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Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal to the appropriate authority in the following
way

National Bench or Regional Bench of Appellate Tribunal framed under GST Act/CGST Act in the cases where
one of the issues invoTved relates to pla'cb of supply as per Section 109(5) of CGST Act, 2017.

i

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 Se-ction 109(7) of CGST Act, 2017

it

(iii) Appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed as prescribed under, Ruje 110 of CGST Rules, g0;L7 apd qhaII pg
a&dbrribinied with a fed of Rs. One Thousand for dvery Rs. One Lqkh o£Tax or Input Tqx Cr6d.it inyglvgd or the
aiffere'ncb irl Tax or Input Tax Credit involved or the amount of fine, fee or pe6alty determined in the order
ipbeaied–again'st, subjbct to a maximum of Rs. Twenty-Five Thousand.

(B) Appeal under Section 112(1) of c(,ST Act, 2017 to Appellate Tribunal she,ll be f.i,led q19ng with IsLey lot
a’cbEurhenti--8ith-er 8l-ectroniEilly or as may be notified bV'the Registrar, Appe.llate. Tribunal in FORIV .GST APL-
Og, ih c8mmon portal as presc}ibed unde'r Rule 110 of C’GST RuIEs, 20l7, ahd :hall be accompanied bY a coPY
8ith&ordb}’bpb'eaIed aga'inst within seven days of filing FORM GsT APL-05 online.

(i)
mamtBmmM) Hmt no:17 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
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the appeal has been filed.

emimmr, 2019 dated 03.12.2019 has provided
th'at tb8-£ppeal to tribunal can ba made within three months from the date of communicatLorI of Order or
dai -on GHic6 -th-e President or the State President/ as the case may be, of the Appellate Tribunal enters
office, whichever is later.
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

Brief Facts of the Case :

M/s. Adalli Willnar Limited, Fortune House, Navrangpura,

Ahmedabad 380 O09 (hereinafter referred as ' AppeLlant I has filed the appeal

against Order-in-Original No. CGST-VI / Dem-02 / GST/Adani

Willmar/ AC / DAP/2023-24 dated 08.05.2023(hereinafter referred as 'Impugned

Orderl passed by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division – VI,

Ahmedabad South (hereinafter referred as 'Adjudicating Authority 3 .

O

2. Briefly stated the facts of the case is that the ' Appellant ’ is holding GST

Registration - GSTIN No.24AABCA8056GIZV has filed the present appeal on

14.08.2023. The appellant is engaged in manufacturing and trading of refined

oil, oleo Chemicals, Pulses etc. During the audit conducted by the CGST Rajkot

officials, it was observed that the appellant have carried forward the balance of

!';ducation C:ess, SB C:ess, KK Cess to the tune of Rs. 12,12,423/- to their Tran-

I . The balances of Cenvat credit of aforesaid Cesses are not eligible input

credit for purpose of carrying out in Tran- 1. The appellant reversed the wrongly

availed credit amounting to Rs. 12,12,423/- vide DRC-03 dated 12.03.2019.

However, did not agree to pay applicable interest and penalty.

Further, it was also observed that they had availed cenvat credit on the

of challans dated 28.07.2017 in respect of service tax paid under RCM on

and Manpower Recruitment Agency to the tune of Rs.9,70,765/ -

.2,99,711/ - + Rs. 6,71,054/-’) for the month of June 20 17 which was
A

allowed in terms of Circular No.207/5/2017-Service Tax dated 28.09.2017

according to which credit in respect of service tax for June 2017 paid under

RCM bY 5th/6th JuIY 2017 can be transitioned by filing revised ST-3 Return. In

the present case, the appellant made payment of Service Tax for the month of

June’2017 after 5th/6th July’20171 therefore the credit of Rs.9l702765

LFansltlc)ned through TRAN-1 is not correct and required to be recovered along

wllb interest and penalty from them. The appellant reversed the credit amount

of Rs'9270l765/- vi(ie form GST DRC-03 dated 12.03.2019, however declined to

pay the interest and penalty.

4. Accordingly3 show cause notice dated 15. 1 2.2021 was issued to the

appellant asking them as to why;-

t1) The credit of ( 1) Education Cess, SB Ccss, KK Cess to the tune of

Rs' 12: 12?423 and (2) Service Tax paid under RCM amounting to
Rs.9>709765/- should not be demanded and recovered from them,

under the provisions of Rule 121 of the CGST Rules. 2017 read with

Section 74( 1 ) of the CC,ST Act2 2017

1
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(ii)

(111)

(iV)

The reversed amount of Rs.21,83, 188/- (Edu Cess, SB Cess, KK (_’ess

– Rs. 12, 12,423 + Service Tax paid under RCIW – Rs.9,70,765/-) pt
under Form GST-DRC 03 dated 12.03.2019 should not be

appropriated against their outstanding demand as mentioned above.

Interest should not be charged and recovered from them under the

provisions of Section 50 of the CC;ST A-ct; and

Penalty should not be imposed on them under the provisions of

Section 74(1) of the COST Act, 2017.

-+

5 . The adjudicating authority confirmed the demand of Rs.21,83, 188/- and

appropriated the same which was reversed by the appellant vi(ie DRC-03 dated

12.03.2019 and levied interest at applicable rate under 50 of the CGST Act,

2017 and imposed equal amount of penalty under Section 74(1) of the CGST

Act, 2017 on the following grounds;-

(i) that the appellant carried forward the ineligible credit of Ed.C:ess, SB

Cess1 KK Cess amounting to Rs. 12, 12,423/- which were ineligible credit as per

Explanation 1 and Explanation 2 to Section 140 of the CGST Act, 2017 as they

were unlisted in the said explanations.

(ii) that as per Circular No.207/5/2017-ST dated 28.09.2017, onIY those

Service Tax payment for the month of June’2017, credit can be availed where

the payment was made by 5th/6th July’2017 and in thq present case the

appellant paid the tax under RCM amounting to Rs.9,70,765/- beyond the time

limit mentioned in the Circular dated 28.09.2017, which is in contravention to

/:„IIT-=he Circular referred above.

(iiI:::;;:=-::'."==::---';:'“';’"'~''::’-''"“““\q ''dp+ ;\P'.Q f - '9 fF

\.\_A „./a/ The Respondent has erred in law while deciding in the impugned order
that Ed.(''ess SHE (.-less and KKC does' nt form part of CENVAT credit referred

to in subsection (1) of Section 140 of the ACT; that Explanation 3 to Section

140 did not have any bearing over the provisions of sub-section(1) of Sectlon

140 of the Act

(ii) The respondent failed to appreciate that the credit of Rs'9,70'765/- was

veIl well incorporated in the returns by way of revision carried out as per the

provisions of the erstwhile law.

(iii) Had not appreciated jurisprudence which prevails at all times that the

provisions appearing on the date of the action shall be- taken 11:ltQ cognlzancT
The DroviSiOns appearing in the ACT as on the date on which Form TRAN-1

2
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/as filed by the appellant were very much complied with and existed nothing in

the Act to deprive the benefit of transition of KKC, Ed.Cess and SHE Cess.

T

Q

(iv) The amendments of Section 140 cannot be made retrospectively. The

retrospective amendments made in Section 140 cannot alter the position

concluded by the appellant as well as GSTN as per the prevalent statutory

provlslons.

(v) The facts before the adjudicating authority were revenue neutral and

thus no coercive actions under Section 74 of the Act were required to be carried

out.; that in case the credit was not allowed to be transitioned to GST regime,

the same ought to have been refunded to the appellant.

(vi) The notice issued to the appellant is illegal and improper, as it has been

issued under Section 74 of the Act, despite of no suppression on part of the

appellant; the carried forward through TRAN-1 were communicated to the

GSTN as well as jurisdictional office; No DRC-01 was issued as summary to

Notice as required under provisions to Rule 142 of the CGST Rules, 2017.

(vli) That Section 74 are not applicable in case of reversal of the credits taken

in Form Tran-1 when the credits were not utilized by the Appellant until
reversal;

§£t%
g L;

§lons

That no interest under Section 50 of the Act, can be demanded when the

In dlspute was not actually utilized by the appellant until reversal; the

of Section 74 is inapplicable to the credit taken under Section 140,

therefore equal amount of penalty cannot be imposed thereunder;

(iX) ’ With the above submissions, the appellant has prayed to allow their
appeal and to set aside the impugned order.

PERSONAL HEARiNG

7' Personal hearing in the matter was held on 13.12.2023. wherein Shri

Rahul Patel, CA appeared before me on behalf of the appellant as authorized

representatlve’ Durlng the course of personal hearing it was submitted that
Cess was reversed and since not utilized and balance till the date of reversal

was rnalntalnedl SO no interest and penalty iS payable since reversed much

before the issue of show cause notice in view of Section 73(b) . Further: the O_1_

O lmposes- penaltY under section 74 which is not leviable, since no suppression
or willful mis-statement.

8' As regaFds the credit of Rs.9,70,765/- of GTA taken on RCM in Service

Tax, the said amount is paid on 28.07.2017 and the same was availed in ST-3

and then availed credit as per Section ] 40 of the CGST Act> 2017. As regards

3
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the Circular No'207/5/2017-ST d,t,d 20.09.2017, th,,, i, n, ,,,triction on

date of payment. Since dl the legal provision has been complied with tF -

Femand confir-led bY the Adjudicating At,tho,ity is without any 1,ga.1 basis and

is arbitrary' In view of the above requested to allow their dprJedl.

DISCUSSIONS AND FINDINGS

’F

9- i have gone through the facts of the caset written SUbmissiOns

=nacie bY the 'clppetlarLt’ . i and that th, main i,,u, t. b, d,,ided in the

lrlstant case is (i) whether the appeal has been filed within the prescribed

tune- limit and €ii} whether th, imp„gn,d .,d,, pa,,,d by the
adjudicating authority is legal and proper.

IO' First of all, i would like to take UP the issue of filing the appeal and

before deciding the issue of filing the appeal on merits) it is imperative
t 1 1pIL Ia1n t t ]!Hp][n 1e 1SII t 1a[n t 1LIL t ory provisiOns beg and through ) which are reprodUCed
below:

; !!!;ePH it!: q :iqeInT::n;}}}dJ{ :g P=i Pi31Il:{if?;:T:iiI):er
(2)

Qa) td Hi:

g;HBH4&' A:H::=E
Ft

''SHe

f-\
/

ll' i observe that in the instant case that as against the

Impugned order of dated 08.05.2023, the appeal has b'een filed on

14'08.2023 i.e- appeal filed within the normal period prescribed under

Section 107(1) of the CGST Act, 2017. 1 find that the present appeal is

well within the time limit and I proceed ahead to decide the case.

12. 1 have carefully gone through the facts of the case available on record$,

submissions made by the 'Appellant’ in the Appeals Memorandum. I find that

the ' Appellant’ had availed the credit of (1) Central Excise/Service Tuc,

Education Cess, Secondary & Higher Education Cess and Krishi Kal)'an Cess

overall amounting to Rs. 12, 12,423/- through TRAN-1 as transitional credit

which has been detected by the Department while conducting audit of the

4
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ppe11ant; (2) The appellant had carried forward the credit of service tax paid

under RCM for the month of June 2017 was allowed in terms of

CircularNo.207/5/2017-Service Tax dated 28.09.2017 according to whlch

credit in respect of service tax for June’2017 paid under RCM bY 5th/6th JuIY

2017 can be transitioned by filing revised ST-3 return and the appellant had

made' payment of Service Tax for the month of June 2017 was made after

5th/6th July’2017, therefore the credit of Rs.9,70,765/- transitioned through

TRAN-1 is not correct. The appellant had reversed both the credits vide DRC-03

dated 12.03.2019. Accordingly, a SCN dated 15.12.2021 was issued to the

appellant in this regard. Thereafter, the adjudicating authority vide impugned

order has confirmed the demand of wrongly availed credit of Cesses and ITC

wrongly availed both totaling to the tune of Rs.21,83, 188/- under the

provisions of Rule 121 of CGST Rules, 2017 read with Section 74(1) of the

CGST Act, 2017 interest as applicable, under Section 50 and equal amount of

penalty under Section 74 of the CGST Act, 2017.

R.

13. Further, from the submissions of appellant I find that the appellant is

maInly contending that the Section 140(1) refers to 'CENVAT CrechE’ carried

forward in the return and the explanation to Chapter XX 'TrarLsitiortal

Provisions ’ states that the term 'CENVAT Credit’ used in thjs chapter shall have

meaning as assigned to them in the Central Excise Act, 1944 or the rules

there under (i.e. CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004) ; that in view of said

a registered person shall be eligible to carry forward the credit into

regime. The appeILant has accordingly -contended in this appeal that

a co-Jolnt readlng of Section 140(1) and aforesaid Explanation, it is evident

that anY credit which qualifies as eligible CENVAT Credit under the CENVAT

Credit Rules, 2004 and shown in the return filed under erstwhile regime, shall
be carried forward into the GST regime.

’latIN He

ons

14' 1 hnd that the a.ppetlartt has further contended that vide CGST

(Amendment> Act> 20181 explanation 3 was inserted with retrospective effect

hom 01-07.2017 that inter-aha clarified that “eLigible duties and taxes” will not

include Cess, not specified in Explanation 1 and 3 ; that the said amendment

has not been notified bY the Government and presently, not in operation.

AccordlngIYl theY had carried fOIward the CENVAT credit accumulated on

account of Cesses through TUN-1. In view of the samel the appellant has

contended that theY have correctly carried forward the credit of Cesses into
GST regime

5
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t
BI

15. Since, the appellant has contended that the amendment that excluding

Cess irl “eligible duties and taxes” has not been notified by (,overnment1 1 ref

the relevant Explanation 3. The same is reproduced as under :

E;xpZcznat{on 3.' For removal of doubts, it is hereby dartBed that the

expression "eligible duties and taxes" excludes any cess which has not

been speciBed in Explanation 1 or Explanation 2 and any cess which is

collected as additional duty of customs under sub-section (1) of section 3 of
the Customs Tadfy- Act, 1975 (5 1 of 1975).]

The Explanation 3 is inserted w.e.f. 01.07.2017 by s.28 of =The Central Goods

and Services Tax (Amenciment) Act, 2018 (No. 31 of 2018)’. And the Government

of india vide Notification No. 02/2019 – Central Tax dated 29.01.2019 appoints

the 01.02.2019, as the date on which the provisions of the C,erttral

Goods and Services Tax (Amendment) Act, 2018 (3 1 of 2018), except clause

(b) of section 8, section17, section:18, clause (a) of section 20,sub-clause (i) of

clause (b) and sub-clause (i) of clause (c) of section28, shall come into force. In

the present matter the SCN vide which demanded the wrongly availed

Transitional Credit is issued on 15.12.2021. Accordingly, I do not find any

force in the contention of the appellant . In view of foregoing, I am of the

considerate view that in the present matter, as per Section 140 of the CGST

Act, 2017 it is very much clear that transitional credit of Education Cess,

Secondary & Higher Education C:ess and Krishi Kalyan Cess under TRAN-1 is

not admissible.

Rae\ 16. Now coming to the second issue that the appellant had carried forward

f8hJ=='::'.' 1::=::':':.'.,=;=r.=£';:::';:'*':=:'"',:r.:J=:;* +3)+ /fr 'V

:’®'T’q-’ )f according to which credit in respect of service tUI for June’2017 paid under

\-"""-’'” RC*M by 5th/6th July 2017 can be transitioned by filing revised ST-3 return and

the appellant had made paytnent of Service Tax for the month of June 2D 17

was made after 5u,/6th JuIY'20171 ie. on 28.07.20177 therefore the credit of

Rs.9270:765/_ transitioned through TRAN-1 is not correct. In this regard,

during the course of personal hearing2 the authorized representative of the

appellant stated that the said amount was paid on 28.07.2017 and they availed

this credit in ST-3 and then availed the credit as per Section 140 whlch is

admissible. Further) as per Circular No.207/5/2017-ST dated 20.09.2017,

based on which the audit objection has been raised, the appellant informed

that as per the said circular there is no restriction on date of paYment> thus

they have complied with all legal provisions and the demand confirmed bY the

Ldiudicating authority is without any legal basis and is arbitFarY'

6
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/. I find it proper to go through the contents of the Circular

No.207/5/2017-ST dated 28.09.2017 which is as under:-

'2. 0 Reflection of transitional credit arising out of payment of senlice tax on

reverse charge basis after 30th June, 2017 and by 5th/ 6th July, 2017. 2.1 1 am

directed to refer to certain instances of assessees, who had chosen to wait till

5th/ 6th JuLy, 2017 to make the payment of senice tax on reverse charge basis,

instead of paying the same by 30-6-2017, These cases wouLd be ones where the

seruice was received before 1-7-2017and payment for the uatue of the senace

was aLso made before 1-7-2017. Since the input tax credit in cases of payment

under reverse charge would be at;attable only after payment of sen;ice tax, these

assessees had doubts as to whether the details of credit should be included in
the return in Form ST-3 or in Form GST IRAN- 1.

2.2 The matter has been examined. In such cases, details of credit arising as a

consequence of payment of service tax on reverse charge basis after 30th June,

2017 bY 5th/ 6th July, 2017, the detaiLs should be indicated in Part I of Form ST-

3 in entries, 13.1.2.6, 13 2.2. 6 and 13 3.2.6. LirtIced entries should be made in

Part H of Form ST-3. In case the return has already been fIled by or after the due

date, these detaiLs should be indicated in the revised return, the time for Bling of

which is 45 days from the date of Bling of the return.

S Ke4; i

zs necessarY to give compliant ass£ssees who had Bled their ST-3 return by
date or some days Later, an immediate and viable tuirLdotu irt which a

return can be Ned consequent to the issue of this instruction. Hence all

tettInts foF the peYiod 1-4- 2017 to 30-6- 2017 u;tact\ kaye been fIled upto
and inctusiue Of the 31St daY Of August1 2017, shall be deemed to have been

Ned on 31-8-201 7. This witt glue all such assessees some more days to Pe a

fevlsed retuwt, if necessitated. Once details of such credit are reytected in the ST-

3, the assess'ee maY proceed to $tt in the details in Form &ST TRAN- I . It may be

noted that as on date, GST TRAN-1 can be fIled upto 31-10-2017 and can also be
revised. ”

I observe from the above circularJ as per para 2.2, the appellant had option to
cotrect the wrongIY availed credit bY giving details of the same in Part-I of Form

ST-3 in entrics at 13'1'2'6, 13'2'2'6 and 13.3.2.6 and accordingly linked
entries should be made in Part-H of Form-ST-3 in the revised ST-3 return. On

going through the Revised ST-3 for the period April _ June72017 which was

bled on 15'09'20177 the figures in the said COIUmns were mentioned as '0,

Therefore, I observe that inspite of given an opportunity by the CBIC through

Clrcular No' 207/5/2017-Service Tax dated 28.09.20172 the appellant has

falled to correct their mistake of Wrongly availed credit of service tax paid under

RCM directIY in TRAN-1. The appellant’s contention during the course of

7
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a

9

personal hearing that no time limit has been set in the said circular cannot be

accepted

18. Further, as regards to order for demand & recovery of interest the

appellant has contended that, the credit in dispute was not actually utilized by

the appellant until reversal of it and therefore no interest liability would not

arise. However, if tax is payable under Section 74, interest shall also be

payable under Section 50 of the CGST Act, 2017. Accordingly, the adjudicating

authority has held that the noticee has carried forward transitional credit and

therefore ordered for recovery of interest under Section 50 of the CGST Act,

2017. Accordingly, I do not find any force in the contentions of the appellant in

this regard . /

19. Further, as regards to imposition of penalty of Rs.21,83,188/- 1 find that

the appellant has contended that penalty under Section 74 of the CGST Act is

not imposable in the matter of credit taken under Section 140. The provisions

of Section 74 is inapplicable to the facts of the case as there was no

suppression, willful mis-statement or fraud caused by the appellant. Whereas,

in the present case they had carried forward CENVAT credit balance qs on

30.06.2017 in electronic credit iedger in respect of Ed.Cess, SHE and KKC and

service tu< paid under RCM, which are termed as ineligible credit, where the

/.p__:\ duty was paid beyond 5th/6th July, 2017. in respect of non-payment of penalty

/£§:ba:i;h, ,pp,Il,nt ,t,t,d th,t th„, h,, b,,. ., ,„PP„„i,. with i.t,.t t, ,v,de

N+];;''':'’"'’'’'’='''"*'T';::“I”'T*:
'~.„ '’; -'.:“*' /gt). In ale present matter, as discussed in foregoing paras i find that the

hI

=z appellant had wrongly carried forward ITC of CeSS amounting tO

Rs. 12,12,423/- and availed credit of RCM amounting to Rs.9,70>765/- when

the paYment was not done on the prescribed date. The appellant had reversed

the cenvat credit of cesses and ITC credit amounting to Rs'21,83,188/- before

issuance of the show cause notice.

21. In the instant case, neither the demand notice nor the impugned o£der

has brought out any non declaration or any additional information on record to

aUege suppressic.)i of facts. UpOn deduction by the audit part:YI the appellant

had paid the tax liability vide DRC-03 dated 12.03'2019' Therefore, it is

obse,wed that there is no evidence exist to invoke the provisions of fraud or

willful misstatement or suppression of fact' As to allege suppression’ then
should be non_declaration of facts or information in the return' The term

'suppression' in the explanation is defined as under:

8
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For the purposes of this Act, the expression "suppression" sh,all mean non-
declaration of facts or information which a taxable person is required to declare
in the retunr> statentertt, report or any other document furnished under this Act or
the rules made there under, or failure to furnish any information on being asked
for, in writing, by the proper officer.

It is observed that the appellant has declared their tax liability in GSTR- 1 and

also discharged the tax liability along with interest. In view of the above it is

observed that in the instant case, no evidence exist about any wilful-

misstatement or suppression of facts to evade tax as per Section 74 of CGST

Act, 2017. As to allege suppression, there should be non-declaration of facts
or information in the return.

q
P

I n

a

22. Considering the above facts, the question of invoking provisions of

Section 74 of the GST Acts, 2017 and imposition of penalty under Section 74 of

the CGST Acts, 2017 in this case does not arise as the charges of fraud or any

willful-misstatement or suppression of facts to evade tax have not been

established against the appellant. However, the appellant has contravened the

of Section 16 & Section 140 of the act as they have wrongly availed

to Tran- 1 and RCM which is not eligible and accordingly they are

pay penalty under Section 122(2) (a) of the CGST Act 2017.

provlslorls

Cesses

1 22. Penalty for certain offences.-

An)J registered person who supplies any goods or services or both on which

anY tax has not been paid or short-paid or erroneously refunded, or where the

Input tax credit has been wrongLy avaited or utilised,-

Cal for anY reason, other than the reason of fraud or any tvUfut

TTUsstatement or suppression of facts to euade tax, shall be liable to a
penaltY of ten thousand rupees or ten per cent. of the tax due from such
person, wtacttever is higher;

23.. In view of the above discussions1 1 order as under:

(i) Upheld the demand of interest under Section 50(3) of CC,ST Ac,tp 2017

on ineligible ITC availed and utilized in respect of Ed.CeSS7 SHE, and K.rishi
Kalyan Cess.

(ii) Also upheld the demand of interest under Section 50(3) on ITC availed
and utilized on ITC on taxes paid under RC'M after due date.

(111) 1 drop the penaltY imposed by the adjudicating authority under Section

74 of the CGST Act2 2017 on the wrongly availed credits and impose penalty
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under Section 122(2) (a) amounting to Rs. 2, 18,319/- ie. 10% of Rs.

21,83,188/- of the wrongly availed ITC.

Accordingly i modify the impugned Order-in-Original dated 08.05.2023 to the
above extent,

24.

terms .

wftMqafRra6#qtq{wfrq%rfMraBqM T6F+f%nRTTT Rl

The appeal filed by the appeliant stands disposed of in above

{Adesh Ku
Joint Commissioner (Appteals)/ / Attested i i

$„dVI
(VI ISh

Superintendent (Appeals)

Date: ' .0 1.2024

Central Tax, Ahmedabad.

By R.P.A.D
To ,

M is. Adani Wilmar Limited. ,

Fortune House,
Navrangpura, Ahmedabad – 380009.
Copy to:
1. The Principal Chief Commissioner of Central Tax, Ahmedabad Zone.
2. The Commissioner, CGST & C. Ex., Appeals, Ahmedabad.
3. The Commissioner, CGST & C. Ex., Ahmedabad-South.
4. The Dy/ Assn. Commissioner, CGST, Division-VI, Ahmedabad South.
5 . The Superintendent (Systems) , CGST Appeals, Ahmedabad.

ballard File .
7. p.A. File

J
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