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(i)
Appeal to be filed bef]re Appellate Tribunal under Section 112t8) of the CGST Act, 2017 after paying -(i)Eed|jxpg!intofTax.Interest.Flne.Feeandpenaltvarisingfromtheimpugnedorder,as  iswAsu:demq'uttai€:a:::#dfl:#eerac%#htthea?:mainingamountofTaxindispute,InadditiontotheamountpaidunderSection107(6)ofCGSTAct,2017,arisingfromthesaidorder,

in relation to which the appeal has been filed.
'11' The  Central  Goods  & Service  Tax  (  Ninth  Removal  of  Dlfflculties)  Order,  2019  dated  03.12.2019  hasg:°#:?:hra:atthee:BPwe:,'cth°tt[jebupT::,Cdaenntb:rmtgtes:i::jBrtehsr,i:nT,0::htsh:r°cTs:h::Vat:e?foi°tTem#Cea,i:°t:

Tribunal enters officer whichever is later.
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ually submitted on 19.08.2021  along with supporting
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ihpugned order, as prescribed under Section 107 of the CGST Adt, 2017 was alreafly
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The  Hon'ble  Supreme  Court  in  the  case  of Singh  Enterprises  reported  as  2008  (221)
E.L.T.163 (S.C.) has held as under:

"8 .... The  proviso  to  sub-sec[ion  (1)  Of section  35  makes  the. position

crystal cl.`ar that the appellate authority has no power to allow the appeal

to be preser[ted beyond the period Of 30 days. The language used makes the

position  clear   that   the  legislature   intended  the   appellate   authority  [o
entertain [he appeal by condoning delay only upto 30 days after the expiry

Of 60  days  which  is  the  normal  period for  proferring  appeal.  ThereJ;ore,
there   is   complete   exclusion   Of  Section   5   Of  the   Limitation   Act.   The

Commissioner  and the  High Court were  therefore justified  iri holding [hat
there  was  ro  power  to  condone  the  delay  after  the  expiry  Of  30  days

period.„
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(iti)       The Hon'ble High Court of Delhi  in the case of  Delta lmpex reported as 2004 (173)

E.L.T.   449  (Del)   held  that  the  Appellate  authority  has  no  jurisdiction  to  extend

limitation even in a "suitable" case for a further period of more than thirty days.
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pectfully  ftillowing  the  above  judgements,  I  hold  that  this  appellate  authority

edelaybeyondfutherperiodofonemontbasprescribedunderprovisotoSection

Act.  Thus,  the  appeal  filed  by  the  appellant  is  required to  be  dismissed  on  the

nitation as hot filed within the prescribed time limit in terms of the provisions of

CGST  Act, 2017.I, accordingly, dismiss the present appeal.
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peal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.
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