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Tr Arising out of Order_in_Original No. C,GST/A'bad North/Div-VII/ST/DC/155/2021-22

[aHl+: 10.03.20221 issued by Deputy/Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division-VIII
Ahmedabad-North

q GF{}aT#aT ,FT nTT Va ITaT Name & Address

1. Appellant

M/s Narendrabhai karshandas patel,
D_67, Harsiddh Smruti Society,
Nr, GST Crossing1 Ranip1
Ahmedabad-382480

2 B :FaT?p;I /FtoIs: :Ea#:h j: : ::: i i??an;JJ h :rE : : :: :sIR :iE : ::: :1He g ::££

a d{ &T SVT aFB,T SITe?T e aMaR alqq @tar } a Tg in aT}?T =b vfR q=iTf%in
HM qd;;' IT,;-;;;;g*;fbi,;i ,A ;Rd ,IT !steM aTt@ gq,r at H©ar el .. . . .
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qnV UWHn cBT !qOwr aITjqq
Revision application to Government of India :

bcT: T:= uni[IpH{r:IF:::):ii;ii: r +:b::IHiT1 =11%:

FJ = =J JV:r=aFlrJ
8amg{at

cM8TFr8Trqaq
ti ,iT,i a .iTa SV wf +, vrIIT Mr qu6jJll<

'R, a FIL'61'11< B ST gTa dt SahaR,a cFRtgT+ q

loss of goods where the lossIn case of an'
or from one warehouseto another factolouse or

,ssing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage

occur in transit from a factorY to a
to another during the course of

whether in a factory or in a warehouse.
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(A) In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to anY countrY or teFritorY
outside India of on ex£isable material used in the manufacture of the goods
which are exported to any country or territory out$ide India.

(a) vR q,+ +r Swwi MgMw qna$qT6t (M 'HIen qt) PMa fhn -mr Tra sTI

(B) In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or'Bhutan, without
payment of duty.

:„n=g;,T===WJ,T7H=q= ;if nHl2) liT
mtr l09 aKrfqg'mfhq -TV irl

(C) 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 sueD
;.)rder is passed by the Commissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed
under Sec.109 of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998.

(1 ) ##i seaqq ql@ (aMd) RwiTq,it 2001 tb fhm 9 th 3fofa fBf+ffe wn #an a–8 :# vrReEl f. fR,liFT{uk gb aT& $f§a fhIad dtT matE HInt lgaT& qdwfTa aT& dT
d–a9fhzi tb nrg BfM3TTM faNtTvnrqTfNt 3TT=iVRiRnaT Snr Twflf=B3ffMt EnT

35–q + BlaiR,i qR 8 %TTaTq tb wd tB WI aaF–6 vms =a vfa lfT d+T qTftq I

0

The above application shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified
under Rule1 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 OIC) 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.

(2) Mm arT&w 8 nm ad dmg t©q qa era wi& qr at+ nq BY et WI+ 200/– =#t©'1?TaTq

tA \XTq dtv a8}dwq ww WBara+@ra6tutlooo/– =a =M 'yTaTq =Fr aNI

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. a

HMT !!@n +dhl VMNq qm Pi #rT@ wiHh RmfhHwi =B ;ifR anita:–
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1 ) adhl ©nrqq !!@ 3if©fhn, 1944 dt qm 35–dt/35–$ 8 data:–

Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

(V) 3tmf§tfh© wfM 2 (1) a $ mR asaTV tB a@ra tIt anita, wild + wig + qfhrT gjeE
Hq gMa !!aF Vcr +am amg HITrf%Fwr ReS) IB qRvq gag aBm,

3®nTqTq q 2“ ITTaT, vjIiTdi IRq ,eMa ,FRtRqFR,WWTR –380004

(a) To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2nd floor,Bahumali Bhawan,Asarwa,Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004.
in case of appeals other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.



The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3
as prescribed under Rule 6 of Central ExciFe(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be
accompanied against (one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of
Rs.1l000/-1 Rs.5l000/- and Rs.10,000/- where amount of duty / penalty / demand
/ refund is upto 5 Lac1 5 Lab 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.

(3) qR gu aT& q de IPMI vr WiTiw 6teT tatuMnlp dRU =B f@ =$Mar W
w{cm Or + fbu amr =rTf@ ga U==1 8 ST+ B qt fb fhm qa p=f J W+ $„DR
gw;taij% aFi)eh 41418+>q-I tA 1:cF anIta yr 8db VH©n tEr VF aT&qq fhn amet

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 he1 is filled to avoid scriptoria work if excising Rs. 1 laos fee of
Rs.100/- for each.

(4) RjPnag !!@n af9nq'1 1970 uea A?ttfbe ta aSqPr–1 th ainttr Plqffte fin? aW ST
aT&; qT'hd aIT+?T qgnRqR Mini gTfB@TO $~mr q e n&n t& W tif& vt %.6.50 qd
OT 41141,lq--qInn fttne mrr MIT VTfBq I

O
One copy of application or O.I.O. as the case maY be J and the order of thE
adjournment authority shall a court fee stamp of RF.6.50 paise as prescribed
under scheduled-1 item of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) sq av dd©d qin,jq& R,Mr at+ ad Pwf ,a 3h qt wn amflu fhKwrar idl
hW' q1 ah,'-h adITnT ?!@I, Va ©rT OV an$,hIi RWTf%hw (©BffBfb) M, 1982 +
fqfta el

Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter
contended in the Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1982.

(7) dtqT qI,.b, $a adiTaT !! ah qa #rT.ht aFB,hq RmT%bpi IBel), d TP aam $
Xi,ta '& q&i liT,T (D„„„,d) q+ ds (p,„,1ty) wr 10% W giIT @qT afqwfilTTaTfb,
&ffQq,cTRlgum lo MVP } I(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 &
Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)a
i?dti ad.ITT qI@ aRt 861%{$ dafd1 qTftm§bT "MidI gNr’(Duty Demanded) -

(i) (Section) @ IID bam MM uRI;
(ii) fhav©a+q8ehfBe#tqTfh;
(iii) #iaeh{8ePEHtbfhm6'&a®binfit

, ,fIg.,„ ,M„ad g.§aqjH„„©g,Hq, aaT amT?q&fNqgHd©n
Rqf+rqr } .

For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, 10% of the Duty & PeClaIty
confirmed' 'by the Appellate Commiqsioner would have tO be pre-depositedl
provided that the pre-deposit amount'shall not exceed Rs.19. Crores. It n}aYE bE
Lt.)tea--thai- the pFe_dep8sit is a mandatory condition for filing appeal beforE
LESTAT. (Section 35 c (2A) and 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86

oUR:=jnan£gtgf’ ::::se and Service Tax, „Duty demanded” shall i.nclude:
amount determined under Section 11 D;

of erroneous (,envat Credit taken;6 of the (_,envat Credit Rules.
Fadlfad dat Tf$TfbqTTy q@
w dmuva}I

amount(ii)
Ender Ruleamount

q!@r&Hrar ql@qT wg
&g,IZ.g pidlfad aVg@©&10% XTTaTq

n appeal against
e dutv demanded

this order shall lie before the Tribunal on
where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or

where penalty alone is in dispute.”



F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/1807/2022-Appeal

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s. Narendrabhai Karshandas Patel, D-67,

Harsiddh Smruti Society, Nr. GST Crossing, Ranip9 Ahmedabad – 382480 (hereinaRer referred

to as “the appellant”) against Order-in-Original ' Number CGST/A’bad-North/Div-
vii/ST/DC/155/2021-22 dated 10.03.2022 (hereinafter referr6d to as “the impugned order”)

passed by the Deputy Commissioner> Central GST, Division VII, Ahmedabad North

(hereinafter refers'ed to as “the adjudicating authoritY”).

2. Briefly stated, the fact of the case are that the appellant was holding PAN No.
ATHPP7007L.. On scrutiny of the data received from the Central Board of Direct Taxes

(CBDT) for the Financial Years 2014-15 to 2016-17, it was noticed that the appellant had

earned an income of Rs. 36,22,150/- during the FY 2014-15; an income of Rs. 26,55,820/-

during the FY 2015-16 and an income of Rs. 13,18,630/- during the FY 2016-17, which was

reflected under the heads “Sales / Gross Receipts from Services (Value from ITR)” or “Total

amount paid / credited under Section 194-C, 1941, 194FI, 194J” provided by the Income Tax

depdnment. Accordingly, it appeared that the appellant had earned the said substantial income

by way of providing taxable services but has neither obtained Service Tax registration nor paid

the applicable service tax thereon. The appellant was called upon to submit copies of Balance

Sheet, Profit & Loss Accounts, Income Tax Retulns, Form 26AS, for the period from FY 2014-

15 to 2017-18 (up to Jun- 17). However, the appellant had not responded to the letters issued by

the department.

a

2.1 Subsequently, the appellant wa§ issued a Show Cause Notice No. CGST/AR-V/Div-

VII/A’bad-North/TPD UR/12/2020-21 dated 26.09.2020 demanding Service Tax amounting to

Rs. 10,30,587/- for the period FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17, under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of

Section 73 of the Finance Act, 1994. The SCN also proposed recovery of un-quantified amount

of Service Tax for the period FY 2017-18 (up to Jun-17). The SCN also proposed recovery of

ihterest under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994 and imposition of penalties under Sections

77 and 78 of the Finance Act, 1994.

a

2.2 The Show Cause Notice was adjudicated vide the impugned order by the adjudicating

authority wherein the demand of Service Tax amounting to Rs. 10,30,587/- was confirmed

under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 of the Finance Act, 1994 along with Interest

under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994 for the period from FY 2014-15 to 2016-17. FurTher

(i) Penalty of Rs. 10,30,587/- was also imposed on the appellant under Section 78 of the

Finance Act, 1994; (ii) Penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was imposed on the appellant under Section

77(1)(a) of the Finance Act, 1994; (iii) Penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was imposed on the appellant

F7(1)(c) of the Finance Ad, 1994 and (iv) Penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was imposed

under Section 77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994.

er Section

.ppellan

4



F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/18C)7/2022-Appeal

3 . Being aggrieved with the iib$£tEhed 8rder, the appellant have prefen'ed the present

appeal on the following grounds:

, Appellant is a engaged in providing Tractor and JCB hiring services on contract basis at

residential schemes approved by government development authorities and hence theil

services are exempted from Service Tax as per Para 12, 12 A, 13 and 14 ofNotincalion-

No.25/2012 dated 20.06.2012.

, Fur1.her9 Service Tax iS payable on RC'M basis in case the consignor or consignee iS

covered in specified person as mentioned in Notification 35/2004 dated 03.12.2004 and

accordingly service provider is not liable to pay service tax on charges collected fOI

hiring of tractor for transportation and hence has not obtained Service Tax Registration.

o They submitted that Notification No. 35/2004-Service Tax, dated 3Fd December> 2004

prescribes that the person making payment towards freight would be liable to pay the

service tak, in case the consignor or the consignee of the goods transpolled in one of the

specified seven categories.
0

O As appellant has provided tractor and JCB hiring services to residential schemes

approved by Government which is exempted from levy of service tax as per the Mega

Notification and charges collected for transpollation of material through Tractor is

covered under reverse charge met..,hanism3 appellant has excluded the same and neithel

charged service tax nor paid service tax on the same.

, With such an interpretation service provider has decided-not to collect the seEvlce tax

and to pay the same as the servide is not taxable service under the main provision of the

Act. Accordingly, requirement U/S 73 (1) are not satisfied. Hencel extended petiod of

section 73 (1) could not be invoked in the given case.

a

0 The adjudi8ating authority has en'ed in invoking extended period of llmltatlol} as

appellant has neither charged service tax nor paid service tax on the tractor and JCB

hiring services to residential schemes approved bY Govenunent for the reason that the

same is exempted from levy of service tax as per the Mega Notification and Revetse

charge mechanism is applicable on tractor charges for transportation of material

, The adjudicating authority has erred in ordering to pay the interest at appfoprlate rate

under section 75 of the Act.

a

af?) ui
,R CEH

:i

d

The adjudicating aulhority has en'ed in imposing penaltY of Rs.30l000/- under sectlon

77 of the Act.

5



F.No.GAPPL/COM/STP/1807/2022-Appeal

o The adjudicating authority has erred in imposing the penalty of Rs. 10,30,587/- undeI

section 78 of the Act.

4. FurTher; on going though the appeal memorandum, it is noticed that the impugned

order was issued on 10.03.2022 and received by the appellant on 28.03.2022. However, the

present appeal, in terms of Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994 was filed on 21.06.2022, i.e.

after a delay of 25 days. The appellant have along with appeal memorandum also ' filed a

Miscellaneous Application seeking condonation of delay stating that in the preamble of the

impugned order, the time period mentioned to file the appeal is 3 nionths from the date of

communication of order, therefore, the appellant was of view that the last day for filing the

appeal would be 28.06.2022. Subsequently, the appellant got to know that the actual period of

limitation for filing appeal is 2 months and not 3 months. FuITher, they were unregistered

person and had to complete various formalities for payment of pre-deposit. Thus, it resulted in

delay of 25 days, which was unintentional and was due to miscommunication /

misunderstanding.

4. 1 Personal hearing in the matter of Miscellaneous Application for condonation of delay

was held on 25.11.2022. Shri Hardik V. Vora, Advocate, appeared on behalf of the appellant.

He stated that the appell@nt was unregistered. He had to pay pre-deposit under GST as well as

under ACES, which caused delay, as he had to go to Range office for generating challan and

complete formalities.

a

4.2 Before taking UP the issue on merits, I proceed to decide the Miscellaneous Application

filed seeking condonation of delay. As per Section 85 of the Finance Act: 19949 an appeal

should be filed within a period of 2 months from the dates of receipt of the decision or order

passed by the adjudicating authority. Under the proviso appended to sub-section (3 A) of

Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994, the Commissioner (Appeals) is empowered to condone the

delaY or to allow the filing of an appeal within a furTher period of one month thereaRer if2 he is

satisfied that the appellant was prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the appeal within

the period of two months. Considering the cause of delay given in application as genuine9 1

condone the delaY of 25 days and take up the appeal for decision on merits.

a

5. Personal hearing in the case was held on 17.01.2023. Shri Haridk. V. Vora9 ChaNered

Accountant, appeared on behalf of the appellant for personal hearing. He reiterated submission

made in appeal memorandum. He stated that the services provided by the appellant are covered

under revetse charge mechanism. He further stated that he would make additional written

submission containing the relevant documents for assessment.

5 ' 1 The appellant have vide their additional written submission dated 20.01.20239 inter alia>

reiterated the submission made in the appeal memorandum and made further submissions as

under

6



F.No. GAPPL/COIV]/STP/1807/2022-Appea,

a As per the provisions of Sectidrl-'T66D(p) of the Finance Act, 1994,. services provided by

way of transportation of goods by road is covered under negative list. In the present

case, appellant has provided tractor hiring s$rvices at construction site for tr,urspQrtation

of materials i.e. cement, sand, gravels, stones, etc. As services by transportation. of

goods is covered under Section 66D i.e. negative list, the appellant is not liable to

charge service tax on income earned by providing tractor hiring services. With such an

interpretation, service provider has decided not to collect the service tax and to pay the

same as the service is not taxable service under the main provision of the Act.

a Altenratively and without prejudice to above submission, as per sub-section (50B) to

Section 65 of the Finance Act, 1994, Goods Transport Agency is defined as “cory

person who provides service in relation to transport of goods by road and issues

consignment note, by whatever name caILed” , in the present case, work order is received

by the appellant for particular site and hence, instead of issuing consignment note on

daily basis, cumulative invoice is issued on monthly basis in the name of the principal

contractor for each site. And it is clearly stated in the definition that person can issue

consignment note by whatever name called. Hence, if the appellant is considered as

GTA (Goods Transport Agency), then as per Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated

20.06.2012, the same are covered under reverse charge mechanism and 100% of the tax

is payable by the recipient of services. In the present case, the appellant has provided

sub-contracting services as tractor hiring for transportation of materials used in

construction through principal contractors, which are covered under the list of specified

persons. Hence, the same is covered under Reverse Charge Mechanism and the

appellant is not liable to pay service tax on the same.

a

6. 1 have carefully gone through the facts of the case, grounds of appeal, submissions

made in the Appeal Memorandum; additional written submission and documents available on

record. The issue to be decided in the present appeal is whether the impugned order passed by

the adjudicating authority, confirming the demand against the appellant along with interest and

penalty9 in the facts and circumstance of the case is legal and proper or otherwise. The demand

peltains to the period from FY 2014-15 to 2016-17.

a

7. 1 find that in the SC'N in question, the demand has been raised for the period FY 2014-

15 to Fy 2016-17 based on the Income Tax Returns filed by the appellant. Except for the value

of “sales of Services under Sales / Gross Receipts from Services” provided by the Income Tax

Department> no other cogent reason or justification is forthcoming from the SCN for raising the

demand against the appellant. It is also not specified as to under which category of service the

non_levy of service tax is alleged against the appellant. Merely because the appellant had

reported receipts Bom servit,ess the same cannot form the basis for arriving at the conclusion

the respondent was liable to pay service tax, which was not paid by them. In this regard, I

that CBIC had, vide Instruction dated 26.10.2021, directed that:
B&l c:

R-CeU
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F.No. G APPL/COM/STP/1807/2022-Appea I

“it was further reiterated that demand notices may not be issued indiscriminately based

on the difference between the ITR-TDS taxable value and the taxcaxe value in Service

Tax Returns.

3. It is once again reiterated that instructions of the Board to issue show cause notices

based on the difference in ITR-TDS da£a and service tax returns only after proper

veri$catjoyl of facts, may be followed dRigentt}?. Pr. Chief Commissioner /Chief

Cowlwassioner (s) may devise a suitable mechanism to monitor and prevent issue of

jyldiscyjy}airlate show cause notices. Needless to merttior! that in all such cases where the

notices have already been issued, adjudicating authorities are expected to pass a

judicious order after proper appreciation offacts and submission of the noHcee.

7.1 in the present case, I find that letters were issued to the appellant seeking details and

documents, which were allegedly not submitted by them. However, without any further -inquiry

or investigation, the SCN has been issued only on the basis of details received from the Income

Tax department, without even specifying the category of service in respect of which service tax

is sought to be levied and collected. This, in-my considered view, is not a proper ground for

raising of demand of service tax.

a

8. 1 find that main contentions of the appellant is that (i) they are engaged in providing

Tractor and JCB hiring services on contract basis at residential schemes approved by

government development authorities and hence their services are exempted from Service. Tax

as per Para 12, 12A, 13 and 14 ofNotiqcation No. 25/2012 dated 20.06.2012; (ii) they have

provlded transport of goods bY road services for transport of material viz. cement, sand,

gravels, stones, etc., and their service is not chargeable to service tax as the same is falling

under negative list as per Section 66D(p) of the Finance Act, 1994 and (iii) they transported

material and issue' cumulative invoice for charges collected ft.)r transp011.ation of material

through Tractor and theY falls under the definition of Goods Transport Agency and thus their
service covered under Reverse Charge Mechanism as .per Notification No. 30/2012 dated

20.06.2012 and accordingly service provider is not liable to pay service tax on charges

collected for hiring of tractor for transportation.

a

9' It is further observed that the adjudicating authority while confirming service tax

held that the activitY undertaken bY the appellant were classinable under the category of

“SuppIY of Tangible goods for use” defined under Section 65(105)(zzzzj) of the Finance ActI

1994. However, I find that the provisions under Section 65(105) of the .Finance Act) 1994 has

been replaced bY negative list based service tax regime vide Notification No. 20/2012_ST dated

05'06'2012, made applicable w.e.f. 01.07.2012. Hence> the adjudicating authority has

=nfirmed the demand under the provisions prevalent before 01.07.2012) which are not in

of demand peftaining to FY 2014-15 to 2016-17. Thus, I find that the
ice for the periodCEN

8



F.NO. bAPPL/CUM/STP/1807/2022-Appel

lmpugned order has been issued by the adjudicating authority without proper appreciation of
,jiI

the facts on records and without applying correct provisions of the law. Hence9 they are legally

unsustainable.

9. 1 in this regard, I also find that the CBIC had, vide instruction dated 26.10.20219 as

enumerated above, clearly directed that “ in all such cases where Me notices have aLready been

issued, adjudicating authority are expected to pass a judicious order after proper appreciation

of facts and submission of the noticee. ”. However, I find that in the present case: the

adjudicating authority, without verifying the documents of the service provided2 confirmed the

service tax demand. Therefore, I am of the considered view that the adjudicating authority was

required to give adequate and ample opportunity to the appellant for producing the documents

in his favour in backdrop of the situation that SCN has been issued only on the basis of det'ails

received from the Income Tax deparlment, without even specifying the category of service and

it is only thereafter, the impugned order was required to be passed.

a 10. 1 also find that the appellant have submitted copies of invoices for the relevant period to

this office as part of additional submission and the said documents were not submitted by the

appellant before the adjudicating authority. I am of the considered view that the appellant can

not seek to establish their eligibility to exemption at the appellate stage, for the first time. They

should have submitted the relevant records and documents before the adjudicating authority3

who is best placed to verify the authenticity of the documents as well as their eligibility for

exemptron.

11 . Therefore, I am of the considered view that it would be in the fitness of things and in the

interest of natural justice that the matter is remanded back to the adjudicating authoi'ity to

consider the submission of Fhe appellant, made in the course of the present appeal, and after

proper verification of the documents submitted by the appellant, pass a speaking order.O
12. In view of the above discussion, keeping all the issues open, 1 remand the matter back to

the adjudicating authority to reconsider the issue afresh and pass a speaking order after

following the principles of natural justice. The appellants are also directed to submit all the

relevant documents to the adjudicating authority within 15 days of receipt of this order.

13 w{tq gat gnr 6f # T{ @itv©r t+Era wav aft% +f#nwraT el

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

'(AkhilesfKumar)
Commissioner (Appeals)



F.No. GAPP L/COM/STP/1807/2022-Appea I

6

Attested Date : tO aa Oa. 202T:'

(k. c. lyal:)
Superintendent(Appeals)
CGST. Ahmedabad

BY RPAD / SPEED POST

To,

M/s. Narendrabhai Karshandas Patel,

D-67, Harsiddh Smruti Society,

Nr. GST Crossing, Ranip,

Ahmedabad – 382480

Appellant

The Deputy Commissioner,

CGST, Division-VII, Ahmedabad North

Respondent

9
Copy to :

1) The Principal Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone

2) The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad NorTh

3.), The ll)e,puty Commissioner, CGST, Division VII, Ahmedabad North

The Assistant Commissioner (HQ System), CGST, Ahmedabad North

(for uploading the OIA)

\•\
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6) PA file
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