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Tr Arising out of Order-in-Original No. ZA241023049661X dated 11.10.2023 issued bY The
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F. No. :GAPPL/ADC/GSTP/3222/2023-APPEAL

©RDER XN APPEAL

Brief Facts ©:f tIle Case:-

This appeal has been filed under Section 107 of the Central

Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017 (hereinafter referred to as "the' Act") by

M/s. Krishna in concepts Pvt LtdJ l: Office No. 101 & 1177 President

House, Opposite CN Vidyalaya, Ambawadi> Ahmedabad> Gujarat _ 380

Tr?':IE:??#fF{xreferred to IFa : '.;f€f elt ant") again't th' O'd'' N'.
: -- : ~ ;:- : '--- '--- : ':-; ; dated ' ’'-i - -- ;.::; ' . (hereinafter referred to as

":l7"pug'te'i Ofd'r'l passed by the Superintendent, CGST, Ah„„dabad
(hereinafter referred to as " the Acijr£€iicczl.ing Arrt}tority/Proper

<:>#icer"I .

2' Facts of the case, in brief, are that the appellant has applied for

new GST registration under plastic packaging and solution provider; where
applied for registration vide ARN AA240923053236A dated 19.09.2023. In

to sad application a Notice for seeking additional information /
/ documents was issued to the appellant on 29.09.2023 and asked

repIY bY 11.10.2023. Thereafter, the adjudicating authority has

the Amendment Application vide impugned order dated 11.10.2023 J

mentioned that –

they
nse

g&;/ed
ere

a The FeptY has been examined and the same has not been found to be

satisfactory for the foUouing reasons :

' As the ap$kcant (lid not submit/nnash satisfactory response to the

catteYY raised and also not prouicied the (iocurrtents requested for.
Hence, the application is hereby rejected” .

3' Being aggrieved with the impugned order dated 11.10.2023 the

appellant has preferred the present appeal on 02.11.2023. In the appeal memo
the appellant has submitted that-

Th(it the ofF'cer raises the query on dated 29.09.2023 and du, d,a, i,
ll'lCy2C)23' So clad:Raaion wtacie ctgcdnst the query on date 04.10.2023

mah supporting douments as required by tcu offIcer but tax. of$aer
rejected the GST registration appkcctUon on date !!.IO.2023.

In vlew of above, the appeILant has made praYer to restore their Registration
application.
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pers© lzal :Hearing

appeal.

!Disc,n .

df Amendment of (.JST regigtration as under

gaZe 9 aJ' CC,ST :RIdes, 20 :17

the appHcation submitted

{7gorwtaaon or anY cio'ctme{a

the proper off“;er reqLm,Ze, or u;'
the application,it provicidt

notice to the appLicant

Id ,f,[,,,,nI W,dang days from

,md the app acard shall :@TRiSh

FOR IW GST REG-04,
'.ctlty,

und,„ ,Ut, i i, J,und to be de$de"t, eUheT I"
„qui„,d to be Dr„i;hed t“a'’ th'

a.ny dar©ca£on wbA Fega7ci to claY
or doalmeTaS fundshed ttereuith) he

etectroracaay irt FORM GST REGO:3 tuittm’ a

the date of submission of the appIICatIon

su,.h- clad$ca,don> @formation 07 dogumeds

wahirt a period of seven working daYS

p.,„ the date- of the receipt -qf such "')ttce

places of business; or]

,'mj .Ut pM,i,at „,i$cation aJ plc1'ces of bust"ess’
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F. No. :GAPPL/ADC'/GSTP/3222/2023-APPEAL

the notice in FORM GST REG-Q3 may be issued not later than thirty days

from the date of submission of the application.3

Z%3?Zcz/zczt ion. _ For the purposes of this sub-rule, the expression “ctari$catiort"
inch,des in.oci{jIca,tion or correction of particulars declared in the application

for registrclaon, other than Permanent Account Number, State,

r7tobite number and e-mail address declared in Part A of ®CDRi@ GST REG-

01

(3) Where the proper officer is saasBed with the clari$ccalon, W>nnation or

docuwtertts jurn{stted by the applicant, he may approve the grant of registration

to the a,pplicant tu atari a period of seven working days from the date of the

receipt of such clad$cation or information or dOctmLerLts.

(4) Where no reply is furnished by the applicant in response to the notice issued

under sub-rule (2) or where the proper offIcer is not saasBed with the

or documents jurnishec{ he 5[m w] , for reasons to be

such application and in$rm the applicant electronically

.ation

GST REG-05

6. In the impugned order Application was rejected due to

unsatisfactory reply and non-compliance to queries raised under Rule 9 (2) i.e.

in respect of notice issued in Form REG 03. It is observed from the documents

made available to this office that the appellant complied with queries raised in

the show cause notice on dated 04.10.2023. Therefore, findings made in this

regard I find is factually wrong and hence this reason for rejection of

registration I find is not a justifiable and sustainable reason. I further find that

Rule 9 of CGST Rules, 2017 envisage that the proper officer, if not satisfied

with the clarification, information or documents furnished, can reject the

application for registration for the reasons to be recorded in writing. Proviso 2

to Rule 9 further empowers the proper officer to carry out physical verification

of premises. In the subject case, even though the appellant has submitted

clarification/ additional information/documents on 04.10.2023, no reasons was

recorded in writing with regard to the same. On the contrary the applicatioA

was rejected due to unsatisfactory/non submission of compliance to notice.

However, during appeal the appellant in respect of queries raised in the notice,

produced copies of leave and license agreement, Aadhar Cards, PAN Cards.
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verincadon of place of business’ pass order accordingly

qadqdTTraqg#tT€Md qr nqdl<l©Km #f§ +R"n"nra el

The appeal a16d by the appellant stands disposed of in above Ler][ns

(Ade§:
,ommissioner(Appeals)

Date:aD. 1 1.2023

Attested

areer(San
Superintendent (Appeals)

BY R.P.A.D.

tvT; s. Krishna in concepts Pvt' Ltd,
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