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| Nume and address of the| | M/s AADINATH AGRO INDUSTRIES, Plot No. B- |
apphicam | 109, RICO Industrial Area, Bikaner Road, |
' | GOGELAV, NAGAUR-341001, Rajasthan

(GSTIN ol the applicant | | 08ABXFA7290E12X | |
Clause(s) ol Scction 972) of | | (h) applicability of a notification issued under the |
COSTAGST Act, 2017, under |« | provisions of this Act
which the question(s) raised

[3ate ol Personal [Hearing | 3] 17.04.2025
Present for the .Lp|'||1c.u|l 3| M Mukesh Chordiya (C.AL)
Iane of Kuling | = | 23.05.2025

Note 1: Under Section 100 of the CGST ROGST Acl. 2017, an appeal against this ruling
lies before the Appellate Authority for Advance Ruling. constituted under Seetion 99 of
CUSTVRGST Acl. 2017, within a period of 30 days from the date of service ol this arder.

Note 2: Al the outset, we would like 1o make it ¢lear that the provisions ol both the CGST
Act and the RGST Act are the same except for cerlain provisions. Therefore, unless «
mention is specilically made to such dissimilar provisions. a relerence to the CGS T Acl
would olse mean a reference to the same provision under the RGST Act. Further ta the
curlier, heneeforth for the purposes of this Advance Rul ing. & reference 1o such a similar
provision under the CGST Act / RGS'T Act would be mentioned s being under the "8
A,

Ihe issue raised by M/s AADINATH AGRO INDUSTRIES, Plot No. B-109, RICO Industrial
Area, Bikaner Road, GOGELAY, NAGALR-341001 Rajasthan(hereinaller "
appdicant ) is [t o pronounce advance ruling as they have deposited prescribed Fee
under COST Act and it falls under the ambil ol the Section O7(2)ziven as under:

{b} applicability ofa notilication issued under the provisions of this Act

A.  SUBMISSION OF THE APPLICANT(in briefj:-

Hrwel Taels ol the ease:

« Lhe applieant. [Aadinath Agro ledustries]. is a partnership liem engaged in
[Spice processing unit] and is registered under GST,

+ lhe lirm's monthly taxable turnover exceeds 230 Iakh, making i1 subject 1o
Rule 868 restrictions.

«  The il income tax paid in the preceding financial year is as follows:

M
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Entity/Partner Income Tax Paid (2) Financial Year

The Firm [0.00)| [1°Y 202324
Partner 1 132,274.00) [FY 2023.24)
Partner 2 [72,153.00] [FY 2023-24]
Partner 3 [0.00] (1Y 2023-24

Total (Firm + Partners) | 104427000

= Although no individual partner has paid more than #1 lakh separately, the firm
and its partwers together have paid well above 21 lakh in Income Lax,

B INTERPRETATION AND UNDERSTANDING OF APPLICANT ON
UESTION RAISED (IN BRIEF)

«  lIssue for Consideration:

o Whether the cumulative tax payment of the firm and its partners can
be considered for the exemption under Rule 86R°

Whether the firm gualifies for exemption, even if no single partner has
paid more than 1 lakh individually?

4. Arguments Supporting the Cumulative Consideration of Tax Paid
4.1 Partnership Firms and Partners Are Financially Interdependent

= A parnership frm is a Lax-paying entity. bul its profits are ultimately
distributed to partners, cither through profit share or remuneration,

« Income tax is either paid at the firm level or at (he pariner level, meaning the
financial standing of the firm and iis pariners is interlinked.

* Denying the exemption simply because no individual partner paid 1 lakh
contradicts the economic reality of pa rinership taxation.

» linder Partnership Act, 1932, 4 parinership firm is treated as an aggreeate of
partmers. and the frm's income is ultimately taxed in the hands ol pariners,

= Though a firm and its partners are distinet under the Ineome Tax Act, 1961, they
operate as a single cconomic unit,

« Just as companics and iheir dircctors are flinancially assessed together,
partnerships should also be evaluated on a combined tax compliance hasis.

* A partnership firm and its pariners are not entlirely separate for tax
[Purposes.

= Ihe income of a partnership firm ultimately flows (o its partners, cither
through profit distribution or remuneration or interest on capital,

« a lirm pays substintial income 1ax. it reflects the financial credibility of the
pariners as well. since they are the ultimate beneliciaries,

= [la firm and its partners colleetively pay substantial income tax. they are
genuine tax-compliant businesses and should not face unmecessary cash
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restrictions. Since the firm and its partners are jointly liable for txation. the

total tax paid by all partners together should be considered for exemption.
and not just the tax paid by a single pariner,

Example Scenario:

A lirm pays TS0000 lakh in tax. while two partners pay 30,000 each.

Total tax paid = 1.5 lakh, vot exemplion 1§ denied because no single pariner
paid 21 lakh.

This creates undue hardship for genuine businesses and contradicts the
cxemption’s intent,

4.2. Legislative Intent of Rule 868 — Preventing Fake I'TC Claims

Rule 868 of the CGS'T Rules, 2017 was introduced vide Notification No, 94/2020
Central Tax. dated 22nd December 2020, and hecame elfeetive from 1st January
2021. The primary objective behind the introduction of Rule 868 was to curh tax
evasion, fraudulent 1'TC claims, and bogus invoicing under GST,

Key Reasons for Introducing Rule 868:

Curbing Fake ITC Utilization and Tax Evasion

Belore the introduction of Rule #68. many businesses were fraudulently
utilizing 100% of their Input Tax Credit (ITC) without paying any actual tax
in cash. [1s led W revenue leakage for the government. Bogzus firms were created
solely 1o claim TTC without real business operations. Rule 868 prevents
excessive reliance on I'TC by mandating a1 least 1% of the ountput tax liability
1o be paid in cash.

Discouraging Circular Trading and Fake Invoic ing

Many Iraudulent businesses were engaged in circular trading, where lake
invoices were gencrated withoul actual supply of goods or services, solely Tor
passing I'TC. This antificial ITC was then used 10 reduce actual tax liability 10
+cro. Rale 86B forees high-turnover taxpayers to make some cash payments,
making such fraud more difficult.

Increasing Governmen! Revenoe and Compliance

By ensuring that i least 1% of GST liability is discharged in cash, the
government aims o improve cash flow in the tax system and reduce
dependency on paper-based tax eredits. This also ensures that inly genine
businesses with real transactions can fully utilize their F1C,

Strengthening GST Audit and Munitoring

Phe rule acts a5 an automatie Gilter to flag risky taxpayers. Businesses that
frequently elaim 100% ITC utilization without cash payments arc now suhjec
lo stricter serutiny. This helps tax authoritics deteet and prevent ITC fraod
early.
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«  Genuine bosinesses that are paying substantial taxes should not be
unnecessarily burdencd by cash payment restrictions.

« Il'a partnership fimm and its partners collectively pay more than 21 lakh in
income Lax, il proves their genuvine tax compliance, (ullilling the spirit of the
exemption provision.

4.3. Ambiguity in the Wording of Rule 868
o The exemption applies i}
"Any of its two partoers have paid more than 71 lakh...”

« The rule does not explicitly state whether the 1 lakh threshold applies to each
partuer separately or cumulatively,

«  Ambiguities in taxation laws must be interpreted in favor of the taxpayer
taupreme Courl ruling in CFT v, Vegetable Products Lid,, 1973).

«  The Advanee Ruling Authority should provide elarity on whether the exem ption
can be granted based on combined fax payments.

= The law should be interpreted in a manner that supporis honest Inxpnyeu
rather than ereating rigid compliance hurdles.

» In corporate taxation, a company’s 1ax compliance and that ol its directors are
ofien considered together.

= In bank loan approvals. a fivm’s and its partners” financial standings arc assessed
jointly.

+  GST laws should align with these principles and recognize the firm-partner
linancial nexus,

= Mony global tax systems consider partnerships and their stakeholders as
flinancially interdependent.

«  Denyving cumulative tax considertion ereates an uneven playing ficld [or
parinerships compared 1o sole proprictorships and companies,

Additional Submission:-

SUBMISSION FOR PERSONAL HEARING BEFORE AAR

Applicant: Aadinath Agro Industries

GETIN: 0BABXFATIWILAX

subject: Advance Ruling on Applicability of Rule 868 of CGS'T Rules, 2017
. Introduction

This submission is made on behall of Mfs Aadinath Agro Industrics, a parinership firm
registercd under the Goods and Services Tax Act, having its place ol business in
Rajasthan, The firm is engaged in the business of spice manulacturing and trading,
contributing significantly (o the supply chain in the FMCG sector. The lirm’s monthly
taxable wenover exceeds Rs. 50 lakhs. thereby prima facic making Rule 868 applicable,

2. Facts of the Case
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Ihe key facts relevant 1o the present matier are as follows:
- The monthly taxable turnover of the linm exceeds Rs. 50 lakhs,
- The lirm primarily operates through the Input Tax Credit { I'TC) mechanism.

- Rule 861 of the CGST Rules, 2017 mandales that only 99% ol the outpul tax liability
can be discharged through 17,

- An exemption cxists Tor catitics where the proprictor. Karta, M1, or any two pariners
have paid income tax exeeeding Rs. 1O in cach of the last two linancial vears.

i Financial :-:'mlr. | l}ur;_uL:-r'] Partner2 | Partner3 | Firm Uotal
2022-23 4876600 [90.072.00 [0.00 000 | 13883800
202324 [32274.00 |72153.00 | 0.00 0.00 | L,04.427.00 |

3. Rule 868 — Text and Interpretation

Rule 861 was introduced to prevent fraud and misuse off the input tax credit, It provides
that registercd persons shall not use 11C 1o discharge more than 99% of their oupil Lax
liability il the value of taxable supply (excluding exempt and ero-rated supply) exceeds
K& 50 lakhs in a month.

Proviso 1w Rule 868: Provides various exemplions, notably where the income tax paid
by specified persons exceeds Rs. 1,00.000 fn cach of the two preceding financial years,

The applicant submits that the cumulative income tax paid should be considered for
exemption ¢ligibility under this rule,

4. Grounds for Secking Exemption

- Liberal Interpretation: The languape “any of its two pariners™ muist be read with the
intent of identifving tax credibility, which can be satisfied cumulatively.

- Substance Over Form: The lirm and partners are liscally inteérlinked.

- Feonomie Contribution: 'The finm has significantly contributed to revenug through GS'1
- Deterrent Against Misuse vs. [larassment: The rule must not penalice honest laxpavers.
3. Applicability of Scetion 40(b) of Income Tax Act

Interest (o' 12 percent on Partner's Capital and Remunermtion paid o pariners is governed
by Section 4 b) and is allowed as a deduction fron the firm’s income:

Calculation of Remuneration:
- On the first Rs, 3.00.000 of book profit: 90% or Rs. 1.50,000 whichever is higher
- On balance: 80%

The partners” remuncration and interest is taxuble in their individual hands and prolit
shave is taxable in Partnership {irm thus cxempt in their individual hands.

This shows that taxes paid by pariners are dircelly attributable to income derived from
the fim. justifving consideration of their tux payments For Rule 8613,

6. Tax Caleulations of individual partners and firms: -
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The tax hability (based on the provisional tinancial statements) of individual partners on
the income derived from the partnership firm for the FY 2024-25 as per applicable tax

regimedslab will be: -

Particulars i e | Amount
Net  profit  before  Interest  and | 28.03.416.00
Remuneration

lL.ess: Interest pﬂid o pH]‘U‘ICh it be taxed | 22,50.000.00
in individual hand)
.ess: Remuneration pEud 1o Partners {to be | 4.23.000.00
laxed in individual hand)
Ml profit (1o be laxed in Panpership firm) | 1,304 16.00

| distribution of prolit of Parinership lirm & tax liability are as [ollows-

Particulurs - | Ravi Doshi | Ashok
- _ Daoshi
lotal Interest [ A | 7.50.000.00 | 7.50.000.0
1
[otal Remuneration [13] LAL000.00 | 1.41.000.0
1
Mel Profi from | [1rm {n:m:mpl mc::rl:m._] 43 4?1 'I:]TD_ = 43 472 l:I'I'.i
I'otal Taxable income | AR £.91.000.00 | 910000
[ O
ineome ax on above mcome as per new | 40,664.00 I 40.664.00
Lax regime . | A |

Divesh lain I It

i [ncon
7.50.000.0 | %
t}__ I 4
410000 |-
i .
| 43,472,000 l 304 16.00
2910000 | 1.30.416.00
il
1664 00) ‘ HhG91 .00

Phe wtal income tax paid by all the partners and fiem cumulative is more than.one lakh

which comes {0 162683.00

Now, il we consider a hypothetical situation that our Grm’s statos will

be proprictorship

mnstead of partnership lirm then the wial income tax payment made by our firm will be:

IDany one partner becomes the proprictor of {irm;, then the tax Lability in his individual

hand will be; -

Particulars | Amoun! !
Ml profi 28.03.416.00
l.ess- Interest paid to other partner as unsecured | 150000000
loan

Total Income il status is pmprluur'-.hlp 1 13.03.416.00
‘lax pavmenl on above income LOETIEOD |

It can be elearly seen than in case of partnership (irm total income tax liability is higher
than income tax lisbility of proprictorship firm Therclore, mere only oor lirm is
constiluted as parinership lirm and total tax liability reduced to Rs, 40691.00 (firm only)
the provisions ol rule 86(b) applics on our lrm. Thus, for applicability of rule 86(b) the
lotal tax lHability of bath the lirm and pariners must be considered cumulatively,

1. Effect on the working capital requirement of firm: - Rule 868 of the CGST Rules.
2017 mandates that certain taxpayers musl pay al least 1% of their monthly GS1 liability

in cash, even il they have sullicient Inpul Tax Credt (1'1C) This mle

primarily aflects

our businesses as we have taxable turmover exeecding 230 lakhs ina month and we also

Pagr&aofl1l



have sullicient input tax credit balance, The government inroduced the rule with o
motive o curb lax evasion and improve compliance butl it has an adverse impact on
working capital. especially when the 1% ax payment is required to paid even taxpayver
has suflicient input tax credit balance. The rule introduced is affeeting the business in
following manner: -

= Cash Outflow Despite I'TC Availability: liven il adequate TTC is available 1o
olfset the tax liahility. we must pay 1% in cash and this leads 1o blocking of finds.
reducing liquidity.,

* Inereased Cost of Borrowing: To meet the casl reguirement. we may need (o
rely on short-term borrowing, increasing their finance cogt,

* Administrative Burden: Monthly compliance of the rule is necessary and that
enhance the compliance cost and complexity.

* Impact on Marging: In Jow-marein businesses, even g 194 oulllow can crode g
signilicant portion of prolits if the funds aren't recovered ar adjusted promptly,

Ihe govemment ol India is promoting business for MSMI?s but the applicability of the
abiove rule results in working capital steain and it is aflecting the financial health and
operational cllicicney of businesses,

8. GST Input Credit — Early-Stage Utilization: We have initiated the manulacturing
business operations in the FY 2024-25 therelore our business is new and we have
significant Inpul Tax Credit (1'1C) aceunulated on account ol capital expenditure, mostly
related 1o the purchase of plant and machinery, As the business is still in s inital phase
with limited outward 1axable supplics. the utilization of the available 11C is nrogressing
al & slower pace. Therelore, the accumulated 1'TC will be gradually ollset against future
Gkl habilities based on the scale of operations and taxable tmover IMCTCASS.

% Legislative Intent and Policy Perspective

Rule 861 was enacted o curb fraudulent practices involving fake invoicing and im proper
ITC utilization. It was never intended to impact genuine businesses who regylar
neiurms, puy laxes and comply with Jaw.

y hie

Clarification from CBIC

CBIC via official communication and social media (e.g.. Twitter - {wichic india} has
clarilied:

"The rule provides for various exemplions like exporters, suppliers of goods of inverted
tuty slructure, txpayers having 4 foolpring in the Income Tax datsbhase cte. Tt 15 expecied
that this rule would be applicable to less than 0.5% of otal Laxpayer base of 1.2 crore..."

Phis clarilication indicates that the rule is desianed 1o larget lraudsters and not complian,
tax-paying businesses such as the applicant.

10, Prayer
[n view of the above, it is humbly prayed that:

- The cumulative income tax paid by partners and parinership lirm be accepled as
salislying the exemption eriteria,

- The applicant be granted exemption from the provisions of Rule 68 ol CGST Rules.
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QUESTIONS ON WHICH THF ADVANCE RULING IS SOUGHT:

Luestion] :Can the otal ineomie tax paid by the lirm and its partners be considered
lor the exemption under Rule 86137

Question2 =1 no single partner has paid more than 21 lakh in wax, but the firm and
partiers together have, does the exemption still apply?!

COMMENTS OF THE JURISDICTIONAL OFFICER: -

Comments from the jurisdictional officer has not received,

F. PERSONAL HEARING:

In the malter, personal hearing was granied 1o the applicant on | 7.04.2025. Mr. Mukesh
Chordiva {C.A) Authorized Representative appeared  for personal hearing, They
reiterated the submission already made by them. He also submitted additional submission
during personal hearing,

F. NSCUSSIONS AND FINDINGS

1)

2}

3}

4)

We have carefully examined the statement of facts, contents of the
application filed by the applicant, submissions made at the time of hearing
and the comments of the jurisdictional Tax Authority. We have also
considered the issue involved, on which advance ruling is sought by the
applicant and other relevant facts,

The applicant M/s Aadinath Agro Industries, a partnership firm registered
under the Goods and Services Tax Act having GSTIN No. D8ABXFAT290E17Y,
and place of business at Plot No. B-109, RICO Industrial Area, Bikaner Road,
GOGELAV, NAGAUR-341001, Rajasthan, The firm is engaged in the business
of spice processing and trading, contributing significantly 1o the supply chain
in the FMICG sector. The firm's monthly taxable turnover exceeds Rs.50 I3 khs,
making it subject to Rule 86B of CGST Rules, 2017 restrictions,

The present application has been filed by the applicant seeking clarification
whether the cumulative income tax payment of the firm and its partners can
Be considered for the exemption under Rule 868 ibid and whether the firm
qualifies far exemption, even if no single partner has paid mare than %1 lakh
individually.

We also found that the taxpayer has submitted that they are enpaged in
business of spice processing unit and their taxable turnover excends Rs.50

Lakh per month due to which restrictions of rule 86 B is applicable on them.

lurther, we also [ound thal Taxpaver has submitied the details of income lax
paid by them in the preceding [inancial yeare 'Y 2023-24_ which is a3 under:
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f)

Entity/Partner Income Tax Paid () Financial Year

The Firm 1) 61| [FY 2023-24]
Partner | [ 32.274.10] |FY 2023-24|
Partner 2 [72.153.00] |14Y 2023-24]
Partnr 3 |00 [EY 2023-24]

lotal (Firm + Partners) | 1.04.427.00|

-

From the above char. the laxpayer submitted that no partner has paid
income lax more than 21 lakh individually, Towever, the firm and its partners
together have paid income tax above 21 lakh during the FY 2023-24, Further, the
taxpayer submitted the details ol total income tax paid by the [irm and its partners
during the I'Y 2022-23 and 2023-24. which is 55 under

Financial Partner | Partner 2 | Partner 3 | Fiem | Totl
2022-23  |48.766.00 | 90,072.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 1.38.838.00
(202324 [32274.00 |72.153.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 1.04.427.00

Belore procecding. 1 is imperative o £o through the relevant provision of the
Rale 8613 ibul.

[Rule 86B. Restrictions on use of amount available in electronic eredit ledger)

Nutwithsteneding anyihing comained in these rules, the re glstereed peryon shall nol
rese fite amotont available fn electronic credit ledyper ta diseharge his Heahillty imvardy
atitgul fax in excess of ninef=ning per cent, of such tax Hahifity, in cases where the
verie of fevable supply other than evem i supply and zero-rared s Ny, i g monih
exceeds fif lakl rapees:

Provided thar the said resteiction shall mo ey vidrere -

i) 1 saridd perseg or the PR hor o Kt o fhe mandging direcior or Gy o di
e partners, whole-time  Diveetors,  Members ol Mamaging  Comminee of
Assaciations or Board of Trustees, as the case mit) be, have paid more than one

ki riigees as incos X tnider the Income-iyy Acd, 19 2ol TO61) in cach o

the last bwe financial vears for which the time fimit to file vettirn of fncome wmfer

subsection (1) of section {39 of the said At hes gxpived. or

(i the registered persan has received e refumd anonnt of ware thar one lakh rupees
in the preceding financial year on aceount af wretifised fnpnt tox credit wndee ol
(i) af first proviso of sub-section (3 ef sectivm 34; or

(e the regisiered person has recetved a refiod amount of mare than one lukh rupees
in the pevceding financial vear on gecoun eof s ilied frepet tery eredit inder ofaue
fitd of fiest peovise of sub-section (3) of section 54; ar

fel) the registered persorn has discharged hiy fiadility tenvardy cunpnt tax throueh the
electranic cash ledsger for an amown which Is in exvesy of 125 af the tetal ouipn oy
fiarhility, applicd cunndatively, upto the said month in the clrvent fimancial vear; or

tet the registered person iy -
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il Governmen Department: or

(i) a Pubdic Secior Undertaking: or
fiily e lecal anthority; or

fivi o staiwiory body:

7). Ongoing through the above rule, we found that rule 868 imposes restriction
that the registered person shall not use the amount available in eleetronic
credit ledger to discharge his liability towards output tax in excess of ningty-
nine per cent of total tay liability, where the value of taxable supply other

than exempt supply and zero-rate supply, in & month exceeds fifty lakh
rupees.

B)  In the present case, we found that the taxpayer himsell submitted in his
application that their monthly turnover is more than fifty lakh rupees.
Therefore, as per the perRule 86B. restriction o use amount available in
electronie credit ledger upio ninety-nine percent of total tax liahility is
applicable on the taxpayer,

9} On further reading of the provision of Rule 868, we observe that the
restrictionshall not apply, if any of its two partners of the firm have paid
more than one lakh rupces as income tax under the Income-tax Acl. 1961(43
of 1961) in each of the last two financial vearsFurther, thetaxpayer has
submitied the details of income tax paid by the firn and partners during the
F.Y. 2022-23 and F.Y. 2023-24, which is as under:

"rinmci.u Partner | | Partner 2 | Parner 3 | Firm | Total

Year L

202223 48.766.00 | 90.072.00 | 0.00 0.00 | 1.38.538.00
2023-24 3227400 | 72.153.00 [ 0.00 0.00 | 1.04.427.00 |

From the above submission of the taxpayer, we found that neither the

mdividual partner nor the firm has paid income tax more than 21 lakh during
the last two financial years.

Further, we also observe that the taxpayer has raised question.
whether the total income tax paid by the firm and ity partners together can be
considered for the exemption under Rule 86B. Ongeing through the
provisions of Rule 86B ibid. we found that there is no provision of
exemplion for such conditions in the said rule where exemplion can he
consider for lotal income tax paid by the partners and the firm together.

[n view of above, the exemption as per Rule 86B(a) is not applicable
on the taxpayer. Hence, we hold that the restrictions of Rule %6 an the use
of amount available in electronic credit ledger is applicable on the taxpayer.
Thus, M/s Aadinath Agro Industries should use the amount available in
electronic credit ledger to discharge his liability only up o ninety-nine per
cent of tofal tax lability of the month as their monthly tax liability exceeds
fifty fakh rupees and neither theindividual partner nor the firm has paid more
than Rs. one lakh income tax during the last two fnancial years,

. In view of the foregoing facts, circumstances and provisions of the GST law. we
pass the following ruling,
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RULING

Cuestion 1:Can the iotal income tax paid by the firm and fis partners be
considered for the exemption under Rule 8637

Ans [- Mo, as discossed above.

Question2:01 no single partner has paid more than %1 lakh in tax. but the firm and
parners logether have, does the exemption still apply?

Ans 2— No, a5 discussed ahove

S

( Utkarsha) _l_'f)r. .&kmwmn} -

Member Member
CENTRAL TAX STATE TAX
F. Mo, MR-’SF;?”IE-—E&: q:]__{‘-l\ IJE[IE.' q- f;l:.] \GJ"!W
SPEED POST

M5 AADINATH AGRO INDUSTRIES,
Plot Mo. B-109, RICO Industrial Area, Bikaner Road,
GOGELAV, NAGAUR-341001, Rajasthan

Copv to: -
L. The Chiet Commissioner. CGST and Central Excise (Jaipur Zone). NCRB. Statue
Cirele, Jaipur, Rajasthan-302005,

The Chiel Commissioner, State Tax, Kar Bhawan, Bhawani Singh Road.
Ambedkar Cirele. C-Scheme, Jaipur-302005,

1

3. The Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise Commissionerate, Jodhpur
4. The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner, CGST DIVISION-C. | ODHPUR, Rajasthan

3.The Deputy Commissioner. State Tax. Circle-NAGAUR. Divisional Kar Bhawan,
NAGAUR. Rajasthan.

o|C___
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