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O£6ce of the Commissioner (Appeal),

Wi =#wa,3T©N '"gm,.q aNm„a
Central GST; Appeal Commissionerate, Ahmedabad

iibladr gtR tram amt, STqTqT9 3i§aaT€1Te 3dQO?q.

CGST Bhavan, Rdvenue Maw, Ambawadi, Ahmedabad 38oor5
. m 07926305065- aab'bu07926305136

DIN- 20231164SW0000622753

{f## gro v.a. KTrT

W %l§d +j&qI File No : GAPPL/ADC/GSTP/3281/2023 -APPEAL l€wS6– bI--

a 3rfFa lrT&qr ?hE=iT Order-In-Appeal Nos. AHM-CGST-003-APP-JC- 49 /2023-24

f&atm Date :21.11.2023 =rIft nO tRY aT€tqa Date of Issue : 24.11.2023

dr 3iT&qr gan daWn ,„qm (x+,> ,„, t„R'
Passed by Shri Adesh Kumar Jain, Joint Commissioner (Appeals)

Tr Arising out of Order-in-Original No. ZA241023132034E dated 26.10.2023 issued by The
Superintendent, CGST, Ahmedabad.

ZFT aTTa in VaT Name & Address of the Appellant / Respondent
Appellant Respondent

e )

(Legal Name: Bharavad Jivanbhai
Nanubhai), Ambala, Taxshila Society
Makan no 19, 24. GJMEH, 384210

=Tf#ad§avR$HerR cru n{aqFar Bl at# # 5tTqm qrfq©rO/

AnY person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal to the appropriate authority in the followingway

y : : i : F : L : Psthe so rn : : A g 8 arIe hE : ht oo S A B g eJ +asTpB Lb : sn Li # ! SgM % %gTn nl the cases where

M FX)?5haELtlSR EPIsh#s%gERaRd?gpl#Rg BBq;r GST Act/CGST Act other than as mentioned=–I
ii,

i ( i i i ) ;FP:HE$'j£FH£h#:bgP'£'!:.'!„x:'BI
appealed against, subjbct to a maximum of Rs. tw8ntf’-dvd-t-houghid.'-- -- --"-"’

i (B) eppeal upde.[,Sectipn 112.(1)., of CGST AcT, 2017 to Appellate Tribunal shall be filed along with relevant 1
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(i) mmr––l
Fqll amokInt of Tax, Interest, Fine, Fee 'and Penalty arisin'g -from ’the impugnedYorder, as is !
admitted/accepted by the appellant, and - ' - ’ i

(ii) . A .sum equal to twenty five per cent of the remaining amount of Tax in dispute/ in addition to the
a.nlount paid under Section 107(6) of CGST Act, 2017, arising from the said order, in relation to which
the appeal has been filed.

Order/ 2019 dated 03.12.2019 has provided
that the appeal to tribunal can be made within three months from the date of communication of 'Order or

dUe on .which the President or the State President, as the case may be, of the Appellate Tribunal enters i
office, whichever is later. . ' ' ' " ’ ’--– ” ' ’ ---’'-- -- '---- I
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ORDqF IN ,APPEAL

Brief Facts of the, Cqs9:-

This appeal has been filed under Section l07 of the Central

Goods and Services Tax A,t9 20 1 7 (h,,,ind,' ''f''''d tO as "the Act") by

M/s. Aarohi Milk AgencY (Legal Name: Bharavad Jivanbhai Nanubhai)'

Amt)ala) Texshna Society) M&an No' 19, 24’ GJM-EH' 384210

(hereinafter referred to as "AppeZZant") against the Order No'
;A241023132034B. dat,d 26.10.2023 (h'''inafter referred to aT

f 11mlpHII a 1gr n eI aI () r a[ e r r 1 F) aL S S e (i t) y the Superintendent 2•(=11)ST>]\•nedLa1L) adl

(hereinafter ref,,,,d t, a, "th' Adjudicating Autt\ortty/PrQper
O#ice'r”I .

2. Facts of the case, in brief, are that the appellant has applied fo:

AA241023022889B dated 08.10.2023. In response to said application a NOtICe

f'„ ,,,king ,d,hd,n,1 information / cIarincadon / d')c11ments was issued tc)

.2023> wherein mentioned that –

The reply h,, b,,n ,,„mi„,d ,„,d th, '?m' has not bee” fQt““i t' be

satisfactory for the following reasons :
„UpI„„,i,d „,gi,t,„ed sale deed is fQr so"te other place' which does

not prove the address merabned m PPOB. FuN'teh uploaded

ete adcity bin is not legible, whereas otter uploaded document does
not reveals the complete and MenU$able adLd’ress' Hence’

„ppa,aR,n i, „jected u/r 9(4) ©the CGST Rules' 2017”

3. Being aggrieved with the impugred order dated 26'10'2023 the

appellant has preferred the present appeal on 06.11'2023' In the appeal memo
the a.ppettcm,t has submitted that-

That the appacar& has $ted apphcation in accordance with all relevant

laws regulations and guidelines as outlined h the applicatIOn

requirements and provide all the relevant documents;

That the apphca1,a has uploaded foaowhg at the time of application for_

GST „gi,tm8on i.e. BQnc:'$(ie CertWcate of A““a :fed dairY’ NataaTize?

cc)risen; letter, index copy) etectdc@ bU, property tm bill register saZe

deed notod,zed CLIPdaUU or address of PPOB) photo of PPOB tuith

propd,etor) Aadhar and Pan card of propdetor, Proprietor photo) Aadrtar

card of owner;

9
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That owner purchase pot no, 19 and executed sale deed with ptQt no' 1?

d,t,d IO.IO.2018 b,,h„„ u,hi,his vUage. a,'„{ddaZed highUghted i" sat=

deed) and then after coistruct resUerMd dawning on same tuith Mahan.

n,. 19 h,m, th„, i, n. WU,mat,h in add;ess ofPPOB with sale deed a’“i
sale deed, pertain to same premISes'

I.h„t th,„, i, n. mi,maKh irl address Q/ dt the a’bot’e d')';L'’me"t e*'”pt
!i g t& t) {a 1CIL S S 1UL r V e tJ 1rIL 0 q q3 3 q3 = 13 nl andLMraJ ceRn o• 1 9 notturtHen = in The hg 1M

bIt and Notarized af$daDa :for tb same is pTOVkieci;

::=T:= = 9 Z;:::J I:e r :sJ::: =It:Teh1 : : 1=L) u::::::: vaT :::taT:p :=:n=so ::o;B
address is oNg as „Survey no. 331:3-1, Ma}can No' 39’ Ta(’shita Socze y’

Berha,r_Bec,hard{ Ta: Becha.raj\ Dist: Mehsa.n.a, Gujarat-3842 10;

In vidw of above, the appejlant has made prayer to restore their Reglstra lon

application .

Personal Hear:in:

Personal Hearing in the matter was held- on 20.11.2023 whereIn

c,.k. app£ared on behalf of the appeltarLt as authorized
PH she has stated that all documents has already been

df Registration have been rejected without golng lnt:o

An desired documents have been submitted alonWith appeal
want to stait distribution of Amul products which are

of A}nu1 has also been submitted' in view of

above requested to allow appeal.

,Kiran Sisodiya,
,gentative. During

,mined but application
facts of the issue

memo also. Further theY

taxable and bonafide certificate

Discussion and Findings:

5. 1 have cafefuny gone through the facts of the cas-e’ grounds of

appeal) submission made by the appellant and documents available on record

SinGle the issue relate to rejection of Application of GST registration’ at the

outset I refer to relevant statutory provisions governing rejection of appllcatlon

of Amendment of (,ST registration as under:

Rule 9 of C CyST RuZes, 20 1 7 :

(2) Wh„, th, „ppa„,h„„, ,Vb,„med under rule 8 is /miX“i to be c@die"t' e'ther t"

t,H& ,f amy M.„„,QUOT, o„ c,my d,,um,nt required to be NT7=ished u"der the
said rule, or where the proper of$ceT requires- any dad$cation with regard to any

hg„m„M,n p„.,,id,d in th, abph,Mon or documer'ts :hm*ished thereuittb he
may issue a notice to the appKcant ekctroMcaUy irl FORM GST REG-03 uRthtrl a

period of 3[seveN working days from tb date of submission of the appIIcatIOn

and the appacaIlt shalt '&TRiSh such dad$ccaion, kaormation or 'documents

3
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etectrOr&Caayy irt FORM GST REG-04, Within a period Of seven working daYS

from the date of the receipt of such notice.
£Provided that where -

(a.) a p„,.„I .th,, than a p„,„, „„drIed under sub-section (6Di 'If sectiQrl 25'

fails to undergo aLaheTaiCcabn of Aadhaar number as speciBed in sub-rule

(4A) of rule 8 or does not opt for authentication of Aa(ihaaF 7tttmbeF; OF

[(aa)a p,„,.„, u,h. ha, u„d,„g,"„ a”th'ntication of Aa(Ihaar "umbeT as

,p,dBed in sub-rule (4A) o/ rule 8) is ide"tWed on the co“Lmo" portat' based

on. data artalqsis and risk parameters, for carrYing out phYsical ven$aaion of

places of business; orI

(b) th, p,.p„ .f$„,, with the approval of a" oiFar authQdsed bY the

(;omm{ssione7. nOt belOW the rank Of Assistant CowtmissioneY2 deems it Bt tO

carry out physicat ven$cation of places of business,

the notice in FORM GST REG_03 may be issued not later than thirtY daYS
>n of the application. Ifrom the cictt€

LIe) the expression "clad$catIOnExplanation. - For the puFposes
the applicationparticularsor correction'tttcies mo'

Number,)ther than Per7ncLnen'trattort.
Part A of FORM GST REG-e_mail address (iectaret'I:>tIe ntt Per an

satisfIed with the clad$cation> Worm,atR)n(3) Where the proper Q:fftcer

',oczLme7tts jurn{stte(i

to the applicant

or

by the app Rcant, he may approve the grant of {egtstfattc)n

ulahh a period of seven working days from the date of the

receipt of such dart$cation or information OF documents'

(4) Where no reply i, fu,M,h,a bq th, app R''''t in "''p'n'' t' the notice issued
u„d„ ,ub_,ut, (2) .„ Wh,re the proper oiPcer is "a satisBed t”itt” the

dad$,aa',n, W.„„ad„n ., d,,Um„,t, $mshe(i, he 5[maUI> for reaso”s tc) bT
recorded in UJrk@, reject such appacaRon’ and @fotm tte applicant electronicalIY

trI FORM GST REG-05 .

6. In th, imp„gn,d .,d„ Apph,ation was rejected due to upIoaded

registered sale deed is for some other place, which does not prove the address
mentioned in pp(.-.)B. Further2 uploaded electricity bill iS not legible9 whereas

other uploaded document does not reveals the complete and identifiable

address under RUe 9 (4) i.e. in respect of notice issued in Form REG 03' It is

obs.elved from the documents made available to this office that the appellant

cimphed with qu„i,, ,ai,,d in th, ,h'w 'au'' n'tice. Therefore' findings

made in this regard is factually wrong and hence this reason for reje.ction of

registrad'-)n is not a justifiable and sustainable reason. Rule 9 of CGST Rules’

2017 envisage that the proper officer> if not satisfied with the clarlflcatlorl2
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information or documents furnished, can reject the ?pphcation for reglstratlon

for the reasons to be recorded in writing. Proviso 2 to Rule 9 further elnpowers

the proper officer to carry out physical verification of premises' in the suPJect
case even though the -appella,nt has subhitted clarification/additional

information/dO,..umentS2 no reasons was recorded in writing with regard tO the
same. .On the cont1.aT the appli,ati,n wa, r,j,'-ted du' to un'ati'faQtory/non
submission of compHal'Ice to notice. However, during abpeal- the appellant in

respect of queries raised in the notice) produced copies of required documents

as mentioned above.

7. In view of above, the impugned order passed by the adLjudLlcaLturW

authority rejecting application for new registration on the reasons mentiotne
herein is not legal and proper and deser7e to be set aside' Accordingly’ se

aside the impugned order and allow the appeal filed by the appellant with a

di„';t,d t. ,ub„,it ,11 th, „1,„ant documerlts/sub===issic)== bek)re the

Registr:tion AuthoriV, who shall verify the facts and after physical veri]lcatlon

of-place of busjness, pass order accordingIY'

,q„,,,f,„',-#a„{,,mmm„u,„anT&%+$ETr TERre'

The appea1 filed by the a,ppeltartt stands disposed of in above'terlns

(deLISgj{D-T
Joint Commissioner (Appeals)

Date: 2 f . 11.2023

Attested

(Sandt{eer Kumar)
Superintendent (Appeals)

By R.P.A.D.

U;iN:=:,Tha:,tJllhanbhdNanubhai),
Ambala, Texshila SocietY,
Makan No. 19, 24, GJMEH 384210.

To,

i ; T : : f);E•}H==issi:to::r b1!:L ::: :i = :: • & :I : : : I :Till 3; It:IT: : :::: bed in agar
Comrnissionerate .
The Superintendent, Range – 1, Division – Mehsana'
Commisslonerate .

6. /The Superintendent (Systems), CGST Appeals2 Ahmedabad'
/( Guard File.

8. P.A. File

5. Gandll £

pjqd
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