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Passed by Shri. Mihir Rayka, Additional Commissioner (Appeals)

<r Arising out of Order-in-Original No. ZT2412210009247 DT. 01.12.2021 issued by
The Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division-I, Ahmedabad South

r r8taaf ar a vi uar Name & Address of the Appellant/ Respondent
Appellant Respondent

The Assistant Commissioner, . Mis. Paras Prafulkumar Sanghvi
CGST, Division-I, Ahmedab~d So_uth ( M/s. Dhanesh Foods), 79, Management

Enclave Shopping Aracade, Mansi Tower,
Satellite, Ahmedabad-380015

(A)
<r 3n?rt3rfta) an@r as anf# faffa a@th i 5uzg uf@art/
,7f@)aw h a#qr 3r4le arr n nar ?t
Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal to the appropriate authority in the following
way.

(i)

National Bench or Regiona_l Bench of Appellate Tribunal framed urider GST Act/CGST Act in the cases where
one of the issues involved relates to place of supply as per Section 109(5) of CGST Act,.2017.

ii

State Bench or Area Bench of Appellate Tribunal framed under GST Act/CGST Act- other than as mentioned in
para- (A)(i) above in terms of Section 109(7) of CGST Act, 2017 · ·

(iii) Appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed as prescribed under Rule 110 of CGST Rules, 2017 and shall be
accompanied with a fee of Rs. One Thousand for every Rs. One Lakh of Tax or Input Tax Credit involved or the
difference in Tax or Input Tax Credit involved or the amount of fine, fee or penalty determined in the order
appealed against, subject to a maximum of Rs. Twenty-Five Thousand. .

(B) . Appeal under Section 112(1) of CGST Act, 2017 to Appellate Tribunal shall be filed along with relevant
documents either electronically or as may be notified by the Registrar, Appellate Tribunal in FORM GST APL-
05, on common portal as prescribed under Rule 110 of CGST Rules, 2017, and shall be accompanied by a copy
of the order appealed against within seven days of filing FORM GST APL-OS on line. .

Appeal to be filed before Appellate Tribunal under Section 112(8) of the CGST Act, 2017 after paying
(i) Full amount of Tax, Interest, Fine, Fee and Penalty arising from the impugned order, as is

admitted/accepted by the appellant, and
(ii).A sum equal to twenty five per cent of the remaining amount of Tax in dispute, in
. addition to the amount paid under Section 107(6) of CGST Act, 2017, arising· from the said order, in

relation to which the appeal has been filed. . ·
The Central Goods & Service Tax ( Ninth Removal of Difficulties) Order, 2019 dated 03.12.2019 has provided
that the appeal to tribunal can be made within. three months from the date of communication of Order or
date on which the President or the State President, as the case may be, of the Appellate Tribunal enters
office, whichever is later.

II

(i)
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For elaborate detailed and lat to filing of appeal to the appellate authority, the
appellant may refer to the websi '-:f".!-!==
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ORDER IN APPEAL

Brief Facts of the Case :

The Deputy Commissioner, CGST, Division I Rakhial, Ahmedabad
South (hereinafter referred to as the appellant/ department) has filed the following

appeal offline in terms of Advisory No.9/2020 dated 24-9-2020 issued by the
Additional Director General (Systems), Bengaluru against Order No.

ZT2412210009247 dated 01.12.2021 (hereinafter referred to as the impugned

order) . passed by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division I Rakhial,

Ahmedabad South (hereinafter referred to as the adjudicating authority)

sanctioning refunds to M/s. Paras Prafulkumar Sanghvi (Trade Name -
M/s. Dhanesh Foods), 79, Management Enclave Shopping Aracade, Mansi

Tower, Satellite, Ahmedabad -380. 015 (hereinafter referred to as the
Respondent).

Appeal No. & Date Review Order No. & Date RFD-06 Order No. & Date
('impu_qned orders')

GAPPL/ADC/GSTD/334/2022- 03/2022-23 Dated 27.04.2022 ZT2412210009247 Dated
APPEAL Dated 11.05.2022 01.12.2021

2. Briefly stated the fact of the case is that the Respondent registered

under GSTIN NO. 24ATGPS9263C2ZI has filed refund claim on 23.10.2021 of
accumulated ITC due to export without payment of tax for the period from

July'20 to March'21 for refund of Rs.1,05, 727/-. After verification the Adjudicating

Authority sanctioned refund to the Respondent. During review of refund claim it

was observed by the department that higher amount of refund has been
sanctioned to the Respondent than what is actually admissible to them in
accordance with Rule 89 (4) of CGST Rules, 2017 read with Section 54 (3) of
CGST Act, 2017. It was observed that turnover of zero rated supply has been
taken as Rs.10,41,912/- which is the invoice value of goods exported, whereas
as per shipping bill FOB value the turnover of zero rated supply is Rs.7,59,983/-.
As per para 47 of CBIC Circular No.125/44/2019-GST dated 18-11-2019 it was
clarified that during processing of refund claim, the value of goods declared in
GST invoice and the value in the corresponding shipping bill/bill of export should
be examined and the lower of the two values should be taken into account while
calculating the eligible amount of refund. Thus taking the lower value of goods

exports and applying the formula for refund of export without payment of tax the
admissible refund comes as per below table instead of refundsaeioned by the

•°.. «8
adjudicating authority to the Respondent. Thus there is excess·sanction)f refund

{s·..\s]
of Rs.22,253/- to the Respondent which is required to be '[~fo~-d ~.1:Wmg with

1222 ·G--s·%
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· interest and penalty as the.claimant has q:iJsled the department by taking wrong
value, of zero rated turn'oyer. The details are -as under :

(Amount in Rs.)
Turnover of Turnover of Net ITC Adjusted Total Refund Refund Excess
'Zero .. ·rated·. ·zero rated (3) Turnover Amount Amount Refund
:;supply .. ·-:- supply (4) sanctioned .admissible amount
'(lnvoiceValue) • (F.OB Value) (Invoice Value) · (FOB Value) sanctioned

.· '.: " '(1) ! . ·. ' . (2) (1*3/4) (2*3/4)
.1041912 759983 114440 1041912 . · 105727 83474 22253. . . . ,··!-.

Ir.view of above the appellant filed the present appeal on 11.05.2022

on' the grour.,ds that the adjudicating authority failed to consider the lower value
. . . . . ' . .

rated .turnover while granting the refund claim of ITC accumulated due. to. ··•~•- . .

,: of<.goods without payment of tax as required under Circular
NO.l25/44/.2019-GST dated 18-11-2019 which has resulted in excess payment

·))tt·{,{yf;;t{i:/;}i:_Of\:Xe.fµ,nd.,.tO.,:the Respondent as mentioned . i'n the above table. Therefore, the
#+84332.er•
;i?·i'.>/}/\\::>'(·. Appella,nt/Department has made prayer in the present appeal for set aside the
,r;_••.·..• '• ·_:.·.·;.· . • -.·

·}t/:,{:;;·,3f::i).'>>,C • :impugned order wherein the adjudicating authority has erroneously sanctioned
-.;i-//t'.(::;:.·_<\f:\_:\j(:_/:<>;}_ ..,.,, .. , ". e: .
;1:;if·:\{JJ{/!Ar:ttk.rt,h9nd,9,(_~fl,05,727/- instead or Rs.83,474/-.under Section 54 (3) of CGST Act,
'Y\;})>'.•tt-:-,:;;;y\y:2O17; to pass an order directing the original authority to demand and recover the
$$#$%;ijamount erroneously refunded of Rs.22,253/- (Rs.1,05,727/- minus Rs.83,474/-)
%2Ee±±518%. • +e

·J-'.:}f)::):'tfi-',:n1Y?\.;:'.'iwith;. interest.,:& p.enalty ; and to pass any other order(s) as deem fit in the
418#%to
1+3%%4. interest of justice4et.

%%flip$%ji$$%j%%$2$3%4. Personal Hearing in the matter was held on 29.12.2022 wherein
#4E%9%he%
_(J;:;,:,,.J:\'.;.';jr::-'{Mr!,;,paras--P. -Sanghvi, Proprietor appeared on behalf of the 'Respondent' as

%is$$#f%%22/$authorized±representative. During PH he has submitted the written
{iW,;'/?\:f~H:;~::1'{/ s.ul:>mission,>.dated 29.12.2022 and stated that they have nothing mqre to add
7%:3€331:3%.°' •·· •

it\j)}C.J.ii.~):)f).}.to:,.-:tq~ir: V'l,ritten submissions made till date. The Respondent in their
f/'.·'.::_::J<\;r(}>subm.ission,dated 29.12.2022 submitted that -
.3 82•: · • :· . . .

i., They are engaged in business of export of goods. They have done export of
. ~ . . . ·-_. . . . '

, ,Rs.1:Q,11,912/- without payment of duty. Against said export they had filed
'::/:;:J:,efµYJ,q claim of accumulated ITC of Rs.105727/- vide ARN dated 23.10.21.
r."· s.

Said.refund claim was sanctioned.
J •• -·. ' __ j "\ ·/ .~-.,:,. . :_

·ii.• .Manner, of calculatio'l}, of refund of ITC in· case of zero rated supply without
. payment of tax is prescribed in Rule 89(4) of the CGST Rules, 2017. As per the
formula prescribed under said rule it clearly' shows that intention of Rule 89(4)

·.; . ' :·. '. " ''' . ~' ' .

. is to_gfve refund of ITC in proportion· of zero.rated sales only against total sales..· ·

~iM{r}]§,~*:.l1/t(\:{:_.: ): Their:] 00 percent sales is zero rated sales only. Therefore, value of zero rated

%%j$ .cos •
/:/r,,.:::,:;,:;.·. Para 47 of Circular No. 125/44/2019-GST dated 18.11 t

5 ±±f
e, .• "During the proceeding of refund claim, the value of the QOO 4Luss e
;:> . ;', ' • -_••z±. 
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GST invoice and the value in the corresponding shipping bill/ bill of export
should be examined and the lower of the two values should be taken ir-ito
account while calculating the eligible amount of refund." There is no mention of

FOB value in Para 4 7 of the Circular. It speaks only about cases wherein there
is difference in value declared. Whereas, in their case there is no difference in

the value of the goods declared in GST invoice and value in corresponding
shipping Bill/ bill of export.

Discussion and Findings :

5. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case, grounds of

appeal, submissions made by the Respondent and documents available on record.
I find that the present appeal is filed to set aside the impugned order on the
ground that the Adjudicating Authority has sanctioned excess refund to the

--..
Respondent and to order recovery of the same along with interest. The grounds in

. .
appeal is that the Respondent has taken invoice value as turnover of zero rated

supply of goods for arriving admissible refund whereas the turnover of zero rated
supply of goods should be FOB value as per shipping bill which is the lower value,
in terms of para 47 of Circular No.125/44/2019-GST dated 18.11.2019 and·
accordingly the admissible refund comes to less than the sanctioned amount

resulting in excess sanction of refund to the Respondent. I find that in the present

appeal the Respondent has inter-alia contended that as per para 47 of Circular

No.125/44/2019 the value declared in GST invoice and corresponding shipping
bill/bill of export should be examined and that where there is any difference

between the two values, the lower of the two values should be taken into account
while calculating the eligible amount of refund ; and that in their case their

100% sales is zero rated sales only and therefore, value of zero rated supply and
value of adjusted total turnover will always going to be same and there will not
be any difference between the value declared in GST invoice and in
corresponding shipping bill.

6. Further, on carefully going through the para 47 of Circular No.
125/44/2019-GST I find that the CBIC has clearly clarify that in case of claim
made for refund of unutilized ITC on account of export of goods where there is
difference in value declared in tax invoice i.e. transaction value under Section 15
of CGST Act, 2017 and export value declared in corresponding shipping bill, the
lower of the two value should be taken into account while calculating the eligible
amount of refund. In the subject case, I find that Respondent is contending that

the CBIC Circular nowhere refers to FOB value to be compared withtax ble value
Ud Ta, .

in export invoice. However, the Respondent has not prod@cedarjy, such

documents which suggest that there is no difference betwee~1\:h\:' ~z;~•-;~o~:/)-'1a1ue

••sE. o -.. »

»._s°s
." , «s

4 
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A5@. (transaction value) and' Shipping Bill value;·•'·or the Shipping ·Bill value i.e. FOB

i '/l:i;~~~il:)';yal,4~'.ls n~tlower than the corresponding. invoice value as considered by the
• <:appellant/department in the present appeals.:. ·.:·;-"., ··}~ ;:·: -, ... : :· . . .. ' ., ' ' ' . ' ...:::z:.' .· ;._· .. '• ., :c . ' ..

.. .·

admiss_il;)le refund amount. Therefore, I find· that the appellant/ department has

· correctly po\nted out in the present appeal that FOB value of goods i.e. lower

value needs · to be taken as turnover _ of zero ratep _ supply of goods for

·determiningthe admissible refund amount which is in accordance with the above
·:- . ~}: . . . . ... '

r dated -18.ll.2019. However, I fin_d that in the subject case, entire
•outward supply is zero rated supply turnover only and therefore, value of zero

,(i:,.\.?:t:}rt;:,( :.,'::Ta.t.~d;supply."and value of adjusted total turnover will be same whether Invoice
/?~~-·::~/-:,;((_f,/}.{f/:~-/,:~:.:':_::·· --::_-/: .... · ·. ' _- ' ' .
.\tY?fitf:l{li!;:,,:c\1:/:\valLie:/-to,. bekconsidered or FOB value towards ,the zero rated turnover and?:)(t\:).•:,}•:i/::(/\";:~:'.;:t: .•>?·~•-:.--·••.~- i,.: ••.•!,'•,· ••• -,'-~_:.-.I '•: · •. . •· •

'..q; >\)?";fr(.\:\'. adjusted total- turnover in the formula prescribed under Rule 89(4) of the CGST

±$$@joss.no..
>'f ,}?'?tpfi(:Jf7)>.' ··T/'.E!ISO re,fer para 4 of CBIC CircuJar- N0.147/O3/2021-GST dated
[,if. #12-3-2021, wherein Board has given guidelines fqr calcula~ion of adjusted
';11.1 -i 1 , I .;-,•1 ,l ~ • ,

~,;J\\·.;.::\;i~(: ,--J'..total .turnover: in an identical issue as under :#±Ss##a# est er
if}?t:hn~:F}~;I;(~:;'\:j'.(:4.'Th,r,-manner;{ofcalculation ofAdjusted Total Turnover under sub-:-rule (4) ofRule 89 ofCGST .

0
\j;{;f~ijf 'iJ;Rules,2017, · ·· · ·

T>(' / ·_i/=(ti:'.;,:\~: 4.I,ppy'/Jt$ ha.ve, . .been raised as to whether the restrictioff on turnover ofzero-rated supply of
$E,e$3fie.as·; ..--
y:;,,::>'\•Bt·,\.. :.·1:, goods to 1.5 tilnes the value oflike goods domestically.suppliedby the same or, similarlyplaced,,,;;:·, '·;.'/ . J.: .. . ·,_,_, . . . .
1± .335%#' ? supplier, as d,eclared by the supplier, imposed by amendment in definition ofthe "Turnover of

$$d@ - e.
~A{\/'))i;;;5J!;;(:t:}t'-:zet,o:-;,;_9te;d ~uppl))_.pfgoods" vide NotificatiQn No. 16/2020-Central Tax dated 23.03.2020, would
2$;±%8+,±#st :' u-.
.1}1\(1·:i:)(."?I:·::\i:··i also apply/or computation of"Adjusted Total Turnover" in theformula given under Rule 89 (4)
33%.4±+£ts e , : __ _ . - _ :

.~T;':)\~\{Y,_:::\r:;,•·ofCGSTRules, 2017for calculation ofadmissible refund amount. .
1$#,ii±#Ee. ; ; . . _:. :·:_; ;: . ,- . - . . .
i'I,:;,.;:t{{f;}f, '.t _4.2;SulJ,:ntfo;f4)-' ofRule 89 prescribes the formula for computing the refund ofunutilised ITC
+;1£ %3±±9±0.-.:··E

. /.( · ' : \Y:;: .;:fpayable pn ac,qount ofzer.o-rated supplies made withoutpayment oftax. Theformulaprescribed''·;\.<·:-. ::·;\·:_ ~-<;··_,;__ ·:. -; . . . . .: .· . ·

$. %#. under Rule 89 (4) is reproduced below, as under:
:/A(;·.,ff-':\/:,\1~~K:./{/.:·:>J.=.~-.:- ' _·_ . . . ' . . . . . . .
;;i;)}:.;:,1}t!f'.l;ltt:rt;ii;!/ '.'.R~furzd-Amo11nt= (Turnover ofzero-rated supply ofgoods + Turnover ofzero-rated supply of
$£1%42%.±.
''l{Y:?(\(/k!;i°;;F)fservices) xNe,t']TC +Adjusted Total Turnover" .
a3,±3ie±#
S}}:Vf..;::;.\i\,:p,):/{;~,;,:4.3:Adjusted, To,tal Turnover has been defined in clause (E) ofsub-rule (4) ofRule 89 as under:
+±8:£re . ·. . ' .

l'.Hi_:r .;;)1?(:i{?( -1'Acijusted TotalTurnover" means the sum total ofthe value of- (a) the turnover in a State or a ·
52±83$£1- ·• _, :,
: j .\ -~ ://\·./t; Union1 territor,y, as defined under clause (112) ofsection 2, excluding the turnover ofservices;-•,;,:, .- ', .-_ ... ;<. .'::-:.'-;-:. ,; ·. ,· ' -. ' ' .

of

n2

){}· .:·::.(_;\( .·' , and.(b) the turnover ofzero-rated supply ofservices determined in terms ofclause (DJ above and
%&#

iff?f.\;('.}fi,tj?)~}?:_no,n--f_ero-rated·sttpply pfservices, e~cludin_g- (i) the value ofexempt supplies other than zero-
."-'-·.-,.-....•.-::::··\ :· ·:··_·_ :~.,-::_;_•·•:.'< f.~. -_r,~-- ' . '. . . ' .
~f}J;'\~t}({#~1;)\}}\f;,f:rated"supplies;'1and (ii) the turnover ofsupplies in respect.ofwhich refund is claimed under sub-
;~5/\'Y/'.,}.\i'i}:','.}.?, ·. ., ' . . . . .• , . . .
:}];:r\'.ftf\ii\'(_\}(<rule:(4,A) or sub..rule (4B) or both, ifany, during the relevantperiod. ' ~ mi ii<11.

A+3.,s. • ·· . ·. . ,O.,a ~l'CENrR◄ q;'r
;:{{Jf)·;/:/M}i):\,4.4' .'.'Turnove.r·-in state or turnover in ·Union territory" as referred q~. ,,

!l;t?tl~~?"fr;'{%/justd Tota/ Turnover" in Rufo 89 (4) has been defined W:der su~-s,f( _

\(;:_::~·'::.. /-fL·. _:,:' ofCGSTAct 2017, as: "Turnover zn State or turnover zn Union terrztor •~,..: s flie
23%3,%$±. • •
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value ofall taxable supplies (excluding the value of inwardsupplies on which tax ispayable by a
person on reverse charge basis) and exempt supplies made within a State or Union territory by a "
taxable person, exports ofgoods or services or both and inter State supplies ofgoods or services
or both made from the State or Union territory by the said taxable person but excludes central
tax, State tax, Union territory tax, integrated tax and cess"

4.5 From the examination of the above provisions, it is noticed that "Adjusted
Total Turnover" includes "Turnover in a State or Union Territory", as defined in
Section 2(112) of CGSTAct. As per Section 2(112), "Turnover in a State or Union
Territory" includes turnover/ value of export/ zero-rated: supplies of goods. The
definition of "Turnover of zero-rated supply of goods" has been amended vide

Notification No. 16/2020-Central Tax dated 23.03.2020, as detailed- above. In
view of the above, it can be stated that the same value of zero-rated/ export
supply of goods, as calculated as per amended definition of "Turnover of zero

rated supply of goods", need to be taken into consideration while calculating

"turnover in a state or a union territory, and accordingly, in "adjusted total
turnover" for the purpose of sub-rule (4) of Rule 89. Thus, the restriction of 150%
of the value of like goods domestically supplied, as applied in "turnover of zero
rated supply of goods", would also apply to the value of ''Adjusted Total
Turnover" in Rule 89 (4) of the CGSTRules, 2017.

• • I

4.6 Accordingly, it is clarified that for the purpose of Rule 89(4), the value of

export/ zero rated supply of goods to be included while calculating "adjusted

total turnover" will be same as being determined as per the amended definition
of "Turnover ofzero-rated supply of goods" in the said sub-rule.

Applying the above clarification, the value taken · towards
turnover of zero rated supply of gods need to be taken as value of zero rated
supply of goods in adjusted total turnover also in the formula. In other

words, in cases where there is only zero rated supply of goods, turnover
value of zero rated supply of goods at numerator and turnover value of zero
rated supply in adjusted total turnover at denominator will be same; I find
that in the present . case the entire outward supply is zero rated supply
turnover only.

8. I further find that as per definition of 'adjusted total turnover'

defined in clause (E) of sub-rule (4) of Rule 89, adjusted total turnover
includes value of all outward supplies of goods and services made during the
relevant period including zero rated (export) supply of goods. Accordingly, in

the formula prescribed under Rule 89 (4) of CGST Rules the value of zero
rated turnover of goods comes at numerator as well as in total adjusted
turnover at denominator. In the present appeal, th@Valeof zero rated
turnover was taken as FOB value as per shipping £ff, #6&iv&f,he adjusted
turnover is taken as invoice value, which imply Iii£ tJa,:n~_;,\~1~ fo\ zero rated

e ' l-a9
6
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in :c1djuste,d · total turnover is taken as per GSTR3B returns.
··c ····

· ;_Apparently, this result in adopting two different values for same zero rated
· supply of ·g6ods, which I find is factually wrong and not in consonance with' ·. . . t: ...

,sta,tu~ory pr-ovisiqns.: Therefore, I am of the considered view that the same. . ... ' \ . . .. _· . . -~

·. >value taken: as turnover of zero. rated supply of goods need to be taken in
%$2:adjusted total turnover also. Accordingly, · I find that the adjudicating

.-::::}::_(-t>.:~/'::~}~-:;._::- __·,_:,.:-:_':..... . . :--·. . ~· . ; :-_.\._::•· .. ..< .
(c'.J.ifr/t· :.:·:\><-· authority has correctly sanctioned the _refund claim to the respondent in the
.±·v ,.· · ,_ present ma_tter. -Therefore, I do not find any infirmity in the impugned order

:j~L:~/;·r/-:~-'\)i::/_t_/;;._:_..;_. _--~- · .-_. <--:: .. :· -_: .. :-:· _ : , .,_ ,. .. · ~ ·
\)1i~tt;}!1l!:l:~1}l~it{/}p9._$.S€3"9),l?Y'.tDeiadjudicating authority sanctioning :refund to the Respondent.
43'3+4#%te#;±+'y38515..
J(/-:,'.)ff'.t';i/\:''·'\9.:_:, _ · · · -- - ·In view of above, I do n9t·find. any merit or legality in the

tif{};)!I;:\{iii'.<~:'.:Jpr.¢s~nfap'peal filed by the appellant/department to set aside the impugned
3#%Me±MS,9±er
:if;}%i-ff;1H~;;~~t?t=i:-'fcJfiCtE=TY8Di:1[1tq{.order)for recovery of excess refLJnd of Rs.22,253/- on the
%±5343. • re

\i)h\;\_!::t}L-;.,;f1
g~oun_ds.:·rne.ntJoned .therein. Accordingly, I upheld the impugned order and

,'.;;{;W~-:;i3{{;),:·\reje.~tJh.e-a~peal filed by the appellant/ department. .
JJHfJtg)H;\(;( ,.:; :;> - . ·>- i: . .· ~........... . •

±±@±Es +,ftaaafarr asf.ft n£ afCITT1 cfi1 Fri q ct .z, xi q <1 'ffi~it"~ \lfTdT ~I:, • ·.<·- . ·-·/·- -.;_ i; ' . -. ' '·. i : •

ve terms.

Appellant

Respondent

Date:jf-.02.2023

){v
Additional Commissioner (Appeals)

7

:.':, The appeal filed by the appellant-stands:disposed
-;::

·;

,·"_\ '«$(Dill ?ad vs&#ts ·. , ' .
@ J%2 a. ·,-::,.: .. -.;.... --~;i~:•~::'." : . : :,;'
%. s ..as .g Superintendent (Appeals)

as
$.-e - :The Assistant) Deputy. <;:ommissioner,

?i;/;:.~-t_;;t:iN::i:>· {CGST; Division ..-:- I Rakhial, Ahmedabad South.

#%%%%%$%#i.••±sis-rson.
MS±$(Trade Name - M/s. Dhanesh Foods), .

:r;tH:Jif;;_,)t~~:r+.\:;1,>:).79,.Management Enclave Shopping Aracade,

$ff$2;2recs=a
//i;•::;ie'.;]-¥_:;:.;:,·\-:t:1, • . The .Principal Chief Commissioner of Central Tax, Ahmedabad Zone.
fL~fatAi}?.':\:( ;(;: 2._,· The Cor;i,rnissioner, CGST & C. Ex., Appeals; Ahmedabad. ·

l$#fj;3%$±.The,Commissioner, CGsT & C. Ex., Ahmedabad-South.
· . iffifltf4i~-;\JJ1e D.y(/\~sistahtCommissioner, CGST; Divisio,h.~I Rakhial, Ahmedabad South.
I{tt}\, f;)f/K~\5,,<r:The Superintendent (Systems), CGST Appeals/Ahmedabad. .
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