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Arising out of Order-In-Original No. 241/ AC/Amratla1 K Maheshwari/Div.
(s) I n/ AI:)ad-South/JDM /2022-23 dated 28.02.2023 passed by The Assistmlt

Comnassioner, CGST Division-li, Ahmedabad South

Gt=fta©=fvrqrqalmr /

(q) I Name and Address of the
Appellant

M/s Amratlal Kirpadas Maheshwari
Matruchhaya Hospital, Unchi Sherry, Nr. Bus
Stop, Vatva, Ahmedabad – 380028

qB qf% RV wtt@wig + ydetv @svq war ! qt qq TV qTtW % vtt wt IPwlfa dtt qZTt{ WT yyy

©f&%ittqtwttv WInE#wrw8qq%gF%tv6m$,qVTf%qtqtVbfRva€t vvTr {I

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 audlority kl ale
following way.

WR TWH HT WtWr qT+qq:-

Revision application to Government of India:

(1) :r'dhraw€qqr@ vfMv,r994#tura#aFHt+qvTTTvvrq©% TR+lqtn gnr=#
an%rah vqq qTs% b &Mfa lqftwr qTMr wgN tif+, wta vr©n, f8v Mrw, nvtq fIwr,
gMT+fM, dt©TgNVqq, +uqvnf, q{fi®fT, rloool#r4tqFfT VT@ ,-

A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th 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 arst proviso to sub-section (i) of Section-
35 ibid

(%) qfin@=Fr6Tf++nq&+vqqdt§Mn @r+ + Wt w=nrnTr©q6wgrqq vr fW
WTrrntqw\wKFIH+Tm+ vrigqvnt+,nfqMw€nrHW wvnqqT{q€f+M6rwT++
nfq#Twrwn+§tw@$}vfqwrbaaqE{ frI

In case of any loss of goods where 'the loss occur in transit from a factory to a
warehouse or to another factory or from one warehouse to another during the course
of processing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in
warehouse. Cd:+

(©) vrtF + ut f+tft IT? vr qbT + fhrfftv vm qT qr vm + f+thibr +
@xqaqmbfttzhvTq#++rvrahgT®M ayn viv qfMi€ il
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The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shd1 be filed in quadruph<...ate in form BA_

3 as prescribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be
accompanled against (one which at least should be
Rs' liOOO/-1 Rs-5,000/- and Rs. IO,000/- where mnount of
refund is UPto 5 Lac, 5 Lac to 50 Lac and above 50 Lac
crossed bank draft in favour of Asstt. Registar of a branch
sector bank of the place where ale bench of any nominate public
place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated.

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.

qftqrvv6r \=mmf+7fRqTvrm+ giF (+n%n TZTqqt)fM7fhqnvm8'l(Tr)

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

(q) sHOT @rRH#t@nRTqj@%!TTTTT% fh qt vxa:ma TFq#q{e3hQ§Hrtw ahH
8Tnq+%rv#!eTfqq WIn,wftv%graqTf\vavqqqr #rvN+fRv©fbfbrq (+ 2) 1998

gRT 109 HRTR3HRu TKO-I

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 ale Commissioner (Appeals) on or aaerp the date appointed under
Sec. 109 of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998.

(2) #gbr ®T® qr„3(wftv) f+=mM,200r#fhPr 9 % +mfeRHfgTTqdWT BT-8 fa
vfhit +, §f©K Wt© % SIft WItqI tfqv fjqYq & ftq vrQ % {}dtIiq-qrtqr tT+ Bnfl,t qrtqr gt a-a

vm % wr aRa giMr Mn gmT qTfhl ati% WT=r UTm t vr tev qfhf % date Tra 35-1 +
f+afft7 qt bYTram % BT % vrq ftgH-6 vr@n ER ViI vfr 8#qTQT:

The above application shall be made in duplicate h Form No. EA-8 as specmed
under Rule, 9 of Central Excise (Appeals) Rules2 200 1 within 3 months from the date
on wInch the order sought to be appealed against is communicated uld shdl be

accompanied bY two copies each of the OIO 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 J 19442 under Major Head of Account.

t3i Rf+q7qltm + nq qd+mrm qq vm@Mmm+qq80@rt 200/- #vE,mi#r
VTR;it qd+MnqTq%vr@+@r©€TH\rooo/-4T:MWm©vTvl

The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the
amount involved is Rupees One Lac or less and Rs. 1l000/- where the amount involved
is more than Rupees One Lac.

Ibn eMI #;M®r®t gwqf §nmqq'Jjg dlqIR+ tuI % vR qM-
Apped tO CUStc)mp Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

Il ! #M wim T„T qftfbIT, 1944 qt wrtr 35-dt/35- 1 + +at,r:-
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA1 1944 an appeal hes tO :_

(2) 3MRf&aqfHq+Tmqvw%©©tnavtR,@©a+Trq+taTTqjq %-aT
RmT QM @ tqm @MT RFqrf#vFr (Ma) a MR &hr abT, WTTgTR + 2nd TT.iT,

WgT TmP Win, f?ka<qmR:, ;le-t<ldl<-3800041

To the west re#onal bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax AppeHate Tribunal
(CIESTAT) at 2-dfloor? Bahumali Bhawan, A$arwa, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad:
380004' in case of appeals other than as mentioned above para.

accompanied by fee of
duty / penalty / demand /
respectively in the form of

of any nominate public
bank of theuV

ge do, t
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(3) IIft w gfhi + q{ qq wf&git vr WiT&qT iTn e dr srM IF fBg % fRIT eM %r TIRTV wr{%
dv +fBn@rmqTf8q mov h 8i Eq vfr f# fBu q€tqBt+4V+hRVVqTfeqfiWftgbr
=mfb6wrq}vq wft-en:r#krvr©n#tqq©MfMVTVTg I

In case of the ordQr covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O. I.O.
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.IOO/-. for each.

(4) mTr@ gEm alf&fhm !970 Tqrlhitfb7 {T Brlq+r -1 + data fqEafi= f+R %VTr an
wtm vr qvwtw VqTftqft fhbm nf#qM iT meet + + vaq #f qq vfbIt v 6.50 qt vr @rqrVV

qr©fa@wn8qTqTfju I

One coPy of application or O.I.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-1 item of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) A fn+df#vvrqm~tqtf%hHr qt+qr&fhHt =Ft gtI vfl mTV ©rqfVefhn wmjfr tM
era%, ir.tw nVqa era% 1'++VTW wft6fkramTf$qor (6nffRf%) fhm, 1982 qf+fjcr{I

Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in
the Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.

(6) thT QJ@, k-fRI @qr€q eraT q++TTqr wf}3fbr awTflMar @a) t§ vfl @ftRt bTNit
+ TanfThr (Demand) u+ + (Penalty) Br 10% Tq- wn qm qjRRpt eI gTHH%, Hf&Bai if wn
10 mb VIR el (Section 35 F of the Centrd Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994)

+.iN wag veT ait< +nEt + ;gmtV, qTTfqH €NT Mr #F ThT (Duty Demanded) I

( 1) & (Section) IID %%d R8fftT ITfPr;

(2) fhn Tma §lqZ hRa qT ufihr;
(3)hTqahRZfbRit %fhFT6%a6dhruf#1

q€q$qn'dfBvwftv' tvB% Id VW#tgqqTqVWftV’qTf8V m++fRv if gif vmfbn
Tru {i

For an appeal to be 61ed 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)

(ii)
(iii)

amount determined under Section 11 D;
amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

(6) (i) q€gttqT%VftWfl© ITf&%wr+©vw qd qpr wgn ql©qTWVfRqHiV €T7t;fhTfbq wi
qT$ b 10% Tmqqt3hqd#®®€Mfta€tv+ WTb 10% y=mT7qr#tqTSM tl

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on
payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penaltY are in dispute2
or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.

h„__!..,'/'



F. No. GAPPL/COM/STP/4108/2023-Appeal

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s. M/s Amratlal Kirpadas

Maheshwari, Matruchhaya Hospital, Unchi Sherry, Nr. Bus Stop, Vatva,

Ahmedabad – 380028 (hereinafter referred to as “the appellant”) against Order-

in-Original No. 241/AC/Armatlal K Maheshwari/Div-il/A’bad-South/IDM

/2022-23 dated 28.02.2023 (hereinafter referred to as “the impugned order”)

passed by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST Division-n, Ahmedabad South

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

2. Briefly stated, the facts of the case are that the appellant is holding PAN

No. ABCPM8187D. On scrutiny of the data received from the Central Board of

Direct Taxes (CBDT) for the Financial Year 2016-17, it was noticed that the

appellant had earned an income of Rs. 20,36,365/- during the FY 2016- 17,

which was reflected under the heads “Sales / Gross Receipts :from Services

(Value from iTR)” or “Total amount paid / credited under Section 194C, 1941,

19411, 194:1 (Value from Form 26AS)” provided by the Income Tax department.

Accordingly, it appeared that the appellant had earned the said substantial

income by way of providing taxable services but has neither obtained Service

Tax registration nor paid the applicable service tax thereon. The appellant was

called upon to submit copies of Balance Sheet, Profit & Loss Account, Income

pal Return, Form 26AS, for the said period, However, the appellant had not

responded to the letters issued by the department.

2.1 Subsequently, the appellant was issued a Show Cause Notice F.No.

WS0205/TD-16-17/SCN-AbCRATLAL KIRPALDAS MA}mSHWAIU/2020-

21 dated 30.03.2022 demanding Service Tax amounting to Rs. 3,05,455/- for the

period FY 2016-17, under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 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 77 &

Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994; and late fee for ST-3 return not filed/late

filed under Section 70 of the Finance Act, 1994 read with rule 7C of Service Tax

Rule, 1994.



F.No. G APPL/COM/STP/4108/2023-Appeal

2.2 The Show Cause Notice was adjudicated \rjde the impugned order by the

adjudicating authoriW wherein the. demand of Service Tax amounting to Rs.

3,05,455/- was confirmed under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 of the

Finance Act, 1994 along with Interest under Section 75 of the Fihance Act, 1994

for the period from FY 2016-'17. Further (i) Penalty of Rs. 3,05,455/- was also

imposed on the appellant under Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994; (ii) Penalty

of Rs. IO,000/- was imposed on the appellant under Section 77(1) of the Finance

Act, 1994; and (iii) penalty of Rs. 10,000/- Section 70 of the Finance Act, 1994

read with Rule 7(= of the Service Tax Rule, 1994.

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the aF)peilant have preferred

the present appeal on the following grounds:

a TIre show eause notice was issued only or! a§§wmrption and

preswrnptior! basis and aceor€1ing ly uphold bY the learned

adjudicating authority,

As is evident from the impugned order issued by the learned

adjudicating authority that the show cause demanding service tax of

Rs.3,05,455/- for the FY 2016-17 was issued merely on the details

obtained by the depalUnent from the Income tax department and without

going in to the facts of the activities carried out bY the appellant. WhIle

issuing the show cause notice it was presumed by the departments that the

income declared by the appellant in his income Tax Returns were towards

rendering of taxable service and service tax not paid was computed

straightway on the Income declared by the appellant in his Income Tax

Return filed for Financial Year 2016-17.

o The iInpugned order is issued in gross violation of principle of natural

justice

As is evident from the impugned ordeF that the impugned show cause

notice is adjudicated on ex_parte basis by the !eauBd adjudicating

authority. The reason advanced by the learned adjudicating authofltY is

that the appellant was failed to submit their written submission and did

not „main,d p,,,,nt for personal hearing on the scheduled dates' in thls

5



F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/4108/2023-Appeal

regard, the appellant submit that the appellant has submitted required

documents to the department however it were submitted in wrong range,

It was 'the duty of the officer of the concerned receiving range either to

in B)rm the appellant about the correct range and/or division or the

receiving officer could have by himself transferred the documents to the

proper range/division. Further being a medical professional, he being not

well verse with Service tax laws, and he could not pursue the hiring of

consultant for the necessary compliance to the show cause notice. Under

the circumstances the appellant contend that the impugned order is issued

in gross violation of principal of natural justice. There are plethora of

decisions delivered by various appellate forum and vmious courts of

across India. The appellant would like to rely upon few of them as under;

(i) Reema Gases (P) Ltd vs Commissioner of Central Excise reported

at 2014(307) ELT129 (Tri-Kolkata)

Hetro Labs Ltd vs Assistant Commissioner of Customs (Group

T),Chennai reported at 2019 (370) E.L.T. 234 (Telangana).

Reliance Infrastnlcture Ltd. Vs Commissioner of(:ustoms,

Chennai-IVrepoaed at2017 (357) E.L. T. 865 (Tri. - Chennai)

Ashesh Goradia vs Commissioner of Central Excise, Mumbai- iII

reported at 2013 (295) E.L.T. 547 (Tri. - Mumbai).

Urvashi Enterprises vs Commissioner of Central Excise, Meerut

reported at 2002 (150) E.L.T. 1005 (Tri. - Del.).

')

(ii)

(111)

(iV)

(V)

O Service rendered by the appellant is categorized as Clinical

Establishrnent and the same are Exempt vi(ie Mega Exemption

Notification No. 25/2012-Service Tax, dated: 20th June, 2012 under

Section 66B read with any exemption Notificatiorr.

The appellant submits that during the perIod 2016-17 he was

running his medical establishment under the name and style of Matlu

Chhaya Hospital and the same are Exempt Service.

Evidencing head wise Income the appellant enclosed herewith

following documents



F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/41c)8/2023_Appeal

1. CoPY of P&l, iTR Acknowiedgement, Statement of income and Form

26AS for Financial Year 2016-17;

2' CoPY of CeaiHcate of Registration under. Section 5 of the Bombay

Nursing Homes Registration Act 1949 (See Rule 5) in Form ’'c'’ issued by

Ahmedabad Municipal Coli)oration.

a Taxaklility of head wise Irlco ime.

As per the Mega Exemption Notification No. 25/20 12-Service Tax> dated

204 June> 2012 Services provided by a Medical Establishment are exempt

bide Sr. No. 2(i) under Section 66B of the said Act. The reievant portion

of notification is produced as under:

'G.S.R. 467(E).- in exercise of the powers conferred by sub_section

(1) of secTion 93 of the Finance Act, 1994 (32 Of }99d) (hereinafter

referred to as the said Act) and in stl.persession of notifIcation m,tmbe1,

12/2012- Service Tax> dated the 17th March, 2012, published in the

Gazette of india, Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) \, ide

nu'wlber G.SR. 210 (E), dated the !7th March, 2012, the Central

Government, being satisfIed that it is necessary in the public interest

so to do, hereby exempts the foTloM>ing taxable services y’rom the whole

of the service tax Ie\?table thereon under section 66B of the said Act!

namely : -

2. (@) Health care services by a clinical estabUshwte7n, an authorized

medical practitioner or para medics ; "

in_ view of above submissiOn the appellant humbly submit the set aside

and modi6/ the impugned order of learned adjudicating authority to the

extent mentioned above

The Appellant have no other alternative, equally efficacious remedy

available to the Appellant and the reliefs prayed for in the Appeal, if

granted, would be adequate and complete.

The Appellant also submits otherwise provided. This appeal can also be

treated as submitted under Repeal and Saving Section 174 of Central

Goods & Service Tax Act. 2017 as made effective from 01.07.20 17

I
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F.No.GAPPL/COIVI/STP/4108/2023-Appeal

a The Appellant request to add such other and further grounds, reliefs and

submissions as may be urged at the time of hearing of this appeal.

a The Appellants craves leave to add to, alter or amend the grounds

mentioned above, before the present Appeal is heard and disposed ot

4. Personal hearing in the case was held on 24.01.2024. Shri. Sumit

Ghanshyamdas Kherajani, Chartered Accountant, appeared on behalf of the

appellant for personal hearing. He stated that e the appellant is a Doctor

(gynecologist) and is providing health care Services which are exempted.

5. Before taking up the issue on merits, I proceed to decide the Application

filed seeking condonation of delay. As per Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994,

an appeal shouid be filed within a period of 2 months from the date of receipt of

the decision or order passed by the adjudicating authority. Under the proviso

appended to sub-section (3 A) of Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994, the

Commissioner ( Appeals) is empowered to condone the delay or to allow the

filing of an appeal within a further period of one month thereafter if, he is

satisfied that the appellant was prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the

appeal within the period of two months. Considering the cause of delay given in

application as genuine, I condone the delay of 3 days and take up the appeal for

decision on merits.

6. 1 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 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

2016-17

7. 1 find that in the SCN in question, the demand has been raised for the

period FY 2016-17 based on the Income Tax Returns filed by the appellant. I

further find that the order has been passed e:

8



F.No.GAPP L/COM/STP/4108/2023-Appeal

- 8' The appellant contended that they have running his medical establishment

unde= the name and style of M'tr' C}'h,y, Hospital> whi„h i, ,,,mpted ,.s p„

the Sr. No. 2 of the Nod6cation No. 25/2012-Service Tax dated 20.06.2012.

9' . it is obse"’ed &Qm the case records that the appellant is a Pra,ti,ing

gYnecologist, having registration with The Alunedabad Medical Association life

member No' L-4603. He has submitted his Ahmedabad Medical Assot./iadon life

member Certificates degree of Bachelor of Medicine and Bachelor of Surgery

unlversltY of Sind and Certificate of authorized to carry the nursing home

Manu ChtnYa Hospital) issued by the Ahmedabad Municipal Corporation.

ICy As regards the exemption claimed by the appeilant9 it is observed that as

per Sr. No. 2 of the Nod acation No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.20129 Health Care

Services provided bY a clinical establishment or an authorized medica'

practaloner or pma-medics, are exempted taxable services from the whole of the

sei:vIce tax !eviable thereon under section 66B of the said Act.

•l

I

II. As per definition of Health Care Services given in Para 2d) of the

Notification No. 25/20 12-ST dated 20.06.20129 “Health Care ServiLeS99 _ mean.,

anY service bY waY of diagnosis or treatment or care for illness> injury>

deformitY, abnormalitY or pregnancY in any recognized system of medicines i11

india and includes services by way of transportation of the patient to and from a

clinical establishment, but does not include hair transplant or cosrnedc or plastic

surgerY9 except when wrderta:ken to restore or to reconstruct anatomy Of

Rlnctions of bodY ' affected due to congenital defects, developmental

abnormalities, injury or trauma.

4

I

i

12. Futher, as per deanition of Authorised Medical Practitioner given in Para

2(d) of the Notification No. 25/20 12-ST dated 20.06.2012, “Authorized Medical

Practitioner” means a medical practitioner registered with any of the councils of

the recognized system of medicines established or recognized by law in India

and includes a medical professional having the requisite qualification to practice

rF itn
C! b 'q

;

:r g



F.No.GAPPL/COM/STP/4108/2023-Appeal

P

in any recognized system of medicines in India as per any law for the time being

in force;

13 . Further, as per definition of Clinical Establishment given in per Para 2G)

of the Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012, “Clinical Establishment”

means a hospital, nursing home, clinic, sanatorium or any other institution by,

whatever name called, that offers services or facilities requiring diagnosis or

treatment or care for illness, injury, deformity, abnormality or pregnancy in any

recognized system of medicines in India, or a place established as an

independent entity or a pan of an establishment to carry out diagnostic or

investigative services of diseases.

14. In view of the above, I and that the Health Care Services provided by a

clinical establishment, an authorized medical practitioner or para-medics, are

exempted from the whole of the service tax !eviable thereon under section 66B

of the said Act. In the present case, the appellant has submitted his medical

registration certificate, and also submitted details of the service provided by him.

As per the ledger and details provided by the appellant, I find that during the FY

2016-17, the appellant had received from OPD patient fees and Indoor patient

fees from providing treatment of patient at said Hospitals.

15. In view of the 4bove, I am of considered opinion that the appellant during

the FY 2016-17 were engaged in providing Health Care Services, which are

exempted fi'om levy of the service tax thereon under Section 66B of the Finance

Act, 1994 in terms of Sr. No. 2 of Notiacatior! No. 25/2012-ST dated

20.06.2012. Thus, the income received by them during the FY 2016-17 is not

liable for Service Tax as demanded under the instant Show Cause Notice. The

impugned order is not legally sustainable on merits and is liable to be set aside.

16. Since the demand of service tax is not sustainable on merits, i am not

delving into the aspect of natural justice raised by the appellant. When the

demand fails, there does not arise any question of chR@ng interest or imposing

penalty in the case



] F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/4108/2023-Appeal

17. Accordingly, I set aside the impugned order and allow the appeal filed by

the appellant.

18. ntTH%at@F6##T©§ntlR%TfMRTSRM,INt&$fQMaaT il

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

+ +P'

nrgqa Wari> .

Dated: gO January, 202-:.

Wi dhaa,N6aqT©H
BY RPAD / SPEED POST

To

M/s. Amr MIa! Kirpadas b4iaheshwari,

Matruchhaya Hospital, Un_chi Sherry,

Nr. Bus Stop, Vatva,
Ahmedabad – 380028.

Copy to :

1) The Principal Chief Comnrissioner, Central GST3 Ahmedabad Zone
2) The Conxnissioner, CCST, Ahmedabad South
3) The Assistant Cornrnissioner, CCST, Division iI9 Alameda'bad South
4) The supdt(Systems) Appeals Ahmedabad, with a request tO upload on Websites

t 5) Gua£d File
6) PA file
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