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Arising out of Order-In-Original No. AHM-CEX-003-REASSIGNED-AC-NLC-045-21-22
(¥) | dated 16.06.2022 passed by the Assistant Commissioner (Sevottam), CGST & C.Ex., HQ,

Gandhinagar Commissionerate

Office of the Assistant/De'puty Commissioner, CGST
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TR 1 AT AT A/ & CE, Division-Mehsana, Gandhinagar
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Appellant Commissionerate, 2nd Floor, Sardar Patel Vyapar
Sankul, Mal Godoun Road, Mehsana-384002
SfraTeY 7 77 3 Tar/ M/s S.R. Projects (PAN-ACVFS3887N), F-12,

Shivam Complex, Opp. Janpath Hotel, Becharaji
Road, Palavasna, Mehsana, Guijarat-384003
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Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal or revision
application, as the one may be against such order, to the appropriate authority in the
following way.
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Revision application to Government of India:
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A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4t Floor, Jeevan Deep
Building, Parliament Street, New Delhi - 110 001 under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944
respect of the following case, governed by first proviso to sub-section (1) of Section-
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In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a

warehouse or to another factory or from one warehouse to another during the course
of processing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a

warehouse.
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In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory
outside India of on excisable material used in the manufacture of the goods which are
exported to any country or territory outside India.

(1) AR e T ST TR T ST 3 STE (FATer AT ST ) e oA A A g

In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without
payment of duty.
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Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final
products under the provisions of this Act or the Rules made there under and such
order is passed by the Commissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under
Sec.109 of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998.
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The above application shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified
under Rule, 9 of Central Excise (Appeals) Rules, 2001 within 3 months from the date
on which the order sought to be appealed against is communicated and shall be
accompanied by two copies each of the OIO and Order-In-Appeal. It should also be
accompanied by a copy of TR-6 Challan evidencing payment of prescribed fee as
prescribed under Section 35-EE of CEA, 1944, under Major Head of Account.
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The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the
amount involved is Rupees One Lac or less and Rs.1,000/- where the amount involved
is more than Rupees One Lac.
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Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.
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Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-
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To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal

,fm(§E§TAT) at 2ndfloor, Bahumali Bhawan, Asarwa, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad:
iR (:.5,88"'

: 4. In case of appeals other than as mentioned above para.
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The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-
3 as prescribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be
accompanied against (one which: at least should be accompanied by a fee of
Rs.1,000/-, Rs.5,000/- and Rs.10,000/- where amount of duty / penalty / demand /
refund is upto 5 Lac, 5 Lac to 50 Lac and above 50 Lac respectively in the form of
crossed bank draft in favour of Asstt. Registar of a branch of any nominate public
sector bank of the place where the bench of any nominate public sector bank of the
place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated.
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In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.I.O.
should be paid in the aforesaid manner notwithstanding the fact that the one appeal
to the Appellant Tribunal or the one application to the Central Govt. As the case may
be, is filled to avoid scriptoria work if excising Rs. 1 lacs fee of Rs.100/- for each.
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O One copy of application or O.1.O. as the case may be, and the order of the
adjournment authority shall a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paise as prescribed under
scheduled-I item of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.
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Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in
the Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.
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10 FIE JIY %’I (Sectién 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994)
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For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, 10% of the Duty & Penalty
confirmed by the Appellate Commissioner would have to be pre-deposited, provided
that the pre-deposit amount shall not exceed Rs.10 Crores. It may be noted that the
pre-deposit is a mandatory condition for filing appeal before CESTAT. (Section 35 C
(2A) and 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance
Act, 1994).

Under Central Excise and Service Tax, “Duty demanded” shall include:
(1) amount determined under Section 11 D;
(i1) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
(iii) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.
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In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on
jdyment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute,
penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.”
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F.No. GAPPL/COM/STD/204/2022-APPEAL

3TITRI 3SRl / ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Mehsana Division, Commissionerate -
Gandhinagar (hereinafter referred to as the ‘Appellant Department’), in pursuance

of the Review Order No.10/2022-23 dated 16.09.2022 issued under Section 84 of

the Finance Act, 1994 from F.No. GEXCOM/REV/ST/010/25445/2022-REV-0O/o |

COMMR—CGST—GANDHINAGAR_ by the Commissioner, CGST & Central
Excise, Gandhinagar, has filed the present appeal against the Order-in-Original
No.AHM-CEX-003-REASSIGNED-AC-NLC-045-21-22  dated  16.06.2022
(hereinafter referred to as the “impugned order”) passed by the Assistant
Commissioner, CGST, Mehsana Division, Commissionerate - Gandhinagar
(hereinafter referred to as the “adjudicating authority”) in the matter of M/s. S.R.
Projects, F-12, Shivam Complex, Opp. Janpath Hotel, Becharaji Road, Palavasana,
Mehsana - 384003 (hereinafter referred to as the “respondent”).

2. Facts of the case, in brief, are that the respondent was holding Service Tax
Registration No. ACVEFS3 887NSD001 for providing taxable services. Analysis of
‘Sales/Gross Receipts from Services’ (Value from ITR)’ and ‘Gross Value of
Services Provided’ was undertaken by the Central Board of Direct Taxes (CBDT)
for the F.Y.2015-16 and F.Y.2016-17 and details were shared with the CBIC. On
perusal of the analysis, discrepancies were observed in the total income declared in
ITR as compared to the ST-3 returns of the respondent. Letter dated 08.05.2020
was issued to them requesting them to provide details of services provided during
the F.Y.2015-16 and F.Y.2016-17. However, they did not respond. It appeared to
the jurisdictional officers that the ‘n_ature of activities carried out by the i'espondent
as per the Income Tax data were covered under the definition of service and hence
they were liable to levy of Service Tax at appropriate rate. Accordingly, the
differential Service Tax payable by the respondent was determined on the basis of
difference between the value of "Sales/Gross Receipts (derived from Value
reflected in ITR)" as provided by the Income Tax Department and the taxable
Value declared in their ST-3 returns for the Financial Year 2015-16 and F.Y.2016-

17 as below:

Sr. Period Differential Taxable Rate of Service | Service Tax liability
No Value as per Income Tax including (in Rs.)
Tax data (in Rs.) cess.
1 F.Y.2015-16 65,92,605/- 14.5% 9,55,928/-
2 F.Y.2016-17 37,66,192/- 15% 5,64,929/-
Total 1,03,58,797/- - ' 15,20,857/-
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2.1 A Show Cause Notice was 1ssued to the respondent from F.No. V.ST/11A-
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23/SR/2020-21 dated 29.06. 2020 (m short SCN) vide which it was proposed to
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demand and recover Service Tax amounting to Rs.15,20,857/- under proviso to
Section 73(1) of the Finance Act,1994 alongwith interest and penalties were
proposed under Section 77 (2) , 77C and 78 of the Finance Act, 1994 (FA,1994).

2.2 The SCN was adjudicated by the adjudicating authority vide the impugned
order, wherein the proceedings initiated against the respondents vide SCN was

dropped.

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the Appellant Department has
preferred this appeal on the grounds as thentioned in the subsequent paragraphs,
with a request to set aside the impugned order and remand the matter back for fresh

adjudication.

3.1 The respondent was awarded the Job of carrying out work of “1829 dia MS
Pipe laying and related works” at Surendra Nagar, Gujarat vide Work Order dated
11.05.2016 by M/s Larsen & Toubro Limited (L&T). Under the above work order,
the respondents provided ‘Pure Service’ (without materials) and was liable to pay
Service Tax at full rate. During the period F.Y.2016-17, the resporidents have
issued 06 Invoices to M/s L&T for total taxable value — Rs.29,69,195/- and
charged Service Tax amounting to Rs.4,37,440/-. This amount was also deposited

with the government.

3.1.1 The adjudicating authority at Para-27 of the impugned erder has observed
that the respondents have discharged their liability of Service Tax amounting to
Rs.4,37,440/- prior to issuance of the SCN, arising out of their services provided to
non-governmental authorities during the period F.Y.2016-17. The amount was

deposited vide GAR-7 Challans as below:

Sr.No | GAR-7 Challan No/Date . | Amount (in Rs.)
1 00062 / 18.07.2016 1,46,484/-
2 00099 / 09.06.2017 83,755/-
3 00101 /7 09.06.2017 1,42,590/-
4 00001 / 09.06.2017 64,612/-
Total 4,37,441/-

3.2 The respondent was awarded the Job of carrying out work of ‘Field Joint
Coating (internal and external)’ at Rajkot, Gujarat vide Work Order dated
108.2015 by M/s Larsen & Toubro Limited (L&T). Against the said work order

“)

Y respondents issued 06 Invoices to M/s L&T as below:
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F.No. GAPPL/COM/STD/204/2022-APPEAL

Sr. | Invoice No & Date Amount Charged for Services (in | VAT

No Rs.) ‘ L Charged .
F.Y.2015-16 ,

1 01/24.09.2015 12,53,263.50 /- 0

2 02/21.10.2015 24,00,000 /- 0

3 03/21.12.2015 6,40,850 /- 0
F.Y.2016-17

4 04 / 04.04.2016 2,77,200/- 0

5 05/17.05.2016 13,00,000/- 0

6 06/03.11.2016 2,14,800/- 0

3.3 The respondent was awarded the Job of carrying out work of ‘False Ceiling
fixing and Pipe line fabrication work and laying’ at Surendra Nagar, Gujarat vide
Work Order dated 27.11.2015 by M/s L&T. L&T, vide a revised LOI dated
1 08.04.2016, also awarded the respondent the Job of ‘commence bore hole drilling
works and fabrication and erection of structural steel and dismantling of structural
steel at Surendra Nagar, Gujarat. Against the said work order the respondents

issued Invoices as below:

Sr. Invoice No & Date Amount  Charged | VAT

No - " | for Services (in Rs.) | Charged
F.Y.2015-16

1 | AC/L&T/01 dated 24.09.2015 6,37,385 /- 0

2 ‘| AC/L&T/02 dated 14.01.2016 | 8,20,998 /- 0

3 AC/L&T/03 dated 16.02.2016 22,98,492 /- 0
F.Y.2016-17

4 AC/L&T/04 dated 18.04.2016 1,74,996/- 0

3.3.1 Under the above work orders, the respondents, being sub-contractors, had
provided pure labour service (without material) which are liable for Service Tax

after the introduction of the negative list of services

3.4 The adjudicating authority has grossly etred in dropping the demand of
Service Tax amounting to Rs.15,20,857/- holding that the work related to pipeline
for water supply Acarried out by the respondents on behalf of the main contractors
(i.e. M.s SSNNL) was exempted vide Sr.No.12(e) of Notification No.25/2012-ST
dated 20.06.2012 and the respondents, being sub-contractors, were also exempted
vide Entry No.29(h) of Notification No.25/2012-5ST dated 20.06.2012. Entry No.
29 (h) of Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 reads as under:

29. Services by the following persons in respective capacities -

(W) sub-contractor providing services by way of works contract to another
contractor providing works contract services which are exempt;

Hence, vide the above sub clause (h), a sub-contractor providing ‘Works Contract

Service’ to the main contractor also providing ‘Works Contract Service’ which are

‘,o-u
o U N
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ted in nature, are only eligible for the exemption.
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3.5 Further, in terms of Section 65B (54) of the FA,1994 ‘“Works Contract
Service’ is defined as:

(54) “works contract” means a coniract wherein transfer of property in goods
involved in the execution of such contract is leviable to tax as sale of goods and
such contract is for the purpose of carrying out construction, erection,
commissioning, installation, completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance,
renovation, alteration of any movable or immovable property or for carrying out
any other similar activity or a part thereof in relation to such property;

Therefore, for any contract to be categorized as ‘Works Contract Service’, two
essential ingredients are (i) the goods incorporated in the contract are leviable to
VAT or Sales tax as sale of goods and (ii) the contract must be for carrying out
construction, erection, commissioning, installation, completion, fitting out, repair,
maintenance, renovation, alteration of any movable or immovable property or for

carrying out any other similar activity or part thereof in relation to such property.

3.6 Considering the above, and the facts of the documents submitted by the
respondent before the adjudicating authority, the services provided by the
respondents in completion of their ‘Work Orders’ given by L&T detailed above
clearly reflect that they have provided ‘pure labour service’ only. Hence, the said
services cannot be categorized under ‘Works Contract Service’. Further, the
respondents have not produced any document to prove that the services provided
by the main contractor (L&T) fall under the category of “Works Contract Service’.

Therefore, the adjudicating authority appears to have not examined the factual
position of the issue involved in the case and relevant exemption entries and went

on to drop the demand raised vide the SCN.

4.  Personal Hearing in the case was held on 10.01.2023. Shri Rajesh Mishra,
Partner of the Respondent, appeared for hearing. He stated that the adjudicating
authority had correctly dropped the demand and they have already discharged the

service tax liability correctly.

4.1  Subsequently, a cross—objectioh to the appeal was filed by the respondents
on 13.01.2023 wherein they submitted that:
> The departments contention of providing ‘pure labour services’ was

incorrect as they have provided ‘Works Contract Service’ of pipeline for

~ water supply with material and labour, wherein the materials were supplied

r). B
free by the main contractor, and labour was arranged by the respondents.
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Hence, such services are eligible for exemption as per Sr.No.12(e) and 29(h)

of the Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.

» That L&T was the main contractor, who was awarded the contract by M/s
SSNNL and L&T had further sub-contracted the works to the respondents.
They also contended that in case of payments of Service Tax made by the
respondent as Sub-contractors, the same would be available to L&T (main
contractor) as Cenvat Credit and the entire exercise would be revenue

neutral.

> SSNNL was a government entity incorporated under the Companies Act,
1956 wherein 100% equity was owned by Govt. of Gujarat. SSNNL has
been providing drinking water facility to various rural and urban areas of

Gujarat state on behalf of the government of Gujarat.

> In support of their contentions they cited the following citations :

o Decision of CESTAT, WZB, Ahmedabad in the case of Nexcel Infra Vs
C.C.E & S.T., Vadodara — I in Service Tax Appeal No.10220 of 2022.

o Decision of CESTAT in the case of P.R.Rolling Mills Pvt.Ltd — 2010
(249) ELT 232 (Tri.Bang.) also upheld by the Hon’ble Supreme Court
reported as 2010 (260) ELT A84 (SC).

o Decision of CESTAT in the case of Popular Vehicles & Services Ltd. Vs
Commissioner of Cen.Ex., Kochi reported as 2010 (18) STR 493
(Tri.Bang.)

o Decision of CESTAT, WZB, Ahmedabad in the case of Dineshchandra R
Agarwal Infracon Pvt.Ltd Vs CCE, Ahmedabad reported as 2010 (18)
STR 39 (Tri.Ahmd). |

o Decision of CESTAT, SZB, Chennai in the case of Sakthi Auto
Components Ltd. Vs Commissioner of C.Ex., Salem reported as 2009
(14) STR 694 (Tri.Chennai).

5. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case, grounds of appeal, the
oral submissions made by the respondent at the time of personal hearing and the
additional submission made by them. It is observed that the issue to be decided in
1b1s case is whether the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority,

‘i% g the Service Tax demand of Rs. 15,20,857/-, in respect of services
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rendered by the respondent to L&T by consrdermg them as exempted, is legal and

proper or otherwise. The demand pertains to perrod F.Y. 2015-16 and F.Y. 2016-
17.

5.1 I find that the SCN was issued on the basis of data received from Income
Tax department. The respondents are registered with the department and had filed
their ST-3 Returrls during the period F.Y.2015-16 and F.Y.2016-17. The SCN did
not classify the services of the respondent under any category and the demand has
been raised on the basis of differential value of services appearing in the Income
Tax Returns compared with the valrle shown in the ST-3 Returns filed by the
respondent. On the basis of the submissions made by the respondent, the
adjudicating authority has found that during the period F.Y. 2015-16 and F.Y.
O 2016-17, the respondents had provided ‘Service’ of work contract as sub-
contractors to the main contractors M/s L&T and other firms in execution of work
related to Pipe line for water supply. It was further held that the respondent had
discharged their Hability of Service Tax amounting to Rs. 4,37,440/- on a taxable
value of Rs. 29,69,197/-, prior to issuance of the SCN, arising out of their services
provided to non-governmental authorities during the period F.Y.2016-17. For the
remaining amount of Rs. 73,89,599/— [Rs. 65,92,605/- for F.Y. 2015-16 and Rs.
7,96,994/- for F.Y. 2016-17], the respondent had provided services for pipeline
related work for water supply to the government authority. It was also held that the
respondent is a sub-contractor and L&T is the main contractor and has worked for

Sardar Sarovar Narmada Nigam Limited (SSNNL).

5.2. It is the contention of the appellant department that the services provided by
the respondents in completion of their ‘Work Orders’ given by L&T are for
provision of ‘pure labour service’ only, Which cannot be categorized under ‘“Works
Contract Service’. Further, the responderlts have not produced any document to
prove that the services provided by the main confractor f (L&T) fall under the

category of “Works Contract Service’.

6. It is observed that the respondent was awarded the job of carrying out work
of “1829 mm dia MS Pipe laying and related works” at Dahej Water Supply
Project — Miyagam Intake, vide Work Order dated 11.05.2016 by M/s Larsen &
Toubro Limited (L&T). Under the above work order, the respondents had provided

a@m “?a(%\

E“ CE NTR4
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ice in the nature of ‘Regular Labour without materials’. They had, during the

el
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period F.Y. 2016-17, issued 06 Invoices to M/s L&T for total taxable value of Rs.
29,69,195/- and charged Service Tax amounting to Rs. 4,37,440/-. They had

discharged the service tax amounting to Rs.4,37,441/- as per details given in the

table below: |
Sr. | TaxInvoice | Taxable Value | Amount of | GAR-7 GAR-7 Amount of
No | No.& Date (in Rs.) Service Tax | Challan Challan Service
Charged No. Date Tax paid
(in Rs.) vide
’ ' Challan
(in Rs.)
1 1/18.05.2016 |10,10,233.62/- | 1,46,484/- 00062 18.07.2016 1?46,484/-
2 2/11.06.2016 |5,77,620.03/- 83,755/- 00099 09.06.2017 | 83,755/-
3 3/01.07.2016 | 3,26,929.14/- 49,039/-
4 [ 4701092016 | 6.23.669.64/- | 93.550/- 00101 | 09.06:2017 | 142,590/
5 - |15/13.10.2016 | 1,82,350.86/- 27,353/- -
6 6/24.11.2016 | 2,48,391.72/- 37,259/- 00001 09.06.2017 64,012/-
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From the above, it is evident that the respondent has made payment of Service Tax
in respect of all the Invoices/Bills detailed above. This is not disputed in the appeal
filed by the department. However, I find that there appears to be delay in payment
of service 'tax and consequently, the liability for payment of interest arises on the
delayed payment. No findings in this regard-is recorded by the adjudidating

authority in'the impugned order.

7. It is further observed that the respondents have claimed and availed
exemption from Service Tax under clause 12(e) of the Mega Exemption
Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 for a taxable value of Rs.
65,92,605/- during the period F.Y.2015-16 and for a taxable value of Rs.7,96,994/-
during the peripd F.Y.2016-17 totally amounting to Rs. 73,89,599/-.

7.1. It is observed in this regard that the respondent was awarded the work of
carrying out work of ‘Field Joint Coating (internal and external)’ at Link 3 Package
3, Sauni Yojana, Rajkot, Gujarat vide Work Order (WO) dated 27.08.2015 by M/s
Larsen & Toubro Limited (L&T). The WO Type mentioned is ‘Regular Labour
with Materials’ and the detaﬂs are given therein. The value involved in the Work
Order is Rs. 48,64,500/-.

7.2. Tt is further observed that the respondent was awarded the work of “False
Ceiling fixing and Pipe line fabrication work and laying’ at SSNINL — SBC PS 4-5,
Dudhrej Pumping Station, Surendra MNagar, Gujarat vide Work Order dated

™

X
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and the details are given therem The Value 1nvolved in the Work Order is Rs.
17,97,410/-. Further, L&T had v1de a rev1sed LOI dated 08.01.2016, also awarded
the respondent the work to ‘commence Bore hole drilling works and Fabrication
and Erection of Structural Steel and__Dismantling of Structural Steel’ at Surendra
Nagar, Gujarat for SBC PS 4&5. It is ob-served from the details of work order in
the Annexure-A that the scope of work included man, material and machinery in

the scope of sub-contractor.

73. It is apparent from the details of work orders mentioned above.that the
respondent had provided service which included man and material. Hence, I find
no merit in the contention of the appellant department that the services provided by
the respondent included only labour supply and hence they were liable for payment
of service tax. Mefely not charging/paying VAT cannot be the sole ground for not
treating the contracts in question undéf Works Contract, when the wordings clearly
mention the same to be in the nature of works contract in as much as the contracts
clearly stipulated material and machinery in the scope of work. Hence, the same is

rejected being not supported by the relevant documents available on record.

8.  As regards the contention of the appellant department that the respondents
have not produced any document to prove that the services provided by the main
contractor Le. L&T fall under the category of ‘Works Contract Service’, it is
observed from the records that the work contracted.to the respondent are équarely
covered under thé definition of ‘Works Contract Service’ as defined under Section
65B(54) of the Finance Act, 1994 during the relevant time, as the same included in
its scope supply of both labour, machinery and material. Once the scope of work
entrusted to the sub-contractor fall within the scope of works contract, the
contention of the main contractor not providing works contract service is merely a

hypothetical proposition, liable to be rejected as being devoid of merits.

9. In view of the discussions made above, I find that there is no merit in the
department appeal as regards the dropping of demand mentioned at Para 2 (a) and
Para 2 (b) of the 'appeal memorandum. As regards the issue listed at Para 1 (&) of
the appeal memorandum, I find that the appellant department has not made any
contentions to be considered in the appeal proceedings. However, this aspect needs
o be examined for correct payment of service tax liability. I find it proper to

nand back the impugned order to the adjudicating authority for examination of
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the aspect of payment of interest on issue listed as Para I(a) of the appeal

memorandum.

10. In view of the discussions made above, the appeal filed by the Appellant
Department against the impugned order is dismissed being devoid of merits.
However, the impugned order is remanded back to the adjudicating authority .for
limited purpose of examination of payment of interest on issue at Para I (a) of the

appeal memorandum.
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The appeal filed by the department stands disposed of in above terms.

% D a0~ . L)
Akhilesh Kumar) A3 .,

Commissioner (Appeals) ’ O
Date: 27th February, 2023

Attested

(Somnafi{Chaudhary)
Superintendent (Appeals)
CGST & CE, Ahmedabad

By Regd. Post A. D

1. The Assistant Commissioner Appellant
~ CGST, Division- Mehsana,
Commissionerate - Gandhinagar

2. M/s. S.R.Projects,, Respondent
F-12, Shivam Complex,
Opp. Janpath Hotel, Becharaji Road,
Palavasana, Mehsana - 384003

Copy to :

1, The Pr. Chief Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Ahmedabad

2. The Commissioner, CGST, Commissionerate - Gandhinagar.

3. The Deputy/Asstt. ~ Commissioner, CGST, Division-Mehsana,
Commissionerate - Gandhinagar.

4. The Deputy/Asstt. Commissioner (Systems), CGST, Appeals, Ahmedabad
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