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T Arising out of Order-in-Original No. 52/JC/LD/2022-23 f&=iTer: 20.10.2022, issued by
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3] aoredt @1 AT TG goT Name & Address

1. Appellant

M/s. Devang Jayeshbhai Upadhyay,
A-58, Abhishek Society,
Bopal, Ahmedabad-380058

2. Respondent . '
The Joint Commissioner,CGST, Ahmedabad North , Custom House, 18t
Floor, Navrangpura, Ahmedabad - 380009 '
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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 :

YRT TRBR BT GAIET G

Revision application to Government of India :

(1) BN SEET Yok SARIMEE, 1994 Y ERT AT A IAQ T A B IR H qare
ORI, P SU-GRT B YH WP B AT GV AaeT e i, IRT WaR, I
HETerg, Yot Rrm, @l Wi, Sftem §u wow, Wee AT, 78 fawel ¢ 110001 B B ST
e |

(1) A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4" Floor, Jeevan Deep Building,
Parliament Street, New Delhi - 110 001 under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944 in respect of the
following case, governed by first proviso to sub-section (1) of Section-35 ibid :

(i) ﬁwﬁﬁ%%ﬁ@ﬁaﬁm&ﬁﬁﬁsﬁmmmmﬁ
1l WUSFTR § A MUSTIR # A1l o ONG §¢ AN #, A7 fRe HUSTIR A 9USR # wrm
a5 el HRE™ § 91 5 e § 8 Aot B Ui & SR g8 € |

. In case of any loss of goods where’ the loss occur in transit from a factory to a
Nouse or to another factory or from one warehouse to another during the course of

2\

Ssing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehouse.
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(2)
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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.

Ay 3o 1 e RpY R AR & are) (o a1 e @) it far war e 8

in case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without
payment of duty.

SR SeuTee I TS YeF S TN & R0 o S Bfee g o TE # A AW e o g
g Ud PR & g orged, odier & g1 uiRd ol wHg WX A1 arg # faw st (7.2) 1098
RT 109 ERT FRY&RT Y ¢ 21|

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, 19986.

ST e god (o) FrgEred, 2001 @ Frm o @ il R wom wem su-s A
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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 OlO 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. » '» '

REIHT oTied & WY W Wortl YW UP wTE O A1 UG B & A SU 200/~ B
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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.

GT Gop, BT TG Yoh T HATHR Uiy ATATEEROT B ufy Srdier—-
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1)

(®)

(a)

TR T Yeih SRR, 1944 @ ORT 35-4) /353 @ SfTe—
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

SRR qRESE 2 (1) F ¥ T AR B orear B anfiel, afic & A § W e,
B SOed Pob Td WA} Idieliy ~ranfieRer (RRce) @ ulwm &Em G,

argwaraTe & 2" HICT, SEATC Ha 3Rl [IRERANR, $/§HCIST ~380004

To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2" floor,Bahumali Bhawan,Asarwa,Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004.

" in case of appeals other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.
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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 Tribunalis situated.

(3) ﬁwmﬁﬁwmﬁmmémmwmﬁmmmw
Gﬁww@mwmwawﬁmgqﬁﬁﬁm%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁtﬁm
JerrRerfa mﬂaﬁaw@mwaﬁwmmﬁﬁwﬁwmﬁmm%l

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each 0.1.0.
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/- foreach. )

(4) meﬁm1g7oawﬁsﬁ%aﬁaﬂ%—1 @ eiqtia fRuiRa feu garR Sa
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O 1 RITE Yo [EHe T Bl ATy | :
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-l item of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) sﬁaﬂ?ﬂt@ﬁmzﬁﬁﬁwaﬁmﬁﬁaﬁﬁm?ﬁwmﬁmm%ﬁ
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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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G@Wﬂjﬂm 10 PASIUY © I(Séction 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 &
O 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:
(i) amount determined under Section 11 D;
(i) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
~ (i)  amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.
an"&!zréwi?fmﬁw%waﬂﬁwarw_wmmﬁmﬁaﬁﬁuﬁmww
& B10% YA R oY SreT e g R 8 79 3US B 10% YA R ) o el B

? In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on
ayment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or
Zenalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.” .
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The preseﬁt appeal has been filed by M/s. Devang Jayeshbhai Upadhyay, A-58, Abhishek
Society, Bopal, Ahmedabad — 380058 (hereinafter referred to as “the appellant™) against Order-

- in-Original No. 52/JC/LD/2022-23 dated 20.10.2022 (hereinafter referred to as “the impugned

order”) passed by the Joint Commissioner, Central GST & Central Excise, Ahmedabad North

(hereinafter referred to as “the adjudicating authority™).

2. Briefly stated, the facts of the case are that the appellant were holding Service Tax
Registration No. ACVPUG6499ESD001. On scrutiny of the data received from the Central Board
of Direct Taxes (CBDT) for the FY 2015-16 and FY 2016-17, it was noticed that the appellant
has not filed ST-3 returns despite being the service turnover as shown in ITR for the FY 2015-1 6
and FY 2016-17. The appellant had shown an amount of Rs. 2.52.97,600/- as value of service in
the FY 2015-16 and an amount of Rs. 3.44,64,733/- as value of service in the FY 2016-17. The
appellant were called upon to submit clarification for difference along with supporting
documents, for the said period. However, the appellant had not responded to the letters issued by

the department.

2.1 Subsequently. the appellant were issued Show Cause Notice No. STC/ 15—170/OA/2020
dated 23.10.2020 demanding Service Tax amounting to Rs. 86,70.496/- for FY 2015-16 and FY

:2016-17. under proviso to Section 73(1) of the Finance Act, 1994. The SCN also proposed

recovery of interest under Section 75 of the Finance Act. 1994; and imposition of penalties under '

Section 76, Section 77 and Section 78 of the Finance Act. 1994,

2.2 The Show Cause Notice was adjudicated vide the impugned order by the adjudiéating
authority wherein the demand of Service Tax amounting to Rs. 86,70,496/- was confirmed under
proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 of the Finance Act. 1994 along with Interest under
Seclion 75 of the Finance Act. 1994 for the 'Y 2015-16 and 2016-17. Further, Penalty of Rs.
86.70.496/- was imposed on the appellant under Section 78 of the Finance Act. 1994 and Penalty
of R§. 10.000/- ﬂvas also imposed on the appellant under Section 77 of the Finance Act. 1994.

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order? the appellant have preferred the present appeal

on the following grounds:

o The portion of the service tax demand of Rs. 86,70,496/- pertaining to the services related
to Transmission and Distribution of electricity and the same service provided to Madhya

. Gujarat Vij Company Limited (MGVCL) (Erstwhile GEB).
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o The appellant denied that the services wére taxable as any services related to
Transmission and Distribution of electricity is under exemption list issued by the

Ministry of Finance from time to time.

o This being a bonafide belief having absolutely no malafide intent to evade even though
there is no merit in the demand and the appellant has fully complied with the

departmental inquiry as far as their understanding of law is concerned.

4. Personal hearing in the case was held on 18.04.2023. Shri Ravi Nilesh Mandaliyé.
Advocate, appeared on behalf of the appellant for personal hearing. He reiterated submission
made in appeal memorandum. He stated that he would submit relevant documents as additional’
written submission. However, till date, the .appellant have not submitted any further / additional

submission / documents.

5. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case, grounds of appeal, submissions made
in the Appeal Memorandum 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 of service tax against the appellant along with interest and penalty, in the facts and
circumstance of the case, is legal and proper or otherwise. The demand pertains to the period FY

2015-16 & FY 2016-17.

6. I find that the adjudicating authority has, while confirming the demand. held that there is
no exemption from payment of service tax on the services provided by the appellant. The

relevant paras of the impugned order are as under:

“27.  Thus, with effect from 01.07.2012, the negative list regime came into existence
under which all services are taxable and only those services that are mentioned in the
negative list are exempled. The assessee in their reply to SCN are not contending that the
taxable nature of service provided by them, however they are contending that the services
provided by them are exempted by Mega Notification No. 25/2012 dated 20.06.2012 as
amended, as they are providing services (o departments of state government and other

governmenl agencz'es.

28. In view of the above, I find that the services provided by the aseessee falls under
the category of taxable service prior to introduction of Negative List as well as post
introduction of Négalive List as the services provided by the assessee does not full under
category of negative list of services under the provisio.m' of Section 66D of the Finance

Act.
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29, Further, the assessee vide their submissions stated that during the financial year -
2015-16 and 2016-17, their contract income or coniract receipl is in respect of services
provided in relation transmission and distribution of power to government. The said
service provider claimed that these service are exempled from levy of whole.of service lax
leviable thereon under of Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 with effect from
01.07.2012. In this connection, I would like to reproduce herewith the relevant portion of

the said Notification :

30.  However, the exemption to Eniry No. (a). (c) and (f) was withdrawn with effect
from 01.04.2015 vide /\f’()/i/icali'on 0672013-ST dated 01.03.20135, hence, the assessee Is
not eligible for exemption under this eniry from 01.04.2015. Further vide notification
09/2016-ST dated 01.03.2016 a new entry 124 was inserted in notification 25/2012-ST
dated 20.06.2012 which read as under:

31 Vide this entry the exemption was partially restored but the condition specifically
stated that the contract to provide the said service should have been entered into before
01.03.2015. Accordingly 10 which the services provided to Government, a local authority
or a governmental authority by way of erection. construction, maintenance, repair,
alteration, renovation or restoration of Canal, dam or other irrigation works for use
other than for commerce, industry, or any other business or prqfe.sxviovn is exempted from

the ambit of service tax.

32, At the outsel, the assessee claimed that they are providing services of installation
of underground cable lying works and works to Madhya Gujarat Vi Company formed by
Gujarat Government provide and distribute the power to the people of Gujarat, Baroda,
Rajpipla and Anand District on contract basis. All the service income received from
Government company and as per Entry No. 12 and 12(a) of Notification No. 25/2012
dated 20). 06.2012 us amended. all service provided to Government is exemplted firom
service tax. They have also claimed thal under new eniry 124 they are entitled 1o get
exemption from on payment of service fax as they are providing services to Govi. They
claimed that they are exempted from payment of service tax under Entry as detailed

below:

Avls wad“"\ o
%‘Eb‘em 1€
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“12A. Services provided (o the Government, a local authority or a governmeniul
authority by way of consiruction, erection. commissioning, installation.
completion, fitting oul, repair, maintenance, renovation, or alteration of -

(a) a civil structure or any other original works meant predominantly for use other

than for commerce, industry. or any other business or profession:”

According 1o which the services provided to the Government and also for the purpose

other than commerce is exempted from payment of service lax. Herein the instant cuse.

the ussessee is providing the services to Uttar Gujarat Vij Company. No doubt the said
service receiver is government c&ency us defined under the service tux: however, 'lhey are

transmilling and distributing the electricity on commercial basis only. They are not
supplying electricity for any government or governmen/ related projects without charging

eleciricity energy charges. They are providing services of transmission and distribution

of electricity by charging appropriate cost along with profil or other duties. hence it

cannot be treated us non commercial in nature. Moreover. the assessee did not furnish

any documentary evidence (o prove that the services provided by them (o the Utlar

Gujarat Vij Co. Lid. is not involved any commercial element. In the absence of uny

documentary evidence, the contention of the assessee cannol be accepted. So the

contention of the assessee that they are providing services not for commerce has no merit

and therefore they are no fall under entry No. 12(a) of the Notification No. 25/2012 dated

20.06.2012 as claimed by them. In view of the above I find that the assessee is liuble to

pays service lax on the receipts received from the service receiver and the sume revenue

is not covered as exempled under Entry No. 124(a) of Notification No. 25/2012 dated
20.06.2012."

7. | also find that the main contention of the appellant is that the portion of service tax
demand of Rs. 86,70.496/- pertaining to the services related to Transmission and Distribution of
electricity and the same service was provided to Madhya Gujarat Vij Company Limited.
MGVCL (Erstwhile GEB). The appellant have claimed that the services were related to
Transmission and Distribution of electricity is under exemption list issued by the Ministry of

Finance time to time and hence not taxable.

7.1 I find that the appellant have not specified any notification or any provision of the
Service Tax Act or Service Tax Rules to demonstrate that how the service provided by them is
exempted from service tax. The appellant have only made bald statement that their services were
not taxable. However. 1 find that during tl{e reply to the SCN. the appellant submitted that they
were engaged in providing services of installation of underground cable laying works and their

services were exempted from payment of service tax by virtue of Sr. No. 12 and 12A of

Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.
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8. For ease of reference. I reproduce the relevant provision of Sr. No. 12 and 12A of

Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 as amended. which reads as under:
"Notification No. 25/2012-Service Tax dated 20th June, 2012

G.S.R. 467(E).- In exercise ()f/]?@ powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section
93 of .the Finance Act, 1994 (32 of 1994) (hereinafier referred to as the said Act)
and in supersession of notification No. 12/2012- Service Tax, dated the 17th
March, 2012, published in the Gazette of India. Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3,
Sub-section (i) vide number G.S.R. 210 (E). dated the 17th March, 2012, the
Ceniral Government, being satisfied that it is necessary in the public interest so (o
do. hereby exempis the following taxable services from the whole of the service
1ax leviable thereon under section 663 of the said Act, namely:-.

I...

7

12, Services provided to the Government, a local authority or a governmental @
authority by way of construction, erection, commissioning, installation,

completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance, renovation, or alteration of —

(a) [a civil structure or any other original works meant predominantly for use

other than for commerce, industry. or any other business or profession]; #**%

omitted by Notification No. 6.2015-ST dated (1.03.20153 w.e.f. 01.04.2015

(b) u historical monument, archaeological site or remains of national importance,

archaeological excavation, or antiguity

specified under the Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Remains Act,

1958 (24 of 1938);

(¢c) [a structure meant predominantly for use as (i) an educational, (ii) a clinical, or @
(iii) an art or cultural establishment: ] **¥* omitied by Notification No. 6/2015-ST

dated 01.03.2015 w.e.f 01.04.2015
(d) canal, dam or other irrigation works;

(e) pipeline. conduir or plant for (i) yeater supply (i) water treatment, or (iii)

sewerdge (reatment or disposal; or

[12A. Services provided (o the Government. a local authority or a governmental
authority by way of construction, erection, commissioning, installation,

completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance, renovation, or alteration of —

1

&
R
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(a) a civil structure or any other original works meant predominantly for use

other than for commerce, industry, or any other business or profession:

(b) a structure meant predominantly for use as (i) an educational. (i) a clinical,

or (iii) an art or cultural establishment: or

(c) a residential complex predominantly meant for self-use or the use of their
employees or other persons specified in the Explanation [ (o clause (44) of section

65 B of the suid Aet:

under a contract which had been entered into prior to the 1st March, 2015 and on
which appropriate stamp duty. where upplicable, had been paid prior (o such

date:

Provided that nothing contained in this entry shall apply on or after the I April.
2020] Inserted vide Notification No. 9/2016-ST dated 01.03.2016 w.e.f.
01.03.2016"

0. On plain reading of the aforesaid provision of Sr. No. 12(a) and 12A(a) of the
Notification No. 25/2012-ST as amended. it is crystal clear that the exemption from service tax
was extended to services provided to Government, a local authority or a governmental authority
. and for the services specified therein. The service recipient in the present case i.e. Madhya
Gujarat Vij Company Limited (MGVCL), does not falls under the definition of *Government™
and “Local authority’. also the MGVCL not carried out any function entrusted to a municipality
under article 243W of the Constitution. Therefore. the MGVCL does not falls under the
definition of ‘governmental authority’ as provided under Para 2(s) of the Notification No.

25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.

10. | [t is observed that the appellant have, before the adjudicating authority as well as in their
appeal memorandum, relied on the decision dated 14.01.2021 of the CESTAT. New Delhi in the
case of M/s. Madhya Pradesh Poorva Kshetra Vidhut Vitran Co. Ltd. Vs. Principal
C o;11111i$sioner (Service Tax Appeal No. 51649 of 2019) in support of their case. However, [ find
that the said decision in respect to the party, who is a wholly owned undertaking of the
Government of Madhya Pradesh and is engaged in the distribution of electricity in the eastern
area of the State, and in respect of question of “whether service tux is payable on the amount of
late payment surcharge, meter rent and supervision charges received by the appellant from the
electricity consumers”™ . Whereas in the present' case. the appellant were merely a service
provider to a electricity distribution company. Thus, the said decision is not applicable in the

present case.
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1. Hence. I find that the appellant is required to pay the applicable service tax on the
services provided to M/s. MGVCL and ne exemption is available to them under Notification No.
25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012. Under such circumstances. I find-that the appellant has merely
made a bold contention that “rhe services were not taxable as any services related fo
Transmission and Distribution of electricity is under exemption list issued by the Ministry of
Finance time to time" without submitting any valid grounds in appeal memorandum. Therefore,
1 find that without any supporting documents / details countering the findings of the
adjudicating authority, simple contention of the appellant that their services were

exempted. is not legally tenable.

12.  Further, in the present case, it clearly transpires that the appellant has intentionally
supiﬁressed the taxable value by deliberately withholding of essential information from the
department with an intent to evade taxes. Also. the appellant has never informed the department
about the non payment of Service Tax. though they were already registered with the service tax
departmént and said fact could be unearthed only upon initiation of the inquiry by the department
after receipt of the data from the Income Tax department. Therefore, I find that all these acts of
willful mis-statement and suppression of facts oﬁ the part of the appellant, with an intent to
evade payment of Service Tax, are the essential ingredients which exist in the present case which
makes them liable to pay the demand raised against them invoking the extended period of
limitation under proviso to Section 73(1) of the Finance Act. 1994. When the demand sustains,
there is no escape from the liability of interest, hence, the same is, therefore, recoverable under

Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994,

13. Further. I find that the imposition of penalty under Section 78 is also sustainable, as the
demands were raised based on detection noticed during the initiation of inquiry by the
department. Section 78(1) of the Finance Act. 1994, provides penalty for suppressing the value
of taxable services by reason of fraud'or collusion' or 'willful misstatement' or 'suppression of
facts' with 'the intent to evade payment of service tax'. Since the issues covered in the present
appeal are on settled issues, the appellant cannot bring into play the interpretation plea to avoid
pelnqlty. After introduction of measures like self assessment etc.. a taxable service provider is not
required to maintain any statutory or separate records under the provisions of Service Tax Rules
and private records maintained by them for normal business purpbses are accepted, for all the
purpose of service tax. All these operates on the basis of the trust placed on the service provider
and therefore. the governing provisions create an absolute liability when any provision is
contravened as there is a breach of the trust placed on them. It is the responsibility of the
appellant to correctly assess their tax liability and pay the taxes. The deliberate efforts by not
paying correct amount of Service Tax is utter dis-regard to the requirement of law and breach of
trust deposed on them. Hence. [ find that the act of willful mis-statement and suppression of facts.

with an intent to evade payment of tax. as discussed in Para supra. made the appellant liable to
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13.1  As I have already upheld invocation of extended period of limitation on the grounds of
suppression of facts as per discussion in para supra. Hence. penalty under Section 78 of the Act
is mandatory. as has been held by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Rajasthan Spinning
& Weaving Mills reported as 2009 (238) E.L.T. 3 (S.C.). wherein it is held that when there are
ingredients for invoking extended period of limitation for demand of duty, imposition of penalty
under Section 11AC is mandatory. The ratio of the said judgment applies to the facts of the
present case. 1, therefbre, hold that the Appellant was liable to penalty under Section 78 of the
Finance Act, 1994,

14, As regards the Penalty of Rs. 10,000/~ confirmed on the appellant under Section 77 of the
| Finance Act, 1994, I find that the appellant have not assessed correct service tax liability. not
filed correct ST-3 Returns. not furnished information & documents in respect to their income for
the said period when called for by the jurisdictional range officer. These acts of the appellant
render them liable for penalty under Section 77 of the Finance Act. 1994. Accordingly. I hold
that the appellant is liable for penalty under Section 77 of the Finance Act, 1994.

15. In view of the above, I uphold the order passed by the adjudicating authority and reject

the appeal filed by the appellant.

16.  ardver st gRT ast Ay S arfier s Proer soten a i & Bt s € |

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

: W\,J&-.«QL/\ , .

(Akhilesh ﬁLﬁ%&Ml '

Commissioner (Appeals)

Attested ) ' X Date: p«. 0S8 28023

(R. C. Maniyar)
Superintendent(Appeals).
CGST, Ahmedabad '

By RPAD / SPEED POST

To. ' 4
M/s. Devang Jayeshbhai Upadhyay. Appellant

A-58, Abhishek Society. Bopal.
Ahmedabad — 380015

The Joint Commissioner, Respondent

CGST & Central Excise,
Ahmedabad North
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Copy to:
1) The Principal Chief Commissioner, Central GST. Ahmedabad Zone
2) The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad North
- 3) T]ﬂe Joint Commissioner. CGST & Central Excise, Ahmedabad North

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

(for uploading the OIA)
Wd File

6) PAfile
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