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From the Desk of the Director

As indicated in our Newsletter for the month
of May. 2025, in this issue of the newsletter, we
have included Part Il of short note on “Refunds
Under GST”. We specially invite your
attention to the important changes in the
refund filing process relating to refund to be
claimed in respect of -

¢ Export of Services with payment of tax,

¢ Supplies made to SEZ Unit/SEZ
Developer with payment of tax and

¢ On account of Refund by Supplier of
Deemed export

(For full details of the changed refund filing
process, please refer to the short note on
“Refunds Under GST (Part I1)” included under
“knowledge Katta” section of this Newsletter)

Are you claiming ITC in terms of the
provisions of the GST Act and Rules? You may
like to revisit the provisions of Rule 36(4) and
check and confirm that no ITC is claimed
unless inward supply reflects in GSTR-2B. The
provisions of the relevant rule read as follows:

CGST Rule 36 (4) - Input tax credit shall be
available by a registered person in respect of
invoices or debit notes the details of which are
required to be furnished under sub-section (1)
of section 37 unless, the details of such
invoices or debit notes have been furnished by
the supplier in the statement of outward
supplies in FORM GSTR-1 or using the invoice
furnishing facility, and the details of such
invoices or debit notes have been
communicated to the registered person in
FORM GSTR-2B under sub-rule (7) of rule 60.”

Keeping in view of the provisions of Rule
36(4), recipient of the goods or services or
both, should claim ITC only when inward
supply appears in FORM GSTR-2B.

With Kind Regards,
Sunil Nair
Director

News

Bengaluru Principal Chief
Commissioner Issues Public Notice on
grievance redressal mechanism for
processing of application for GST
Registration

The Central Board of Indirect Taxes and
Customs (CBIC) notified a grievance
redressal mechanism for processing of
applications for GST registration.

The Board has invited the attention of
Applicants for new GST registration and all
stakeholders concerned to the issues being
faced in obtaining the new GST registrations.
In this connection, the following Grievance
Redressal Mechanism is notified for timely
and effective resolution of such issues being
faced by the applicants of new GST
Registrations, in the jurisdiction of Central
tax, Bengaluru Zone.

It has been noticed that some applicants may
be facing difficulties in getting the GST
registration, mainly on account of nature of
clarifications being sought by the officers
with respect to the information submitted in
the application FORM GST REG-01, with
respect to proof of ownership of principal
place of business, constitution of business,
identity details of Authorised Signatory,
owner, etc. and seeking of additional
documents which may not be prescribed in
the List of Documents appended to FORM
GST REG-01.

In this regard, the following guidelines have
been issued with reference to the documents
to be uploaded by the applicant for
processing of applications:

Documents in respect of Principal Place of
Business (PPOB): An indicative list of
documents is prescribed in FORM GST REG-
01 for proof of Principal Place of Business.

In case of owned premises, the list of
documents includes latest Property Tax
receipt or Municipal Khata copy or copy of
Electricity Bill of the owner. Any one of the
documents mentioned in the said list or any
similar document such as water bill or any
other document prescribed under the State
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or the local laws which clearly establishes
the ownership of the premises should be
submitted by the applicant.

In cases where premises are rented, the
applicant is required to upload the valid
Rent/Lease agreement along with any one of
the following documents, to establish the
ownership of the premise by the lessor viz.
Property Tax receipt or Municipal Khata
copy or copy of Electricity Bill or similar
documents such as water bill or any
document prescribed under the State or the
local laws which clearly establishes the
ownership of the premises by the lessor.

In case where Rent/Lease Agreement is not
registered, then agreement along with any
one of the documents mentioned in the
above list and a copy of the identity proof of
the lessor shall be uploaded. In case where
Rent/Lease Agreement is registered,
agreement along with any one of the
documents mentioned in the above list is
sufficient. However, in case the electricity or
water connection is in the name of the
applicant tenant, the document evidencing
the same along with the rent agreement
should be furnished as a valid proof and no
additional documents pertaining to the
lessor is required.

For premises not covered under (i),(ii) and
(ii-b) above, such as where the ownership of
premises is with spouse, relative etc., a
consent letter in plain paper by the
concerned owner of the premises along with
a copy of the identity proof of the person
granting consent along with any one of the
documents as mentioned in list of
documents appended to FORM GST REG-01
in support of ownership of the premises of
the consenter shall be uploaded. The list
includes the latest Property Tax receipt or
Municipal Khata copy or copy of Electricity
Bill. Any one of these documents or similar
documents such as water bill or any
document prescribed under the State or the
local laws which clearly establishes the
ownership of the premises by the person
who has given consent is sufficient and no
additional documents are required.

In respect of shared premises, where
Rent/Lease agreement is available, the

applicant may upload copy of the agreement
along with any one of the documents relating
to the ownership of the premises which
includes latest Property Tax receipt or
Municipal Khata copy or copy of Electricity
Bill. In cases where Rent/Lease Agreement is
not registered, then agreement along with
any one of the documents mentioned above
and a copy of the identity proof of the lessor
shall be uploaded. In case where Rent /Lease
Agreement is registered, agreement along
with any one of the documents mentioned in
the above list is sufficient and no identity
proof of the lessor is required.

In cases where Rent/Lease agreement is not
available, the applicant may upload a
consent letter in plain paper along with the
identity proof of the person giving consent
and any of the said documents in support of
ownership of the premises by the person
giving consent. In such cases, any one of the
documents mentioned in the said list or
similar document prescribed under the State
or the local laws which clearly establishes
the ownership of the premises by the person
giving consent is sufficient and no additional
document is required for proof of ownership
of the premises.

In case of rented/leased premises, where
rent or lease agreement is not available, an
affidavit to that effect along with any
document prescribed in the FORM GST REG-
01 in support of the possession of the
premises of the applicant such as copy of
Electricity Bill in the name of the applicant is
sufficient. It may be noted that in such cases,
the said affidavit is to be executed on non-
judicial stamp paper of minimum value in
the presence of First-Class Judicial
Magistrate or Executive Magistrate or
Notary Public.

If the principal place of business is located in
the Special Economic Zone or the applicantis
a Special Economic Zone developer,
necessary documents/certificates issued by
the Government of India are required to be
uploaded.

(B) Issues in respect of Constitution of
Business:

(i) In respect of constitution of
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business, where the applicant is one
of the partners, Partnership Deed for
the proof of constitution of business
is required to be uploaded by the
applicant. No additional document
like Udhyam certificate, MSME
certificate, shop establishment
certificate, trade license etc. is
required.

(i) In cases, where the applicant is
Society, Trust, Club, Government
Department, Association of Persons
or Body of Individuals, Local
Authority, Statutory Body and
Others etc,, Registration
Certificate/Proof of Constitution is
required to be uploaded by the
applicant.

Any GST Registration applicant in the State
of Karnataka whose Application Reference
Number (ARN) has been assigned to Central
jurisdiction and who has a grievance with
respect to any query raised in contravention
of the above instructions, regarding grounds
of rejection of application etc. may approach
this office, for resolution of the grievance, as
given below:

The applicant may send the complaint/
grievance on email, to cgst-blr@gov.in.

The applicants may if they wish,
visit/contact the GST Seva Kendra,
Bengaluru Zone situated on 3rd Floor, C.R.
Building Annex, Queens Road, Bangalore
560001. Phone: 080-22866812

This office will ensure timely resolution of
the grievances received as mentioned above
and intimate the applicant regarding the
same. All applicants applying for GST
registration are requested to utilize the
above Grievance Redressal Mechanism.

(Source: Public Notice No0.01/2025 Dated:
09/05/2025)

Legal Update

Advisory on Table-12 of GSTR-1 or
GSTR-1A

GSTN is going to implement Phase-III of

Table 12 of GSTR 1 & 1A from April, 2025 tax
period onwards. Table-12 captures HSN-
wise summary of outward supplies. It has
been bifurcated into two tables namely B2B
and B2C, to report the summary of the

supplies HSN  wise separately in
corresponding table. Manual entry of HSN
will not be allowed. Taxpayer will be able to
choose correct HSN from given drop down.

(Source: GSTN Advisory Dated 11/04/2025)

Advisory on reporting values in Table
3.2 of GSTR-3B

Table 3.2 of Form GSTR-3B captures the
inter-state supplies made to unregistered
persons, composition taxpayers, and UIN
holders out of the supplies declared in Table
3.1 & 3.1.1 of GSTR-3B. The values in Table
3.2 of GSTR-3B auto-populates from
corresponding inter-state supplies declared
in GSTR-1, GSTR-1A, and IFF in requisite
tables. From April-2025 tax period, inter-
state supplies auto-populated in Table 3.2 of
GSTR-3B will be made non-editable. In case
any modification/amendment is required in
auto-populated values of Table 3.2 of GSTR-
3B, same can be done only by amending the
corresponding values in respective tables of
GSTR-1A or through Form GSTR-1/IFF filed
for subsequent tax periods.

(Source: GSTN Advisory Dated 11/04/2025)

Advisory on reporting values in Table
3.2 of GSTR-3B

This is to inform taxpayers of the following
developments concerning Table 3.2 of Form
GSTR-3B:

As per the earlier advisory dated April 11,
2025, it was communicated that the auto-
populated values in Table 3.2 of Form GSTR-
3B would be made non-editable starting
from the April 2025 tax period (i.e., for the
return to be filed in May 2025).

However, GSTN has received several
representations and grievances from
taxpayers regarding this change.

These concerns are currently being
examined and will be suitably addressed in
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due course.

In the interest of taxpayer convenience and
to facilitate smooth filing, it has been decided
that Table 3.2 shall remain editable for the
time being.

Taxpayers are advised to report or amend
the auto populated entries, if required and
furnish their returns accurately, ensuring
the correctness of the disclosed information.

(Source: GSTN Advisory Dated May 16th,
2025)

Customs rules amended: “Proof of
Origin” replaces “Certificate of Origin”

CBIC has issued a circular amending
guideline related to the Customs
(Administration of Rules of Origin under
Trade Agreements) Rules, 2020 (CAROTAR,
2020). This amendment follows Notification
No. 14/2025-Customs (N.T.) dated March
18, 2025, which replaced “Certificate of
Origin” with “Proof of Origin” to align with
the amended Section 28DA of the Customs
Act, 1962, reflecting a global shift towards
self-certification. “Proof of Origin” now
encompasses both certificates issued by
designated authorities and self-declarations
by eligible exporters.

The type of proof of origin required will
depend on the specific trade agreement. To
streamline verification, all requests for proof
of origin under trade agreements should
now be directed to the Directorate of
International Customs (DIC) in New Delhi.

(Source: Circular No. 14/2025-Customs |
Dated: 21st April, 2025)

Simplification of procedures related
to Air Cargo Movement &
Transshipment.

The Hon'ble Finance Minister during Budget
Speech 2025-26, has emphasized upon
facilitating upgradation of infrastructure
and warehousing for air cargo including high
value perishable horticulture produce and
streamlining the cargo screening and
customs protocols and making it further
user-friendly. In this regard, the Central

Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs (CBIC)
has already taken various steps for ease of
doing business and simplification of various
procedures related to Customs, wherein,

digitization of trade procedures,
strengthening of Risk Management System
(RMS), enhancement of AEO Program,
standardization of procedures across ports.
These measures reflect in the National Time
Release Study (NTRS) in terms of reduction
in time for clearance of imports and exports.

To further simplify and harmonies the
procedure at Air cargo and relating
transshipment/movement, various
suggestions received from trade on the
above subject has been examined and the
decisions of the Board have been notified in
Circular No. 15/2025-Customs dated April
25,2025.

(Source: Circular No. 15/2025-Customs
dated April 25, 2025)

Case Law

GST Appeal: Certified copy filing
procedural not mandatory -
Allahabad HC

The appeal filed by Pawan Hans Helicopters
Ltd was dismissed due to the alleged failure
to file a certified copy of the order appealed
against within the stipulated time frame as
per Rule 108 of the GST Rules.

The Petitioner contended that as per the
rule, the condition for filing a self-certified
copy was required in the event - the copy of
the order is not filed along with the memo of
appeal. In support of his submissions,
reliance was placed on the judgement of the
Delhi High Court in Chegg India Private
Limited Vs. Union of India & Others.

The Allahabad High Court, after examining
the unamended and amended Rule 108,
noted that the core issue was whether the
appeal was filed within the limitation period.
It concurred with the Delhi High Court’s view
that the physical submission of a certified
copy is a procedural requirement. Since the
petitioner had admittedly filed the appeal
electronically with a copy of the order within
the limitation period, the failure to submit a
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certified copy within seven days should not
be a ground for dismissal.

[Source: Pawan Hans Helicopters Ltd. Vs
State of U.P. And 2 Others (Allahabad High
Court)]

ITC allowed on canteen facility for
direct employees, limited to
employer’s cost (AAR Gujarat)

In Amneal Pharmaceuticals Pvt. Limited,
Gujarat AAR has ruled that Input Tax Credit
(ITC) will be available to the applicant on
GST charged by the service provider in
respect of canteen facility provided to its
direct employees working in their factory, in
view of the provisions of Section 17(5)(b) as
amended.

The ITC will be restricted to the extent of the
cost borne by the applicant for providing
canteen services to its direct employees, but
disallowing proportionate credit to the
extent embedded in the cost recovered from
such employees.

(Source: AAR Gujarat Ruling Dated
21/03/2025)

Proper Officer failed to acknowledge
reply; GST case remitted for Re-
Adjudication (Delhi HC)

Delhi High Court recently set aside a tax
demand order finding that the tax
authorities failed to consider the detailed
reply submitted by the taxpayer to a show
cause notice.

In this case, more than a year after the
cancellation of the GST registration, Jai
Optical received a show cause notice
proposing a tax demand. The notice, issued
under Section 73 of the Central Goods and
Services Tax Act, 2017 (CGST Act), cited
various discrepancies including alleged
excess Input Tax Credit (ITC) claims, under-
declaration of ineligible ITC, and ITC claims
from dealers whose registrations were
cancelled, who were return defaulters, or
who were tax non-payers.

In response to the show cause notice, Jai
Optical submitted a detailed reply, providing

explanations and disclosures addressing
each of the points raised by the department.

Despite this submission, the taxpayer
received two subsequent notices, again
asking for a reply and scheduling a personal
hearing. Subsequently, the impugned order
was passed, raising a total demand of Rs.
1,52,60,614, which included penalty. The
order stated that the demand was being
created ex parte because the taxpayer had
“neither filed any reply nor appeared in
person or through any authorized
representative on the stipulated date and
time,” and that despite being given another
opportunity, the taxpayer again failed to
respond or appear. The order mentioned
that the demand was based on information
available on the GST portal after analyzing
and evaluating details.

Jai Optical challenged this order before the
Delhi High Court. The petitioner’s counsel
argued that the impugned order was flawed
because it incorrectly recorded that no reply
had been filed, despite a detailed response
having been submitted well in advance of the
order. It was contended that the order was
cryptic and demonstrated a clear non-
application of mind by the Proper Officer to
the taxpayer’s submissions.

The High Court, upon perusing the show
cause notice, the taxpayer’s reply, and the
impugned order, found merit in the
petitioner’s argument. The court noted that
the impugned order explicitly stated that no
reply had been filed by the taxpayer, which
was factually incorrect given the detailed
reply dated October 20, 2023, on record.

The court held that the Proper Officer was
obligated to consider the reply submitted by
the petitioner on its merits and then form an
opinion. By merely recording that no reply
had been filed, the Proper Officer failed to
apply his mind to the defense presented by
the taxpayer. Citing this fundamental
procedural lapse, the Delhi High Court
concluded that the impugned order dated
November 29, 2023, could not be sustained.
The court set aside the demand order and
remitted the matter back to the Proper
Officer for fresh adjudication.
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[Source: Jai Optical Vs Govt of NCT of Delhi
And Ors (Delhi High Court)]

Supreme Court allows use of
Electronic Credit Ledger for
mandatory pre-Deposit

The Supreme Court of India in Yasho
Industries Ltd., has upheld the Gujarat High
Court’s decision, allowing the use of the
Electronic Credit Ledger (ECL) to make the
mandatory pre-deposit required for filing
appeals under Section 107(6)(b) of the CGST
Act, 2017.

The petitioner had discharged pre-deposit
liability for filing appeal through the ECL
using Form DRC-03. However, the GST
department rejected the payment, insisting
on payment through the Electronic Cash
Ledger.

The Gujarat High Court had ruled in favour
of the taxpayer, however, the Union of India
challenged the verdict via a Special Leave
Petition (SLP) before the Supreme Court.

The Apex Court dismissed the SLP, thereby
affirming the Gujarat High Court’s ruling,
validating the use of input tax credit for
mandatory pre-deposit.

[Source: Yasho Industries Ltd. v. Union of
India (SC)]

No power to condone delay by the
Appellate Authority after expiry of
one month beyond limitation period
(Rajasthan HC)

The Hon’ble Rajasthan High Court in
Consultancy Services (P.) Ltd. v. Deputy
Commissioner has dismissed a writ petition
where an appeal was filed on 26.10.2023
against the assessment orders dated
13.06.2023 and 19.05.2023 which was
beyond the period of limitation prescribed
under the GST Act.

The Court observed that the Appellate
Authority had no power to condone the
delay after the expiry of one month beyond
the prescribed limitation period. Therefore,
the Court ruled that the Appellate Authority
correctly rejected the appeal filed by the

assessee after the expiry of the limitation
period prescribed under the GST Act.

[Source: Akshansh Consultancy Services (P.)
Ltd. v. Deputy Commissioner (Rajasthan
HQ)|

Serve GST notice by alternate modes if
GST portal notice not responded:
Madras HC

The Madras High Court has held that sending
notice by uploading on GST portal is
sufficient service, however, if there is no
response in spite of repeated reminders,
officer should explore the possibility of
sending notices by way of other modes
prescribed in Section 169 of the GST Act.

[Source: S. P. Forms Vs Deputy State Tax
Officer (Madras High Court)]

GST Officer cannot disobey appellate
order: Bombay HC

The Bombay High Court has intervened in a
Goods and Services Tax (GST) refund
dispute, quashing an order passed by an
Assistant Commissioner who refused to
comply with the directions of a superior
appellate authority. The Court strongly
reiterated the principle of judicial discipline
within the tax hierarchy, emphasizing that
subordinate officers cannot sit in judgment
over the orders of their superiors.

[Source: Globus Petroadditions Pvt. Ltd. Vs
Union of India (Bombay High Court)]

HC criticizes GST Department’s ITC
blocking before pre-Intimation notice
issuance

The Uttarakhand High Court strongly
criticized the actions of the tax department
in the case of Kotdwar Steel Limited versus
the Deputy Commissioner, highlighting the
unlawful blocking of Goods and Services Tax
(GST) Input Tax Credit (ITC) and questioning
the legal basis for such coercive measures
taken even before issuing a pre-intimation
notice.

The Court observed that the working of the
Department is startling and shocking. It is
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not known and incomprehensible as to
which provision of law permits the
Department to take deterrent and coercive
action, even prior to issuance of pre-
intimation notice. The act complained of is
akin to imposition of punishment and then
conducting the trial.

The conduct of the Department is
deplorable. The aim and objective of the GST
Act, in our considered opinion, is not to
destroy businesses or ensure their closures.
The GST regime was brought-in with the
objective of ensuring tax compliances, and
not with the intent or objective of ensuring
loss of livelihoods.

We hope that the Department would bear
this in mind. The growth of businesses and
sustenance of businesses is vital for
employment generation and growth of the
Nation. If the Department can bear this in
mind and act in consonance with the stated
objectives of the Act, it would be rendering
yeomen service to the business community.
Such actions reflect a mindset, which we do
not wish to name here.

In that view, there shall be an interim order,
as prayed for, and any action shall be duly in
compliance with the provisions of the GST
Act.

[Source: Kotdwar Steel Limited Vs Deputy
Commissioner (Uttarakhand High Court)]

Interest & penalty under GST not
justified as wrongly availed ITC not
utilised

In Fairmacs Shipstores Private Limited, the
Madras High Court has held that imposition
of interest and penalty unwarranted as Input
Tax Credit wrongly availed is reversed
without utilization. Accordingly, since Input
Tax Credit is not utilised, interest and
penalty is not justified.

[Source: Fairmacs Shipstores Private
Limited Vs Deputy Commissioner (ST)
(Madras High Court)]

Making GST order/notice available in
common portal is valid service:
Madras HC

The Madras High Court has ruled that the
service of notices and orders via the GST
portal is an acceptable method of service.
The court dismissed the argument that the
GST portal is not a "designated computer
resource" as per the Information Technology
Act, which would imply the receipt of a
communication is complete only when the
information is retrieved.

The court noted that Assessing Officers
should also send SMS alerts and emails to
taxpayers to ensure awareness of any
notices/orders uploaded in the GST portal,
but clarified this is purely an administrative
measure and does not affect the validity of
the service, which stands based on the GST
Act provisions.

The case involved a petitioner who provided
works contract services and faced scrutiny
over alleged tax discrepancies. The court
determined that the service of notices
through the common portal is valid and that
service is considered complete when the
document is uploaded to the portal.

[Source: Poomika Infra Developers Vs State
Tax Officer (Madras High Court)]

Adjudication under CGST Section 74
must clearly establish fraud or
misstatement (Allahabad HC)

The Allahabad High Court reviewed a writ
petition filed by Singh Electrical Store
against an order issued by the
Superintendent of CGST and Central Excise
under Section 74 of the Central Goods and
Services Tax Act, 2017.

The court found that the order issued on
February 21, 2025, displayed a significant
lack of reasoning and application of mind by
the respondent authority concerning
allegations of fraud or misstatement, which
are prerequisites for invoking Section 74.

The Court noted that to be covered under
Section 74 of the Act, there is a mandatory
requirement of there being fraud or any
willful-misstatement and/or suppression of
material This being an essential ingredient of
the particular section, the authority
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concerned could not have made the
statement in the impugned order that it was
not appropriate for him to deal on this aspect
at his level of adjudication.

The Court observed that there appears to be
complete non-application of mind which
leads us to intervene in this matter at this
stage. Accordingly, the Court directed the
Commissioner, Central Goods and Services
Tax, Varanasi to look into this particular
issue wherein officers are passing orders
under Section 74 of the Act without
providing the reasons for invoking Section
74 of the Act for fraud or any willful-
misstatement or suppression of material
facts.

[Source:  Singh Electrical Store Vs
Superintendent CGST And Central Excise
(Allahabad High Court)]

HC quashes GST demand over
turnover attributed to two firms
sharing same PAN

Allahabad HC quashed the show cause notice
and demand raised against the petitioner
(Jindal Communication) due to an erroneous
assessment based on GST turnover
discrepancies. The Court determined that
the respondent authorities could not dispute
the petitioner's explanation that the alleged
turnover difference resulted from two
separate firms (Jindal Communication and
Jindal Marketing Company) being registered
under the same PAN number. The
authorities had incorrectly attributed the
combined turnover to a single entity, leading
to an unsustainable demand.

[Source: Jindal Communication Vs State of
Uttar Pradesh (Allahabad High Court)]

Knowledge Katta

Refunds under GST (Part - II)

In Part I of the short note on the subject, we
have deliberated on general scheme of
refunds under GST and touched upon
specified time frame for filing refund claim
i.e. within two years from the ‘relevant date’
and the ‘relevant date’ as prescribed as per
Explanation 2 section 54 of the CGST Act. In

this part of the short note, we would cover
computation of eligible amount of refund
and filing of refund application on the GST
Portal in FROM GST RFD-01 along with the
supporting documentary evidence as
prescribed.

Computation of eligible amount of refund
of unutilized ITC:

The formula for computation of eligible
amount of refund varies depending upon the
category of refund claim.

(1) Refund of accumulated ITC on
account of zero-rated supplies
without tax payment (exports and
supplies to SEZ units or developers)

The formula for calculating eligible refund
amount is as follows:

Amount of Refund = [ Net ITC x (Turnover of
zero-rated supply of goods + Turnover of
zero-rated supply of services)] + Adjusted
Total Turnover

(2) Refund of accumulated ITC on
account of inverted tax structure

The formula for calculating eligible refund
amount is as follows:

Amount of Refund = {[ Net ITC x (Turnover
of inverted rated supply of goods and
services)] + Adjusted Total Turnover} - Tax
liability on inverted rated supply of goods
and services

The terms used in the formulae are defined
as follows:

Net ITC for (1): The input tax credit claimed
for the particular period on the goods and
services purchased (inputs and input
services).

Net ITC for (2): The input tax credit claimed
for the specific period on the goods

purchased (inputs).

Turnover of zero-rated supply of goods: It
can be lower of the following two values:

¢+ Value of zero-rated sale of goods for
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the particular period under LUT or
bond without tax payment.

+ Value calculated as [1.5 x value of
like domestic goods or similar ones
as declared by supplier].

Turnover of zero-rated supply of
services: Total of payments received during
the particular period for zero-rated supply of
services, advance towards the zero-rated
supply of services finished for that specific
period but received in any prior period
excluding those advances received in the
prior period of which service is not
completed.

Adjusted total turnover: Total sum of
turnover in state or UT, excluding turnover
from providing services and turnover of
zero-rated and other than zero-rated supply
of services. The value arrived is excluding
the value of exempt supplies.

Net ITC, turnovers at both (1) and (2)
exclude the ITC or sales turnover of supplies,
as the case may be, where the goods
exported are subject to export duty and/ or
where supplies are exempt or NIL rated.

Documents to be filed with refund claim:

The application for refund should be
accompanied by statements, declarations,
undertakings, certificates and other
supporting documents as prescribed in rule
89(1) of the CGST Rules. For further details
reference can be made to Annexure -1 and
Annexure - 2 of the application for refund in
FORM GST RFD 01. Reference can also be
made to CBI&C Circular No. 125/44/2019-
GST dated 18-11-2019. (If required, we
would be happy to provide a copy of the
documents referred to).

Updated refund filing process for Export
and SEZ refunds:

The following is the updated refund filing
process for certain categories, including
exports of services, supplies to SEZ units,
and deemed exports as notified in the GSTN
Advisory No. 600 issued on May 08, 2025,

+ Taxpayers no longer need to select a

specific tax period when filing
refund applications. Instead, they
can directly select the refund
category and create the application.

¢ All required returns must be filed
before applying for a refund.

+ The process has shifted from tax
period-based to invoice-based filing,
with specific statements for each
category.

+ Uploaded invoices are locked for
amendments unless the application
is withdrawn or a deficiency memo
is issued.

GSTN Advisory No 600 dated May 8, 2025

(1) GSTN has been made important
changes in the refund filing process
under the following categories:

(a) Export of Services with
payment of tax

(b) Supplies made to SEZ
Unit/SEZ Developer with
payment of tax

(c) On account of Refund by
Supplier of Deemed export

(2)  For the above refund categories, the
requirement to select a specific tax
period (‘From’ and ‘To’) while filing
refund applications has been
removed. The taxpayers can now
directly proceed with selecting the
refund category as above and
clicking on “Create Refund
Application.”

(3) Taxpayers must ensure that all the
returns (GSTR-1, GSTR-3B etc) due
till the date of refund application,
are filed.

(4) The said refund categories are
changed from ‘Tax Period based
filing’ to ‘Invoice based filing’. The
taxpayers can upload eligible
invoices and claim refund in the
following statements:
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(a) Export of Services with payment of Tax
(Statement 2)

(b) SEZ Supplies with payment of Tax
(Statement 4)

(c) In case of Deemed Exports, the
application by Supplier (Statement 5B)

The invoices once uploaded with a refund
application will be locked for any further
amendment and will not be available for any
subsequent refund claims. The said invoices
will be unlocked only if the refund
application is withdrawn or a deficiency
memo is issued.
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Statutory Compliance Calendar — June 2025
Indirect Tax Laws and SEZ, EOU, STP, Non-STP, SHTP Units etc.
Legislation Cut Off Date Frequency Particulars (Returns / Form)
GST 11 Monthly | Outward Supply Return in Form GSTR- 1
GST 20 Monthly | Summary Return in Form GSTR-3B
GST 10 Monthly | Statement of TCS in Form GSTR-8
Monthly Return to be filed by Input Service
GST 31st of next Month Monthly Distributors in Eorm GSTR-6
Half-Yearly - 25t ITC-04 to be filed by th('a Principal (Detallg of
th goods sent and received back from job
October & 25 Half-Yearly X
GST Aoril Yearly - 25t / Yearl worker) Frequency - Half Yearly if Annual TO
April y Y |is above Rs.5 CR and Yearly if Annual TO up
P to Rs. 5 CR.
SEZ 10 Monthly | Service Export Reporting Form (SERF)
SEZ 1S Monthly | Monthly Performance Report (MPR)
Within 30 days
sez |fomthelastdate |\ | SOFTEX
of the export
invoice
SEZ 10th of Every Monthly BLUT. Reconcmgtlon and Bond register
Month submission (physical copy)
SEZ Monthly | DTA Service Procurement Form (DSPF)
STPI 10 Monthly | Service Export Reporting Form (SERF)
STPI 10 Monthly | Monthly Performance Report (MPR)
Within 30 days
from the last date
STPI of the export Monthly | Software Export (SOFTEX)
invoice
30th June every
STPI end of Financial Annual Annual Performance Report (APR)
year
Non-STP 10 Monthly | Service Export Reporting Form (SERF)
Non-STP 10 Monthly | Monthly Performance Report (MPR)
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Within 30 days
from the last date

Non-STP of the export Monthly | Software Export (SOFTEX)
invoice
30th June every
Non-STP end of Financial Annual Annual Performance Report (APR)
year
Customs 10 Monthly | Form A
Notes:

Refund of ITC - Application in FORM GST-RFD-01 to be filed within 2 years from the date

of Export

Reply to the notice issued by the Department - Reply to be filed within the time period as

specified in the notice

Disclaimer:

For Private Circulation Only.
The contents of this newsletter are meant for updating our clients on legal developments and enhancing
their knowledge on important issues relating indirect taxation including GST, Customs, SEZ, NON STPI

Units, matters administered by DGFT, Customs SVB etc.

The contents of this newsletter should not be considered as our opinion on the subject. Should you need our
opinion on any of the matters covered in this newsletter, we would be happy to provide our opinion on
receipt of your reference.

Page | 13



