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14 - : _ Differential tax paid on account of declaration in 10 & 11 above

Sr.No. ~ Description Payable (3) Paid %)
. 4 2 . 3

A |Integrated Tax 0.00

B |Central Tax 0.00

C |State/UT Tax 0.00]
D |Cess - 0.00

E |Interest - 0.00]
Pt. VI Other Information

15 Particulars of Demands and Refun
Sr.No. Details Central Tax | State Tax/U Integrated | Ce

: ®) Tax (% Tax(?)
1 2 3 U 4

A | Total Refund claimed © 0.00 0.0 0.00

B | Total Refund sanctioned 0001 0.00 0.00

C |Total Refund Rejected ).0C 0.00 .00

D | Total Refund Pending X 0 .00

E |Total demand of taxes h 0.1 j 00!

F | Total taxes paid in respect Qf E 0.00 b

above : 2 o | e

G ' 0.00 0.00 1C 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

16 - ived from sition taxpayers, deemed supply under section 143 and goods sent on approval basis
Sr.No. Central Tax | State Tax /UT Tax Integrated Cess(X)

® ® Tax(3) '

AL




T bl

Supphes received from Compos:tlon
taxpayers

~ 0.00

"R

Deemed supply under section 143

aner ~ 0.00

C

000| 0.00

000]s 000 000
' . 0.00| 000

17. HSN Wise Summary of outward supplies.

18. HSN Wise Summary of inward supplies.

Goods sent on approval basis but not retumed .

To view the details uploaded for Table 17 & 18, download GSTRO in;EiceI{J_scn_format.,_

12

Late fee payable and paid

Sr.No.

Description

able(%)

.'I

A

Central tax

B.

State Tax

Verification: ; .

I hereby so!emnly afﬂrm and declare
nothing has been concealed there
the recipient of supply.

Date: 09-11-2019

yctio

is.tru

'_ect tot

.benefit

0.00]
0.00

of my knowledge and bel:ef and

of has been/wnll be passed on to

Name of Authorized S:gnatory
SOHAM MODI
Designation / Status

Designated Part'ner'



~ Form GSTR-3B

[See Rule 61 |

System Generated Summary

(For Reference only)

1. GSTIN

ADBFS328

AR

2(a). Legal Name of the Registered Person OAK VILLASLLP

| 2(b). Trade name, if any AK VILLA

3.1 Details of Outward supplies and inward supplies liabl _ erse i
Nature of Supplies xable egrated Central | State/UT Cess( .

i w U TaxRA WP | Tax(®) Tax(?) L

(a) Outward Taxable Supplies (Other Than Zero Rated, 815 0.00ff 0.00| 4,88,685.00 4,88,685.00 000 |
Rated and Exempted) :
(b) Outward Taxable Supplies (Zero Rated) 0. 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
(c) Other Outward Supplies (Nil Rated, E ed 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
(d) Inward Supplies (Liable to Reve e Ch: 63 720,00 0.00 38,501.00 38,501.00| 0.00
(e) Non-GST Outward Supplies 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.00] 0.00

2



3.2 Out of Supplies made in 3.1 (a) above, Details of Inter~

Composmon Taxable Persons and UIN Holders

State Supplies made to Unregistered P

Nature of Supplies - Total Taxabie value(®) | Integrated Tax(®)
Supplies Made to Unreglstered Persons - 0.00 0.00
Supplies Made to Composmon Taxable | Persons . 0.00| 0.00
Supplies Made to UIN holders 0.00 0.00
4. Eligible ITC ‘
| Details Integrated Tax(¥) | Centr ax(3) | State/UT Tz () | CessR)
(A ITC Avallabie(Whether in Full or Part) - 27,869:00 204 2-." 3,06 .00 0.00]
(1) Import of goods : ; 0.00 0.00
(2) Import of services : ¥ 0.00 0.00 0.00
(3) Inward supplies liable to reverse charge (other than 1 & 2 abQys 0,00 {10,35,949:00 10,35,949.00 0.00
(4) Inward supplies from ISD : D0 0.00 0.00{ 0.00
(5) All other ITC : 1007113.00| 100711300} 0.00
(B) ITC Reversed 0.00 0.00| 0.00
(1) As per rules 42 & 43 of CGST Rules 10.00 0.00| 0.00| 0.00
(2) Others ' 0.00 g0l .. " 000 0.00
(C) Net ITC Available (A-B) 27,869.00 20,43,062.0_0 20,43,062.00 0.00
(D) Ineligible ITC ~ 0.00 0.00 0.00{ 0.00f
(1) As per section 17(5 - 0.00 - 0.00 0.00| 0.00]
(2) Others ' 0.00 0.00 0.00| 0.00|

Y

)
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( ¢
5 Values of Exempt Nll Rated and Non- GST Inward Supplles
Natire of Supplies ' : o D !nter~8tate Supphes(?) Intra-State Supplies('?)
From a Supplier under Composmon Scheme Exempt and NII Rated Supply 6,46,168.50 ' :
[Non GST Supply ) :  7,45,397.00

5.1 Interest and Late fee

£

Details | Integrated Tax(%) | Central Tax(?) | State/UT Tax(®) | Cess(?) |

| Interest 0.00 0.00 000 0.00

Late fee 0.00 890.00 890.00 0.00 |

e S

o



6.1 Payment of Tax

Tax Paid Through ITC(?)

-

Description |Total Tax Tax/Cess Paid in | Interest Paid in aid in.
Erjavieit) = Integrated | Central Tax | State/UT Cess Cash(s) Gashs)
: Tax Tax
(A) Other than Reverse Charge ) B
Integrated Sl 0.00 |- 0.00| 000 0.00 0.00 [
Tax i -
Central Tax 4,88,685.00 | 0.00 | 4,88,685.00 0.00 | 0.00 0.00
State/UT Tax 4,88,685.00 0.00 | 0.00| 4,88,685.00| 0.00| )0
Cess 0.00 0.001° . 000|000
(B) Reverse Charge ot i EmeEe D
Integrated 0.00 0.00 0.00 1 0.00 0.00
Tax : :
| Central Tax 38,501.00 0.00 00 0.00 0.00
State/UT Tax 38,501.00 - 0.00 8,501.00 | 0.00 0.00
Cess 0.00 | 0.00 0.00 - 0.00
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Minutes ofthe9“’GST Cuur';ci'l_'gM-eetiﬁg-h:é!.d"ph' 16 Janu_ﬁifry_ .;2:(} 17

'I"he mnth meeimg of ihe GST Cauncsi (ht.r{.mat'tcr referred 1.0 as th:, Counui ) was held on -
!6 Janpary 2017 m V:gyan Bha\au New Delhi under the Chaujpersonshxp of 1he5 :

2 The fallowmg agenda ,xtems were listed for d:scussxon in the rumh mccung of thc'

Ccunc[i -

ate of the next mcetmg of the GST Councll
ny other agenda ;tcm wnh the penmssmn of thc Chalrpcrsm 4

i his opcmng remark_s, the Hon’ble Chdirpcrson neicomed all the Members. lle"‘
recalled that during the last mx eting of the Councd the Hon’ble Minister from Bihar had_

: -suggested thar Councﬁ sbould .also hear thc reprcsentatwes of the Power Sector 4‘::,'
; elcctrxctly was very. 1m;"30rtant to the common pcop]e He stated that, accordm_g.lv the =
'representatwes from the Pow::z: Sector had been mvxted to make a prescmatlon before 1he :

Counml

i ])mussmn en Agcnda Itcm

b ; -&genda l’tem 1 Brief oreqentations by rcnreqentmvcs of Powar Scctor =

! w_s a major mput for_, rmaI'powcr piams

He smtedkthaz any? change in the n;ﬁ‘ of' poWer"v»ouId have a big impact on’ the e economy
; : ‘ s Page 10f23 gy
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$o se ence. of pf.{fag,rép_ 395 of the_.

4 1 '{‘&1«. Ion‘b!e M;mster fmm Kr:rala s*tatcd that his version rgcordcd m ‘ihL sewnd oo =
~sentence of parag.mph 192 of the Mmutcs “should be changed and the phrase “to raise the'.
: Iff&ambic threshold” slmuld be replaced by the phrase ‘to encourage vnlunmry registration”.
~ The Council agreed to rcp}ace ihc, wversion of lhe Hon’ ble Mmmter as pcr ‘the suggeshon :

' made

: """24(11) in l‘CldUOn

e v:cw m"‘ the above d:scussmus for Agcnda item 2, the. Councﬂ dccsdcd 10 adoptf'
; the ‘v‘[mutes of'the 8 meetmg of the Counc:lthh the changes as rccorded beiow

: threshoid' by the phras > ‘to_ enuouragc voEuntary registration.”

; "‘6 2 To rcpiacc lhe c*{pressmn ‘fell shon’ mt}r the ewpresswn “is hkely to t‘ail shcrt or fell -
o e short’ in the fo’m‘th line of pamuraph 24(1:) of thc Mmutes pcrtamzng to Section 10(2) of the
"'-"Draft GST Compa.ns'l{mn Law ey

g'_""gndn‘ Item
'GS’T:‘?'?'-:'.-’:* R

.uProusmn nf Cros&—Emmwt:rment tn ensa

: dzscnssed in ﬁm "pﬁ:\nous meetmgs of the Council, stiH rcmamEd zind’ﬁthat somc.of. 1]'.;e.se¢:n: e
. ,'_-ji'glssucs had dlrect bearing on the issue of dual control and cross-empowerment. He proposed |
- ‘that these issues should be discussed first such as the 13 changes to the Model GST Law - o

pro sed bv thc Law Commmce and cucuiatcdf as an agenda note under -agenda item 7 fo

o 'off cers could 'ﬂso comnbute in thc dts mn to foliow 2

Page 4 of 23

L 5 2 The Hon blc _ . "'.sier from Kamala}\a smtcd that thc decxslon rccorded m pam;,raph; -

Mmﬁtes, by replacmg thc phrﬁse to raise the taxable.- ‘

Ly
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: Biii The Ch'urman, CBEC obser\cd !hat Cross-empowerment in the. context of Central
£ (Joocls and Services Tax (C(Jsi} and State Goods and Services Tax (SGST) was f..xmsagud
to "auhlate trade and 1o ensure maximum utilisation. of resources and skills of lhc tax

5 admm;strauon of the Centre and the Stales He observed that the States also wanted cross-

' admmlsuduons shall have Jurisdmnon over the entlre ta\.pa) er base. Hv., further stated that
lhere couid also bc cross-empo 1_‘mc_nt for. grantmn tax refund subject 10 abrecrncm by the
‘aecoununa authonhes He staled tha neﬂher the Central nor the State tax admmastratwn

ch cks and balanccs He furthcr added that both the administrations should be uupoucred
the vz 1d 'Lhat thcrc should be no dms:on of taxpayers on the baan of turn’
esh He "stated that most actwmes reiatmg te taxpa}crs mth
could be en "

-consensns, he pmsented hvo opnons by which the Central government could cross-empower
'the State tax aulhomxcs under: ti_w IGST Act He stated that the f rst opuon coufd be to

; :they should refer th” casa fhe Cenhal tax admlmstrauon wherexefr a necd for ad_;ud:cauon
arosa 50 that the h[

carve out that dxsputes ;'eiatmg to p!ace of supply lssues shal 1 onIy be handled by‘ the Centra!
tax adm;mslra’uon .:The ’Hcr_:’ble Chaxrpersou invited communts Irom thc Mcmbcrs on the

uc .audat of ’?0% of the taxpaycrs bc.low the tumovf:r of Rs

l'swe' Jurlsdlcuon of thé Centre for ad_;udrcatmn on place of supplg,
that this shouid_applv only whcrc there was a daspulc betwecn two

1 ,xrely hew cohcept had been mtroduced by the Cha:rman, CBEC an
Page S of 23

_ _cmpowurment under fntegra!cd Goods and Services Tax (IGST) Act. He slalc,d 1ha,t there
."jwas alreadyfan agreement lhatf o enforcemenl action, both the Central and the State

; ldr be complctcly ousted from ny part of the vaiue chain in order to ensure pmper

challengp 10 entrust ifs’ admmistmmn to the Sta!e lax authonues, but m ordcr to hclp bmld a

TS above the turnover of Rs. 1.5 crore. As rcgards suggcsnon

=
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rcqucs[cd that it should bemblefi in wmmg Tht: [ion ble M mister from Karnataka obscwcd e -
- that the proposal appearu! rauonal and wonhy of cuumderauon but rcquestcd more del.alls
“interms ‘of numbers. He also added that the Chairman, CBEC had mtroduced a Few czweats _

wh:ch needed to be dehbemted upcm in g,realer detail.

: -II ’I"hc Sccrcmry ampht' ed the: pxopoﬁal made by the Cha:mmn, _CB[‘.C He stated lhat

2 Uk taxpavers in othcr arcas hke changc m registranon* amcularsg elc. could be done' by the
“State tax 'xclmm:strat:on if the ta'xpayer was cmnfomble with them and Ehxs couid also__
£ mcludc taxpayers from thc -;emccq sector. He stated that on cros&cmpo“’emmcnt undcr the
i _:'[GST Act, out of the two options prOpDSed by the Chalrman CBEC the better optmn would
3 ."bc that the States coufd do ad}udmnon relatmg to- issues arising out of‘ mter-State supply ok
i ‘except for piace of supply xssues as such djspl!fes would affect the mtemst of Ewo States

-' Hc a%so a,,reed that nen,her ih

otlsted from any lurasdtcuon He stated that 42 :

Page b of 23

> tax administration’. Iie 'ﬂso requcsted to nlve e\amp’lcs rega,rdmg probiems rclatmg ’to p!acé :i_'__ ;
S of supply which oniy the Cemrai tax admmlstratxon should adjudmatc The Hon' ‘ble ; =
33 L Mmzstcr from West Bcngal smed that ea:!lcr, f' Ve opnons wcre an the lablc aml that durmg !

also suppoﬂed the :proposal of‘ the Chamnan CBE: rhaf the.other funct:ons in relanon to -"'?3-", Shas

S
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_lm-.pdycrsibelow the tdrnover of Rs. 1.5 crore should be handled by the State tax |
- l'_'adxnsnistrat:on' The Hon'ble Minister from Assam welcomed the proposal of the Chairman, =k
empower the State tax authoritle‘; uncier the: IC:ST Act. The Hon’ble Minister from

Teiangana a!sﬁ obscrved that the suggestion of the Chairman, CBEC was a good one and it

Gu_jarat suzgcsled 1o dmde the taxpaycra verncaliv

Page 7 of 23

sis 10 resolve lhls issuc. Ms. Mona K’handhar, Su_rctary (Bconomnc Affairs), foe

A aud:t puzpoée: within an ovcmkl cap of 5%. The Prmcnpal Secrctary (F mam:a)3 Odish‘l siated. e
S im pprtant to tl\t rusponsnbxhtv for mdw:dual ta,\payer lo onc or the two tax; i

CHA!RMAN s
INITIALS
e
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change m tlm dcsimanon of supply from (_me_ State to anolher (u) consumpﬂen of‘ *:uppl

Centre (v) ..1” amport and export relaled f'uncuons

: ofﬁcers and uﬁormcd the Council that the overwhchnmg view of the Smteq was to have a
: 'dmsmn of tax-payers for administrative puxposc:. between the Ccntral and the Statc fax
admlmstmuonf : He fuﬂher mformcd tlnt two opuom emergcd in this rsnard thc rstrwa ¢

i ’delenate the ent;re task of admimstr:ifit)n to the 'itates as w "done 'n

CHA! MA N’S
IN! IALS

Page 8of 23
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i'v “The SCCI‘&.MI‘)’ summcd up tEm del:bemtnonq durmg the hmch brcak meetmg wuh the 7R
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'_.hacl wmed into I‘m, cavcaxs and e had reservations in this regard. The Hon’ble Minister

~ from. Tamii ’\adu obsmcd that CBEC’s written note was at variance with the statement of

o th

the. Chauman CB&:.L'“ He stated that in his view; IGST could not work wuhom Cross-
empowermmt o lhe Sta(e tax authorities and that it was nota correct way of dtscussmn to
state that the Icga[ departmem would need to fi nd a soluuon tor cross-empowerment. He
suggcsted that in ‘order to avoid dual mterfacc for tax paycls there should be a cut off of Rs. _
1.5 crore tumo»er and audit of a certain punccnt of tax payer Lalhng, below this thrushoid ;
could be donelb_ e Central ta\ administration but otherwise, the control of the taxpayers

in ﬂns segment. shﬁuld rest with the Stmes ‘He added that ta\payers above the turnover of : i

crore should - be. c[mded equally bctween the Ccntral zmd thc State tax

':"_'j._;_ladmm:stmtmns. He sl.aled that the. ovarall percemarre cf sharmg shou d be 73% tor the_.._fff

He added that all Lf’mzu taxes, i.e. SGST, CGST and IGST should be

'.the Hon’ble Mlmsl r from Tamil Nadu. The Hon’ ble Deputy Chief :
suggesrcd that there should be no artificial division of ta.\ payers based -

tumover of Rs. l 5 crore. He did not support the idea that diyision of tax payers below Rs %

sher { WCHMgc Ot “.i.’dlt,fsa 70%, ior taxpd crs w:th tumover of b

“The Hon ble C,halrperson mvued response of the \Acmbcrs o the e

urnover. He added that most of the taxes came from tax payers above the |

L5 crore should be only for audit and that for other business processes, tax payers should be .|

AT given the choice to approach one of thc two (ax adm:mstrauons. The Hon’ble Minister irem': S 4
Kerala tated_ that lax payers thh turn over below Rs. 1.5 crore should be excluswciy with.

ate tax admlmstranon and lhosc abovc thg turnover of Rs. 15 cmre should be divided
’twecn. the mo admxmslrauons He further stated Lhat there should be cross-

equ
emp ;

..... _c‘ States had concem regardmv cnsurmg correctness of assessment of [GS'I‘ and et
'wanted powers. under the IGST Act, the Central administration must also have a say on the
collection of CGST for tax payers with turn over below Rs. 1.5 crore. He: added that the
Centre 5 Jurssdictxon for cnforcemcnt, aud;t and scrutiny of returns should not be complezef} :

:OUSted in respect of taxpayers bclow Rs.1.5 crore tumover segment. but the other functions -
- could be carried eut by the. Stams Hc aiso sug,gested that for tax payers below Rs. 1.5 crore

| Hon'ble Mu_nslc:: fro
o was taIkmg of two uniye;
4 other with turncver above

AT

WRITEAWAY)

=
N,

{

: tumover Cemrc :

inter ennon conld bc limited to 1% ‘Wwithin the overg.li cap of 5%. The
nil Nadu observed that this construct was not workabie as one
f tax p payers - one with turnover below Rs. 1. 5 crore and the
__1;5 crore :

' 1& 4 The Hon’bit: Chmrperson cnquzred whether the model suegestcd by the Hon’ b[e

rment under Ihe IGST Act. Shri Alok Shukla, Joint Secretary TRU, CBEC stated

o :Mmlsterfrom Tmml Nadu was acceptab!e The Hon’ble Mlmster from' Tarml Nadu clanf’ ed 2 '_
' f_1hat'hls proposal was not the s same as the Optnon lV on lhe table. He suggested that Cx-:mre: e )

- should have po 1d;
: - f enforcament and rerurn scrutmy shou!d lie Wtﬂl bOth Ihe

v :umverse of taxpaye ‘should be divided in the ratio of two-third for the States and one-third

for the Centre He also stated that thene should be no cexi:nn of Rs. 1.5 crore iurn over for
Page i of23°
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administrative dwmon The Hon’ ‘ble Minister from ‘Assam supponed thzs pmposal "Hc 2
b ; _observed that thmc could be a potcnnal dmpule as to when a taxpaver cmssed the tumover TR oy
L : < | threshold 01 Rs. 1. 3 crore or conversely went below thls threshold. The Hon’ble M:mster :
' . from \flaharashtm also supported a vertical division in the ratio of two- third for the Statm A
~and one-third for the Centre and suggested that computer could do- this- division. SThec < o
:‘-"‘_1-_'Hon ble Minister: from Kerala: stated that all iaxpaycrs below the tumover of Rs. 1.5 cmm e
- should be exclusively under the control of the State tax administrations. Shri Manish Kumar
~ Sinha, Commissioner GST Council suggested that whatever model was adopted, !he'rxsk e
ik prone tahpaycrs tor aud:t should bc drawn f rom the cnnre ta.\paycr basc :

fy 9 Thc }Ion’blc Chalrperson summmg up?f.
o gutdelsnes fm‘ a possxbic de ision

drawn ﬁ?om the'net twfpave:r 'ase'fbciéw the tumovcr f'Ré. 1 5,‘crore, He abéewed'tha he
A-same prmc;pie cou!d be apphed in reSpcct of scrutm _and audlt of taw:paye;s _\wth tu over
‘ 'a_bove Rs. I 5 crcre He also added that the cnforcement functtons s_ha_ll remm ommon for =

both the ta.\ 3dmm15tranbns The Hon’ble M;mster from Tam:l Nadu suggr'stcd ihat o
S ta\pa}ers pavmg ]GS'F should also be mc]udcd in ths ta\paycr base

20. The Hon' ‘ble mesﬁer from Wcst Ben«al o_bservcd ﬁtat in the goods segmenl, as per
~ their mlcuiauon, ihe Cen!re was overaii caining. 'spproxxmaM 42 P 54 lakh taxpay ers and e o
- that the States were gaining appmxrmate!y 17.07 lakh taxpayers in he services segment. He o |
~therefore strongly argucd that all taxpayers beiow Rs. 1.5 crore should be w:th the State tax ;
o admlmstranon and that the Central admmlstrallon should not take up audct of 10% of thc 5
'ta.\paycrs in this segment. Thc Hon' ble Minister from Kerala stated that the State tax :
o admmlstranon was c!oser to smal! deaicrs in the admimsiratwa‘xjeach and be avreed Lhat the
Ccntrc could have a smali space for audmng fa.\payers falhng below t' tummrcr limit of ;
_Rs. 1.5 crore and ‘that this sample ¢ : : owRs.
1.5 crore turnover. The Hon’ble. Mmsster from Maharashtra reiterate hlS prefe nce fora
/"\«cruca[ du'is;cn w'th two-thlrd shdrc going to the States from the e et
:f'suggested that a variation of th:s pnncrple mlght be allo“ed for those Staies who wanted to £
“have excluswc control of taxpaycrs below Rs. 1.5 crore turnover. He added that fhe Wo- ok
 third share of such Siatcs €0 ca!culated after adjusting the total number of tax a}’ers_h___ ol
 below Rs._ 1.5 crore turnover in thezi' share. He observed xhat has ptopdsal wouid heIp e
;"-‘e\pandmg lhe ta‘("__' se of 1d obviate “exp el

of the. Hon*blc;:-' ]

-BCngaI ';tau,d that his pos, : T
‘ stated 1hat he dd not suppc)rt th pmpo _a}_ that 10% of ¥t s

: k"/ ; / (5 ;M:mster of Tamli Nadu. I]

.CHA!R%'S Fa : : S Page 10 of23
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- tax administration. Shri Somesh Kumar, Principal Seu_relarv (Revenue), Telangana 51d¢d.
 that h]S State supported a vertical division across the laxpa;n.r base and stated that there

taxpayers helow thc turnover of Re I 3 crore should be alk)\w.d :nter\zcnlmn by Lh{, Central

: ;should be no dual control in re:.pect of audit by the Central tax admmlstrat:on for taxpayers

with mmover be]ow Rs. l .5 crore. He also supporicd the suggestion to give ﬂeubxhty tothe

o States in dctermmmg lhe share of two-third taxpa)ers falling under their jurisdiction. He

" supporled the 'roposalr of the Hon blc Mm:st«.r I‘rom Tamll \Iadu

'furthcr statcd that s
could be operate

The Hon’ble : \{:mswr

.22. 'fhe I{QH bic Chalrperson wmmed up the suzgesnons and the poss:b!e soluttom (1) s
~ there should be a vertical division of taxpayers where two-third share should g o lhes;'_

States and one-th:rd share should £0 to the Cenlre (Gujarat’s suggestion); (ii) for taxpayerq o

below Rs. 1.5 crore, the admuustratwc comrol should vest with the States and onlv 10% of

; units to be audztcd by thc Centm[ m{ admlmstrahon (Tamil Nadus proposai\ (iii)
admtmstmtlon of mpaye BE_Q Rs 158 crorc turnover 1o rest with the States and those

ek ‘above Rs. 15 crore to be d
S ﬁembihty to ncgoudte the nun
: .f‘babcd 4action could be taken'by bol

-mcludmg the large Sfate:of;_

_1dcd bt.tween thc, Centre and States; (w) Smtca could have

.

re]ation to place of supply 1ssue5'

Page 110f 23

h an arranﬂement should not be made asa part of the law; rather it
hrough a rcsoiunon which could bc chansud later, He stated that the
Council could alsa permtt ‘a btatc to move from' one model to another. Shri Tuhin Kanta
Pandey, Principal Sccretary (Fi mance) Odlsha smted that there shouid be no d:ﬁ‘usr:d_ :
accountablhty e\cept for enforcemeul and that a fm,d propomon of dcalcrs should b"

rom West Bengal obsened that this formulatxon had a!read} beenlf‘_:_' :
from Tamxi Nadu pomtcd out lh'lt it would be a Sap

rs with the Ccntrai tax admmlstntmn ) Intelhgence Giii
tax. admmistratlons without any dmsxow (w) Scrutmy Rty
“and aud:t-lo be part of the dms;on, (vu) IGST to be cross-empowered either under law or *

-under Article 258 of the Ctmsmutlon with-a carve out for the Central tax admm:stranon il
(viii) Terntonal waters w;thm thc twclve nautacal mxies of e

were not prcsent m thls met‘t:nfr and swwesled 1hdt a_'
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S dudision on this issue be dcﬁ.rred ulI the mher Members were also presenr in the Counc:lf':-_ o

meeting: The Hon'ble C}mrperson sxated that there. was a Constlmt:onal bmdmg m refanen e :

1o GST unpiementatron time line. and that if some ’viembcrs were not present due to eiechon =
related commitments, the of‘ﬁucrs from such- States were present and could cxpress Lhmrfi g
.. views. The Hon'ble \Asmsicr from West Bengal observed that the 1ssue regardmﬂ allowma %
~10% audit to Central {ax administration for taxpayers below Rs. 1.5 crore tunover was anfn -

1mportant matter and it should be d;scusscd when the Hon’b[e ‘vfembcr from U.P. was also Bt

'plcscnt The CCT Ciujarat suggestcd that within the overall f‘ormula of mo—thn'd zmci one- %5

s 1hat lhere werc approx’imateiy ”6 !akh tatpavcrs bemccn the mmovar oFRs ”0 lakl 1o Rs. o
1. 5 crore, and :F 20% was sowen to the Centre, about 5 Iakh taxpayers would be with the -
Centre and. 20 laLh ta;\paycrs wouki go to the S‘tat.,s He: furthcr stated that'takmg

i apprommately 14-lakh mxpaycrs abovc the mmover of Rs. 1.5 cmrc, and domg an qugi o

~division, 7 lakh taxpavers each would fall in the Junsd:ct:on Ofnthc Central and State ta:\':_“.,
'1dmm:stmu0ﬁ<; He stated that in total, about 12 lakh ta\payers wouid fall mlh the
i jurtsdtcnon of the Cenlrc zmd about 27 lakh would fall’ within the junsdactmn of the States 5
"]and this broadly conformect to the formula of onc—t}urd taxpaytrs bcmg aliocated to the.
~ Centre and tw o-thirds to the States. The Hon'ble Muuster from Maharashira reiterated that -
> "'..regxoﬂai Variation should be permitted for administrative divisi nof taxp.tye The Hon't

Chalrperson observcd that States had htstoncally taken 4 certﬁm ‘position in. i'cspect of o |
'taxpa)ers buiow ihe mrnovcr of Rs 1 5 crore. and that needed to hc taken notc of 'I’h .:;‘ R

: and 30% for Sta:es in rESpeCt of ta“:\paycxs below Rs. 1.5 crore. tu nover an 6
Page 12 0f 23 oy
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~_the States and the Centre for taxpayers above Rs. 1.5 crore turnover. The Hon'ble Minister”
- from Kamataka stated that in prmmple they opposed administrative division and observed
that at Statc lcw,l a ﬂembxhly could be given for not havmg such a division. The Hon’ble
;_-Mamster from Haryana stated that a blanket division in the ratio of two-third and one-thnd
- could lead to skewed nmnher and he suggested that this ratio should be applied for each slab
' \-(.,.cf izmpayers such as for himover slabs up to Rs. 20 lakhs, from 20 lakh to 50 lakh, from 50
: lakh to 1 crore, from 1 crore 10 1.5 crore and so on. He also observed that the proposcd :
arrangement should ’ot be binding on all the States. The Hon’ble Minister from West
i _Bengal stated ﬂ}at for téxpa}ers bt’.‘]OW the turnover of Rs. 1.5 crore, there were three
% foptmns on the tablc, namcly 1o have a dmsxon in the ratio of 8§0% and 20% or 90% and_.
j: 0% or 100% and 0% in favour of the Stalcs He stated that Tamil Nadu’s posmon was very
-close fo the optic n:‘_"of 100% and 0%. He added that the pmposal made by the Hon'ble
; _.Mimster ofTan il Nadu was not acceptable to his State and he sought a,ﬁcublhty for West
3t ""fBengaI that 100" of Vtaxpa;‘ers below Rs. 1.5 crore turnover woufd remaln with the State. il
. o The Hon ble Chairpe on stated that broad!y, ﬂzo concern of the States. was that the Centraiji: 7
V' s o tax admm:straA on. ,ou‘{d not scrutlmsc the: book,s of dcwunt of smaii taxpdvers in tbef_ :
o ution o this concern cou]d be that the 20% taxpayers all ocaisd o
Iy be ffom the Service Tax assessee base. ‘The Hon’ble Minister from |
s pmposai T he Hon'ble Mlmster from West Bengal mmnd d.f o e
: _ unanimous. decision of the. Empowered Comnmtw of State Finance: v
: -Mlmswrs on th;s subject and it needed to be respected. The Hon’ble Minister from I]aryanaf;'
©* stated that the. decision of the Empowercd Committee was taken on the bazus of certam'.-“-: N
mputs but now: many more factors had to be taken into account to arrive at a decision. The :
e m Tamil Nadu stated that he agreed to the suggestion that IO%Z?
_crore turnover be allocated to the Centre in ordcr to rcach an
i mss—cmpowérment under IGS’I‘ The Hon'ble Minister from Assam
i "',',j_'remmdcd that the dlwsmn of IGST taxpayers was not on the radar of the Empowemd.'_ '
e Commiﬁee '

3 : 20, 'I'he Hon’ble Chalrpcrson stated that a revised formulation cou]d bc lhdl for.
e _'taxpayers be]ow Rs. 1.5 crore tumover, 0% taxpayers in the Jurtsdxcnon ‘of Centre could
% only be Service taxpayers and taxpayers above Rs, 1.5 crore turnover should be divided =
sofki s T_equaiiy hehvccsx the two admlmstratlons He smted that other suggestmns remamed the
Aish ﬁsamc which he had earher put on the tablc 'I‘he Hon’b]e M;mster from Bihar supponed ﬂ\e'
- pi osalf of the. Hon ble Cha:rpcrson ’I’he CCT Andhra Pmdcsh raised an issue w hether:-'
would include ,‘deemed’ goods and whether thesé wouid remam wnh tbe Statcs The i
obscrvcd"’that thc ‘dccmed’ gaods \sere most!y cms:dered as serwces and 1hat lhcfi-'

audit yas an 1mportant fum,tlon andzltshou!d,notbc d;spensed thh / et L
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Mg The Hon’ ble mesler from \rIahamahtra surrgcstcd that thc c*{:stmg m.\pa»cr basc e
: should be d:wded in the ratio of t\\o-lhlrd and one-third in the favour of States and for the
- new rcglstrants also the same fonnula should be foliuwed The St.cretary s{ated that no
- 'tumow.r figure would be available ior the new mgxqﬂants zmd that these cou!d be divided
*equally between the Cemre and the State tax administrations. “The Hon"ble Chan'permn

~was unable to join the consensus as he was still of the view: that the entire. taxpavér;bas
*bclow the turnover of Rs 3B crore shouid Eul}v remain m the admmlstrame jUFISdICthﬂ of

: “.reqpeci oi‘ crms-cmpowcrmant to ensure s:ngle mterf'acc dnder GST

s W "ihere shall be a dms:an of' ta:».;;ayers betwecn'thc

éw&iéﬁrsf
CINITIALS

i ———

stated that the new registrants could be dmded one each between the Centre and thé Sl'\ms o
The Hon’ble Chdlrpers'on also stated that those States which wanted a, different basxs of

..dWiSan. couid arme at an aorecment \Vlth the Central Govemmem ’I‘he I!on’bie Minmml’,f )

! '_:Chaurpcrson stmcd that in order to rcach consensus, hc offercd that of the faxpayers below _":i
Rs. 1.5 crore turnover, 90% shoa!d be allocated to thc States. and IO% to the Cemre He

'mv;ted the Hon’bl:: '\Almstcr from Wcst Beng,al to join the emcrgmﬂ consensus on. thc basis . 5
of this rev;sed proposal However, the ‘Hon' ble Minister froi zWeqthengal stated that he

the ’Shtes and that lns dw;cnt shou]d he recordcd

28.‘1 Aﬁcr furﬂmr dxscussaon, the Councxl agieed to thc du:tswns as record:,d bclow m:' ;

,Ceniral and the State tax ;

: g-,admlmstranons for all admi mlstratwe purposes; - _ o
.-L“- - Of the mlal ‘number of ‘Eaxpayers beiow Rs. ]5 crorc w'mmsw:r aﬂ admmjstratwa-‘ s
e _';comrol cwer 90% of‘ the ta*cpayers sha!! vest wnh the State tat admjmstranon and 2

- 10% with the Cemraltaxadml_mstratmn' , 7 LS
T respect of the total num r f"mxpmers above -'Rs 41“5 crore: ,m' ¢

: dwuted in the ratuo of 50%

e'ich for thé 'State and the Centm.l tax admlmstr:mon I
~ Pageldof 5o ;
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~vi. - The division of the ta.\ph\"crs may be switched between the Centre and the Statcs abi g

“*such interval as may be decided by the Council;

& vil. The above arrangement shall be reviewed by the Council from time to hmc,
viil, Bom the Cuma1 and the State tax administrations shall have the power 1o mke:_

e mtclhgemc-bas«.d enforcement action in gcspt.u of the entire value chain;

“lix.  Powers under the IGST Act shall be cross-empowered to the State tax admmlslrauon :
~ onthe same basm as under the CGST and the SGST Acts either under law or under
7 Artw!e 258 of the Constitution but w 1th the ‘exception that the Central tax .|
: admlmstrat:on shall alone have the pmw:l to adjudu,ate a case where the dmputcd )
~~ issue relates to placc of supply, or when .m 1ffected State n.quests thar the C’\SC be ' &
R -"‘-adjudlcatcd by the CGST authority and for such issues of export and import as may |
be d:scussz.d in the Law Committee of officers and brought back to the Councﬂ for;

dec;smn;, )
x.”  The terntorxal Water mt]ua the twelve nautical miles shall be treated as the territc
- 7ofthe Umon of lndia untess the Hon’ble Suprcmc Court dcudcs othcm isc in the ¢

i waters shal[ bc dclegated by the Ccntral Government to the States.

Aaenda Ttem -4' Discus'ﬂmn on v;smz*mfm________mi_e_r;wlc within tw elve nautical n mn]es qq; s
.mtcr-wtate or mtra-staze sal a

29. : Tlus agenda uem was covered during lhe discuss:on on agenda m:m 3

Agenda Item 5- Date of the l’lt‘.‘\il‘ meetmg of the GST Cmmc

}

< 30-. - Before du.cussmﬂ the ne\t date_of the mcetmg,, the Council briefly discussed zhc _
date of implementation of GST. The Hon ble Minister from Maharashtra suggested that_ :
> . GST should be implemented from 1% April, 2017. The Hon’ble Minister from Assam stated
- - that it was not desirable to change the tax regime in the middle of the financial year and
suggcsted that it should be implemented from 1% April, 2017, The Hon’bie Muusu,r from

Kerala stated that the decision could not be rushed to implement Gb’!‘ from I* April, 2017
and that it could a!so be lmplcmcnl.ed from July or August, 2017. ‘The Hon’ble Minister

: _from Bihar e\;pressed his pleference for mtroducmg, GST from 1% April, 2017 but if it was
* not possible, he stated that it must be implemented from 1% July, 2017. The Hon'ble
Minister from Kamataka sugges{ed that there must be a time schedule for each task for
timely roll out of GST. The Hon’ble Chalrpnrson stated that the next step for the Council |

‘was to approve the cleaned draft of the Model GST Law, IGST Law and the GST Rules,

. The Hon’ble Chairperson asked the officers of Law Committee as to by when the rcv1scd_ W N
: ~Model GST Law could be brought before the Counc;l Shri Upender Gupta Commzss:oner 3 o

_,'pl.lt.li"l thé ;;ubhc domém an 26 November 2016 several comments had been rcccwed and} .- 1/
'[on 1h:s account, about 15 to 2{} mmor changes mig,ht be needed On enqu1ry from Lhe . 5

; Page 150f23

- going !mgatlon on the issue but the power 1o collect the State tax in the icmtonal’}f'

odﬁc:l for nts ccnmdcrauon by around 15 February, 2017 Thc Hon’ble Mmlater trom
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Clarifications / Instructions / Orders - GST

F. No. CBEC-20/10/07/2019-GST
Government of India
Ministry of Finance
Department of Revenue
Central Board of Indirect Taxes Customs
GST Policy Wing

ki

Dated: 22nd June, 2020

To

'l;he Principal Director Geﬁeral,

Directorate General of GST Intelligence,

2nd Floor. Wing- VI, West Block- VI

R.K. Puram,

New Delhi- 110066

Sir,

‘Subject: Reference form DGGI on Cross empowerment under GST. reg.

| am directed to refer to DGGI letter F.No.574/CE/66/2020/Inv./15308 dated 26.05.2020 on the issues related

°to cross empowerment of officers in terms of provisions of section 6 of the Central Goods and Services Tax
Act, 2017 (hereinafter referred to as “the CGST Act’).

2. Issue raised in the reference is whether intelligence based enforcement actions initiated by the Central Tax

- officers ag‘ainst those taxpayers which are assigned to the State Tax administration gets covered under
section 6(1) of the CGST Act and the corresponding provisions of the SGST/UTGST Acts or whether a
specific notification is required to be issued for cross empowerment on the same lines as notification No.
39/2017-CT détgd 13.10.2017 authorizing the State Officers for the purpose or refunds under section 54 and
55 of the CGST Act.

3.1 The issue has been examinad in the light of relevant legal provisions under the CGST Act, 2017. It is
observed that Section 6 of the CGST Act provides for cross empowerment of State Tax officers and Central
Tax officers and reads as:-
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