavani, W/o. Satti Suryanarayana Reddy, H.No.7-10,
Peethalava V lage, Kruthivenu Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh-
521324

4. Union of Indi. . (Represented by Secretary (Revenue), North Block, New
Delhi

...RESPONDENTS

Petition unde Article 226 of the Constitution of India prayng that in the
circumstances state 4 in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a1 appropriate writ, order or direction i~ nature of writ of
mandamus declarii g the impugned Order OCA/MD $5,333/2021 -PB PT
dt.25.03.2022 issue« by the 1St respondent as heing arbitrery, illegal, violative of

principles of natural ustice and without authority of law anc set asice the same.

IANO: 2 OF 2022

Petition unde: Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in « upport of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
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the operation of the impugned Order No. QOCA/MDS/333/2021-PBPT
dt.25.03.2022 by theist respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 34800 OF 2022

Between:

M/s. Neopride Pharmaceuticals Limited, (Represented by its Director) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, ASR Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seetharamaraju Kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudicating Authority, SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA, UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, T. Nagar, Chennai-600017

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rdFloor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Ainala Parameshwar Rao, S/o. Ainala Bogaiah, D. No0.11-46, Yadavalli
Village, Kaladindi Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh-521344

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...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 an appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/338/2021-PBPT
dt.25.03.2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.
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IA NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition unde - 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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/338/2021- PBPT
dt.25.03.2022 by th : 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Pe itioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Re ;pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIME£ SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCCME TAX

Counsel for the Re .pondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Re .pondent No.3: --

NRIT PETITION NO: 34801 OF 2027

Between:

M/s. Neopride Phar Jaceuticals Limited, (Represented by its Director) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, ASF Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seetharamaraju <alyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West ( .odavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudica ng Authority, SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPS#, UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, I'. Nagar, Chennai-600017

2. Assistant Cc mmissioner of Income Tax, (Initiatirg Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floo-, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh Hyderabad- 500004

3. Pillarisetti Bhiskar Rao, H.No. 4-138, Satyanarayana Nagar, Mulalanka,
Kalidindi Man al, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh

4. Union of Indi:, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...RESPONDENTS

Petition unde Article 226 of the Constitution of Indie praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue &1 appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
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mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/334/2021- PBPT
dt.21.03.2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IANO: 1 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/334/2021- PBPT dt.
21.03.2022 by the 1°' respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 34802 OF 2022

Between:

M/s. Neopride Pharmaceuticals Limited, (Represented by its Director) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, ASR Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seetharamaraju Kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudicating Authority, ( SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA ) UTSAV, 64/1,
G.N. Chetty Road, T. Nagar, Chennai - 600017

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, élnitiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3™ Floor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad - 500004 :

3. Immaneni Dhanalakshmi, W/o. Immaneni Ramakrishna, H. No.46, Yadavalli
Village, Kaladindi Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh-521344

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North |Block, New
Delhi _ i



...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of Incia praying that in the
circumstances stat :d in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue :n appropriate writ, order or directicn in nature of writ of
mandamus declarig the impugned Order OCA/MDS/310/2021- PBPT dt.
25.03.2022 issued »y the 1St respondent as being arbitrer/, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and szt aside the same.

IA NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition unde  Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Court me vy be pleased to stay
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS5 340/2021-PBPT dt.
25.03.2022 by the 1t respondent.

Counsel for the Pe' tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Re pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Re pondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE RE!?. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERA . OF INDIA

Counsel for the Re pondent No.3: --

NVRIT PETITION NO: 34803 OF 2022

Between:

M/s. Neopride Phan 1aceuticals Limited, (Represented by its Director) 27-17-55/16,
Plot No. 19, ASF Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seetharamaraju KKalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West ( odavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

...PETITIONER

AND

1. The Adjudicat ng Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA), UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, ~. Nagar, Chennai-600017
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2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabed 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Bontu Parvati, W/o. Bontu Sarveswara Rao, H. No. 4-3/3, Mulalanka Village,
Kalindindi Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh - 521344

4. Bniﬁn of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
elhi

...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 an appropriate writ. order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/328/2021- P13PT
dt.18/03/2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/328/2021- PBPT dt.
18/03/2022 by the 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 35092 OF 2022
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Between:

Nexus Well-Hope A jritech International Ltd, (Represented by ts Additional Director)
D.No0.8-1-301/86-87 Plot No.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya Fesidency, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony, Hyde rabad - 500008

...PETITIONER
AND
1. The Adjudici ting Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDFSA), Shastri Bhavan,
4th Floor, Ne v Building Complex, No.26, Haddows Road, Chennai - 600006

2. Assistant C ) mmissioner of Income Tax, (Initialing Officer), Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Flocr, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagt Hyderabad - 500004

3. Kovwuri Kan ka Durga, W/o. Kovvuri Venkata Subbi Reddy, H. No. 7-9,
Peethalava \ lllage, Kruthivennu Mandal, Krishna Disirct Andhra Pradesh -
521324

4. Union of Indic , (Represented by Secretary (Revenue), North Block, New Delhi
...RESPONDENTS

Petition unde r Article 226 of the Constitution of Inclia praving that in the
circumstances stat:d in the affidavit filed therewith. the High Court may be
pleased to issue . n appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus decle ing the impugned Order OCA/I/DS/351/2021-PBPT
dt.21.04.2022 issue 1 by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and szt aside the same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2022

Petition unde Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in ;upport of the petition, the High Court mey be pleased to stay

the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/351/2021-PBPT dt.
21.04.2022 by the 1t respondent.

Counsel for the Pet tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR

M/S. YAMMANURU SIR! REDDY

Counsel for the Re: pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FORINCOVE TAX

Counsel for the Res pondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL. OF INDIA



Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 35093 OF 2022

Between:

Nexus Well-Hope Agritech International Ltd, (Represented by its Additional Director)
D.No.8-1-301/86-87, Plot No.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya Residency, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony, Hyderabad-500008.

...PETITIONER
AND
1. The Adjudicating Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA), Shastri Bhavan,
4th Floor, New Building Complex, No.26, Haddows Road, Chennai-600006.

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004.

3. Satti Suryanarayana Reddy, S/o Satti Somi Reddy, H. No. 7-10, Peethalava
Village, Kruthivennu Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh - 521 324

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi.

...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 an appropriate writ. order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/352/2021- PBPT
dt.21/04/2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IANO: 1 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/352/ 2021- PBPT
dt.21/04/2022 by the 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY



Counsel for the Re: pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOVIE TAX

Counsel for the Res pondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL. OF INDIA

Counsel for the Res pondent No.3: --

'VRIT PETITION NO: 35113 OF 202:!

Between:

Nexus Well-Hope Ac itech International Ltd., (Represented by its Additional Director)
D.No0.8-1-301/86-87, Plot No.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya =esidzncy, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony, Hyder 1bad-500008

..PETITIONER
AND
1. The Adjudicat ng Authority, SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA UTSAV 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, . Nagar, Chennai-600017
2. Assistant Cc nmissioner of Income Tax, (Initiatiny Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unil, Hyderabad 3rdFloor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh dyderabad- 500004

3. Rajanala Kris 1namurthy, S/o. Rajanala Sivarao, H. No.11-46, Yadavalli
Village, Kalad 1di Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh-521344

4. Union of Indi , (Represented by Secretary (Revenue), North Block, New
Delhi

..RESPONDENTS

Petition unde Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances state 1 in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a1 appropriate writ, order or direction i1 nature of writ of
mandamus declariyg the impugned Order OCA/MDS/345/2021- PBPT
dt.25.03.2022 issuet by the 1st respondent as being arbitrar\. llegal, violative of

principles of natural ustice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IANO: 2 OF 2022

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circ umstances stated in

the affidavit filed in ¢ upport of the petition, the High Court ma\ be pleased to stay
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the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/345/2021- PBPT dt.
25/03/2022 by the 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 35132 OF 2022

Between:

M/s. Nutrient Marine Foods Ltd, (Represented by its Managing Director) D.No.27-17-
55/16, Plot No.19, ASR Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seeta Ramaraju Kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudicating Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A andIC-11DPSA), UTSAV, 64/1,
G.N. Chetty Road, T. Nagar, Chennai-600017

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, Stnitiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3™ Floor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Pilli Thrimurthulu, S/o. Pilli Venkanna, H.No. 2-102, Mulalanka Village,
Kalindindi Mandal, Krishna District Andhra Pradesh.

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...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 an appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/304/2021-PB PT
dt.21.03.2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.



IA NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition unde Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in iupport of the petition, the High Court mev be pleased to stay
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MCS/304/2021- PBPT
dt.21.03.2022 by th« 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Pet! tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Re: pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Re: pondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE RE?. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAI. OF INDIA

Counsel for the Re: pondent No.3: --

VRIT PETITION NO: 35134 OF 2022

Between:

M/s. Nutrient Marine Foods Ltd, (Represented by its Managing Jirector) D.No.27-17-
55/16, Plot No.19, . SR Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seeta Ramarzju Kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West ( odavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudica ng Authority, SAFEM(FOP)A and NDFSA, UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, . Nagar, Chennai-600017

2. Assistant Ccmmissioner of Income Tax, (Initiatrg Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rdFloor Aavakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh Hyderabad- 500004

3. Pilli Ganesh, 5/o. Pilli Trimurthulu, D.No. 2-102, Mulalanka Village, Kalidindi
Mandal, Krish 1a District Andhra Pradesh.

4. Union of Indi1, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...RESPONDENTS

Petition unde - Article 226 of the Constitution of Indiz praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleased to issue &1 appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
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mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/303/2021- PBPT
dt.18.03.2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

[ANO: 2 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/303/2021-PBPT
dt.18.03.2022 by the 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 35144 OF 2022

Between:

M/s. Nutrient Marine Foods Ltd, (Represented by its Managing Director) D.No.27-17-
55/16, Plot No.19, ASR Nagar, Opp. Alluri Seeta Ramaraju Kalyana Mandapam,
Bhimavaram, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534202

...PETITIONER

AND

1. The Adjudicating Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA), UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, T. Nagar, Chennai-600017

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Bokka Srinu, S/o. Bokka Suryanarayana, H.No. 2-75/1-1, Satyanarayana
Nagar, Mulalanka Village, Kalidindi Mandal Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh.

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...RESPONDENTS
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Petition unde - Article 226 of the Constitution of Inde praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the IHigh Court may be
pleased to issue &1 appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declar \g the impugned Order OCA/MD'3/308/2021- PBPT
dt.21/03/2022 issue | by the 1°' respondent as being arbitrar, illegal, violative of

principles of natural ustice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IA NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition unde Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in : upport of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MD S/308/2021-PBPT
dt.21/03/2022 by the 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Pet tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Res nondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOIE TAX

Counsel for the Res pondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REF. FCR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL. OF INDIA

Counsel for the Res nondent No.3: --

\VRIT PETITION NO: 35146 OF 202z,

Between:

Nexus Well-Hope Ag itech International Ltd., (Represented by its Addtional Director)
D.No0.8-1-301/86-87, Plot No0.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya <esidency, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony, Hyder i1bad-500008

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudicati \g Authority, SAFEM(FOP)A AND NDP3A Shastri Bhavan, 4th
Floor, New Bu 'ding Complex, No.26, Haddows Road, Chznnai-600006

2. Assistant Co nmissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floor Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, 4yderabad- 500004

3. Taragala Prasad, S/o Taragala Babu Rao, D No 7-103, Yadavalli Village,
Kalindindi Mar dal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh - 521344.



4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...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 an appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Ordet OCA/MDS/347/2021- PBPT
dt.21.04.2022 issued by the 1°' respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MD S$/347/2021- PBPT dt.
21/04/2022 by the 1°' respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 35153 OF 2022

Between:
Nexus Well-Hope Agritech International Ltd., (Represented by its Additional Director)
D.No.8-1-301/86-87, Plot No.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya Residency, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony, Hyderabad-500008

...PETITIONER

AND

1. The Adjudicating Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA), Shastri Bhavan,
4th Floor, New Building Complex, No.26, Haddows Road, Chennai-600006



2. Assistant Cc¢ mmissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floor, Aavakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Immaneni Ra nakrishna, S/o Immaneni Subba Rac, H No. 486, Yadavalli
Village, Kalinc ndi Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh - £21344

4. Union of Indi \, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

..RESPONDENTS

Petition unde Article 226 of the Constitution of India praying that in the
circumstances state d in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue &1 appropriate writ, order or direction i1 nature of writ of
mandamus declar i\g the impugned Order OCA/MDS/346/2021- PBPT
dt.21.04.2022 issue by the 1st respondent as being arbitrarv. illegal, violative of

principles of natural ustice and without authority of law anc set asice the same.

IANO: 1 OF 2022

Petition unde' Section 151 CPC praying that in the circurstances stated in
the affidavit filed in - upport of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
the operation of f1e impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/3486/2021- PBPT dt.
21.04.2022 by the 1 t respondent.

Counsel for the Pet tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Res pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOWME TAX

Counsel for the Res pondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REF. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Res pondent No.3: --

'VRIT PETITION NO: 35154 OF 2022

Between:
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Nexus Well-Hope Agritech International Ltd., (Represented by its Additional Director)
D.No0.8-1-301/86-87, Plot No.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya Residency, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony, Hyderabad-500008

...PETITIONER
AND
1. The Adjudicating Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA), Shasthri Bhavan,
4th Floor, New Building Complex, No.26, Haddows Road, Chennai-600006

-2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Immaneni Dhanalakshmi, W/o. Immaneni Ramakrishna, H. No. 46, Yadavalli
~ Village, Kalidindi Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh - 521344

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...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 an appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MD S/355/2021-PBPT dt.21.04
.2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/355/2021-PBPT dt.
21.04.2022 by the 1st respondent.

Counsel fof the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --
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WRIT PETITION NO: 35155 OF 2022

Between:

Nexus Well-Hope A jritech International Ltd., (Represented by ts Additional Director)
D.No.8-1-301/86-87 Plot No.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya Residency, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony. Hyde¢ -abad-500008

..PETITIONER

AND

1. The Adjudica ing Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPS£.), UTSAV, 64/1, G.N.
Chetty Road, T. Nagar, Chennai-600017

Assistant C mmissiocner of Income Tax, (Initiating Cfficer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad rFlcor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh Hyderabad- 500004

3. Immaneni Mz lamma, W/o. Immaneni Venkateswarlu, H.No. 8-28, Main Road,
Yadavalli Vill: ge, Kalindini Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh-521344

[N

4. Union of Ind a, (Represented by Secretary (Revenuz ), North Block, New
Delhi

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of Inciai praving that in the
circumstances stat d in the affidavit filed therewith, the -ligh Court may be
pleased to issue :n appropriate writ, order or direction n nature of writ of
mandamus declarng the impugned Order OCA/MD5S/344/2021- PBPT
dt.25/03/2022 issue 1 by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural ustice and without authority of law and se¢t aside the same.

IA NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition unde Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed in upport of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
the operation of 1e impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/314/2021- PBPT dt.
25/03/2022 by the 1 ;t respondent.

Counsel for the Pet tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Res pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOWE TAX
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Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 35156 OF 2022

Between:

Madabattula Srinivas, Age 55 years S/o Satyanarayana, D.No.1-77/A, Kommaru
Village, Ganapavaram Mandal, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534 134

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudicating Authority, SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA, Shasthri Bhavan, 4th
Floor, New Building Complex, No0.26 Haddows Road, Nungambakkam,
Chennai-600 006

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3 Floor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Goluguri Srirama Reddy, D.No. 26-8-28, Shirdi Sai Apartments, 2nd Floor,
Balusumudi Bhimavaram, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh-521324

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...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 an appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/390/2021-PBPT
dt.26.04.2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being without jurisdiction, arbitrary,
illegal, violative of principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set

aside the same.

IA NO: 2 OF 2022
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Petition und :r Section 151 CPC praying that in the ci-cumstances stated in
the affidavit filed ir support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
the operation ¢ the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/390/2021-PBPT
dt.26.04.2022 by tt e 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Pe titioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Re spondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOVME TAX

Counsel for the Re spondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FCR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERZAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Re spondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 35171 OF 2022

Between:

Nexus Well-Hope A rritech International Ltd., (Represented by ts Additional Director)
D.No0.8-1-301/86-87 Plot No.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya Residency, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony, Hyde -abad-500008

..PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudica ing Authority, SAFEM(FOP)A and NDFS#, Shastri Bhavan, 4th
Floor, New B ilding Complex, No.26, Haddows Road, Chennai-600006

2. Assistant C mmissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floo- Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh Hyderabad- 500004

3. Muddam Su)baravamma, W/o. Venkateswarulu, H.No. 7-68, Yadavalli
Village, Kalidi 1di Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradash - 521 344

4. Union of Ind 3, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), Noth Block, New
Delhi

..RESPONDENTS

Petition unde - Article 226 of the Constitution of Indie praying that in the
circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the |High Court may be
pleased to issue ¢ appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of

mandamus declar ig the impugned Order OCA/MD:3/354/2021- PBPT



oS
(98]

dt.21/04/2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set aside the same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2022

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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/354/2021-PBPT dt.
21/04/2022 by the 1°' respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 35276 OF 2022

Between:

Nexus Well-Hope Agritech International Ltd., (Represented by its Additional Director)
D.No.8-1-301/86-87, Plot No.101, Shaikpet Nala, Saipriya Residency, Lakshmi
Nagar Colony, Hyderabad-500008

...PETITIONER

AND
1. The Adjudicating Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA1, Shastri Bhavan,
4th Floor, New Building Complex, No.26, Haddows Road, Chennai-600006

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, (Initiating Officer) Benami
Transactions Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad- 500004

3. Bontu Parvati, W/o. Bontu Sarveswara Rao, H. No. 4-313, Mulalanka Village,
Kalindindi Mandal, Krishna District, Andhra Pradesh - 521344

4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...RESPONDENTS
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Petition unde - Article 226 of the Constitution of Indiz praying that in the
circumstances statcd in the affidavit filed therewith, the -ligh Court may be
pleased to issue &¢n appropriate writ, order or direction n nature of writ of
mandamus declarng the impugned Order OCA/MD3>/342/2021- PBPT
dt.27.04.2022 issue | by the 1st respondent as being arbitrary, illegal, violative of

principles of natural ustice and without authority of law and sat aside the same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2022

Petition unde Section 151 CPC praying that in the circurnstances stated in
the affidavit filed in upport of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to stay
the operation of he impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/242/2021-PBPT dt.
27.04.2022 by the 1 it respondent.

Counsel for the Pet tioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Res pondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOWE TAX

Y] Pl = =

Counsei for the Res pondent No. 4: SRi 8. MUKHERJEE REF. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL. OF INDIA

Counsel for the Res pondent No.3: --

' VRIT PETITION NO: 35279 OF 2022

Between:

Gummala Srinivasa 2ao, S/o Srirama Murthy, D.No. 2-125, 5. Kondepudu Village,
Ganapavaram Mand: |, West Godavari District, Andhra Pradesh- 534 210

...PETITIONER
AND

1. The Adjudicat g Authority, (SAFEM(FOP)A and NDPSA), Shasthri Bhavan,
4th Fioor, Ne' / Building Compiex, No.26 Haddows Road Nungambakkam,
Chennai-600 ( 06

2. Assistant Co nmissioner of Income Tax, (Initizting Officer) Benami
Transactions “Zrohibition Unit, Hyderabad 2nd Floor Aayakar Bhavan,
Basheerbagh, dyderabad- 500004

3. Goluguri Srira na Reddy, D.No. 26-8-28, Shirdi Sai Apartments, 2nd Floor,
Balusumudi, B rimavaram, West Godavari District, Andh-e Fradesh - 534 202
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4. Union of India, (Represented by Secretary (Revenue)), North Block, New
Delhi

...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 an appropriate writ, order or direction in nature of writ of
mandamus declaring the impugned Order OCA/MDS/391/2021-PBPT
dt.26/04/2022 issued by the 1st respondent as being without jurisdiction, arbitrary,
illegal, violative of principles of natural justice and without authority of law and set

aside the same.

IA NO: 2 OF 2022

Petition un%er 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
the operation of the impugned Order No. OCA/MDS/391/2021-PBPT
dt.26/04/2022 by the 1st respondent.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI C.V. NARASIMHAM FOR
M/S. YAMMANURU SIRI REDDY

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1 & 2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No. 4: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.3: --

WRIT PETITION NO: 33403 OF 2022

Between:

Tahera Begum, W/o. Late Md. Khaja Naseeruddin, Aged about 82, Occ.House-Wife,
R/o. H.No. 2-5-107, Jamkhanguda, Bhongir Town, Bhuvanagiri Mandal, Nalgonda
District.

...PETITIONER
AND
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1. The Union >f India, Rep. by Principal Secretary Ministry of Finance,
Department « f Revenue, Shastri Bhavan, 4th Floor, New Delhi.

2. The Union ¢ India, Rep. by Assistant Commissioner Ministry of Finance,
Income Tax | 'epartment, ACIT BPU, Hyderabad.

3. The Adjudict ting Authority, Prohibition of Benami Froperty Transaction Act,
1988, Office »f the Competent Authority (Safem(FOP) and NDPSA), UTSAV,
Department f Revenue, Ministry of Finance, 64/1, G.N. Chetty Road, T.
Nagar, Chen ai-600017.

4. The officer of the Initiating Officer and Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax,
Benami Trai sactions Prohibition Unit, Andhra Pradzsh, Telangana and
Yanam, Dist ct of Puducherry, 3rd Floor, Aayakar 31avan, Basheerbagh,
Hyderabad-4

5. The Initiating Officer, Manisha Thomar, IRS, ACIT (BPU), Hyderabad, 3rd
Floor, Aayak: r Bhawan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad.

6. The Approvir j Authority, S.V. Siva Prasad, IRS, ACIT (BFU), Hyderabad, 3rd
Floor, Aayak: r Bhawan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabacd.

7. The Special nvestigation Team (SIT), Rep. by its Asst. Commissioner of

Police, Besic = Traffic Control Room, Opp Kalanjali, Beside L.B. Stadium,
Hyderabad.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of Incia praying that in the
circumstances stat d in the affidavit filed therewith, the -ligh Court may be
pleased to issue a writ, order or direction more particularly one in the nature of
the writ of Mandan us, declaring that the action of the 7t Resoondent in not
providing all the do :uments to the petitioner and attaching zll the properties by
the Respondents !lo. 3 to 5 without considering the R:preszsntation dated
04.03.2022 made )y the petitioner to the 5th Respondent by passing the
impugned Orders ated 12.04.2022 and the referring the same to the 3rd
Respondent vide R ference No. ACIT/BPU/Hyd/24(5)/89/IF/" 2513-2006/2022-23
and the consequent al notices dated 10.05.2022, to the petitioner is bad in Law as
illegal, improper, art itrary, unjust and contrary to the provisions of the Prohibition
of Benami Property .Transaction Act, 1988 and the rules framed there under,
violative of Principie s of Natural Justice, voilative of Articles 14, 271 and 300-A of
the Constitution of Ii dia, unconstitutional and set aside the same, by holding that
the procedure adoted by the Respondents with regard fo seizure of all

documents belongec to the Petitioner is irrational and unsustainablz in the eye of

law.



IANO: 1 OF 2022

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 all further proceedings pertaining to the. F.No. R-557/2022-PBPTA-
CHENNAI which was referred to the Respondent No.3 vide Reference No.
ACIT/BPU/Hyd/24(5)/89/1P/12513-2006/2022-23, by duly suspending the .orders
U/s 24(4)(b)(i) of PBPT Act, 1988 dated 12.04.2022 pending disposal of the

above writ petition pending disposal of the above writ petition.

IANO: 2 OF 2022

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
direct the Respondent No.7 to release the original documents of the Petitioner
that are stated in the affidavit in the tabular form, in order to substantiate the
claims of the Petitioner pending disposal of the above writ petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRI G. MOHAN SAI FOR SRI CH. VENKAT RAMAN

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.1, 3 to 6: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

SRI B. KAVITHA YADAV, S.C. FOR CENTRAL GOVERNMENT

Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

Counsel for the Respondent No.7: GP FOR HOME

WRIT PETITION NO: 23070 OF 2021

Between:

Mr. Devineni Avinash, S/o. Late Sri D. Rajasekhar, D.No.48-4-17, Ashok Garden,
Gunadala, Vijayawada, Krishna - 520 004 Andhra Pradesh

...PETITIONER
AND

1. Union of India, Represented by its Secretary, Department of Revenue,
Ministry of Finance, North Block, New Delhi -110001
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2. Assistant Cc nmissioner of Income Tax, Benami Transaction (Prohibition)

Unit, Room N >. 318, 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhawan, Bashez=rbagh, Hyderabad

3. Mulakalapally Tirupati Rao, S/o. Venkata Narayara 5(0-11-3/9B, Ayyappa
Nagar, Gund la, Vijayawada, Andhra Pradesh

(Respondent No. 3 is not a necessary party)
...FFESPONDENTS

Petition und: r Article 226 of the Constitution of India orayving that in the
circumstances stat:d in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a vrit, direction or order more particularly i1 the nature of a writ
of mandamus de:laring the Show Cause Notice bearing No. ITB A/C
OM/F/17/2021-22/1)35259415(1)dated 02/09/2021 issued by Respondent No. 2
under Section 24 (1) of the Prohibition of Benami Property "ransactions Act, 1988
as being void, illec al, arbitrary, without jurisdiction, violatve of Articles 14 and

20(1) of the Constit ition of India and consequently set aside the same.

IANO: 1 OF 2021

Petition unde - Section 151 CPC praying that in the crr:umstances stated in
the affidavit filed it support of the petition, the High Cour may be pleased to
suspend the Skow Cause Notice bearing No. ["BA/COM/F/17/2021-
22/1035259415(1) « ated 02/09/2021 issued by Respondent MNo. 2.

IANO: 2 OF 2021

Between:

1. Union of Inc a, Represented by its Secretary, Department of Revenue,
Ministry of Fir ance, North Block, New Delhi -110001

2. Assistant Co nmissioner of Income Tax, Benami Traisaction (Prohibition)
Unit, Room N». 318, 3rd Floor, AayakarBhawan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad

...PETITIONERS/REGPONDENT No.1 & 2

AND

1. Shri. Deviner Avinash, S/o. Late Sri D. Rajasekhar, D.No0.48-4-17, Ashok
Garden, Gun: dala, Vijayawada, Krishna - 520 004 Andhra Pradesh

....RESPONDEN"/WRIT PETITIONER

2. Shri Mulakalaally Tirupati Rao, S/o. Venkata Narayana 50-11-3/9B, Ayyappa
Nagar, Gunde a, Vijayawada, Andhra Pradesh.



...RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT

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
vacate the interim order dated 22/09/2021 passed in |.A.No. 1 of 2021 W.P.No.
23070 of 2021 in the interest of justice.

Counsel for the Petitioner: Mr. ROHAN ALOOR FOR M/S. R.S. ASSOCIATES

Counsel for the Respondent No.1: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

WRIT PETITION NO: 23497 OF 2021

Between:

Mr. Devineni Avinash, S/o. Late Sri D. Rajasekhar, D.No.48-4-17, Ashok Garden,
Gunadala, Vijayawada, Krishna - 520 004 Andhra Pradesh

...PETITIONER
AND

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

2. Assistant Commissioner, of Income Tax Benami Transaction (Prohibition)
Unit, Room No. 318, 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhawan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad

3. Mr. Abdul Shajid, S/o. and L/R of Late Shri Akkinapalli Durga Rao D.No.32-
26-59, Near S.R.R. and C.V.R. College, Shivani Tea Stall Building,
Machavaram, Vijayawada, Krishna - 520 004

4. Mr. Dharmavarapu Ramesh, S/o. and L/R of Late Shri D. Siva Nageswara
Rao, D.No. 49-3-10, Gandhiji Colony, Gunadala, Vijayawada, Krishna, Andhra
Pradesh

5. Mr. Yerramsetti Ramana, S/o. Shri Y. Appalakonda, D. No. 53-1-216,
Machavaram Police Station, Gunadala, Vijayawada, Krishna, Andhra Pradesh
- 520 004

6. Mr. Anne Venkata Siva Prasad, S/o. Shri A. Ramachandra Rao Flat No. DS-
13, Model Villa, Near Ramavarappadu Ring, Vijayawada, Krishna - 521 108

7. Ms. Boddu Durga, Wife and L/R of Late Shri Boddu Venkateswara Rao, D.No.
49-3-116/1, Gandhiji Colony, Gunadala, Vijayawada, Krishna - 520 004

(Respondent Nos. 3 to 7 are not necessary parties)
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...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of Incia praying that in the
circumstances stat :.d in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be
pleased to issue a rit, direction or order more particularly in the nature of a writ
of mandamus  ieclaring the Show Cause Notice bearing No.
ITBA/COM/F/17/20: 1-22/1035261600(1) dated 02/09/2021 'ssued by Respondent
No. 2 under Sectio 24 (1) of the Prohibition of Benami P -operty Transactions
Act, 1988 as being void, illegal, arbitrary, without jurisdicticn, violative of Articles

14 and 20(1) of the Constitution of India and consequently se: aside the same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2021

Petition unde Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed ir support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
suspend the Shw Cause Notice bearing No. [TBA/COM/F/17/2021-
22/1035261600(1) ¢ ated 02/09/2021 issued by Respondenrt No. 2.

1A NO: 2 OF 2021

Between:

1. Union of Ind a, Represented by its Secretary, Depertrnent of Revenue,
Ministry of Fir ance, North Block, New Delhi -110001

2. Assistant Colymissioner, of Income Tax Benami Transaction (Prohibition)
Unit, Room N . 318, 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhawan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad

....PETITIONERS/RESPONDENT NO.1 & 2

AND
1. Mr. Devineni Avinash, S/o. Late Sri D. Rajasekhar, [J.No.48-4-17, Ashok
Garden, Gune jala, Vijayawada, Krishna - 520 004 Andhra Pradesh
...RESPONDENT/WRIT PETITIONER

2. Mr. Abdul Sh: jid, S/o. and L/R of Late Shri Akkinapalli Durge Rao D.No.32-
26-59, Near S.R.R. and C.V.R. College, Shivani Tea Stall Building,
Machavaram, /ijayawada, Krishna - 520 004

W

Mr. Dharmavi rapu Ramesh, S/o. and L/R of Late Shri 0. Siva Nageswara
Rao, D.No. 4¢ 3-10, Gandhiji Colony, Gunadala, Vijayawada, Krishna, Andhra
Pradesh

4. Mr. Yerramse iti Ramana, S/o. Shri Y. Appalakonda D. No. 53-1-216,
Machavaram | 'olice Station, Gunadala, Vijayawada, Krishna, Andhra Pradesh
- 520 004
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5. Mr. Anne Venkata Siva Prasad, S/o. Shri A. Ramachandra Rao Flat No. DS-
13, Model Villa, Near Ramavarappadu Ring, Vijayawada, Krishna - 5621 108

6. Ms. Boddu Durga, Wife and L/R of Late Shri Boddu Venkateswara Rao, D.No.
49-3-116/1, Gandhiji Colony, Gunadala, Vijayawada, Krishna - 520 004
(Respondent Nos 3 to 7 are not necessary parties)

...RESPONDENTS

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
vacate the interim order dated 30-09-2021 passed in I.A.No. 1 of 2021 in W.P.No.
23497 of 2021 in the interest of justice.

Counsel for the Petitioner: Mr. ROHAN ALOOR FOR M/S. R.S. ASSOCIATES

Counsel for the Respondent No.1: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

SRIT. SURYA KARAN REDDY, ADDITIONAL SOLICITOR GENERAL

Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

WRIT PETITION NO: 23501 OF 2021

Between:

Mr. Devineni Avinash, S/o. Late Sri D. Rajasekhar, D.N0.48-4-17, Ashok Garden,
Gunadala, Vijayawada, Krishna 520 004 Andhra Pradesh

...PETITIONER
AND

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

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax Benami Transaction (Prohibition),
Unit, Room No. 318, 3rd Floor, AayakarBhawan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad

3. Mr. Kunchala Prasad, 44-15-138., Lenin Nagar, Gundala, Vijayawada, Andhra
Pradesh, India (Respondent No. 3 is not a necessary party)

...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, direction or order more particularly in the nature of a writ
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of mandamus d:claring the Show Cause Notice bearing No.
ITBA/COM/F/17/202 - 22/1035261179(1) dated 02.0€.2021 issued by
Respondent No. 2 vder Section 24 (1) of the Prohibition of Benami Property
Transactions Act, 1J)88 as being void, illegal, arbitrary, ‘ithout jurisdiction,
violative of Articles 1! and 20(1) of the Constitution of India and consequently set

aside the same.

IANO: 1 OF 2021

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 Shcw Cause Notice bearing No.ITBA/COM/F/17/2021-
22/1035261179(1) de ted 02.09.2021 issued by Respondent No. 2.

1A NO: 2 OF 2021

Between:
1. Union of Indii . Represented by its Secretary, Department of Revenue,
Ministry of Fine 1ce, North Block, New Delhi -11000

2. Assistant Com 1issioner of Income Tax (Initiating Officer) Benami Transaction
Prohibition Ur t, Hyderabad 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhawan, Basheerbagh,
Hyderabad - 5 10004

....PETITIONERS/RESPONDENT NO.1 & 2
AND

1. Mr. Devineni inash, S/o. Late Sri D. Rajasekhar [C.No.43-4-17, Ashok
Garden. Gunac ala, Vijayawada, Krishna 520 004 Andhra “radesh

....RESPONDENT WRIT PETITIONER

2. Mr. Kunchala F rasad, 44-15-138., Lenin Nagar, Gundale, Vijayawada, Andhra
Pradesh, India

...RESPONDI:NT/RESPONDENT

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
vacate the interim or er dated 30-09-2021 passed in LA.No. 1 of 2021 in W.P.No.
23501 of 2021 in the nterest of justice.

Counsel for the Peti' oner: Mr. ROHAN ALOOR FOR M/S. R €. ASSOCIATES
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Counsel for the Respondent No.1: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

WRIT PETITION NO: 23566 OF 2021

Between:

Mr. Devineni Avinash, S/o. Late Sri D. Rajasekhar, D.No0.48-4-17, Ashok Garden,
Gunadala, Vijayawada, Krishna - 520 004 Andhra Pradesh

...PETITIONER
AND

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

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax Benami Transaction (Prohibition) Unit,
Room No. 318, 3rd Floor, AayakarBhawan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad

3. Sudagani Malleswara Rao, S/o.Yeraiah 49-3-115/B, Gandhiji Colony,
Gundala, Vijayawada, Andhra Pradesh

...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, direction or order more particularly in the nature of a writ
of mandamus declaring the Show Cause Notice bearing No.
ITBA/COM/F/17/2021-22/1035260426.(1) dated  02.09.2021 issued by
Respondent No. 2 under Section 24 (1) of the Prohibition of Benami Property
Transactions Act, 1988 as being void, illegal, arbitrary, without jurisdiction,
violative of Articles 14 and 20(1) of the Constitution of India and consequently set

aside_the same.

IANO: 1 OF 2021

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 Shyw Cause Notice bearing No. [TBA/COM/F/17/2021-
22/1035260426(1)d ited 02.09 2021 issued by Respondent No. 2.

IANO: 2 OF 2021

Between:
1. The Union of India, Represented by its Secretary (Revinue) Department of
Revenue, Mir stry of Finance, North Block, New Delhi -1 10001
2. The Assistar ! Commissioner of Income Tax (Initiating Officer) Benami

Transaction “rohibition Unit, Hyderabad, 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhawan,
Basheerbagh Hyderabad

...PETITIONERS/REGPONDENT No.1 & 2

AND

1. Shri Devinen Avinash, S/o. Late Sri D. Rajasekher, 1.No.48-4-17, Ashok
Garden. Gun: dala, Vijayawada, Krishna - 520 004 Andha Pradesh

....RESPONDENT/WRIT PETITIONER
2. Shri Sudagar i Malleswara Rao, S/o.Yeraiah 49-3-11£/8, Gandhiji Colony,

Gundala, Vija 'awada, Andhra Pradesh
...RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT

Petition unde Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in
the affidavit filed ir support of the petition, the High Court may be pleased to
vacate the interim o der dated 30-09-2021 passed in |.A.No 1 of 2021 in W.P.No.
23566 of 2021 in the interest of justice.

Counsel for the Pet tioner: Mr. ROHAN ALOOR FOR M/S. R.&. ASSOCIATES

Counsel for the Re: pondent No.1: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REF. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAI. OF INDIA

Counsel for the Re: pondent No.2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

VRIT PETITION NO: 23575 OF 202|

Between:

Mr. Devineni Avinas 1, S/o. Late Sri D. Rajasekhar, D.No.4€-4-17, Ashok Garden,
Gunadala, Vijayawac a, Krishna - 520 004 Andhra Pradesh
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...PETITIONER
AND

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

2. Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax, Benami Transaction (Prohibition)
Unit, Room No. 318, 3rd Floor, Aayakar Bhawan, Basheerbagh, Hyderabad

3. Kadiyam Dhana Babu, 45-17-7, Kummari Bazar, Gundala, Vijayawada,
Andhra Pradesh

(Respondent No. 3 is not a necessary party)
..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, direction or order more particularly in the nature of a writ
of mandamus declaring the Show Cause Notice bearing  No.
ITBA/COM/F/17/2021-22/1035260794(1) dated 02.09.2021 issued by Respondent
No. 2 under Section 24 (1) of the Prohibition of Benami Property Transactions
Act, 1988 as being void, illegal, arbitrary, without jurisdiction, violative of Articles

14 and 20(1) of the Constitution of India and consequently set aside the same.

IA NO: 1 OF 2021

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 Show Cause Notice bearing No. [ITBA/COM/F/17/2021-
22/1035260794(1) dated 02.09.2021 issued by Respondent No. 2.

IA NO: 2 OF 2021

Between:
1. Union of India, Represented by its Secretary (Revenue), Department of
Revenue, Ministry of Finance, North Block, New Delhi -110001

2. The Assistant Commissioner of Income Tax (Initiating Officer), Benami
Transaction Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad, 3 " Floor, Aayakar Bhawan,
Basheerbagh, Hyderabad

....PETITIONERS/RESPONDENT No.1 & 2
AND



1. Shri Devineni Avinash, S/o. Late Sri D. Rajasekhar, [D.No.48-4-17, Ashok
Garden, Gune iala, Vijayawada, Krishna - 520 004 Andhrz Pradesh

...RESPONDENT/WRIT PETITIONER

2. Shri Kadiyam Dhana Babu, 45-17-7, Kummari Bazar, Cundala, Vijayawada,
Andhra Prade h

...RESPONDENT/RESPONDENT

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
vacate the interim o1 fer dated 30-09-2021 passed in LA .No. 1 of 2021 in W.P.No.
23575 of 2021 in the interest of justice.

Counsel for the Peti ioner: Mr. ROHAN ALOOR FOR M/S. R.55. ASSOCIATES

Counsel for the Res rondent No.1: SRI B. MUKHERJEE REP. FOR
ASSISTANT SOLICITOR GENERAL OF INDIA

Counsel for the Res ondent No.2: SRI B. NARASIMHA SHARNMA,
S.C. FOR INCOME TAX

The Court made the following: COMMON ORDER



THE HON'BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE UJJAL BHUYAN
AND

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE C.V.BHASKAR REDDY
W.P.INos. 33191, 33195, 33198, 33199, 33203, 34454, 34670, 34676:’ 34687, 34691,
34755, 34799, 34800, 34801, 34802, 34803, 35092, 35093, 35113, 35132, 35134
35144, 35146, 35153, 35154, 35155, 35156, 35171, 35276, 35279 and 33403 of 2022;
23070, 23497, 23501, 23566, 23575 of 2021

COMMON ORDER: (Per the Hon ble the Chief Justice Ujjal Bhuyan)

\\@
This order will dispose of the above batch of writ petitions.

2. We have heard Mr. C.V.Narsimham, Mr. G.Mohan Sat and
Mt. Rohan Aloor, learned counsel for the pennoners; Mr. B.Narsimha
Sarma, learned counsel for the respondents- Income Tax Departunent,
and Mr. B.Mukherjee, learned counsel representing learned Assistant

Solicitor General of India appearing for Union of India.

3. For the sake of convenience, we divide the above batch of writ
petitions into three groups in the following manner:
Group A:- \V.P.Nbs.23070, 23497, 23501, 23566, 23575 of 2021. \
Groﬁb B:- W.P;Nos.33191, 33195, 33198, 33199, 33203, 34454,
| 34670, 34@676, 34687, 34091, 3%755, 34799, 34800, 34801, 34802, 34803,
350;)2, 35093, 35113, 35132, 35134, 35144, 35140, 35153, 35154, 35155,
| 35156, 35171, 35276, 35279 of 2022

Group C:- W.P.No0.33403 of 2022
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4. In tl ¢ first batch of cases /e, Group A, the challenge made 1s to
the show cause notices dated 02.09.2021 issucd by the Assistant
Commissic 1er of Income Tax being Initagng Officer, Benamt
Transactior s (Prohibition) Unit, Hyderabad under Scction 24(1) of the
Prohibition of Benami Property Transactons Act. 1988 (briefly ‘the

Benami Prc perty Act” hereinafter)

5. In th: second batch of cases ie., Group B, the challenge is to the
order passe ! by the adjudicaung authority under Szecrion 20(3) of the
Benami Prc serty Act. Though the dates are differen 'n each of the writ
petiions, ir the lead case of this group being W.P.N0.33191 of 2022,

the order pz ised by the adjudicatng authority is dated 25.03.2022.

N In the last case e, Group C, the challenge has been made to the
order dated 12.04.2022 passed by the Commissioner of Income Tax,
who s al> the initating officer of the Beram: Transactions

(Prohibition Unit, Hyderabad under Section 24(4)(b)(i) of the Benami

- Property Ac

7. For th : sake of convenience, let us take W.P N0.33191 of 2022 25

the lead case
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¥ For the sake of convenience, let us take W.P.N0.33191 of 2022 as

the lead case.

8. . In this case, show cause notce under Section 24(1) of the Benami
Property Act dated 30.12.2019 was issued to the peuunoner-
M/s. Neopride Pharmaceuticals Limited by the Assistant Commissioner
of Income Tax/Inidaung Officer. In serial No.3 of the statement
forming part of the show cause nouce, the benamui property ‘e, the
subject matter of benamit ransacuon was described as under:

“The moveable property being 97500 shares of M/s
Neopride Pharmaccuncals Limuted  worth  Rs.9.75,000/ -
allotted in FY 2014-15.

2. Proceeds thereof being corresponding “Fixed Asset” to
the tune of equivalent amount acquired as against the share
capital introduced 1in  the books of M/s Neopride
Pharmacecuticals Limited during the FY 2014-15 so routed

through benami transaction.’

9. Assistant Commussioner of Income Tax/Ininaung Officer, while
calling upon the petitioner to show cause, passed an order under sub-
secion (2) of Section 18 and sub-sccton (3) of Section 24 of the
Benami Property Act provisionally avaching the aforesaid property for a
period of 90 days from the last date of the month in which the show

cause notice was issued ze, 30.11.2019, further directing that the



attached proerty should not be transferred or converted or disposed or
moved In an * manner whatsoever undl or unless specifically permitted

to do so by t ic undersigned.

10.  There: tter, the aforesaid authority passed order dated 18.03.2021
under Sectio 24(4)(2)(1) of the Benami Property Act. As per the said
order, the prc visional attachment of the property wa: coniinued all such
time order w: ¢ passed by the adjudicanng authoriry nncer Secrion 26(3)

of the Benam Property Act

11.  Finally after nouce and hearing, adjudicauny ¢uthority passed
order dated 2 .03.2022 under Section 26(3) of the Benuni Property Act.
By the said « rder, the adjudicaung authority held thit the movable
property is benami property being subject mater of benami
transaction w thin the meaning of Secton 2(9)(c) of the Benami
Property Act. Consequently, the provisional attachment order has been

confirmed.

12, At this stage, we may note that in the year 2016. Benami
Transactions (I rohibition) Amendment Act, 2016 was enicred to amend

the Benami Prc perty Act.



13, We may menton that Benami Transacuons (Prohibidon)
Amendment Act, 2016 (briefly ‘the Amendment Act’ hereinafter) had
received the assent of the President on 25.10.2016 whereafter, it was

notified in the Gazette on 01.11.2010.

14, In all the writ pedtons before us, the primary challenge made is
that the transacuons which have been classified by the respondents as
benami transacdons and the property accrued therefrom, which have
been classified by the respondents as benami property, were acquired
prior to 25.10.2016 or 01.11.2016. Such a transacuon could not have
been classified as benami transacuon by retroacdvely applying the law
enacted in the year 2016. For example, in W.P.N0.33191 of 2022, the

alleged benami properues have been mentoned as follows:

“The moveable property being 97,500 shares of M/s
Neopride Pharmaceuticals Limited worth Rs.9,75,000/-
allotted in FY 2014-15 on 08.01.2015.

 Proceeds thereof being corresponding “Fixed Asset”
added during the Y 2014-15 for Rs.4,38,33,534/- 1n the form
of “Immovable Property admeasuring 47790 sq. mts. In
Sy.Nos.49P, 50P and 51P, Plot No.24E in laocut T-1 in
Lalamkodur (v) registered vide doc. Number 2717/2015 of
SRO Yelamanchili”, to the tune of Rs.9,75,000/- equivalent to
the share capital routed through benami transaction and
introduced in the books of M/s Neopride Pharmaceuticals

\ Limited during the FY 2014-15.
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15.  Thus, he shares were allotted on 08.01.2015 arc the f{ixed assets
accrued ther from finds place 1n the books of accouat during the

financial year 2014-2015 ze., being prior to 25.10.2016 or 01.1 2016.

16.  The is¢ 1e before us is no longer res infegra not ony in view of the
law laid dowr by this Court in Nexus Feeds Limited ‘7. the Assistant
Commission :r of Income Tax', but in view of the law declared by

5 F 5 e 5 § . 2
the Supreme Jourt in Union of India v. Ganpati Dealcom Pvt. Ltd.”

17, Mr. B. Narsimha Sarma, learned counsel for the respondents-
Income Tax Deparunent, while acknowledging that n view of the
decision rend« red by the Supreme Court in Union of India v. Ganpati
Dealcom Pv . Ltd. (2 supra), the matter stands covered. however
submits that ‘espondents are contemplating filing o7 review pctiti'on
before the Sureme Court secking review of the decision in Union of
India v. Garoati Dealcom Pvt. Ltd. (2 supra). Therefore, hearing of

the present ba ch of cases may be deferred for some time.

18.  We are inable to accept the submissions made by lezrned counsel

for the respo idents for the simple reason that the (ecision of the

1 2022(5) TMI 262
2 2022 SCC Online 3C 1064 s



Supreme Court in Union of India v. Ganpati Dealcom Pvt. Ltd. (2
supra) is binding on all Courts, Tribunals and Authonues throughout
the country.  Hearing cannot be deferred on the ground that
respondents are contemplaung to file a review peuton for review of the
aforesaid decision. As a matter of fact, we find that after the
adjudicaton order was passed on 25.05.2022 in W.P.N0.33191 of 2022,
para 18A was inserted by the adjudicaung authority taking note of the
decision of this Court in Nexus Feeds Limited v. the Assistant
Commissioner of Income Tax (1 supra). However, the adjudicatng
authority proceeded to decide on merus with the observation that the
legal question as rto retrospecuvity vis-a-vis prospecuvity of the

Amendment Act of 2016 was pending before the Supreme Court.

19. In Nexus Feeds Limited v. the Assistant Commissioner of
Income Tax (1 supra), this Court held as follows:

From the conspectus of the discussions made
above, it is apparent that Secuon 2 (9) (A) and
Section 2 (9) (C) are substantive provisions creating
the offence of benami transaction. These two
provisions are significantly and substanaally wider
than the definiton of benami transacion under
Section 2 (a) of the unamended 1988 Act. Therefore,

Section 2 (9) (A) and Secton 2 (9) (C) can only have
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20.  Thus,

that Secrion 2

Act of 2016 a:
significantly

transaction" th

of 1988.

21. Taking
~ date of comin
this Court he

transaction, w

prospectively. Central Government has noufied
ie of coming into force of the Amendment Act
016 as 01.11.2016. Therefore, these two
sions cannot be applied to a transaction which
place prior to 01.11.2016.Admittedly, n the
1t case, the transaction in question 15 dated
2011, That being the position, we have no
mon to hold that the show cause notice
30.12.2019, provisional attachment  orde-

31122019 and  the impugned orde:
30.03.2021 are null and void bemng without
icion. Consequently, the impugned order is set

and quashed.

om the above, 1t 1s evident that this Coutt took the view
N(A) and 2(9)(C) of the Act inserted by the Arnendment
> prospective in nature because these two provisions have
nd substanually widened the definitien of ‘benanﬁ

in as was there in the unamended Benarii Property Act

ote of the fact that Central Governmen: 1ad notified the
“into force of the Amendment Act of 2015 25 01.11.2016,
ld that these two provisions cannot b: applied to a

iuch took place prior to 01.11.2016. Ir that case, the
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transaction was dated 14.12.2011. [ herefore, the show cause notce,
provisional attachment order as well as the adjudicating order were
declared null and void being without jurisdicnon and consequently,

quashed.

22.  In Union of India v. Ganpati Dealcom Pvt. Ltd. (2 supra),
which went to the Supreme Court from a decision of the Calcutta High
Court, the question, which was considered by the Supreme Court was
whether the Benami Property Act as amended by the Amendment Act
of 2016 has a prospecuve effect 7 While exanuning this question,
Supreme Court went into the consurutionality of the original Act Ze.,
Benami Property Act. At the first place, 1t was held as follows:

The simple question addressed by the counsel
appearing for both sides is whether the amended
2016 Act is retroactive or prospective. Answering the
above question is inevitably ded to an intermediate
question as to whether the 1988 Act was
“constitutional in the first place. The arguments

addressed by the Union of India hinges on the fact

—————ee that the 1988 Act was a valid substantive law, which

/ required only some gap filling through the 2016 Act,
to ensure that sufficient procedural safeguards and

mechanisms are present to enforce the law.
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Aced rding, to the Union of India, the 2016 Ac: was a
merc gap filling exercise.

lowever, upon studying the provisicns of
the 988 Act, we find that there are quesdons of
legal ty and constitutionality which arise with respect
to Sc ctions 3 and 5 of 1988 Act. The answers to such
ques ions cannot be assumed in favoir of
cons itutionality, simply because the same wus never
ques 10ned before the Court of law. We are claritying
that we are not speaking of the presumpton of
cons itutionality as a matter of burden of proof.
Rath 'r, we are indicating the assumpuoon taken by the
Unic 1 as ro the validity of these provisions in the
prescat lingaton. Such assumption cannot be made
wher this Court is called upon to answer whether the
impt oned  provisions  are attracted  to  those

trans icuons that have taken place before 2016.
23, After laborate deliberavon, Supreme Court came to the
conclusion th t Section 3 (criminal provision), Section 2(a) (definition -
clause) and Se ‘tion 5 (confiscation proceedings) of the Beram: Property
Act are overl broad, disproportionately harsh and without adequate

safeguards. * hough such provisions were in 2 dormaat condition,

nonetheless, £ ipreme Court declared Sections 3 and 5 of the Benami
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Property Act as unconstitutional from incepuon. It was held as
follows:

From the above, Section 3 (criminal provision) read
with Section 2(a) and Section 5 (confiscation proceedings)
of the 1988 Act are overly broad, disproportionately
harsh, and operate without adequate safeguards in place.
Such provisions were stillborn law and never udlized in
the first place. In this light, this Court finds that
Sections 3 and 5 of the 1988 Act were unconstitutional
from their inception.
24.  Conunuing with the deliberaton, Supreme Court observed that
once-Sections 3 and 5 of the Benami Property Act were declared as
unconsttutonal, it would mean that the Amendment Act of 2016 would
in effect create new provisions and new offences as the offences under
Secdon 3(1) for the transactons entered into between 05.09.1988 (when
the original Act received the presidenual assent) and 25.10.2016 (when
the Amendment Act of 2016 was notified), the law cannot retroactvely
invigorate a still-born criminal offence. Thereafter, it was categorically
held that the Amendment Act of 2016 containing criminal provisions

would be applicable only prospectively. Supreme Court held as follows:

In the case at hand, the 2016 Act containing the
criminal provisions is applicable only prospectvely, as

the relevant Sectdons of the pre-amendment 1988 Act



cont ining the penal provision, have been declired as
unce 1stitutional.  Therefore, the question of
cons ruction of the 2016 Act as retroactive gua the
pena provisions under Sections 3 or 53, doz2s not

arise
25.  Suprem @ Court clarified that as it has held that criminal
provisions un ler the Benami Property Act were arbitrary and incapable
of applicavo: . the law through the 2016 amendmert could not
retroacavely ¢ aply for confiscaton of those wansactiois entered into
between 05.0).1988 to 25.10.2016 as the same would amount to

puniuve punis iment. Finally, the Supreme Court concluied as under:

11 view of the above discussion, we hold as
unde -
a) S cuon 3(2) of the unamended 1988 Act 1s
decle ed as unconstitutional for being marifestly

arbit ary.

~

ccordingly, Secdon 3(2) of the 2016 Ac: is also
uncoe 1stitutional as it 1s violatdve of Article 2((1) of

the C onsttution.

b) I rem forfeiture provision under Section 5 of the
unan ended  Act of 1988, prior to the 2016
Ame idment Act, was unconstitutional for being

mani estly arbitrary.



R IR

c) The 2016 Amendment Act was not merely

procedural, rather, prescribed substantive provisions.

d) In rem forfeiture provision under Secton 5 of the
2016 Act, being punitive in nature, can only be

applied prospectively and not retroacuvely.

e) Concerned authorities cannot initate or continue
criminal prosecution or confiscation proceedings for
transactions entered into prior to the coming into
force of the 2016 Act, wg, 25.10.2016. As a
consequence of the above declaradon, all such
prosecutions or confiscation proceedings shall stand

quashed.

f) As this Court is not concerned with the
constitutionality of such independent  forfeiture
proceedings  contemplated  under the 2016
Amendment Act on the other grounds, the aforesaid
questions are left open to be adjudicated in

appropriate proceedings.

26. F;:om the above, it is evident that Supreme Court has declared
that the Amendment Act of 2016 1s not merely procedural but
prescribes substantive provisions. Therefore, concerned authorites
cannot Initiate or continue criminal prosccution or confiscaton

proceedings for transactions entered into prior to coming into force of
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dment Act e, 25.10.2016. As a conscoucnce, all such
confiscation proceedings shall stand qua:hed. Supreme
clarttied that iz rem forfeiture provision tnder Section 5
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ot finality of the law declared by the Supreme Court, the
© cause notices, provisional attachment orders as well as
r orders passed by the varous authodzes under the
o Act as amended by the Amendmen Act of 2016
the batch of writ petiions cannot be  custained.

¢ are hereby set aside and quashed.

it petitions are allowed in the above term:. No costs.

juel, miscellaneous petitions, pending if any, stand
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10.The Adjudicating Authority, Prohibition of Benami Property Transaction Act,
1988, Office of the Competent Authority (Safem(FOP) and NDPSA), UTSAV,
Department of Revenue, Ministry of Finance, 64/1, G.N. Chetty Road, T.
Nagar, Chennai-600017.

11.The officer of the Initiating Officer and Assistant Commissioner of Income-tax,
Benami Transactions Prohibition Unit, Andhra Pradesh, Telangana and
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Hyderabad-4. : '

12.The Initiating Officer, Manisha Thomar, IRS, ACIT (BPU), Hyderabad, 3rd
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HIGH COURT

RN DATED:13/09/2022

09 GEC 2022

CONMON ORDER

W.P.NOs. 33191, 33195, 33198, 33199, 33203, 34454,
34670, 34176, 34687, 34691, 34755, 34799, 34800,
34801, 34102, 34803, 35092, 35093, 35113, 35132,
35134, 35' 44, 35146, 35153, 35154, 35155, 35156,
35171, 35276, 35279 AND 33403 OF 2022; 23070,

23497, 23501, 23566, 23575 OF 2021

ALLOWING THE WRIT PETITIONS
WITHOUT COSTS
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