Mrs. Indubala Porwal- PAN----------------- Appeal to learned Commissioner of Income Tax (Appeals), Udaipur- Assessment Year 2014-15-
Based on the facts and circumstances of the case, the appellant-assessee respectfully craves leave to prefer an appeal against the assessment order dated 30th September, 2021 passed by the learned Assessing Officer, the Deputy Commissioner of Income-tax, Central Circle-1, Udaipur for the assessment year 2014-15 under section 153A read with Section 143 (3) of the Income-tax Act. 1961 (the ‘Act’) on the following grounds which are without prejudice to each other: 
1. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned Assessing Officer (In short, the ‘AO’) has proceeded to assume jurisdiction without following the due process envisaged for completion of assessment in case of search provided in sections 153A and 153C of the Act.
2. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO has thus acted without jurisdiction and the assessment made is ab initio void, illegal and bad-in-law requiring quashing of the same.
3. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO has failed to record satisfaction in the case of the person searched from whom recovery of the document was made and seized which allegedly pertained to the appellant-assessee or information contained therein allegedly related to the appellant-assessee.
4. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO wrongly assumed that the appellant-assessee is the “owner” of the BWR Trust which is an altogether distinct, separate and different entity in law.
5. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in rejecting the explanations given to him in the form of documentary evidences being deed of family settlement, Trust Deed and bank accounts of the Trust and its corporate vehicle, Vibrant Properties Ltd in an arbitrary and capricious manner ignoring, overlooking and rejecting the same. 
6. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that the appellant-assessee was required to disclose all assets outside India being an Indian resident ignoring the fact that the appellant-assessee is neither shareholder nor director and was not signatory to bank accounts till 14thMay, 2013 of the corporate vehicle in Vibrant Properties Ltd within the trust structure.
7. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that she was required to file declaration under Chapter Vi of the Black Money (Undisclosed Foreign Income and Assets and Imposition of Tax Act, 2015since appellant-assessee does not fall within the ambit of twin conditions specified in the said Chapter.
8. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that the appellant-assessee maintained account with Hinduja Bank, Switzerland and that the account belonging to the family trust was a story
9. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that no reliable evidence was brought on records by the appellant-assessee to establish that the funds belongs to family trust.
10. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that no documentary evidence in support of management of funds being controlled by someone outside India was provided.
11. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that the bank account was opened by the appellant-assessee.
12. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that the appellant-assessee was beneficiary for (i) the credit entries in the bank account and (ii) income earned.
13. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in hoding that the explanation given by the appellant-assessee was false & unreliable.
14. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that no documentary evidence was furnished in support of the explanation that fund of 
USD 1, 20, 00,000/- was to be given to the appellant-assessee by Dr. Kirti Jain.
15. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that explanation given by the appellant-assessee to the effect that she did not withdraw for herself or for the beneficiaries is neither genuine nor relaiable.
16. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that the explanation given by the appellant-assessee to the effect that she did not had control over the family trust was neither genuine nor reliable.
17. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that the bank account with Hinduja Bank, Switzerland belonged to the appellant-assessee.
18. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in coming to the above conclusion only on the basis of instruction for the transfer of an amount of 
USD 5, 00,000/- to Dubai Bank.
19. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in holding that credit balances, interest, coupon income, and dividends income from various sources belonged to the appellant-assessee.
20. On the facts and in the circumstances of the case and in law, learned AO erred in determining total income at Rs. 101, 68, 34,710/- as against the income of Rs. 8, 79,520/- disclosed in the return of income by the appellant-assessee.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The Appellant-assessee craves leave to add, alter, amend, modify, revise or withdraw any of the above grounds at or before the hearing of the appeal.  
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