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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA

AT HYDERABAD
(SPecial Original Jurisdiction)

TUESDAY,THE SEVENTH DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE APARESH KUMAR SINGH
AND

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE G.M' MOHIUDDIN

WRIT PETITIO N NO: 27283 OF 2025

Betwee n:

M/s. M A Enterprises, Plot No .103, D 
-No 

B-7--92lAl1O3lA, Anupama Nagar'
HrithinupJtur, Saroornagar. Mandal, Ranga Reddy, F.{yQe1a.bgo, Telangana-
SOOOZS, hepresented by ii-s Proprietor, Sri. Mohammad Abdul Rahman

...PETITIONER
AND

,l.TheAdditionalCommissioner(Appeals-1),oio.TheCommissionerof
customs & central Tax, Appeald-1, Hyderabad commissionerate, 7th floor,
oSi ahiuan, L.B. Stadium Rbad, Bash-eerbagh, Hyderapad^-500004.

Z 5upenntenJeni of Centrat Tax, Saroornagar GST Range,. Shamshabad GST
Division, Ranga Reddy GST Commissionerate, Hyderabad'

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of t!:|e constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High courl may be

pleased to issue a writ of Mandamus or any other appropriate writ or order or

direction to setting aside the impugned Appeal not allowed order passed by the

lStrespondentinAppealNo234/202S-RR-GST-ADCorder.in.AppealNo'HYD-

GST-RRC- APPl-201-25-26 dated 12.08.2025 read with order for cancellation

of registration passed by 2nd Respondent in Reference No 2436042502974-ON

dated 1 1.O4.2025 is arbitrary, illegal and contrary to law laid down by this

Hon'ble Court and consequently, set-aside the same
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lA NO: 1 OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the ( ircumstances stated

in the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High Co trl may be pleased to

suspend the operation of the Appeal Rejection Orde. passed by the 1st

Respondent in Appeal No 23412O25-RR-GST-ADC Orde - n-Appeal No. HyD-
GST-RRC- APPl-2.O1-25-26 dated 12 OB ZO2S, read with ()'der for Cancellation

of registration passed by 2nd Respondent in Reference lro 2A360425029740N

dated 11.04.2025 in cancelling the GSTN Registration cerlificate Number

36CAPPl\46663N 1 ZR of the petitioner, pending disposat of the above Writ
Petition

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRt. VENKATRAM REDOy MANTUR

Counsel for the Respondents: SRI DOMINIC FERNANDES
(senior standing counsel for CBIC)

The Court made the following: ORDER
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THE-rIoI\llBLE THE eHIEF ITJSTICE SRI APARESFI KU AR SINGH

AND

TI{E HON'BLE S I II ST'ICE G.NI.MOI{ IIJDDIN

Yrit Petition No.27283 of ZO25

Ilcalcl IIr. \I.\'cnkauam Reddv, lcarncd counscl f()-r

rl.rc pe ritioncl- 2r1rd \lr. Domtnic F-crnandes, Iearncd Ser.rior

Srancling Cr.runscl fot Ccntral Roatd of Indirect Taxes and

Cusronrs (CBIC) lrPpear-ing lor thc respondents

2 Pctiuoncr's CIS'I' regisffauon No.36CAPPi\I

one anY

66(r3N1ZR s'as cancelled s'irh cffect ftom 31.01 .2025, uide

f'rrr.nr (]S'l l{lrc 19 c'lated 11.04.2025, under Rr-rle 22(3) of

thc (.cntral (loods irud Scn-iccs Tax Rules, 2017 (for shott

'the lttrles'), in/er tba on nttmber oF grounds includrng thc

's not becn conductinglnJt lne l)('lllloller na .t>

br-rs incs s [r.on-r ils clcclared place of business. Petitioner

prct'erred an appeal. 'lihe appcllate authoriry called ior a

report itom the iurisclictional superintcndenr. 1'hc

,
i

Order
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jurisdicrionel .:\ssistanr Cc,nlrissi11cr oi r._entral .I.ax.

Shamshairad (lSf Dn ision, repliccl as lr rI[ou s

'lrr rhis rc'1,.ar.rI. ir is irrtorrrcd rhar I)G(il. r izaili.lr,, lr,rr.,. 1,,.,1i,,, .r ,,ll(rrc(, ,.1.(
I r(: -.aicl urut. r.r,-lc Icrfer Il.\o.t-r( l(]I/l\\' '(;S'l'/_509/201-i Cr: \ 0/o \D(, rl( j I.
dar,-^Ll l().()-5.2t)2_i opirrcd rher thc p, rr,", ,,i- t1rc,
laxpx\ cr does lr.rt ntcr.it lirr consirlcratiort. .l 

hc
rr:k r-,rrrl c()ntnrts ()t f hc s:ritl [cftc.r. 

^r,1,Ii l),,,,Iu,'c\l Itt rt,l.tl,.r..

, '. 'rr riti, r-(;,.trrl. i t r,, t,(. 1 rhrr a" 1,. 1. ;111Irtrlrrcdon ,\rrtlrorrz:tLtOn -\O 291 / 2 )-tl -)r)

,l , I ll.,'l .,', r..,r,,t l,r rl,. I,,rrrr l, ,.,,,r,I)(;(;1. \-Zt. ior inspli:trLrrt of tlrc lrrs ncs:
l)rclnrscs o[ \1., s. \l \ I,)nrcrpnscs ({.i S.1-IN:
.36r. \PI)\16a)61\ IZR) r,:., Scc,,,rJ llc,or. Irtor\o.lil LP, Krislrn:rr crr \agef. Sarr,,or \asar
\I:in- Road, Llrdcr.abrri. lhrruarrdcli, .l.tl:r rr.a,ra.:flr',rl;. t]l(. .1.t,(r l,,lr ,tri, 1,1_ ,,f i)r i(;1. r ,ztri.r,J lrr' \.r,1 f\li 1r ,,1 ll,{)i -l{ r, trrl
rca.:irin,I the prcmiscs. rt ivas iitrurcl tlrll thcre s,ns
11,'1,'1 11;1 :. rnrirr lrr rr.rrrrr.\l s. \l \ l.nr(l\ l.cs
:lr-:rn\ pcrs()n br nrrnc Shri trfolirmrnad \tr.iul
Llalrrlurr lt thc slrd prcnLises.

Lnqurfi. rnaclc r,, rth rht: peoplc living ncr r ti.rc
l)rcnxses rcr.ralccl rhat \l ,s. \[.\ I,lfltcirprisc, orar\ [)( rs()n \\.1t]r nanrc Sirri \[r,hrrmnr:r.] ,l,i:lrlItalt|tln hrn.c irOt c,rrtrlrrctcdr cOnclrrclinr. lrtrlruslrrcss ecrii itr rrr lhr: saicl p^r.ll,"a
.\ul){r'rl cntl\. llr,l in.1,,, t.,rt ,)lli(r.r. cr1n, ,tcJ
f hrl. \[,,]t.rrnrrr,,.l \l,clr.l r1.11,,,,,,,. pr..,pri1 I I ,,1.
).i./s \I \ [:}rir:rpriscs ,.,rcr pharnc et ]ris ,r,lrilcrutrber 96.12.1.10 187. lJut, Shri. \lohanLnrad'rl,J rl R.rhnr.rn ,l;J rr,,r 1,1, k ,r1, 1111 c.rll I lr r ,.. r.r
plc,k.,1 trp .rlr, r;.li t1r..1,r,1 11.yr1.s1,.,1 r.lr pl ,.ri,
c r[]s trr,nr rhc ,rttlc, r*

Sulsccluentlr, rhc oilrccls appr.oachccL rhc
o',r,n,:r. oi rhe prcnrises IIs. S. Shilpa liccldr, ,\ ro
S rrr l)cp.r \l lrt rr,lcr Ilr,r.lr rr,,l .,,.tui.,t , ,

\
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el)oL1t thc business activities of NI/s lzLA
',,,, 

.r,,r ., ' itt It'-t lrrt ttusc' i c ' >t c"nJ Floor'

I,t,r, i,, l. I l', Krt.llq,ri eni \ayar. :ar"ur \aHar

\l^r,, l(,,.,.1. I lr,l,r'rl'.'d Rrrrgar'JJr' lclangana'

., rrrttl I lrr r(.1!',rr\(. <lrt <trtlccl that thc al"resatcl

r)r(nrL.(\.,,. l,t',,,,,1 l'r' her: tlr'tt 'rlre llu'tel Lrr.

,,",,. i f,, ll,,.rrl r'"r' \lcn hr' Iak(rl lh( sald

,rt.,"i... ',tr t.ttt S rtrrs lrack rtrtJ thrtt rrrll rhcv

i,-,' .l ,,,,,, i'', ttt tltc':td frcnrr'es' Iurtltcr' sh'

a,nr".1 ,1,,,, rllc prcniscs \vils flc\-cf rellted out to

rn\ tlrtn ,t",,.,'tl Nt/s NIA I-trtcrprises

1,7,f: tprf l,tOO:N lZl! or ro anY pcrsorL named-

-\l-r.i'\ t,.,lr",rlrrtrcl \bdul Rahrnan at llnr Poiflt ot

,r"'t. ,.4 th',lt rlo business/commercial acuvity is

ir".ir..rr.a ()Ltt br thc said Ertm in the said

,,,,,,,,.i., 'lr! .r.lrt (l rh rr thc Rcntal \grcrmcnt

l,.u..f 
' '''' 

'' 'lI',rid lo b( r\((uL(J Lcn|cen her

",,.i-Sfrtt 
\loharnrtlrcl '\bdui llahman is a lake

.t,,.r.,,,r.,r, rtrld thc sigtlature rln thc said ltcntll

\,,ri'( rrr(r'r r. .lilltlcrrt ftt'm hcr acttraI signaturc'

t ,i,, , ..,'.f nr, ,ct t Jtnt' rr crc rect'rtlctl unclrr

P"rr.l.t,,r't.,r'r" dared 18 ()3 2025.

1. 'l he ,x,n cxistcrrcc oi NI'/s NIA ll'nterposes

(16( \L'l'\I666lN1Z'11) has bcen substantiated by

ih.' p",,.t,"n"r,'r, datci 1803 2025 drarvn at the

.1,., l.rr'' .r 1'l,r' t rri l'rr:irtr"'
5. -\s \1/S II'\ IlnterPrrscs

,,,, -11,P11r'r,o.i\ lZll; \as foutt'l ru bc a

, 'i,, u,,la,.,I crrrrn * hich "hrrincd CS'r

...'fi.rr,,,r,',,, lraudulerrly bv uploading/submitting

r'f:tkc tcrLtrrl egreemcnt, this offlcc '"'ide letter

(l rl((l .)1 ,'i ll))i rctlucstrJ tllc J uri:elicuon.al '\C
L, ' (',trr .( , trtccllrtt"tt oI lhe ( ;S f Rcgtsuauon or

iii. i'a [rLrtcrpriscs (36C'\1']PN16663N12R) as

,,cl tltt: trr, 'r'i-i" 'ni c'f Secrjt'rt 2r) of CGSI'

'i.,, -'' ,' ,'...,.1 ''ith R'rlc ll "i rhc CCST

n"i.,. Z,r' entl to block the I'fC ledger of-the

,;"t.i""'rr, uncler Ruie 86A of CGS'I Rules'- 2017'

in orclct ,.l, 1r.", ""1 
them frorn [urthcr passtng on

traLl(l1l\ 11 l'l ( t,, ',lhcI Ia\prrCrs

b. >trl'i((lrr(rrlli'. '[6 $rr1rt rintcndent' San'ot

\agrrr C()Si' Rtngc issuetl Shorv Cause Notice to

t

::...
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iirer sulrjcct il\r:1\'ef .)n ?8.lrl.lr-)15 r r,i tltc
r(ilistt.1iti,.)i) lrs cancciicrd on il.(l.l.Z(12:. :ri<:r
l rrllorr ing proccrluris-. lrr tiri. ,,,nt(\I. .,,(..1t;,,n ,rtrir,.,r , rl:r
Srrpcrrnrcrrclcnr. Sarr,r,l. \2,,,,1 1'1 q'1 lir ntc's
lcrLci Li.rtrrcl ()9.1)5.2()lr :rrltircsscrl i,r rhi: \,sls,:lnt
L't.rtt'--i,,r (r ,r i r r. r.rl L r. ilr.rr I.i[.r,]. (-(lS l l)ir ision. u,hci.cir lrt. ltrLs srrrretl rhrr [tr. h:rs
r.c rtllccl plcr scs of ritl tl\p:r\ r.l. rnci rI_,t lcnLai
a,q1cciltcnt. ltasccl Otr LIrc :rrnclrlrn.irr aJ)l)liclltioll
r-i.lc ,\ltN \o. \ \larl.)l2jil.lrg.l.t5
.hrcd 18.()i 201-5: rhrr rhc 121111161 is r Lrilirrg
[rusincss [r.ont the ne\\ I)rc]Triscs; rhat thr rcntai
l]lirccnr( nl bct\r'ccrr Shri SrirrnrLrh An1lrr, r,r1u
n, \, I)t(r) \(. ,:\\rl(.1 ,,,rd (1..r \1,,1 : rrrc.l
\bdul -ltahntan (l)ropricror) \\.rs cr-.cLrtecl
on 15.1 1.2()2.:1, but tlrc !x\px\.rr ,:irplir.i lot.
arncnclLrrcnr orr 18.01 l(115. llrrscd or Lhc ri ,rr,,,i:.
rhe S rLpcrin [en(lerr t, Saroor Ner:lr (_(iS-I. Rrr]sc
vidr: thc at,trcn1s",ia,,,"., lcftcr. pr,rposccl f,,r
tcst.)raLioo OI rhc suO mOro cancclle,-l regislri ti()n
o1'tlie subject ra\De\:cr. in thc ifltclcst cft lr,,;a,cr
CO]I\'CI ] 1C NCC,

S. I'r rl,i,'i;..r,1. rl:r r,,1,1i11, ,,r,,rr r. ri(r.
thar on vcritlcarion oi rlor,rLrnc,iL. Lrfl<;a.l-.,1 lrr
the taspar.rr in ihe llO ltorrai, ir is roricr,l thar
the rr\p:i\.cr hls lpplicci tbr- ,rrncn.li:rcnI
()n I8.()1.2015 (r.c. crrrr:tlr on rhc d:r c of
irr.1,q.1i,'rr of , '1116q.; ,,t D( ;( '1, \'Zt L,r
rrpl ,,.11,,* rltc lit.nl:rl \tr, ,.,,,rr
Catcd 18.01.1025 ol rhc l)() porrrl. H.,,,r:.., ,., ,,,,
rcnt.J 2srecnrcur darccl 25.1I.2n4 saicl ro bc
,txcCLttcd ltelu,ecn Shu St-irarnuh \nianr., Lrlu
nc'.\ I'tcrni:C. , r\\ n(.t./ ,:n(l :lrr, \1,,1,.,. ,,:..[

.\bclLrl R:il'rmen (l)ropricror.) iirLrncl ro I,rr-e
rrploadc(l ()1r rhe portal br. the rarlravcr.. .l-he

la\lldrCt ltrt. crr, J l,r llrrI'r.llrrr r\\ ) :Ct\ ,,1 t, tr:rl
agl-rrcmcl)ts lront thc j:ltl.lc o\vncr i.e.. irltrj
Srrrrmula ,\njancr.r.rlu, onc clatcd 25.I1.202! in
Illr'.icrl rr,,rlc r,, rhr .11)(.rinr(n(l(.r)t, .\.,r,,,r
Nagar Ilangc) ancl a;rorhcr datcd 1g.03.201,, ,on

I
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BO portal). t'hich clearll indicate that thc said

rcrrtll tgr(trtll nl\ .1,', rnr( r]li.rr( n(,1 grnuitl(.
9. ln rhis corlte\r. ir is rcitcratecl that the sub]ect

t,l\pl\.er hacl obtetnccl GS'.t Rcgistratiotr
ilauclulcrrrh br u lr rri irpJoading f:rlic docurnents
in rhc pr.,r tal urrcl ircrcc it is opinecl that thc
pnrposal of rcrocruon of thc canccllcd CIST
rcgistradou of \il's. i\1-\ E)nrcrpriscs
\{,( \ I'}P\I,,r,(, i\ L/11 J,'c. nor mcrr

co nsidcrirri,.,tr.'

3. 'I'he appcllate authorir\', upon considetation of the

report oI the jr-rrisdictional .\ssistant Commissioner oI

Cenual Tax, Shamshabarl (lS'I' Division, held that thc

cancellatlon .rf GS'l rcsistrati()n of thc pctrtioner has bccfl

carricd out in 2lccotclancc ..vith the provisiofls of

Scction 29 o[ thc \ct lead s'ith Rulc 21 of the Rules after

due process of larv. Hc iurther hcld that the place of

business dcclarcd bv the pcririoner at the time of grant of

regis trzrtion was found to bc non-cxistent during physicai I

veriflcatioll on 18.03.202-5. AS evidenccd by the

panchanama drau,n on the same date. The owner of the

prcmiscs, Sn-rt. S.Sl'rrLpa Recldl,, has catcgorically denied

renting the said plemises to the pe urioner at any point of
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rurlc atrd ciisirutcd the autlrcntjcitv of thc r(rr tr[ ltgrccntcLlt

lelied upon br the pctirt,,rrr:r, statin,q rhr ..:nte to bc a

iorgcd cl.curnc't. irur-rircr, rhe pctirr.ncr. i: lrcLl ro h:rr-e

firr.isl'recl irconsistcnt a,d contraclicro^, ck,clrrr-icrts i.

rcspect of the aliegcrl [crv prcmises 2.i.. onc rcntal

agreemcnt dated 25.11.202-1, giren in phr-sic;r .r-,otle to rhe

Super:intendcnr and anorher one clateti 1g.l-)3 2025.

uploadcd to the BO portal, rvhich raisc sc.rious cloubts

.l\-er thc g;cnllincltess of the same. F]c furthcr opined that

tl're amenclment appiication for change of acl,_] :c ss w.as t-ilccl

,,rrl) .r'r 18.03 lU:.;. rht' dar ,rn rrlrrclr irr-1.,.'.,.,;,)n \\;r{

conducted br DCGI o[ficets, 1'hc pctirioncL. lLes ferlccl ro

proclucc creclible evidencc to rebut thc Frncl inrs o I non

c\1stence of dcclared place of business at thc uratcrial rime

ot to cstabLish tl-rat thc GS'l'rcsistratron rvas olrt2inell x11d

olrctated in a bana .fide manner. 'l'hereForc. jr: retuscd to

pctiri,i rcr's GS'ftnterferc with thc canccllatior.r of the
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registration. llcint augricr-ecl, the Presel)t \Xrrir Petition has

the irnpugrccl orclcr of crrnccllarion oI its tcgistrarion ts

bccn tilccl I;r thc pctiii()ner ttr/cr ,tlit olr the grouncls that

arbitrarv and r iolattvc oI thc principles of natural iusticc.

I t hrs becn ;rassed corltrllr\- tc) tlle thilcl proviso to

rcgistration tnacle t'rrh tctrosPectl\'e effect

sub-sectiorr (2) of Sccuon 29 of thc .\ct. Cancellauon oI

from 28.03.2025 is not jr-r-sntlccl. -I'he impup;r'red ordcr

cancelling thc GS-f rcgistlation o[ the pcuuoncr has been

passccl tnctch'otr sttLtniscs rnd conjccrures. The appellate

aurholiq' has rcicctcd thc appcal u'irirout applcciating the

grounds oI appeal. 'I'hc appellate authorifi' has ignored

the docuurcuts rclating to rhe ireduor-rer's busincss

acur-ities atrcl rhc phvsical r criflcation rcport of responde nt

No.2, rvho phvsicalli coufirtr-ied the busincss activin' of

the petitioner-, r-critred its bank statclnents, invoiccs and

,
I

took samplcs. 'fhereicrrc, thc rrnpugned order oI
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c a nccll:t t ( )r) ()i (;ST' rcsistradon ()f rhe peti i,rnel rs li:rlrlc

to irc s t.r :rsirlt'.

l. l.crrrrerl Scnior Stanclirrg C_ounsel t,rr (.Bl(. lras

tlllrs'n rltr' ,llt(,nti()n of this Cotrrt to thc tl trlutrrs i thc(

appcll:rrc rrurhor-in. cluorcd atror-c. FIe sulr r rrs rhar rhc

a )\\ ncI ot- liti.

( )l)c (l:t lc(l

Lrploarlc<l to rhc

I1.2021 glven tn phr-sical rrode to rhc

u'liich raisc scr (. us doubts

I)r-c\,lous prelnLSCS, againsr -* hr c.h rc,e r s tr-a riou

t
t

\\/AS olrt:tirrr'rl, has clenied rcnting.. [he prr:riscs lo thc

l)('tru()llct ll an\, ltoinf of finte and has sr,rrtcl that rlrt,

tctrral a.g.r't'rr('u r is a frrrircd clocument. I r i:r submrtrr,r]

rliat cvcn rlrr, :rrle nclnent appltcation mor-ecl irrr changc ot-

IC piacc ol- Irusincss \\ras filed or-r thc sanlc darc

Iu.()l -l()15. on rvhrch the irrspectiorl \\:as c rr.riccl otrr Irr

l)(;(;l oiti.ials. \Iorcor.er, petirioncr hacl 11:r.nishecl nrir

s('ts ot- rr.rrlal agrcemcltts oI the S?lrtr. pl.cllLsc5.

l5

Supc't'in t cnclcn r ar.rd anothcr one darecl . g.()j.2()25.

portal,1l( )
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about the €lenuineness of the samc' 'lhe canccllation of

()ST registratiotl s,rs tnaclc also otl thc .{round that the

petidoller h'.rs not 1>ecn concluctirlg busincs-s [rom the

cleclatecl place of busiuess 'I'he appcllatc authorin" having

consiclered thc reporr oi the iur:isdictior.ral Assistant

Cornmissioner of Ccntral'far, Shamshabacl (lS'l' I)n'ision'

Found that there are scrious doubts abor-rr the GS-I'

rcustration of thc 1'rctitioner' llot the alotcsaicl l:easons'

the appcllate authorin' tefused to inte ttcrc rvirh thc otdct

oI cancellation oI petiuoner's (]ST rcgistlation datecl

1r.04.2025.

5. We have considered the subrnissions of lcarned

counsel for the Parties and tai<clr notc of thc materials

placed on record

6. -fhe findings of the lealned appcliate authoriqr

,
I

lrppear to be unimpeachable as therc arc serious doubts as
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5 ' aq)'.{Pl.{'- tr:i.+.,r'
.r' lrli'L:l a:

l:

to the lrJrcc trf btrsincss asainst tllc earlier prc.niscs ailcgt:cl

to har c l'ccLr clri:Lrrccl br. the pctlioncr ar tht jmc of r:r,rnt

o[: rcgisrr;rti,'rrt rrrc] riSO against tlrc

1)ctltioncr lLlr. also bccn mldc

pf clll lr t-ls tll fe -il)C(-l

reeistr,lri(,)11 oi tl'rc

1l e\\.,

of rr'irit:h i 1'rr: 1y61.i 1i.-, rr.,r itsclf has fufl-ri-.1-,c( t\\ o uernral

?lgr eclrte ltis ot f\\:() dificrent ciatcs

,urcl 1 8.03.lOf 5

2a 11 2!.)2+

on e

pctitjoncr has noi condrlclcd any bnsirr,:r: [rorn ti-re

dcclareci irlacc of busine ss, urhich is in con, Lar-cirtron ot-

Itule 21.-\ o1' rhi- Ilrrlcs

h ! roulrd t ha t

i'

8. Lr r-ieu' of rhc a Foresaid reasons, rvc clo rLot fincl anr-

qt'ounci t() intcrfcre \r.ith the impugrctl olclcr of

c^ncellati.n .i (lSl-f rcgis rration of thc Pt:ritir,er iis

c, ,n fin rrctl iu rlt(. ;lJ)l)(.irl.
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t). Theretirre, thc instant \\'rit lrctrrion is disrnissed. No

CoSIS

\s a sccluel. r-r-risccllant'ous periti()ns, pcnclinu ii;rrrr,

stand closctl

(A
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THE HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE SRI APARESH KUMAR SINGH 

AND 

THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE G.M.MOHIUDDIN 

Writ Petition No.27283 of 2025 

Order:  

 Heard Mr. M.Venkatram Reddy, learned counsel for 

the petitioner and Mr. Dominic Fernandes, learned Senior 

Standing Counsel for Central Board of Indirect Taxes and 

Customs (CBIC) appearing for the respondents. 

 
2. Petitioner’s GST registration No.36CAPPM 

6663N1ZR was cancelled with effect from 31.01.2025, vide  

Form GST REG-19 dated 11.04.2025, under Rule 22(3) of 

the Central Goods and Services Tax Rules, 2017 (for short 

‘the Rules’), inter alia on number of grounds including the 

one that the petitioner has not been conducting any 

business from his declared place of business.  Petitioner 

preferred an appeal.  The appellate authority called for a 

report from the jurisdictional Superintendent.  The 
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jurisdictional Assistant Commissioner of Central Tax, 

Shamshabad GST Division, replied as follows: 

“In this regard, it is informed that DGGI, Vizag 
who have booked a offence case  
the said unit, vide letter F.No.DGGI/ 
INV/GST/509/2025-Gr.A-0/o. ADG-GGI, 
dated 20.05.2025 opined that the prayer of the 
taxpayer does not merit for consideration. The 
relevant contents of the said letter are 
reproduced hereunder. 
  ‘3. In this regard, it is informed that as per the 

Inspection Authorization No. 297/2024-25  
dated 14.03.2025 issued by the Joint Director, 
DGGI, VZU for inspection of the business 
premises of M/s. MA Enterprises (GSTIN: 
36CAPPM6663N1ZR) i.e., Second Floor, Plot 
No.28 EP, Krishnaveni Nagar, Saroor Nagar 
Main Road, Hyderabad, Rangareddy, Telangana, 
500035, the inspection officers of DGGI, VZU 
visited the said premises on 18.03.2025. On 
reaching the premises, it was found that there was 
no business entity by name M/s. MA Enterprises 
or any person by name Shri Mohammad Abdul 
Rahman at the said premises. 

  Enquiry made with the people living near the 
premises revealed that M/s. MA Enterprises or 
any person with name Shri Mohammad Abdul 
Rahman have not conducted/conducting any 
business activity in the said premises. 
Subsequently, the inspection officers contacted 
Shri. Mohammad Abdul Rahman, Proprietor of 
M/s. MA Enterprises over phone at his mobile 
number 9642430487. But, Shri. Mohammad 
Abdul Rahman did not pick up the call.  He never 
picked up the call despite repeated telephonic 
calls from the officers. 

  Subsequently, the officers approached the 
owner of the premises Ms. S. Shilpa Reddy, W/o 
Shri Depa Mahender Reddy and enquired her 
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about the business activities of M/s. MA 
Enterprises in her premises i.e., Second Floor, 
Plot No 28 EP, Krishnaveni Nagar, Saroor Nagar 
Main Road, Hyderabad, Rangareddy, Telangana, 
500035. In response, she stated that the aforesaid 
premises was owned by her; that one Hostel by 
name Elite Hostel for Men has taken the said 
premises on rent 8 years back and that still they 
are continuing in the said premises. Further, she 
stated that the premises was never rented out to 
any firm named M/s. MA Enterprises 
(36CAPPM6663N1ZR) or to any person named 
Shri Mohammad Abdul Rahman at any point of 
time and that no business/commercial activity is 
being carried out by the said firm in the said 
premises. She stated that the Rental Agreement 
dated 19.02.2024 said to be executed between her 
and Shri Mohammad Abdul Rahman is a fake 
document and the signature on the said Rental 
Agreement is different from her actual signature. 
Aforesaid proceedings were recorded under 
Panchanama dated 18.03.2025. 

  4. The non-existence of M/s. MA Enterprises 
(36CAPPM6663N1ZR) has been substantiated by 
the Panchanama dated 18.03.2025 drawn at the 
declared place of business. 

  5. As M/S. MA Enterprises 
(36CAPPM6663N1ZR) was found to be a 
fake/bogus entity which obtained GST 
registration fraudulently by uploading/submitting 
a fake rental agreement, this office vide letter  
dated 20.03.2025 requested the Jurisdictional AC 
to cause cancellation of the GST Registration of 
M/s. MA Enterprises (36CAPPM6663N1ZR) as 
per the provisions of Section 29 of CGST  
Act, 2017 read with Rule 21 of the CGST  
Rules, 2017 and to block the ITC ledger of the 
said entity under Rule 86A of CGST Rules, 2017, 
in order to prevent them from further passing on 
fraudulent ITC to other taxpayers. 

  6. Subsequently, the Superintendent, Saroor 
Nagar CGST Range issued Show Cause Notice to 
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the subject taxpayer on 28.03.2025 and the 
registration was cancelled on 11.04.2025, after 
following procedures. 

  7. In this context, attention is invited to the 
Superintendent, Saroor Nagar CGST Range's 
letter dated 09.05.2025 addressed to the Assistant 
Commissioner of Central Tax, Shamshabad 
CGST Division, wherein he has stated that he has 
verified premises of the taxpayer and the rental 
agreement, based on the amendment application 
vide ARN No. AA3603250288445  
dated 18.03.2025; that the taxpayer is running 
business from the new premises; that the rental 
agreement between Shri Sriramula Anjaneyulu 
(new premises owner) and Shri Mohammed 
Abdul Rahman (Proprietor) was executed  
on 25.11.2024, but the taxpayer applied for 
amendment on 18.03.2025. Based on the above, 
the Superintendent, Saroor Nagar CGST Range 
vide the aforementioned letter, proposed for 
restoration of the suo-moto cancelled registration 
of the subject taxpayer, in the interest of taxpayer 
convenience. 

  8. In this regard, this is to bring to your notice 
that on verification of documents uploaded by 
the taxpayer in the BO portal, it is noticed that 
the taxpayer has applied for amendment  
on 18.03.2025 (i.e. exactly on the date of 
inspection of officers of DGGI, VZU) by 
uploading the Rental Agreement  
dated 18.03.2025 on the BO portal. However, no 
rental agreement dated 25.11.2024 said to be 
executed between Shri Sriramula Anjaneyulu 
(new premises owner) and Shri Mohammed 
Abdul Rahman (Proprietor) found to have 
uploaded on the portal by the taxpayer. The 
taxpayer has erred by furnishing two sets of rental 
agreements from the same owner i.e., Shri 
Sriramula Anjaneyulu, one dated 25.11.2024 (in 
physical mode to the Superintendent, Saroor 
Nagar Range) and another dated 18.03.2025 (on 
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BO portal), which clearly indicate that the said 
rental agreements/documents are not genuine. 

  9. In this context, it is reiterated that the subject 
taxpayer had obtained GST Registration 
fraudulently by way of uploading fake documents 
in the portal and hence it is opined that the 
proposal of revocation of the cancelled GST 
registration of M/s. MA Enterprises 
(36CAPPM6663N1ZR) does not merit 
consideration.’ 

 
3. The appellate authority, upon consideration of the 

report of the jurisdictional Assistant Commissioner of 

Central Tax, Shamshabad GST Division, held that the 

cancellation of GST registration of the petitioner has been 

carried out in accordance with the provisions of  

Section 29 of the Act read with Rule 21 of the Rules after 

due process of law.  He further held that the place of 

business declared by the petitioner at the time of grant of 

registration was found to be non-existent during physical 

verification on 18.03.2025, as evidenced by the 

panchanama drawn on the same date.  The owner of the 

premises, Smt. S.Shilpa Reddy, has categorically denied 

renting the said premises to the petitioner at any point of 
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time and disputed the authenticity of the rental agreement 

relied upon by the petitioner, stating the same to be a 

forged document.  Further, the petitioner is held to have 

furnished inconsistent and contradictory documents in 

respect of the alleged new premises i.e., one rental 

agreement dated 25.11.2024, given in physical mode to the 

Superintendent and another one dated 18.03.2025, 

uploaded to the BO portal, which raise serious doubts 

over the genuineness of the same.  He further opined that 

the amendment application for change of address was filed 

only on 18.03.2025, the day on which inspection was 

conducted by DGGI officers.   The petitioner has failed to 

produce credible evidence to rebut the findings of non-

existence of declared place of business at the material time 

or to establish that the GST registration was obtained and 

operated in a bona fide manner.  Therefore, he refused to 

interfere with the cancellation of the petitioner’s GST 
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registration.  Being aggrieved, the present Writ Petition has 

been filed by the petitioner inter alia on the grounds that 

the impugned order of cancellation of its registration is 

arbitrary and violative of the principles of natural justice.  

It has been passed contrary to the third proviso to  

sub-section (2) of Section 29 of the Act.  Cancellation of 

registration made with retrospective effect  

from 28.03.2025 is not justified.  The impugned order 

cancelling the GST registration of the petitioner has been 

passed merely on surmises and conjectures. The appellate 

authority has rejected the appeal without appreciating the 

grounds of appeal.  The appellate authority has ignored 

the documents relating to the petitioner’s business 

activities and the physical verification report of respondent 

No.2, who physically confirmed the business activity of 

the petitioner, verified its bank statements, invoices and 

took samples.  Therefore, the impugned order of 
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cancellation of GST registration of the petitioner is liable 

to be set aside. 

 
4. Learned Senior Standing Counsel for CBIC has 

drawn the attention of this Court to the findings of the 

appellate authority quoted above.  He submits that the 

owner of the previous premises, against which registration 

was obtained, has denied renting the premises to the 

petitioner at any point of time and has stated that the 

rental agreement is a forged document.  It is submitted 

that even the amendment application moved for change of 

the place of business was filed on the same date  

i.e., 18.03.2025, on which the inspection was carried out by 

DGGI officials.  Moreover, petitioner had furnished two 

sets of rental agreements of the same premises,  

one dated 25.11.2024 given in physical mode to the 

Superintendent and another one dated 18.03.2025, 

uploaded to the BO portal, which raise serious doubts 
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about the genuineness of the same.  The cancellation of 

GST registration was made also on the ground that the 

petitioner has not been conducting business from the 

declared place of business.  The appellate authority, having 

considered the report of the jurisdictional Assistant 

Commissioner of Central Tax, Shamshabad GST Division, 

found that there are serious doubts about the GST 

registration of the  petitioner.  For the aforesaid reasons, 

the appellate authority refused to interfere with the order 

of cancellation of petitioner’s GST registration dated 

11.04.2025. 

 
5. We have considered the submissions of learned 

counsel for the parties and taken note of the materials 

placed on record. 

 
6. The findings of the learned appellate authority 

appear to be unimpeachable as there are serious doubts as 
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to the place of business against the earlier premises alleged 

to have been declared by the petitioner at the time of grant 

of registration and also against the new premises in respect 

of which the petitioner itself has furnished two rental 

agreements of two different dates 25.11.2024  

and 18.03.2025.   

 
7. The cancellation of GST registration of the 

petitioner has also been made on the ground that 

petitioner has not conducted any business from the 

declared place of business, which is in contravention of 

Rule 21A of the Rules.   

 
8.     In view of the aforesaid reasons, we do not find any 

ground to interfere with the impugned order of 

cancellation of GST registration of the petitioner as 

confirmed in the appeal. 
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9. Therefore, the instant Writ Petition is dismissed.  No 

costs. 

 As a sequel, miscellaneous petitions, pending if any, 

stand closed. 

____________________________ 
                                                APARESH KUMAR SINGH, CJ 

 
 

___________________ 
G.M.MOHIUDDIN, J 

Date: 07.10.2025 
LUR 
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