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F.NO. GAPPL/ADC/GSTP/1481/2024-Appeal

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

BRIEF FACTS OF THE CASE:

M/s. Mayur Packaging, Survey No. 142 Paiki 2, Gokuldham Industrial Estate,
Godown No. 22,23,24,25,26 Irana Road, Budasan Kadi, Mehsana, Gujarat-382715,
(hereinafter referred to as the “appellant”) has filed the appeal on 20.02.2024
against Order-in-Original No. ZD240124025930V (Supdt/MK/01/&ST/AR-
I/Kadi/2023-24), dated 28.12.2023 (hereinafter referred to as the “impugned
order”) passed by the Superintendent, Central GST & C.Ex., Range-I, Division-
Kadi, Gandhinagar Commissionerate (hereinafter referred to as the “adjudicating
authority”).

2. Brief facts of the case in the present appeal is that the appellant
registered under GSTIN 24AAWFM5840QIZD, are engaged in are engaged in the
business of dealing in goods and services of HSN 83099030 & 44151000. The
scrutiny of the returns of the appellant was conducted for the period from July
2017 to March 2018. In this regard, the office had issued ASMT-10 dated
24.06.2022 and raised objections to the appellant. The details of the objection

Difference in ITC availed and utilized in GSTR-3B return and ITC
available in GSTR-2A for the periods from July 2017 to March 20138
amounting to Rs. 11,232/~ in August 2017. The adjudicating authority
drop the demand of Rs. 2,920/-. Out of total ineligible ITC of Rs.

8,312/- (Rs. 11,232/- minus Rs. 2,920/-), appellant paid ITC of Rs.
1,640 alongwith interest but not agree to pay remaining ITC Rs.
6,672/- (Rs. 8,312/- minus Rs. 1,640/-);

(ii) Short Payment of differential Tax as declared in GSTR- 1 to that paid in
GSTR-3B amounting to Rs. 2,05,112/- in September 2017;

(i) Invoice No. 34 & 38 mentioned in GSTR-3 of Sep 2017 but not
mentioned in GSTR-1 of Sep 2017 amounting to Rs. 33,428/~ (CGST

Rs. 16,714 /- and SGST Rs. 16,714/-);

(iv) ~Short payment of tax amounting to Rs. 10,113/-in GSTR-9 for the
period 2017-18;
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F.NO. GAPPL/ADC/GSTP/1481/2024:Appeal -

(v) Penalty of Rs. 10,000/~ under Section 125 of the CGST Act 2017 for
supply of goods under HSN 72 and 73 under which he was not
registered in 2017-18.

3. DRC-01A was issued to the appellant on 08.09.2022 to pay differential
amount of tax, however the appellant refused the pay the same. Further, the
adjudicating authority passed the impugned order dated 28.12.2023 and confirmed
the demand as mentioned above under Section 74(1) of the CGST Act, 2017 read
with Section 20 of the IGST alongwith interest under Section 50(1) of the CGST Act
2017and penalty under Section 74(1) of the CGST Act 2017 read with Section
122(2)(b) of the Act read with Section 20 of the IGST Act on the following grounds:-

- that the taxpayer has availed excess ITC of Rs.8,312/- vis-a-vis available in
GSTR 2A statement and utilized the same to discharge their duty lability.
Contention of the taxpayer that there is a difference between GSTR 3B and GSTR
9 does not hold ground as GSTR 9 is merely an statement and does not have any

impact on credit ledger or outward/inward liabilities;

the demand of Short Payment of differential Tax as declared in GSTR-1 to that
paid in GSTR-3B of Rs. 2,05,112/~ that the details of Invoices shown under
GSTR-1 for the month of August-2017 the invoice numbers did not repeated and
ITC was passed on to the recipient for all the invoices mentioned in GSTR-1 for
the month of August 2017. The tax payer paid tax for all the invoices issued in
August-2017. The invoice number mentioned as “14A, 15A, 16A, 17A, 18A, 21A,

22A, 23A, 25A, 26A, 27A, 28A, 29A, 31A, 32A and 33A” in the GSTR-1 for the
: month of August 2017, however in the GSTR-1 for the month of September 2017

the invoice numbers mentioned as 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 21, 22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 28,
29, 31, 32 and 33 which is totally different to that of invoices of August-2017;

- The taxpayer has filed GSTR-1 for the month of Sep-2017 showing outward
liability of Rs.6,51,530/- and passed on ITC to their respective buyers. However,
the tax payer had paid tax through GSTR-3B amounting to Rs.4,46,418/- only in
the month of Sep2017 and therefore short paid the tax amounting Rs.2,05,112/-
.Contention of the taxpayer that they have made typo error in the month of
August-2017 does not holds good as correct way to rectify any mistake in
outward supply is by way of filing credit riote/debit note prescribed in the Act.
The taxpayer has short paid their outward tax liability with a clear intention to

evade tax payment because the taxpayer has already passed on Input Tax Credit

to their buyers;

- that the taxpayer has made supplies under Invoice No.34 and 38 dated
01.09.2017 and 06.09.2017 respectively having total tax liability of Rs.33,428/-
but not declared in their GSTR-IM. The taxpayer has already collected the tax but
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not paid to the Government. Further the submission made by the taxpayer that
they have already paid the tax liability of Rs.33,428/- in their GSTR 3B of Sep-
2017 has no ground as there is already a short payment of Tax amounting
Rs.2,05,112/- as discussed in foregoing paras. I find that the taxpayer has
deliberately not shown their correct tax liability with an intent to evade tax
bayment on their outward supply. There is a short payment of tax amounting
Rs.33,428/- which is to be demanded and liable to recovered;

the demand of Short Payment of Tax less paid as per Table 9 of GSTR-9 for Rs.
10,113/- under section 74(1) of the Central Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017
and the corresponding entry of the S(3ST Act, 2017, alongwith interest under the
provisions of Sections 50(1) of the Act read with the provisions of Section 20 of the
IGST Act. The taxpayer has accepted the liability and paid Rs. 10,113/- along
with Interest of Rs. 6,827/- on 16-06-2023 through DRC-03 filed on 16-06-2023
vide ARN AD2406230542096. Therefore, the same is liable to be appropriated
against the said demand; that the taxpayer has discharged their tax liability and
applicable interest thereon on 16.06.2023, thus failed to discharge the liability
within stipulated time period, hence liable for penalty under the provisions of
Sections 74(1) of the Act read with the provisions of Section 76(2) and 122(2) (b) of
the Act read with the provisions of Section 20 of the IGST Act;

Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellant preferred the

present appeal on 20.02.2024 and submitted additional documents for the following

reasons.

DIFFERENCE IN ITC AVAILED AND UTILIZED IN GSTR-3B RETURN AND ITC
AVAILABLE IN GSTR-2A OF Rs. 8,312/-.

That the observation made by your honour that the appellant firm has taken
excess credit of Rs. 11,232/~ is factually incorrect and without verifications of
facts and related details available with the department;

the ITC available as per Table 8A of GSTR-9 filed and ITC availed in GSTR-3B

as under: -
Sr. | Particulars Amount (Rs.)
No.
1 ITC AVAILED AS PER GSTR-3B 3440291
2 ITC AVAILABLE AS PER TABLE 8A IN GSTR-9 FILED 3438651
DIFFERENCE BETWEEN ITC AVAILED AND AVAILABLE AS PER GSIR-3B AND TABLE 8A OF | 1640
GSTR-9 FILED
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1 ITC AVAILED AS PER GSTR-3B 3440291
2 ITC AVAILED AS PER TAX LIABILITIES AND ITC COMPARISION SHEET 3438651
DIFFERENCE BETWEBN ITC AVAILED AND AVAILABLE AS PER GSTR-3B AND TAX LIABILITIES | 1640

& ITC COMPARISION SHEET

- The appellant firm has already reversed and re-paid excess ITC of Rs. 1,640/-
along with Interest of Rs. 1,920/~ on 16-06-2023 through DRC-03 filed on 16-
06-2023 vide ARN AD24062:30541611.

- That in August 2017 being 24 month of implementation of GST, the system of

GSTR-2A was not there and input tax credit to be taken on the basis of invoice

only.

SHORT PAYMENT OF DIFFERENTIAL TAX AS DECLARED IN GSTR-1 TO THAT
PAID IN GSTR-3B OF Rs. 2,05, 112/-:

- The Ld. A.O. confirmed the Short Payment of GST as declared in GSTR-1 to that
paid in GSTR-03 of Rs. 2,05,111.54/- merely on surmises and conjectures;

- That the accountant of the appellant firm has made typographical error and
mentioned 16 invoices serially numbered from  “14A, 1 5A,
16A,17A,18A,21A,22A, 23A,25A,26A,27A,28A,29A,31A,32A and 33A” of
August 2017 in GSTR-1 of September 2017 along with original invoices of
September 2017 even though the same has been shown in GSTR-1 of August
2017. The accountant of the appellant firm has shown above mentioned
invoices in GSTR-1 of September 2017 even though the same has been shown
in GSTR-1 of August 2017 and hence, the appellant has shown same invoice in

the month of august and September 2017;

The accountant of the appellant firm has also not shown Two Invoice Serially
number 34 dated 01-09-2017 and 38 dated 06-09-2017 having Tax effect of
Rs. 16,714.08/- CGST & Rs. 16,714.08 SGST in GSTR-1 but the scone has
been duly shown in GSTR-3B and Tax of Rs. 16,714.08/- CGST and Rs.
16,714.08/- SGST has been paid in GSTR-3B filed for the month of Sept 2017.
Due to above mentioned, typographical error by the accountant of the appellant
Jfirm, Difference between Tax Payable Shown in GSTR- 1 and Tax Paid Shown
in GSTR-3B arises; that the appellant firm has made amendment in above
wrongly mentioned invoices in GSTR-1 of March 2019 and rectify its mistake.
The appellant firm has amended all the invoices in March 20 19 within the
statutory time limit prescribed by CBIC and before filing GSTR-9 for the FY
2017-18.

- The appellant firm in its amendment makes Tax payable CGST, SGST and IGST
as “0 (ZERO)” in all the mentioned invoices through amendment in GSTR-1 of
March 2019. In view of the above mentioned facts, The additional of Short
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Payment of tax of Rs. 2,05,112/- under section 74(1) of CGST Act 2017 by the
LD. A.Q. deserve to be set aside in toto;

- That the appellant would like to submit the confirmation of seller parties
certifying that they have not availed any ITC on the basis of above mentioned

typographical error and hence the question of passing the credit to seller parties

of appellant does not arise at all.

DEMAND OF PAYMENT OF TAX OF RS. 33,428/-:

- The accountant of the appellant firm has also not shown Two Invoice Serially
number 34 dated 01-09-2017 and 38 dated 06-09-2017 having Tax effect of Rs.
16,714.08/- CGST & Rs. 16,714.08 SGST in GSTR-1 but the same has been
duly shown in GSTR-3B and Tax of Rs. 16,714.08/- CGST and Rs. 16,714.08/-
SGST has been paid in GSTR-3B filed for the month of Sept 2017 and hence, the
question of short payment of tax does not arise. In view of the above-mentioned
facts, the addition of payment of tax of Rs. 33,428/ - under section 74(1) of
CGST Act 2017 by the LD. A.O. deserve to be deleted in toto.

Appellant requested to quash and set aside the impugned order.

DN Virtual hearing in the appeal was fixed/held on 21.03.2024 and 09.04.2024.
\_;;,/ Shri Gaurav S. Vyas, CA, Shri Mukesh S. OD, CA and Mr. Jaydeep Bhai Garala,
Partner appeared in person on behalf of the appellant in the present appeal. During
Virtual hearing they submitted that:

(i). In the month of August 2017, all tax dues have been paid and invoices have

been again uploaded in September as HSN code was not mentioned on invoices. Tax
has been paid correctly. This mistake has been rectified in Annual GSTR-9 returns
and GSTR-1 also amended in GSTR-1 in March 2019. Therefore, since no supply
was made on invoices mentioned/uploaded two times, no payment received and no
ITC was availed. Certificate to this effect has been sent via email dated 09.04.2024
alongwith additional submissions. He further reiterated the written submissions

and requested to allow appeal.

(ii). The Audit officers point out different of ITC in GSTR-2A and 3B is Rs.
11,232/~ but on re-verification the different is only of Rs. 2,920/~ which has been

paid alongwith interest. DRC-03 is submitted with additional submissions.
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(iii). In respect of invoice rio. 34 and 38 of September 2017, tax liability discharged
by could not be uploaded in GSTR-1 due to mistake of accountant. Since no

revenue loss therefore appeal may be allowed.

He reiterated the written submission and requested to allow appeal.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS:

6. I have gone through the facts of the case, written submission and
additional submission made by the ‘appellant’. The adjudicating authority
passed the impugned order and confirm the demand of wrongly availed and utilized
ITC due to difference in GSTR-3B return and ITC available in GSTR-2A for the
periods from July 2017 to March 2018 amounting to Rs. 11,232/- in August 2017
alongwith interest and penalty. The adjudicating authority vide impugned order
drop the demand of Rs. 2,920/-. Out of total ineligible ITC of Rs. 8,312/~ (Rs.
11,232/- minus Rs. 2,920/-), appellant paid ITC of Rs. 1,640 alongwith interest but
not agree to pay remaining ITC Rs. 6,672/- (Rs. 8,312/- minus Rs. 1,640/-)
alongwith interest and penalty, Short Payment of differential Tax as declared in
GSTR- 1 to that paid in GSTR-3B amounting to Rs. 2,05,112/- in September 2017
alongwith interest and penalty, Invoice No. 34 & 38 mentioned in GSTR-3 of Sep
2017 but not mentioned in GSTR-1 of Sep 2017 amounting to Rs. 33,428/~ (CGST
Rs. 16,714/- and SGST Rs. 16,714/-) alongwith interest and penalty, Short

payment of tax amounting to Rs. 10,113/-in GSTR-9 for the period 2017-18. Tax . x

7(i). In respect of issue mentioned at para 2(i) the adjudicating authority
contended that the appellant has availed excess ITC of Rs. 8,312/- in GSTR 3B
returns of what available in GSTR-2A. Out of total ineligible ITC of Rs. 8,312/- (Rs.
11,232/- minus Rs. 2,920/-), appellant paid ITC of Rs. 1,640 alongwith interest. In
this regard appellant stated that difference of ITC availed between GSTR 9 and

GSTR-3B is Rs. 1640/~ only. However, contention of the appellant that there is a
difference between GSTR 3B and GSTR 9 of Rs. 1,640/~ does not hold ground as
GSTR 9 is merely an statement and does not have any impact on credit ledger or
outward/inward liabilities. In the instant case appellantb failed to provide any
documentary evidence regarding the eligibility to avail excess Input Tax
Credit of Rs. 8,312/- as per the provisions of Section 16(2) of the CGST Act,
2017. In view of the above, I find that the appellant has contravened the
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provision of 16 of the Act, ibid, read with rule 36 of the CGST Rules, 2017 as

they have wrongly availed the ITC in excess to what was available to them.

7(ii). Further in the instant case the appellant had the option to avail the
benefit of Circular No. 183/15/2022-GST issued on 27/12/2022 by The Central
Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs, Department of Revenue, Ministry of Finance,
Government of India which deals with matter of difference of input tax credit availed
in form GSTR-3B as compared to that detailed in Form GSTR-2A for financial year
2017-18 and 2018-19. However it is observed that the appellant had failed to
produce documents to the department to justify that the ITC claimed by them of Rs.
8,312/- is respect of difference between GSTR-2A and GSTR-3B is legal and proper.
As per Section 155 of CGST Act, 2017 the burden of proof, in case of eligibility of
ITC, availed by the appellant, lies entirely on the appellant. In view of the above it is
observed that the appellant ineligible ITC to the tune of Rs.8,312/- and is liable to
pay under the provisions of Section 74(1) of the CGST Act, 2017 corresponding
entry of SGST Act, 2017 read with Section 20 of the IGST Act, 2017 along with
applicable interest under Section 50 of the CGST Act, 2017 and Penalty under
Section 74 of the CGST Act, 2017.

8(1) In respect of issue mentioned at para 2(ii), the adjudicating authority
,,;ﬁlo_» m:-’ r,_E.té‘ic;g%i;'_l"l:e1'1ded that the appellant had made short payment in Tax Liability as per GSTR-
Q:;/l;&, GSTR-3B returns for the period from July-2017 to March 2018. The tax liability
in September 2017 as declared in GSTR-1 is Rs 6,51,530/- but payment under
GSTR-3B is Rs. 4,46,418/-. There is short payment of tax in GSTR-3B to the tune
of Rs. 2,05,112/-in September 2017. In this regard the appellant contended that at
the time of filing GSTR-1of August 2017, accountant of the appellant firm has made
typographical error and mentioned 16 invoices serially numbered from “14A,
15A,16A,17A,18A,21A,22A, 23A,25A,26A,27A,28A,29A,31A,32A and 33A” of August
2017 in GSTR-1 of September 2017 along with original invoices of September 2017
even though the same has been shown in GSTR-1 of August 2017. The accountant
of the appellant firm has shown above mentioned invoices in GSTR-1 of September
2017 even though the same has been shown in GSTR-1 of August 2017 and hence,
the appellant has shown same invoice in the month of august and September 2017.
The appellant further stated that they has made amendment in above wrongly
mentioned invoices in GSTR-1 of March 2019 and rectify its mistake. The assessee
firm in its amendment makes Tax payable CGST, SC3ST and IGST as “O (ZERO)” in
all the mentioned invoices through amendment in GSTR-1 of March 2019. The

taxpayer has rectify the mistake and hence, the question of Short Payment of Tax

for Rs. 2,05,112/- does not arise.
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8(ii). On going through the facts of the impugned order and the submissions
made by the appellant, it is found that the details of Invoices shown under GSTR-1
for the month of August-2017 the invoice numbers found repeated, as the value
and tax amount of all the invoices are matched with the details of Invoices shown
under GSTR-1 for the month of August-2017 and September 2017. It appears that
due to typographical error mentioned 16 invoices serially numbered from “14A,
15A, 16A,17A,18A,2 1A,22A,23A,25A,26A,27A,28A,29A,3 1A,32A and 33A” of August
2017 in GSTR- of September 2017 along with original invoices of September 2017
even though the same has been shown in GSTR-1 of August 2017. Further it
appears that some invoices had been issued under alpha- numerical numbers (with
suffix "A”) whereas other invoices were issued under only numbers. The accountant
of the appellant firm has shown above mentioned invoices in GSTR-1 of September
2017 even though the same has been shown in GSTR-1 of August 2017 and hence,
the appellant has shown same invoice in the month of august and September 2017.
In the instant case the adjudicating authority contended that the ITC was passed
on to the recipient for all the invoices mentioned in GSTR-1 for the month of August
2017. In this regard it has been found that the appellant has submitted the
confirmation of seller parties certifying that they have not availed any ITC on the
basis of above mentioned typographical error and hence the question of passing the

credit to seller parties of appellant does not arise at all.

8(iii). Further it is observed that the appellant has made amendment in above

vrongly mentioned invoices in GSTR-1 of March 2019 and rectify its mistake. The
\Q;“ggpellant firm has amended all the invoices in March 2019 within the statutory
~—fime limit prescribed by CBIC and before filing GSTR-9 for the FY 2017-18. The
appellant firm in its amendment makes Tax payable CGST, SGST and IGST as “0

(ZERO)” in all the mentioned invoices through amendment in GSTR-1 of March

2019. In view of the above the liability for payment of short paid tax for Rs.
2,05,112/- does not arise.

9. In respect of issue mentioned at para 2(iii), the adjudicating authority
confirm the demand of Rs. 33,428/- (CGST Rs. 16,714/- and SGST Rs. 16,714/-)
due to invoice no. 34 & 38 mentioned in GSTR-3 of Sep 2017 but not mentioned in
GSTR-1 of Sep 2017 which is liable to recovered under the provisions of section
74(1) of the Central goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 and the corresponding entry
of the SGST Act, 2017 alongwith interest under the provisions of Sections 50(1) of
the Act read with the provisions of Section 20 of the IGST Act along with applicable
penalty. In this regard it is observed that the appellant has made payment in
respect of invoice no. 34 & 38 in GSTR-3B but fail to disclosed in GSTR-1, hence I
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find that there is no revenue loss to the government. In view of the above I find that
there is no short payment of tax amounting Rs.33,428/- which is to be demanded

and liable to recovered.

10(i). In respect of issue mentioned at para 2(iv), it is observed from table 9 of
GSTR-9 for the period 2017-18, that the tax payable for the Financial year was
declared to be Rs. 31,69,152/- but payment was made Rs. 31,59,039/-. Hence,
appellant short paid Rs. 10,113/-. The adjudicating authority confirms the demand
for Short payment of tax amounting to Rs. 10,113/-in GSTR-9 for the period 2017-
18 under section 74(1) of the Central Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 and the
corresponding entry of the SGST Act, 2017, alongwith interest under the provisions
of Sections 50(1) of the Act read with the provisions of Section 20 of the IOST Act.
Further it is observed that the appellant has accepted the liability and paid Rs.
10,113/~ along with Interest of Rs. 6,827 /- on 16-06-2023 through DRC-03 filed on
16-06-2023 vide ARN AD2406230542096. Therefore, the same is liable to be
appropriated against the said demand. But not agreed to pay penalty of Rs.
10,113/- under Section 74(1) of the CGST Act 2017

10(ii). In the instant case, it is observed that the appellant has made
Short Payment of Tax as per Table 9 of GSTR-9 for Rs. 10,113/-. The appellant has
discharged their tax liability and applicable interest thereon on 16.06.2023, thus
failed to discharge the liability within stipulated time period, hence liable for penalty

u der the provisions of Sections 74(1) of the Act read with the provisions of Section

3 5 d 122(2)(b) of the Act read with the provisions of Section 20 of the IGST Act.

\\_/”' 11(i). From the registration of the appellant, it is found that they are

registered for supply of goods under HSN 83099030, 44151000, 83099030,

44151000 83099030. But, from GSTR -1 for the period from July 2017 to March
2018, it is found that the appellant had supplied goods under HSN 7310 and 7210

- Empty Tins / Scrap, under which he is not registered. And in the month of March
2018, they did not mention any HSN for supply of goods. As they are not registered
under HSN 7310 and 7210, but they have supplied goods under these HSN,
therefore they are liable to penalty.

11(ii). In view of the above I refer Section 125 of CGST Act 2017 reads as

under:

Section 125.

General penalty: Any person, who contravenes any of the provisions of this Act or
any rules made thereunder for which no penalty is separately provided for in this

Act, shall be liable to a penalty which may extend to twenty-five thousand rupees.
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In the instant case it is observed that the appellant has supplied goods under HSN-
7310 and 7210 however they are not registered for the same HSN, hence they are
liable for penalty under Section 125 of CGST Act 2017.

12. In view of the above discussions (i) I uphold the demand of wrongly availed
and utilized ITC amounting to Rs. 8,312/- alongwith interest and penalty. (ii)
uphold the penalty of Rs. 10,113/- under Section 74(1) of the CGST Act 2017 for
short payment of tax. (iii) uphold the penalty of Rs. 10,000/- under Section 125 of
the CGST Act 2017 for supply of goods under HSN 72 and 73 under which he was
not registered in 2017-18. (iv) Drop the demand for Short Payment of Tax
amounting to Rs. 2,05,112/- under Section 74(1) of the CGST Act 2017alongwith
interest and penalty and Short payment of tax of Rs. 33,428/- alongwith interest

and penalty. The impugned order in original is modified to above extent.

Srdtershal ST &S oht 15 erefier T e Sudes ae o FraT Srar & |
The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.

e

0¥
(Adesh Egun!mr Jain)
Joint Commissioner (Appeals)
Date: )& .04.2024
Attested '
'V’“\

\.\
1 A\

(Sandheer Kumar)
Superintendent (Appeals)

By R.P.A.D.
To

M/s. Mayur Packaging,

Survey No. 142 Paiki 2, Gokuldham Industrial Estate,
Godown No. 22,23,24,25,26 Irana Road,

Budasan Kadi, Mehsana, Gujarat-382715.

Copy to:
1. The Principal Chief Commissioner of Central Tax, Ahmedabad Zone.

2. The Commissioner, CGST & C. Excise, Appeals, Ahmedabad.
3. The Commissioner, Central GST & C.Ex, Gandhinagar Commissionerate.
4. The Dy. / Assistant Commissioner (RRA), CGST & C.Ex, Gandhinagar
Commissionerate
S. The Dy. / Assistant Commissioner, CGST & C.Ex, Division- Palanpur,
Gandhinagar Commissionerate.
6. The Superintendent, CGST & C.Ex, Range-I, Division- Kadi, Gandhinagar
Commissionerate.
7. The Superintendent (Systems), CGST Appeals, Ahmedabad.

« -8 Guard File/P.A. File.
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