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Grounds of Appeal
1. On the facts and in circumstances in law, the Assessment Order dated 30.05.2023 is passed without jurisdiction, bad in law, void ab initio and is liable to be quashed and may kindly be quashed.

2. Without prejudice to the above:
A. On the facts and in the circumstances in law, the learned Assessing Officer has passed the Assessment Order without following the procedure laid down in Section 144B(8) of the Act and thus, the Assessment Order passed is without jurisdiction and liable to be quashed.
B. On the facts and in the circumstances in law, the learned Assessing Officer has acted without jurisdiction in re-opening the assessment with the issue of Notice under Section 148 of the Act.
C. [bookmark: _GoBack]In Tanzil Sir to provide input
D. On the facts and in the circumstances in law, the learned Assessing Officer has erred in determining to the income at Rs.70,86,900/- as against income returned of Rs.18,84,496/-.
E. On the facts and in the circumstances in law, the learned Assessing Officer has passed assessment order without due process of law in violation of principles of natural justice and the Assessment Order is liable to be quashed.

3. On the facts and in the circumstances in law, the learned Assessing Officer has erred in making addition of Rs.50,00,000/- to the total income of the appellant on the basis of documents found and recovered from the premises of Shri. Naresh Bharani in the course of search under Section 132 of the Act contrary to the provisions of law in this regard.

4. On the facts and in the circumstances in law, the learned Assessing Officer failed to pass the Assessment Order without application of mind and in particular in passing the order under Section 148A(d) of the Act.

5. On the facts and in the circumstances in law, the learned Assessing Officer has failed to provide opportunity of cross-examination of witnesses whose testimony has been used to draw adverse influence against the Appellant.

6. On the facts and in the circumstances in law, the learned Assessing Officer has erred in making addition of Rs.2,02,400/-.

7. The appellant craves, leave to alter, modify, revise, add/delete ground (s) with the leave of Hon’ble Bench.
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