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File No: 106/26!" GSTC M eeting/GST C/2018
GST Council Secretariat

Room No.275, North Block, New Delhi
Dated: 28 February, 2018

Notice for the 26" Meeting of the GST Council scheduled on 10 March 2018

The undersigned is directed to refer to the subject cited above and to the earlier meeting
notice dated 21 February 2018 and to say that in view of the extensive agenda items for
discussion, the 26" Meeting of the GST Council will now be held on 10 March 2018 at Hall
No 2-3, Vigyan Bhavan, New Delhi. The schedule of the meeting is as follows:

e Saturday, 10 March 2018 : 11:00 hours onwards

2. In addition, an Officer’s Meeting will be held on 9 March 2018 at Hall No 2-3, Vigyan
Bhavan, New Delhi asfollows:

e Friday, 9 March 2018 : 14:30 hours onwards

3. The agenda items for the 26" Meeting of the GST Council will be communicated in due
course of time.

4. Please convey the invitation to the Hon’ble Members of the GST Council to attend the
Meeting.

-Sd-
(Dr. Hasmukh Adhia)
Secretary to the Govt. of India and ex-officio Secretary to the GST Council
Tel: 011 23092653
Copy to:

1. PS to the Hon’ble Minister of Finance, Government of India, North Block, New Delhi with
the request to brief Hon’ble Minister about the above said meeting.

2. PS to Hon’ble Minister of State (Finance), Government of India, North Block, New Delhi
with the request to brief Hon’ble Minister about the above said meeting.

3. The Chief Secretaries of al the State Governments, Delhi and Puducherry with the request
to intimate the Minister in charge of Finance/Taxation or any other Minister nominated by the
State Government as a Member of the GST Council about the above said meeting.

4. Chairperson, CBEC, North Block, New Delhi, as a permanent invitee to the proceedings of
the Council.

5. Chairman, GST Network
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10.
11.

12.
13.
14.
15.

Agenda Itemsfor the 26" Meeting of the GST Council on 10 March 2018

Confirmation of the Minutes of 25" GST Council Meeting held on 18" January, 2018

Deemed ratification by the GST Council of Notifications, Circulars and Orders issued by the
Central Government

Decisions of the GST Implementation Committee (GIC) for information of the Council
Review of Revenue position for the month of January and February, 2018 under GST
Accounting for provisiona settlement of IGST and devolution of balance IGST at the end of
any financial year

Amendments to Anti-profiteering Rules

Grievance Redressal Mechanism in GST regime in light of recent judgements of Hon’ble High
Courts of Allahabad and Mumbai

Extension of suspension of reverse charge mechanism under section 9(4) of the CGST Act,
2017, section 5(4) of the IGST Act, 2017 and section 7(4) of the UTGST Act, 2017 and
provisionsrelating to TDS (section 51) and TCS (section 52)

Minutes of 6 and 7" Meeting of Group of Ministers (GoM) on IT Challenges in GST
Implementation for information of the Council and discussion on GSTN issues

Decision of date of reintroduction of e-Way Bill requirement

Status of e-Wallet scheme for exports and decision on continuance of payment of IGST through
advance authorization, EPCG, etc. / exemption to EOU and SEZ units

New System of Return Filing

Applicability of Goods and Services Tax on Extra Neutral Alcohol (ENA)

Any other agendaitem with the permission of the Chairperson

Date of the next meeting of the GST Council
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Discussion on Agenda Items

Agenda ltem 1: Confirmation of Minutes of 25" GST Council Meeting held on 18 January, 2018

Draft Minutes of the 25" GST Council M eeting held on 18 January, 2018

The twenty fifth Meeting of the GST Council (hereinafter referred to as ‘the Council’) was held

on 18 January, 2018 in Vigyan Bhawan, New Delhi under the Chairpersonship of the Hon’ble Union
Finance Minister, Shri Arun Jaitley (hereinafter referred to as the Chairperson). A list of the Hon’ble
Members of the Council who attended the meeting isat Annexure 1. A list of officers of the Centre,
the States, the GST Council, the Goods and Services Tax Network (GSTN) and Infosys who attended
the meeting isat Annexure 2.

2.

o

© ®© N o

11.

12.
13.

The following agenda items were listed for discussion in the 25" Meeting of the Council: —

Confirmation of the Minutes of 24™ GST Council Meeting held on 16 December 2017

Revenue collected in the month of November and December 2017 under Goods and Services
Tax, including the revenue accruing to Centre and States through settlement of funds

Deemed ratification by the GST Council of Natifications, Circulars and Orders issued by the
Central Government

Decisions of the GST Implementation Committee (GIC) for information of the Council

Minutes of 4™ and 5" Meeting of Group of Ministers (GoM) on IT Challenges in GST
Implementation for information of the Council and discussion on GSTN issues

Recommendations of the ‘Committee on Returns Filing’ on Simplification of Returnsunder GST
Issues recommended by the Law Committee for consideration of the GST Council
Recommendations of the Committee on Handicrafts

Changes proposed to be made in the CGST Act, 2017, SGST Acts, the IGST Act, 2017 and the
GST (Compensation to States) Act, 2017

. Issues recommended by the Fitment Committee for the consideration of the GST Council

i. Recommendations on Goods
ii. Recommendations on Services
Carry forward items from the previous Council Meeting

i.  Presentation on GST in Real Estate sector
ii.  Incentivising Digital Paymentsin GST regime

Transfer of shares of Empowered Committee (EC) in GSTN to the State of Telangana
Any other agenda item with the permission of the Chairperson

i.  Proposal to declare the sale of goods in Customs bonded warehouse and goods sold as
high sea sales as ‘no supply’ under Schedule III of the CGST Act, 2017
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ii.  Proposal to reduce penalty under section 122(1)(xiv) of CGST Act, 2017 (e-way hills)
in exercise of powers under section 128 of the Act

iii.  Restriction of Transitiona Credit in certain cases through the provision for removal of
difficulty under Section 172 of CGST Act

iv.  Exclusion of Cesses not specified in thelist of eligible duties from Transition

14. Date of the next Meeting of the GST Council

3. The Hon'ble Chairperson welcomed the Hon’ble Members of the Council. He welcomed Shri
Jai Ram Thakur, Hon’ble Chief Minister of Himachal Pradesh as the new Member of the Council. He
placed on record the Council’s appreciation of the contribution of Shri Prakash Chaudhary, the earlier
Member of the Council from Himachal Pradesh. After these preiminary comments, the Hon'ble
Chairperson took up discussion on the agendaitems.

Discussion on agenda items

Agenda item 1: Confirmation of the Minutes of the 24" GST Council meeting held on 16
December, 2017

4, Dr. Hasmukh Adhia, Union Finance Secretary and Secretary, GST Council (hereinafter referred
to as ‘the Secretary’) informed that the Government of Rajasthan had requested for a change in the
version (“The Hon’ble Minister from Rajasthan suggested to start inter-State and intra-State e-Way Bill
system together from 1 February, 2018 or 1 April, 2018”) of the Hon’ble Minister from Rajasthan
recorded in paragraph 6.13 of the Minutes with the following: ‘The Hon'ble Minister from Raasthan
stated that they were a part of the pilot programme of e-Way Bill implementation starting from
20.12.2017 and that they were ready for inter and intra-State implementation from 1.2.2018 or 1.4.2018,
on whatever date the Council decided. He supported the view of the Hon’ble Minister from Haryana as
there should not be any distinction between the date of implementation of e-Way Bill for both inter and
intra-State transactions.” The Council agreed to change the version of the Hon’ble Minister from
Rajasthan recorded in paragraph 6.13 of the Minutes, as proposed above. The Secretary invited any
other comments on the Minutes. No other comments were received.

5. In view of the above, for agenda item 1, the Council decided to adopt the Minutes of the 24"
Meeting of the Council with the following change:

5.1. To replace the version of the Hon’ble Minister from Rajasthan in paragraph 6.13 of the Minutes
with the following: ‘The Hon'ble Minister from Rajasthan stated that they were a part of the pilot
programme of e-Way Bill implementation starting from 20.12.2017 and that they were ready for inter
and intra-State implementation from 1.2.2018 or 1.4.2018, on whatever date the Council decided. He
supported the view of the Hon’ble Minister from Haryanaas there should not be any distinction between
the date of implementation of e-Way Bill for both inter and intra-State transactions.’

Agenda item 2: Revenue collected in the month of November and December 2017 under Goods
and Services Tax, including ther evenue accruing to Centre and Statesthr ough settlement of funds

6. The Secretary invited Shri Udai Singh Kumawat, Joint Secretary, Department of Revenue
(DOR), to make a presentation on this Agendaitem.

6.1.  TheJoint Secretary, DOR, made a presentation (attached as Annexure 3 of the Minutes). He
informed that revenue collection during the month of November, 2017 was Rs. 85,931 crore and during
December, 2017, it was Rs. 83,716 crore. He stated that the revenue collection showed a declining
trend. He stated that the combined revenue shortfall for States during the month of November, 2017,
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after taking into account 14% assured rate of growth and the CGST and SGST settlement, was Rs. 8,989
crore and during December, 2017, it was Rs. 8,894 crore. He stated that as the monthly collection of
Cesswas around Rs. 7,500 crore, the combined revenue shortfall of the States in excess of this amount
was a cause for concern. He added that steps had already been initiated to improve revenue collection
by introduction of e-Way Bill system and initiating the proposal for invoice matching. He observed that
States with less than 10% revenue shortfall were Mizoram, Arunachal Pradesh, Manipur, Tamil Nadu
and Maharashtra. He pointed out that for Tamil Nadu and Maharashtra, revenue shortfal, after taking
into account 14% assured growth rate, was very small at 6% and 7% respectively, which was very
commendable. He stated that eight States had revenue shortfall between 10% and 20% and these were
Telangana, Delhi, Nagaland, Andhra Pradesh, Haryana, Uttar Pradesh, Gujarat and Rajasthan. He stated
that the biggest area of concern was with respect to States having shortfall of more than 20% in
December, 2017, which included 18 States.

6.2.  The Hon'ble Minister from Jammu & Kashmir stated that for smaller States like Jammu &
Kashmir, the tax base would be small whereas the tax base of a big State like Maharashtra would be
very large, and therefore, even a 7% revenue shortfall in terms of absolute quantum of revenue would
be much higher for Maharashtra than 36% revenue shortfal for the State of Jammu & Kashmir. He
added that the higher tax revenue collection of Tamil Nadu and Maharashtra need not necessarily be on
account of better tax collection effort but it was because they would be getting a substantial share of tax
revenue from services, which they were not getting earlier. He added that the results of revenue
collection figures were so far counter-intuitive as the consumption States were not getting higher
revenue asthey were expected to. The Secretary stated that for bigger States, higher revenue could also
be explained by higher consumption in addition to additional revenue from Service Tax.

6.3.  TheHon'ble Minister from Punjab stated that his State had suffered a huge shortfall of revenue
of about 45% in December, 2017 and requested Dr. Arvind Subramanian, Chief Economic Advisor,
Ministry of Finance, to conduct a study as to why the tax revenue of Punjab had falen so steeply which
was not expected. The Secretary stated that earlier Punjab was getting revenue on the purchase tax for
food grains exported to all other States, whereas now under GST, dueto it being a destination-based tax,
Punjab was getting revenue only to the extent of consumption by its citizens.

6.4.  The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar stated that an amount of Rs.1,35,000 crore was
lying in the IGST account, which had not been settled as yet. He suggested that this amount could be
distributed among the States. The Secretary stated that there was a big gap of time between the point of
production of goods and the point of sale and that the revenue would accrue to both the Central
Government and the State Governments when goods were actualy sold in the market. Until then, IGST
would remain accumulated and expressed hope that after three months, revenue would pick up with
goods being actually sold to buyers. He stated that this would lead to reduction in the accumulated
amount of IGST and increase in the IGST settlement amount. He added that some amount from the
IGST Kkitty, such as the input tax credit on exempt goods, would get devolved to the States. However,
as per the law, this could be done after the expiry of due date for furnishing the annual return. He
suggested that a provisiona settlement from IGST account could be done on the basis of the accrued
amount and final settlement could be done later on. The Hon'ble Chairperson observed that the
settlement amount for CGST and SGST was increasing over the months and expressed the hope that
surplus in the IGST account would come down in the coming months. He stated that Punjab’s concern
would also partly be met by increaseinthe IGST settlement amount. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister
of Dehi suggested that the accumulated amount of Rs.1,35,000 crore should be reflected in the State
ledgers. The Secretary explained that IGST amount was a pooled amount and it was not reflected State
ledger-wise. A supplier in one State could use the IGST credit though IGST was paid in another State.
He stated that only a provisional settlement of some amount could be given which could be based on
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the base revenue figure of 2015-16 and States’ share in the same. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister
of Delhi observed that a large amount was lying idle under IGST. The Secretary clarified that this
amount actually constituted part of the Consolidated Fund of India.

6.5. TheHonble Minister from Jammu & Kashmir suggested to transfer 50% of the surplus IGST
amount to create a Transition Financing Facility, and use this amount for purposes like export refund,
compensation to States and for liquidity management issues. The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala
suggested that Rs.1 lakh crore could be taken out from the accumulated IGST account and distributed
to the States on provisional basis. The Secretary stated that the amount collected under IGST could not
be used for any purpose other than settlement of funds between Centre and States. He further suggested
that out of Rs.1,35,000 crore lying in IGST account, a sum of Rs. 35,000 crore could be taken out and
divided equally between the Centre and the States and from the States’ share, it could be distributed as
a provisiona settlement to different States based on their share of collection of taxes subsequently
subsumed under GST during the base year 2015-16. He added that necessary changes in rules could be
made for this. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar supported this suggestion. The Council
agreed to this suggestion.

6.6. TheHon'bleMinister from K eralastated that the data presented showed that percentage of return
filing had gone down and the projection of revenue for December 2017 was based on low return filing.
He stated that the other question was regarding other forms of leakage of revenue. He observed that the
consumer States were lagging in revenue collection and their settlement from IGST should have been
higher. He added that presently, the figures of tax from SGST and IGST settlement were almost the
same, whereas due to the destination principle, higher taxes should have accrued to the consumer States
through IGST settlement. He added that if the SGST collection is ‘x’, then IGST settlement should be
around ‘2x’ for the consumer States like Kerala. He observed that this showed substantial revenue
leakage in the inter-State movement of goods.

6.7.  The Secretary stated that the experience showed that initially, dueto fear of matching etc., return
filing was high but now over a period of time, the taxpayers had started taking it easy. He stated that e-
Way Bill system was being introduced to plug revenue leakage. He observed that the return filing
system also heeded to have a method of invoice-wise matching. He added that difference between GST
and VAT period was that in the GST regime, the power of information technology could be harnessed.
He stated that it would be preferable to start a system of return filing with invoice matching from 1
April, 2018. He observed that the e-Way Bill system was to be introduced from 1 February, 2018. He
stated that from now onwards, all officers of State Governments and the Central Government would
need to get into some kind of enforcement action as the figures of revenue collection from compoasition
taxpayers was shockingly low.

6.8.  The Hon'ble Chairperson observed that IGST was part of the answer to Punjab’s question and
another reason for the problem could be due to non-compliance. He observed that the problem of non-
compliance would be common to al States. He stated that presently, the tax administrations were
working on the basis of trust but analysis of data showed that some anti-evasion steps would also need
to be taken. Shri R.K. Tiwari, Additional Chief Secretary (ACS), Uttar Pradesh, stated that his State
had one of the largest number of compasition dealers (about 3 lakh) and their turnover was also on the
lower side. Despite this, the revenue of Uttar Pradesh had been good and one reason for this could be
their early implementation of e-Way Bill system from August, 2017 and imposition of heavy penalty
for violation of the eWay bill rules. He stated that this would have helped them in better revenue
recovery. He supported undertaking enforcement action.

6.9. TheHon'ble Chief Minister of Puducherry stated that there was alarge inflow of touristsin his
State but revenue was not growing. He hoped that with the introduction of e-Way Bill system, evasion
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of tax would bereduced. He emphasised the need for the Statesto keep awatch on the traders, especially
the big ones. Shri Somesh Kumar, Principal Secretary (Revenue), Telangana, stated that his State had
been collecting arrears under the VAT regime to the tune of Rs.100 crore per month and this should get
deducted while cal culating compensation amount. He suggested that in the information sheet circulated
by the Department of Revenue on compensation, a column should be added to indicate the amount of
tax recovered from the earlier VAT period in order to get an idea as to how arrears collection was
progressing across the States. He also suggested that compensation should be paid every month. Joint
Secretary, DOR, pointed out that the provision of bi-monthly compensation was part of the law. The
Secretary supported the first suggestion of the Principal Secretary (Revenue), and stated that the
compensation figures sent to the States should also have a column indicating the amount of arrears of
VAT collected during the relevant months. The Council agreed to this suggestion. The Secretary added
that it wasimportant for the State Government officersto al so focustheir attention on recovery of arrears
of revenue.

7. For agenda item 2, the Council took note of the GST revenue anaysis for the months of
November and December, 2017. Furthermore, the Council approved the following:

i. Out of Rs.1,35000 crore lying in the IGST account, a sum of Rs. 35,000 crore shal be
provisionally settled between the Centre and the States. 50% of this amount shall be allocated to
the Central Government and the remaining 50% shall be provisionally distributed between the
States based on their share of collection of taxes subsequently subsumed under GST during the
base year 2015-16, and necessary changesin rules shall be made for this;

ii. Thefiguresof compensation sent to the States shall have acolumn indicating the amount collected
by each State by way of recovery of VAT arrears during the relevant months.

Agenda item 3: Deemed ratification by the GST Council of notifications, circulars and orders
issued by the Central Gover nment

8. The Secretary stated that the Notifications No. 55 to 75 of 2017 and 01 of 2018 of Central Tax,
Notifications No. 41 to 47 of 2017-Central Tax (Rates), Notifications No.12 of 2017 of Integrated Tax,
Notifications No. 43 to 50 of 2017 of Integrated Tax (Rate), Notification No.01 of 2018 of UT Tax and
Notifications No. 41 to 47 of 2017 of UT Tax (Rate) were placed before the Council for deemed
ratification. Similarly, Circulars No. 14 to 26 of 2017 and 27 and 28 of 2018 issued under CGST Act
and Orders No. 09 to 11 of 2017 were placed before the Council for deemed ratification. He informed
that this was also part of the presentation of Shri Upender Gupta, Commissioner (GST Policy), CBEC,
which was circulated to the Members of the Council (attached as Annexur e 4 of the Minutes).

9. The Council agreed to the deemed ratification of the notifications, circulars and orders as listed
in the agenda note which are available on the CBEC website, namely www.cbec.gov.in.

10. For Agendaitem 3, the Council approved deemed ratification of the notifications, circularsand
orders mentioned at paragraph 8 above which are available on the CBEC website, www.cbec.gov.in.

Agenda item 4: Decisions of the GST Implementation Committee (GIC) for information of the
Council

11. The Secretary stated that the decisions taken by GIC were discussed during the meeting of the
officers of the Central Government and the State Governments held on 11 January, 2018. He added
that the decisions of GIC were summarised in the presentation of the Commissioner (GST Palicy),
CBEC, circulated before the Meeting of the Council (attached as Annexur e 4 of the Minutes) and it was
placed before the Council for information. The Council took note of the decisions of the GIC.
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12. For Agendaitem 4, the Council took note of the decisions of the GIC.

Agendaitem 5: Minutes of 4" and 5" M eeting of Group of Ministers (GoM) on I T Challengesin
GST Implementation for information of the Council and discussion on GSTN issues

13. The Secretary invited the Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar, the Convenor of the Group
of Ministers (GoM) on IT Challenges in GST Implementation to brief the Council regarding the
deliberations of GoM. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar stated that the GoM had held a
meeting on 17 January, 2018 and the review showed that overall, there was a good progress and that
Infosyswas performing well. Therewere much fewer complaints regarding the network and the system.
He further stated that NIC made a presentation on e-Way Bill system and they suggested to delay
implementation of intra-State e-Way Bill system by another 15 days to a month so that
taxpayergtransporters get a chance to first work on the inter-State e-Way bill system and then proceed
to intra-State e-Way bill system. During this one month, e-Way Bill system for intra-State movement
could be operated on a trial basis. As regards the functioning of GSTN, he stated that glitches and
mismatch count werereduced. Further, the reconciliation between count of records (registration, challan
and returns) sent as consolidated report daily and the records pulled by CBEC and Model-1 States had
improved alot and less than 1% data reconciliation was | eft for States of Tamil Nadu, Maharashtra and
Keralafor returns. He added that Infosys had placed resident engineersin all 37 locations and they were
assisting in resolving issues. He informed that out of 43 prioritised functionalities, 93% had been
operationalised. Asregards prioritised Forms, he informed that out of 69 such Forms, 47 had been made
available. He further added that on 10 January, 2018, more than 12 lakh returns were filed on asingle
day. In short, the progress was satisfactory and the issues and complaints had reduced, when compared
to the situation earlier. He then invited Shri Prakash Kumar, Chief Executive Officer, GST Network
(CEO, GSTN) to make a more detailed presentation, giving GST system update.

13.1. TheCEO, GSTN, in hispresentation (attached as Annexur e 5 of the Minutes) gave an overview
of the services made available on GST portal; highlights from GoM Meeting; e-Way Bill status, and
statistics on Return Filing. Heinformed that as regards services made available on GST portal, majority
of services, such as Registration, Return, Payment and Transitional Forms had been made available. As
regards Refund, some workaround was done as GSTR-2 had been suspended. They were working on
making the services fully functional. He stated that as on 16 January, 2018, atotal of 5.25 crore returns
were filed; 154.47 crore invoices were processed; 35.21 lakh new registrations were approved; 64.11
lakh migrated taxpayers were registered; 17.08 lakh taxpayers opted for compoasition scheme; and 1.83
crore payment transactions were processed. He also informed that 1.46 crore GSTR-1 returns had been
filed till 10 January, 2018 and that the GSTR-1 filing from 1 January to 10 January, 2018 was 48.07
lakh, which was about 33% of the GSTR-1 returns filed. He informed that the taxpayer base as on 18
January, 2018, which was validated and approved, was 99.32 lakh and this showed an increase in the
taxpayer base by 53% from the commencement stage and 15% from enrolment stage. He stated that
GSTR-3B filing for the month of July, 2017 (till 14 January, 2018) was 92% and some taxpayers were
still filing GSTR-3B for July, 2017. He further stated that GSTR-3B filing was 87% for August, 2017;
83.51% for September, 2017; 78.99% for October, 2017 and 72.18% for November, 2017. The periods
for which late fee waiver was given, the filing continued even after 6 months. The GSTR-4 filing by
composition deal erswas 66.74% of the registered taxpayers during thefirst quarter and 3.26 lakh GSTR-
4 returns had been filed for the second quarter. He informed that GSTR-1 filing was 80% for July, 2017,
57% for August, 2017, 62% for September, 2017; 47% for October, 2017 and 40% for November, 2017.
He observed that the total percentile was quite low and this needed to go up.

13.2. One-Way bill system, he stated that the system software had been operational since September,
2017 in Karnataka and they were issuing about 1.2 lakh e-Way hills every day. He informed that 32

States and UTswere working on e-Way bill system after it was opened to al the StatesUTs and the tria
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period was till the month-end. He informed that all modes of e-Way bill system were in use like web,
SMS, mobile app, and Bulk upload through Excel Tool. APIswould be released shortly. He added that
training was imparted to the master trainers of all States and one training had been done for CBEC and
another would have been done on 18 January, 2018. The master trainersweretraining officers, taxpayers
and transporters of their jurisdiction. He informed that a few States, which did not have e-Way hill
system like Rgjasthan, had adopted the new system very quickly. He added that Central Hel pdesks and
State Hel pdesks had been made operational and the portal was available for all States. He stated that as
on 16 January, 2018, 14 States had started using the e-Way bill system.

13.3. The CEO, GSTN, aso gave some analysis of data arising out of GSTR-4 (on composition
taxpayers). He informed that 7.45 lakh taxpayer had filed their GSTR-4 return for the quarter ending
September, 2017, out of which 6,97,925 taxpayers had made some payment in their return. Thetotal tax
paid was Rs.307.01 crore and the total cumulative turnover was Rs.30,430.88 crore for this quarter. He
stated that taking these figures into account, per taxpayer turnover came to Rs.4.36 lakh per quarter or
Rs.13.44 lakh per annum. The Secretary observed that taxpayers with an annua turnover of Rs.13.44
lakh need not have taken registration and this was indeed mysterious. Shri Tuhin Kanta Pandey,
Principal Secretary (Finance), Odisha, stated that this pointed to evasion of tax by composition
taxpayers. The CEO, GSTN, stated that they also conducted a deeper analysis by looking at individual
returns and found that there were 4,91,024 or 70.4% dealers below annual turnover of Rs.5.00 lakh and
their quarterly average turnover was Rs.1.20 lakh, which would trandate to Rs.4.80 lakh of annual
turnover. The CEO, GSTN, informed that about 9% of 64,059 taxpayers had shown an average quarterly
turnover of morethan Rs.12 lakh. The Secretary stated that 70% of composition taxpayers were showing
very low turnover and they only wanted to take registration and then were paying tax according to their
own will. He stated that only about 2 lakh taxpayers appeared to be genuine composition taxpayers
whose average quarterly turnover was Rs.11.87 lakh, which would amount to an average annual turnover
of Rs.47.48 lakh. He stated that in view of thesefigures, there appeared no casefor increasing the annual
turnover threshold for composition dealersto Rs.2 crorein thelaw. The ACS, Uttar Pradesh, stated that
their margin also appeared to be as high as 30% and it appeared that they were under-reporting their
turnover. He stated that there was also a case for upward revision of the rate of composition tax.

13.4. TheCEO, GSTN, further stated that an analysis of GSTR-3B returnsindicated that 80% GSTR-
3B filersfiled consistent returnsin all five months (July to November 2017). A comparison of GSTR-
1 and GSTR-3B indicated that about 10.96 lakh filers did not file the GSTR-1 returns and the Tax
Administration would need to examine why they did not file returns. He further stated that around 485
of big taxpayersi.e. those with an annual turnover of more than Rs.1.00 crore, had filed only one return
and rest of the returns were either Nil or of very low amount. He stated that this number was constantly
increasing from July (164) to November (485) and their number showed that they were getting
emboldened not to pay tax. He stated that these details would be shared with tax authorities for further
follow up. He added that about 4.5 lakh taxpayers did not file GSTR-3B from July to November, 2017
and a list of such taxpayers had been shared with the Central and the State tax administrations. The
Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Delhi suggested to give a combined State-wise list of such taxpayers
to understand the trend across the States. The CEO, GSTN, stated that a combined list would be made
available to the Central and the State tax administrations.

13.5. The Council took note of the presentation of the CEO, GSTN.

13.6. The Chief Economic Advisor (CEA) made a presentation showing key and preliminary GST

findings (attached as Annexure 6 of the Minutes). He stated that the information available for the

economy was dazzling and that analysis was done till December, 2017. He stated that as on 31

December, 2017, there were 98 lakh registrants comprising 93 lakh unique corporate entities. He stated
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that there were about 34 lakh new filers registered under GST, which represented 50% increase in
taxpayers. He further stated that about 17 lakh taxpayers who were below the threshold limit, had
registered under GST and about 19 lakh taxpayers, who could have opted for composition scheme had
opted as regular taxpayers. He stated that based on the five months’ data, the GST base was estimated
at Rs.65-70 lakh crore and this gave an implied tax rate of 15.6%, which could be a potentia revenue
neutral rate in the range of 15%-16%. He stated that the figures also indicated that the States’ share in
the GST base was same as it was in GSDP, which made a very nice symmetry. He stated that many
taxpayers, who did not need to file returns, were actualy filing returns because they were small
taxpayers, buying from big taxpayers, and selling B2C and hence needed input tax credit. He also
pointed out that 53% of non-agricultural workforce was part employed in the GST net and thiswas more
than what was expected. He stated that more details would be appearing in this year’s Economic Survey

13.7. For Agenda item 5, the Council took note of the presentations made by the CEO, GSTN and
the CEA.

Agenda item 6: Recommendations of the ‘Committee on Returns Filing’ on Simplification of
Returnsunder GST

14. The Secretary invited Dr. A.B. Pandey, Chairman, GSTN, and Chairman of the Committee on
Return Filing, to present the recommendations of the Committee before the Council. The Chairman,
GSTN, stated that keeping in view the criticism regarding the present procedure of return filing, which
involved filing 37 returns in a year, the Committee, after discussing the issue with the officers of the
Law Committee, had recommended that instead of three returns in a month, only one return could be
filed. On the basis of the uploaded invoices of the seller, input tax credit could be made available. He
added that the switch over should not be abrupt; rather, there should be a transition plan to get into
invoice-based input tax credit system. He then invited the CEO, GSTN, to make a presentation on the
recommendations of the Committee on Return Filing.

14.1. The CEO, GSTN, in his presentation (attached as Annexure 7 of the Minutes), stated that the
stakeholders had reported several challenges with regard to the present system of return filing likefiling
of threereturnsin a month, returns being inter-linked and thusin case one return was missed, no further
return could be filed. He added that tax rate-wise entries being made in GSTR-1 doubled the work of
taxpayers — one while creating GSTR-1 and the other during comparing with GSTR-2A. Linking of
credit note and debit note with invoices was a tedious process; linking details as per HSN code increased
their work and B2C reporting of large transactions did not serve any purpose and increased compliance.
He stated that the Committee’s recommendation was to track credit at invoice level supplies as it
provided a clear mechanism for counter-parties to reconcile accounts and mismatches and eliminated
subjective assessment by tax officials. It also helped in integrating with the e-Way bill system. He
stated that 92.53% of taxpayers uploaded invoices in the range of 1-50 and 98.64% uploaded invoices
in the range of 1-300. For auto-populated invoices in GSTR-2A returns (B2B) where ataxpayer has to
confirm, accept or reject the invoices, 90.62% of the returns had invoices in the range of 1-50 and 99%
returns had invoices in the range of 1-300.The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Delhi observed that
data analysis needed to be reinforced with ground level surveys as the business model did not seem to
operate in this fashion.

142. The CEO, GSTN stated that the Committee recommended that the invoice data should be
accepted at Item Level along with an Item Number field and HSN code. This could be implemented in
phases — in Phase 1 to take data a invoice level with HSN level datain a separate table and in Phase 2
(after the system stabilises), take information at line item level along with HSN code and remove the
HSN table. Regarding the present separate periods of return filing, he informed that the current return
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filing was a workflow driven system, requiring cut off dates. He stated that this was equivaent to
intersections on the road, which caused co-ordination delays. The Committee’s recommendation was
that there should be no cut off dates and there should be one-way traffic of data. He stated that the basic
principle of return filing would be to establish an incentive-based system aligned with clear
responsibility and accountability in which sellers would need to upload invoices as soon as possible,
otherwise they would not get payment (tax component from buyers). The buyers would need to accept
and lock invoices ese they could not take input tax credit, leading to increased working capita
requirement. Regular uploading and acceptance (locking) would significantly even out the load on the
system, thereby reducing spikes.

14.3. The CEO, GSTN, stated that Committee’s recommendation was to file only one return per
period and suggested two options to achieve this. Option | could be the workflow driven in which
provisional credit could be taken on the basis of seller’s data plus buyer-declared additional purchase
details at invoice level. Under Option I, up to a particular date, say 10" of the month, the buyer could
accept the invoices and lock it. Any invoices uploaded beyond that date would go to the next month.
The system would draft returns on the 11" of the month. The purchaser could add the missing purchase
invoices not uploaded by sellers. He stated that Option | features would be any time uploading of data,
offline toolsfor matching, no interest from the buyer for the initial two-month period as the seller would
be paying the interest when he added the missing invoicesto hisGSTR-1. He stated that where supplier
did not accept an uploaded invoice, there should be a separate provision in law to address this. The
Committee recommended it to be one monthly returnfor all. Option |1 could be simultaneous uploading
of sale and purchase data with system matching. Under this Option, buyer-declared input tax credit
could be availed by filing purchase details at invoice level. This Option aso involved any time
uploading of invoices and mismatched invoices could be matched on daily basis. Under this option also,
the periodicity would be monthly.

14.4. The CEO, GSTN further stated that during the meeting with the Law Committee held on 4
January, 2018, Option | was discussed. One of the suggestions of the officers was to study Option I,
which was the model adopted under some VAT administrations. Some officers felt that under Option
I, current GSTR-2 and GSTR-3 formswerejoined together and GSTR-1 was repl aced by invoice upload,
which was nothing but old wine in new bottle. He stated that on this basis, the issue was discussed with
representatives of four States, namely Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra and Gujarat. The
experience of these four States regarding system matching models and various features were anaysed.
The filing of returns and annexures were linked in Maharashtra but delinked in Andhra Pradesh,
Karnataka and Gujarat. All four States had invoice level filing. Two States, namely, Karnataka and
Maharashtra had invoice level matching whereas the other two States, namely, Andhra Pradesh and
Gujarat had counter-party system of matching. All four States provided a correction mechanism by way
of revision of returns. He stated that the mismatch level in these four States ranged from 12% to 30%
and that no State had a system of auto reversal of input tax credit. He aso stated that in al States,
invoice number mismatch constituted 90% of mismatches. He informed that both the Options were
presented before the meeting of the officers of the Central Government and the State Governments held
on 11 January, 2018 and the Officers Committee was inclined towards Option 1. He aso presented the
proposed gradual transition plan.

14.5.  Shri Nandan Nilekani, Co-founder and Non-Executive Chairman of the Board of Directors of
Infosys Ltd., (and former Chairman of UIDAI and Chairman of TAGUP Committee) also made a
presentation on the subject of return filing (attached as Annexur e 8 to the Minutes). He stated that he
had looked at both the Options and tried to synthesi se the two to achieve compliance simplification. He
stated that the core principle of any indirect tax model should be that input tax credit would be provided
only on “matched” invoices i.e. legitimate invoices where the supplier had admitted tax liability by
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uploading the invoices on the portal. Thiswould mean either denial or automatic reversal of credit on
unmatched invoices. He stated that this principle was even more important in GST regime because
settlement of IGST became alot more complex and harder to audit where transactions would have to be
settled possibly at invoice level. He stated that without matching of invoices, benefit of other related
initiatives like e-Way bill system would be diluted. He stated that those models were doomed to fail
which increased the burden on the taxpayer to correct mismatches or which relied on tax official’s
intervention to reduce the mismatches. He added that any solution that permitted, in the first place,
higher level of mismatch would also fail asit would not permit automatic reversal.

14.6.  Shri Nilekani further stated that the biggest risk of having a mechanism in which the system
would do the matching was like taking the monkey on one’s back. He added that it was not desirable to
entrust the responsibility of invoice matching to the Government. He stated that a high rate of mismatch
of 30% to 40% would provide sufficient cover to fraudstersto easily split the fraudul ent claims knowing
fully well that detection would be hard. He stated that in the GSTR-1, 2A and 1A model, acceptance-
based matching on the basis of comparison of supplier’s invoices with purchase books was considered
to be too much of a burden. He stated that this was not a correct understanding and the basic problem
was some design-based issues. He added that it was important to remember that every business - large
or small, automated or manual — routinely compared supplier’s invoices with the purchase books and
that it was a necessary step before releasing payment. He added that most taxpayers had very few
invoices and that 93% of the taxpayers have less than 50 sales invoices that needed to be uploaded and
91% of the taxpayers have less than 50 purchase invoices that needed to be accepted. He stated that
GSTR-2 created a separate process and matching and return filing were duplicated, which made it
difficult for the taxpayers. He suggested that in order to remove the burden of GSTR-2, it was desirable
to align this process with the natural cycle of verification and payment. Comparing supplier’s invoices
with purchase books all over again for tax claim purpose was a burden. He stated that by modelling
“invoice upload” and “acceptance” as tax “returns” (GSTR-1 and GSTR-2), the model created a
perception that there were three returns per month. The structure of forms was so complex that it
required a tax professional’s help. The concepts like tax on advance payments, its utilisation to offset
liability, separate reporting of different types of invoices made GSTR-1 and GSTR-2 more like a tax
return form than a statement. Reporting of invoices at rate-level instead of line-item level created more
work for the supplier.

14.7.  Shri Nilekani stated that a successful model would be one which aligns with the natural business
cycle of verification and payment of supplier invoices. Taking all this into account, he suggested a
revised model in which suppliers “upload” sales invoices on the GST system which automatically
calculates histax liability. The invoices should also be made avail able to the buyer for acceptance. The
key difference from GSTR-1 would be that it would simply mean invoice “upload” and not “filing” of
tax return. He stated that invoice format and data granularity should match with the actual invoice
submitted by supplier for payment, namely, invoice item level right from day one and that it should not
be rolled up at tax rate or commaodity level. Upload should happen on a continuous basis, which would
imply that verification and acceptance coincided with the actual business transaction. Invoices uploaded
after the 10 of the month would automatically be included in the next return. He stated that market
forces would evolve a model where invoice would be paid for only after upload on the GST system.
Buyer should accept supplier’s invoices on the GST system, which would automatically determine the
input tax credit. He stated that the key contrasts from GSTR-2 and pure system matching model was
that it was simply an invoice “acceptance” and not “filing” of return and that acceptance could happen
on continuous basis, not waiting for all GSTR-1 to befiled. Invoices, once accepted, would be locked
and could not be modified by the supplier, thus bringing finality to the transaction. The system should
provide robust tools to facilitate smooth acceptance including for offline matching of supplier invoices
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with purchase books, auto-acceptance capabilities and improved support to GSPS/ASPs for tighter
integration with accounting packages.

14.8. He proposed to eliminate the concept of “Provisional Credit”. However, buyers could “notify”
supplier through the system to upload any missed invoice but could not upload or modify it themselves.
In this model, there would be no “mismatch” in the traditional sense and hence there would be no
guestion of any reversal. He stated that reversal of input tax credit due to non-payment of tax by the
supplier was widely perceived to be unfair to the buyer and recommended that the criteriafor legitimate
invoice should be redefined as one where supplier has admitted liability by uploading onto the porta
and make provisionsto recover duesfromthe supplier rather than penalising the buyer. The GST system
would offer multiple channels for uploading and acceptance of invoices and filing of returns as 91% of
taxpayers had fewer than 50 invoices in a month i.e. hardly 2-3 invoices per day; small taxpayers with
no automated accounting systems could view and accept pending invoices directly on the portal.
Small/medium taxpayers with some level of automation could use excel based offline tool to download,
compare and accept pending invoices. Large taxpayerswith fully automated accounting systems would
do reconciliation and acceptance directly in their systems and upload results directly through APIs. He
also proposed a gradual transition to eliminate risk to tax collection and provide sufficient time to
stabilise the system and for the taxpayer to adapt to the new model and to enable eco-system to develop
tools/application for automated uploading of sale invoices and reconciliation of purchase invoices.

14.9. He explained that the gradual transition would involve, in transition phase ‘A’, to continue with
self-declaration of GSTR-3B for payment of taxes and replacement of GSTR-1 with invoice uploading.
In transition phase ‘B’, to continue with self-declared GSTR-3B for payment of taxes; to enable invoice
acceptance feature, which accepts input tax credit; introduce system generated GSTR-3 as aread only
declaration; have a GSTR-3B versus GSTR-3 comparison report. Under this, the input tax credit
compared would include missed invoices. At the end stage, GSTR-3B would be discontinued and would
be replaced by GSTR-3; to continue with invoice uploading/acceptance features and enable filing of
system generated GSTR-3 as a return including payment capability. He emphasised that this system
would work well as it was incentive aligned where, if the supplier did not report invoices on time, he
would not get paid and the buyer who did not accept invoices in time, would not get input tax credit.

14.10. The Secretary observed that the presentation of Shri Nandan Nilekani suggested matching
responsibility to be entrusted to the buyer and the seller which made the job simpler. The other option
was to make everyone report his sale and purchase invoices and then computer would generate
mismatches. He expressed that it could take monthsto rectify the mismatches. For mismatched invoices,
either the tax administration would need to go after the buyer and the seller or there would be auto-
reversal of input tax credit which would be a big pain point for the taxpayers. He observed that in the
initial period, one would continue with GSTR-3B; upload sales invoices and have a separate missed
invoices table for filling up the details by the buyer and the input tax credit claim in GSTR-3B should
be roughly matching with his declaration. However, it should only be informational. The percentage
of mismatch should be observed over a period of time and once mismatch was minimal, a system could
be brought into forcein which input tax credit would not be given until the seller uploaded theinvoice(s).
He then sought comments of the States on the proposed model.

14.11. The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala raised a question regarding the fate of B2C invoices. The
Secretary stated that on the sales side, no invoice level details for B2C supplies were to be given. The
Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Delhi observed that the proposed system was good for large taxpayers
but there could be practical difficulties for small taxpayers, in whose case, normally, Chartered
Accountants filed returns. He added that if the small taxpayers themselves filed returns, then the system
could work, but if they entrusted the work to the Chartered Accountants, it could lead to hue and cry.
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14.12. Shri V.K. Garg, Advisor (Finance), Punjab, expressed two concerns. The first was that there
was no provision to take input tax credit for the tax paid on advance payment and it was not clear how
the system would take care of thisrequirement. The other concern was regarding the missing trader, as
there was no mechanism to check whether the supplier, after uploading the invoices, had paid the taxes
tothetreasury. He added that in afederal GST structure, until the taxes had been paid at the origin State,
the money could not reach the destination State. Dr. P.D. Vaghela, CCT, Gujarat, stated that the model
proposed by Shri Nandan Nilekani was a harsher one, which was not earlier agreed to by the Law
Committee. He stated that under Option I, too much of power was being placed in the hands of the
suppliers. Under Option 11, input tax credit was being made available provisionally on the basis of
invoices uploaded by the buyer and this could be acceptable. He added that the Chartered Accountants
handled returns of hundreds of taxpayers acting both as recipients as well as suppliers. He stated that
the best model would be where the buyer accepts invoices with a mechanism for provisional credit for
missing invoices of the buyer. He stated that in Option |1, Departmental intervention would not be
needed. The CCT, Gujarat, pointed out that in the model proposed by Shri Nandan Nilekani, once an
invoice was uploaded by the supplier and accepted by the buyer, the buyer would get credit
automatically. However, the structure on which GST has been designed has two elements: (i) the seller
uploadstheinvoices; (ii) the payment of tax against the invoice should have been made. |If the proposed
model was accepted, where the buyer would get credit on the basis of invoice uploaded by the seller
without ascertaining payment of tax against the invoice, this would create a huge problem and would
lead to problemsin IGST transfer. He suggested to accept Option | with provisional credit for the buyer.
He also stated that payment of tax by the supplier should be insisted upon.

14.13. The Hon'ble Minister from Keraa stated that the basic difference in the model suggested by
Shri Nandan Nilekani and the other model was to do away with return filing. The returns would be
generated by the computer on the basis of invoices uploaded. He observed that there could be some
interim revenue losses in first three months. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar stated that in
Option I, only salesinvoice had to be filed whereasin Option |1, both sale and purchase invoi ces would
have to be uploaded by the taxpayer and that this would lead to double work. He added that as per the
current system of States, mismatch report was generated by the system and as per the present experience
of four States, mismatch was in the range of 25% to 40% and nation-wide mismatches could be very
high. He supported the proposal of Shri Nandan Nilekani to upload only salesinvoice and that sale and
purchase details need not be matched by the system. He stated that some of the concerns like Chartered
Accountants filing returns of small traders would need to be addressed.

14.14. TheHon'ble Minister from Jammu & Kashmir stated that the compelling argument in the model
presented by Shri Nandan Nilekani was to integrate the tax system with the business process and this
was key to the entire model, which would involve uploading of invoices by the supplier and matching
them between the buyer and the seller and not the system. The Hon'ble Chairperson stated that the
concern of the Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Delhi regarding hue and cry being raised by small
traders would aso need to be considered. The Hon'ble Minister from Jammu & Kashmir stated that
today, there was a genuine compliance complaint, which needed to be redressed through a revised
procedure. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Delhi stated that the model proposed by Shri Nandan
Nilekani appeared to be good. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar stated that the burden of tax
consultants would increase as they would need to upload both purchase details along with sale details
and would also need to resolve mismatches. Shri Nandan Nilekani observed that money would be abig
stake for the buyer and the seller. In the proposed model, no return was being filed and only invoices
were being uploaded, which was not a big burden. He stated that there should not be undue concern
regarding the reaction of the tax professionals.
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14.15. The Principal Secretary (Finance), Odisha, stated that the fact that accounts department of the
taxpayer would need to check the invoices uploaded before making payment might need a change in the
business practice of small taxpayers. He further observed that instead of return filing being once amonth
process, now it would become adaily process. Shri Nandan Nilekani responded that the choice lay with
the seller asto at what interval he would upload the invoices. The Principal Secretary (Finance), Odisha,
stated that if availment of input tax credit was delinked from tax payment, it had the risk of increasing
the gaming behaviour of taxpayers. He added that it was also important to take into account the issue
of tax consultants vis-a-vis small taxpayers. The Chairman, GSTN, stated that Maharashtra allowed
input tax credit on the basis of declaration of seller’s invoice in his return without checking for payment
of tax. He observed that returns contained aggregation of information for which services of Chartered
Accountants was required. He recalled that earlier for rail travel, one needed to book tickets through
agents but now most passengers were able to book train tickets on their own on the IRCTC web portal.
He observed that if the tax return process was simplified and it was made available through multiple
modes, like mobile app, online tools, offline tools, etc., then taxpayers need not depend upon Chartered
Accountants/tax consultants to file returns. He observed that invoices were issued by suppliers and not
tax consultants.

14.16. TheHon'ble Minister from Punjab made three points — first, that for any business with turnover
above Rs.5-10 crore, al invoices should be generated online; second, that for larger suppliers, uploading
of invoices could be on weekly basis; and the third, that if a taxpayer received money in advance, an
invoice must be generated mandatorily. Ms. Smaraki Mahapatra, CCT, West Bengal, stated that the
model of provisional input tax credit was provided because the practical experience was that large
taxpayers were bigger defaulters in uploading invoices and small taxpayers were the major sufferers.
She suggested that views of a cross-section of stakeholders should be ascertained regarding the
acceptability of the proposed return model.

14.17. The ACS, Uttar Pradesh, stated that the model proposed by Shri Nandan Nilekani had severa
positive features but the proposal that the supplier should only upload invoices did not always happen
in redity. If alarge taxpayer sold goods to a small taxpayer and did not upload his invoice for 2-3
months, it could badly hit the business of the small taxpayer. He further stated that purchasers/small
taxpayers should be given an option to give additional information to Government on buying so as to
get the benefit of input tax credit. He added that where both buyer and seller were colluding and did not
pay tax, the return should be linked with e-Way hill system. He also raised anissue that if aregistered
taxpayer purchased from an unregistered taxpayer without payment of tax under reverse charge
mechanism, he was under no compulsion to upload the invoice, and then how information would come
regarding purchases from unregistered taxpayers. Therefore, in case of purchases from unregistered
dealers also, there should be a provision of uploading the invoice by the buyer. The Secretary observed
that the last phase of the return filing would not be implemented right from the beginning. At theinitia
stage, small taxpayers would take self-declared input tax credit of the entire amount. Simultaneoudly,
the gap in terms of number of missing invoices would need to be narrowed. The provision of denial of
input tax credit for missing invoices should be implemented only after the transition period was
completed. Once the gap in matching of sale and purchase invoice was reduced, input tax credit would
be made available only on the basis of sales invoice and the computer would auto generate the return.
He stated that the salient/selling point of the new model would be only filing of GSTR-3B and taking
only invoice level details.

14.18. TheHon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Gujarat raised an issuethat if despite mismatch, the seller
did not upload the invoice, whether input tax credit would be available to buyer. The Secretary stated
that input tax credit would be allowed in such casesin theinitia phase, based on GSTR-3B details, even
though the mismatch in the uploaded invoices of the seller and the buyer would be known and available
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on the system. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Gujarat suggested that stakeholders’ opinion
regarding the two options should be taken before taking a decision on the issue.

14.19. The Hon'ble Minister from Haryana stated that the proposal made by Shri Nandan Nilekani
seemed to be simple and acceptable. He expressed that in principle, it could be accepted and a
Committee could look into it to resolve the issues and concerns raised. Shri M.S. Srikar, CCT,
Karnataka, stated that acceptability of the option should depend upon certain parameters like ease of
compliance, agnostic to the size of the dealer, alignment to business process without additional burden,
and alignment to tax administration regulations. He stated that based on VAT experience, Karnataka
broadly supported Option Il. He observed that the proposal of Shri Nandan Nilekani appeared positive
but one needed to ascertain whether the eco-system, the consultants and others could cope with the
proposed process.

14.20. Shri J.S. Syamaa Rao, Chief Commissioner (Commercia Tax), (CCCT) Andhra Pradesh,
stated that the purchaser could reach dead-end if the seller did not upload the invoice and, in the model,
proposed by Shri Nandan Nilekani, tax officials would need to ascertain who was the culprit. He stated
that this was not certain in the suggested model. He further added that while mismatch would be
minimal, it would take much more time to implement it than the proposed Option Il. He stated that
auto-reversal could be donein the first month itself in Option Il. He stated that Option || was better as
it would have data of both the seller and the buyer and one would come to know as to who was the
culprit for the missing invoices. In Option I, there would be no scope for the purchaser to reach adead-
end and matches could increase over a period of time. He observed that both Option | and the Option
proposed by Shri Nandan Nilekani carried the risk of the purchaser reaching a dead-end. He added that
no tax administration had tried Option | or the new model proposed by Shri Nandan Nilekani whereas
Option Il had been in use by afew State administrations. He suggested that this Option should be used
along with direct auto-reversal. The Secretary observed that no new demand was being made in the
model proposed by Shri Nandan Nilekani whereas burden on taxpayer was getting reduced. In this
model, self-credit could be taken by the purchaser without disturbing GSTR-3B and the purchaser would
only give details of missing invoices instead of furnishing his entire purchase invoices. Through this
method, tax information would come and could be used by the tax administration for various purposes
including for enforcement. He suggested not to apply auto-reversal in either of the two Options, but
there could be greater burden under Option Il. He added that in the model proposed by Shri Nandan
Nilekani, a taxpayer can be further incentivised by placing a mechanism in the system for auto
generation of return in case of 100% match of salesinvoice.

14.21. Shri Jagdish Chander Sharma, Principal Secretary (E& T), Himachal Pradesh, stated that smaller
traders had manual system and it would need to be integrated with the GST system. He added that
collusive activity of the buyer and the seller could be taken care of through the e-Way bill system. The
CCT, West Bengal, stated that at the end stage of the proposed model, it was proposed to disallow input
tax credit for invoices not uploaded by the supplier whereas there could be genuine business purchases
and this could amount to denial of the right of doing business. She suggested that a legal perspective
should also be taken before going in for any model. The Secretary observed that it might be difficult to
delink payment of tax by supplier from availing input tax credit by the buyer.

14.22. The Hon'ble Chairperson observed that from the discussions held so far, the way forward
appeared to be to continue with GSTR-3B, upload invoices on sales side and bring mismatches to the
notice of both the buyer and the seller. The Secretary stated that once mismatch percentage became
less, say 10%, one could go to the end stage where there would be no GSTR-3B return; al invoices
would be uploaded by the seller and a return would be generated accordingly. There would be a table
to explain the mismatch of invoices declared by the supplier and the buyer without any corresponding
action of denying input tax credit. After a few months, one could move towards complete invoice
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upload-based return generation. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Gujarat stated that if a supplier
uploaded invoices at a later date, a question could arise as to why it was not uploaded earlier. The
Secretary stated that such questions could arise but during the observation phase, no action need to be
taken on this. The Hon'ble Chairperson stated that at present, one could continue with GSTR-3B and a
date could be given from which uploading of sale invoices would begin, which would be visible to the
buyer and could be locked by him.

14.23. The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala stated that he supported Option Il and suggested that one
should not take a hasty decision. He added that another week’s time be taken to decide the issue and
then take a decision during a Council’s meeting through video conference. The Hon'ble Minister from
Andhra Pradesh also suggested to give more time to decide on the options. The Hon'ble Minister from
Telangana suggested that the options should be discussed with the stakeholders before coming to afinal
decision. The Hon'ble Chairperson stated that the issue should be discussed with the stakehol ders after
the Committee on Return Filing and the Law Committee had further examined the suggestions of Shri
Nandan Nilekani and thereafter the issue could be decided by the Council through video conference.
The Hon'ble Minister from Jammu & Kashmir stated that the proposal should not be condemned by
putting it before the officers’ committee for consideration as they had already made up their mind that
the proposal of Shri Nandan Nilekani was not workable. He suggested that a small Group of Ministers
could examine this proposal. He further stated that intuitively, it seemed to be a good model. The
Hon'ble Chairperson stated that the model proposed by Shri Nandan Nilekani could be examined by the
Group of Ministers on IT Challenges in GST Implementation, headed by the Hon'ble Deputy Chief
Minister of Bihar, in consultation with the members of the Committee on Return Filing and Shri Nandan
Nilekani. Theissue could then be decided by the Council through video conference. The Council agreed
to this proposal.

15. For agenda item 6, the Council approved that the model proposed by Shri Nandan Nilekani
shall be examined by the Group of Ministerson IT Challengesin GST Implementation, headed by the
Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar, in consultation with the members of the Committee on Return
Filing and Shri Nandan Nilekani. The issue could then be decided by the Council.

Agendaitem 7: Issuesrecommended by the L aw Committeefor consider ation of the GST Council

16. The Secretary stated that some changes were proposed by the Law Committee in the Rules and
Forms. Heinformed that these were discussed in the meeting of the officers of the Central Government
and the State Governments held on 11 January, 2018 and were agreed to. He proposed that these could
also be agreed to by the Council. The Commissioner (GST Policy), CBEC, stated that the presentation
circulated before the Meeting of the Council (attached as Annexure 4 of the Minutes) contained the
proposed changes. He stated that there was one modification in the proposal in respect of Agendaitem
7(i)(v), wherein it was proposed to del ete proviso to sub-Rule 5 of Rule 32 and to insert a new sub-Rule
5(A) in Rule 32 to provide for purchase value of goods repossessed from a defaulting borrower. He
stated that the Council might not approve this proposed change as it needed further consideration. The
Council agreed to the proposal and approved the other proposals under Agenda item 7 proposing
changes in certain CGST Rules and Forms.

17. For Agendaitem 7, the Council approved the proposed changesin CGST Rules and Forms, as
contained in Agendaitem 7, except for Serial No.5 of Agendaitem 7(i)(v) relating to purchase value of
goods repossessed from a defaulting borrower.

Agendaitem 8: Recommendations of the Committee on Handicr afts

18. The Secretary invited Ms. Vangia N. Sarna, Chairman, CBEC to introduce this Agenda item.
The Chairman, CBEC, stated that the Committee on Handicrafts had finalised its report after numerous
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meetings of the Committee and deliberations in the sub-committees. She stated that inputs had been
received from various States for including items as handicrafts and after the completion of the report,
further suggestions had been received from the States of Odishaand Gujarat. She stated that these would
also be considered by the Committee on Handicrafts and that the goods which were agreed to be
considered as handicrafts would be referred to the Fitment Committee for recommending rate of tax on
them. She then invited Shri G.D. Lohani, OSD, TRU-I, CBEC, to make a brief presentation on the
report of the Committee on Handicrafts.

18.1. The OSD, TRU-I in his presentation (attached as Annexure 9 of the minutes) stated that in
respect of TOR (Terms of Reference) 1, relating to definition of handicrafts, the Committee took note
of definitions of handicrafts by UNESCO and other national and international bodies and the
observations of the Hon’ble Supreme Court on handicrafts and concluded that any definition of
handicrafts must have three elements, namely, predominant use of hands, sufficient artistic and
traditional elements; and distinct output from machine made goods. He stated that after severa
iterations, the Committee arrived at the following definition of handicrafts:

“Handicrafts are goods predominantly made by hand even though some tools or machinery may
also have been used in the process; such goods are graced with visual appeal in the nature of
ornamentation or in-lay work or some similar work of a substantial nature; possess distinctive features,
which can be aesthetic, artistic, ethnic or culturally attached and are amply different from mechanically
produced goods of similar utility.”

18.2. Asregards TOR 2, i.e. identification of HSN Codes for handicrafts, he stated that inputs were
received from States as well as the Office of the Development Commissioner (Handicrafts) in the
Ministry of Textiles and based on these, 40 HSN Codes were proposed to be included in the list of
handicrafts. He stated that the additional suggestions for inclusion in the list of handicrafts received
from Odisha and Gujarat would a so be deliberated upon by the Committee. He added that few items
were added by name in the list on the basis of inputs received from States. He stated that as regards
suggestions on handmade goods, the Committee felt that any differential rate for handmade goods
without adequate saf eguards would be prone to misuse and that one possible way could be to consider
particular handmade products produced and marketed exclusively by specified federations/self-help
groups on a different pedestal.

18.3. Asregards TOR 3 regarding specific issues of handicraft sector, he stated that the Committee
had requested inputs from States and from the Union Ministries to identify specific issues. He stated
that the examination of these issuesindicated that they were mostly rel ated to the drawback, rates of tax,
export issues like market access, concessions in GST rates related to exhibitions, etc. and such issues
were already being dealt with by other Committees like the Drawback Committee, the Fitment
Committee and the Export Committee. The Committee proposed to refer these issues to the respective
Committees.

18.4. Initiating discussion on this Agenda item, Shri P. Srivastava, Chief Resident Commissioner,
Tripura, stated that their State had suggested to add Tripura silk and cotton sarees and bamboo made
gift items in the list of handicrafts and also suggested that the rate of tax on bamboo and cane-based
items should be 5%. The OSD (TRU-I), CBEC, clarified that items made of bamboo were aready
covered in the list and classifiable under Chapters 44, 46 and 96 (recommended rate of tax for Chapter
46 is aready 5%). Asregards sarees and clothes, he stated that the Committee deliberated on thisissue
and decided not to treat them as handicrafts. He stated that the Office of the Devel opment Commissioner
also did not recommend to treat these goods as handicrafts and as such sarees etc. from none of the
States had been taken in the list of handicrafts.
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18.5. The Hon’ble Minister from Jammu & Kashmir stated that first, handicrafts should be defined
and then rate on handicrafts items could be looked at separately. The Hon’ble Chairperson observed
that different States had different kinds of handicrafts and they were mostly out of the tax net till now.
He added that this sector generated mass employment and, therefore, rate of tax on handicrafts should
not be very high. He further stated that pending fitment decision on these items, the Committee could
look into the issues relating to handmade carpets. The Chairman, CBEC suggested that the Council
could accept the report of the Handicrafts Committee and then the issue of rates could be taken up by
the Fitment Committee separately. The Hon’ble Chairperson suggested that the Council could accept
the report and the recommendations of the Committee on Handicrafts and States could give additional
itemsto be considered as handicrafts which would be considered by the Committee on Handicrafts. The
Council agreed to this suggestion.

19. For Agenda item 8, The Council accepted the report of the Committee on Handicrafts and its
following recommendations:

i. Definition: “Handicrafts are goods predominantly made by hand even though some tools or
machinery may also have been used in the process; such goods are graced with visual apped in
the nature of ornamentation or in-lay work or some similar work of a substantial nature; possess
digtinctive features, which can be aesthetic, artistic, ethnic or culturally attached and are amply
different from mechanically produced goods of similar utility;”

ii. Toinclude40 HSN Codesin thelist of handicrafts as listed in the report of the Committee;

iii. Torefer theissuesidentified by the Committee on Handicrafts to the respective Committees like
the Drawback Committee, the Fitment Committee and the Export Committee;

iv. The Committee on Handicrafts to consider the recommendations of the States of Odisha, Gujarat
and any other State for inclusion of additional itemsinthelist of handicrafts.

Agendaitem 9: Changes proposed to be madein the CGST Act, 2017, SGST Acts, the IGST Act,
2017 and the GST (Compensation to States) Act, 2017

20. Introducing this Agenda item, the Secretary stated that a Law Review Committee had been
constituted in pursuance of a decision of the GST Council in its 22™ meeting held on 6 October, 2017.
This Committee had received suggestions/representations from various trade associations and field
formations of the Centre and the State taxes which it examined. It aso examined the recommendations
of the Advisory Group of the Law Review Committee. Based on these inputs, the Law Review
Committee submitted its report containing recommendations for changes in Law on 4 January, 2018.
These recommendations and the suggestions of the GST Policy Wing of CBEC were discussed in ajoint
meeting of the Law Review Committee and the Law Committee held on 10 January, 2018. The
combined recommendations of the Law Review Committee and the Law Committee were discussed in
the meeting of the officers of the Central and the State Governments on 11 January 2018 and the
consolidated recommendations of the officers meeting of 11 January 2018 was placed before the Council
for consideration. The Secretary invited Commissioner (GST Policy), CBEC to brief the Council about
the important recommendations under this agendaitem. The Commissioner (GST Policy), CBEC stated
that what was placed before the Council for approval was only the broad proposals contained in the
second last column of the Annexure | of Agenda ltem 9 (hereinafter referred in this section as Annexure
I) and the suggested formulations contained in the last column would undergo substantial modification
based on consultation with the Law Committee and the Union Ministry of Law. He stated that one
change was envisaged in the proposal contained in S. No.11 of Annexure I, namely, to replace the
expression “employees without charging a consideration” with the expression “Employees with or
without charging a consideration”. He further stated that some new proposals were added which were
not discussed in the Officers’ meeting held on 11 January, 2018. The first one was the proposal at Sl.
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No.21 of Annexure |, which related to a proposal to insert an explanation in Section 13 of the CGST
Act, 2017 to clarify the term ‘supply is identifiable’ in case of vouchers in Sections 12 and 13 of the
CGST Act, 2017. The second was the proposal at Sl. No. 46 of Annexure | to amend the explanation to
the definition of “continuous journey” which does not consider single ticket flights with stopovers as
continuous journey.

20.1. The Commissioner (GST Policy), CBEC, highlighted some important changes which are
discussed asfollows:

i) S.No.17 of Annexure|: The Commissioner (GST Policy), CBEC stated that section 9(4) of
the CGST Act and section 5(4) of the IGST Act related to payment on reverse charge basis and under
these sections, it was proposed to impose tax on reverse charge basis on composition taxpayers on
purchase from unregistered suppliers.  The Secretary stated that if tax on reverse charge was not
imposed on composition taxpayers, a lot of evasion of tax would take place. The Hon’ble Deputy Chief
Ministers of Bihar and Delhi agreed to this proposal. The second proposal for these two sections was
to have an enabling provision to impose tax under reverse charge on specified classes of taxpayers when
they obtained supplies from an unregistered person. A third proposa wasto have aprovision to provide
details of supplies received from unregistered persons in the return on the basis of PAN/Aadhaar. The
ACS, Uttar Pradesh suggested that in the Law, an enabling power could be provided to make reverse
charge mechanism on all products except those which would be exempted through notification. He
stated that otherwise many composition dealers would opt out of registration.

i) S.No.23 of Annexure |: The Commissioner (GST Policy), CBEC informed that the proposal
was to amend Section 10 to increase the threshold for eligibility for composition scheme to Rs.2 crore
per annum and then fix the threshold through a notification to Rs.1.5 crore per annum. The ACS, Uttar
Pradesh stated that in view of the fact that 91% of composition deal ers had shown aturnover of lessthan
Rs.5 lakh per quarter, it needed to be considered whether the annual turnover threshold limit for
composition scheme should be increased to Rs.1.5 crore or Rs.2 crore per annum in the Law. The
Hon’ble Chairperson stated that it was already decided by the Council that the annual turnover threshold
for composition would be raised to Rs.1.5 crore and that the same limit should be kept inthe Law. The
Hon’ble Deputy Chief Minister of Delhi stated that the original discussion was in regard to schemes
relating to small scale industries and SMEs but then the discussion went on to composition scheme. The
Hon’ble Chairperson stated that the results of relaxation under the composition scheme was not very
encouraging, and in this view, it was not desirable to increase the annua turnover threshold for
composition to Rs.2 croreand it should belimited to Rs.1.5 crore. The Council agreed to thissuggestion.

20.2. The Commissioner (GST Policy), CBEC, stated that another proposal was to permit supply of
services by acomposition dealer up to 10% of thetotal turnover or Rs.5 lakh whichever was higher with
the condition that the taxes on the services would be little higher. This would include supplies by way
of job work. For these services, a composition rate could be notified by the government on the
recommendations of the Council but not exceeding atotal rate of 18% (9% each for CGST and SGST).
In addition, restaurant service was proposed to be defined. 1t wasal so proposed that composition scheme
should not be extended to persons making inter-state supplies; no input tax credit should be allowed to
purchasers buying from composition taxpayers, and manufacturers of aerated water should be kept out
of composition scheme through a notification. The ACS, Uttar Pradesh suggested that like aerated
water, brick kiln should also be kept out of the composition scheme or there should be a separate
composition scheme for brick kiln based on its capacity. The Hon’ble Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar
stated that under VAT regime, brick kiln had a separate composition scheme and they had been
demanding a similar composition scheme under GST. The Commissioner (GST Policy), CBEC, stated
that during the discussionsin the Law Committee, it was felt that composition scheme should be linked
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to turnover and it should not be activity based, but if so required, thisissue could be relooked at a later
date. The Council agreed to these suggestions.

i) S.No. 27 of Annexurel: To keep in abeyance the provisionsrelating to TDS and TCS namely,
sections 51 and 52 respectively of the CGST and the SGST Acts for at least six more months or such
further period as may be decided by the Council.

iv) S.No. 41 of Annexure |: To introduce a new section making an enabling provision to issue
exemption notification with retrospective effect for a period of 3 years from the appointed date, if the
Council so decides.

V) S.N0.42 of Annexurel: In case of B2B supply of accommodation services like hotels, etc. the
place of supply of service should be the location of the registered person and not where the hotel etc. is
located in order to permit availment of input tax credit to the registered person. The Hon’ble Minister
from Kerala stated that a hotel service was availed where the place of consumption was, that is, where
the hotel was located and it was not a B2B transaction. The Commissioner (GST Policy), CBEC stated
that on account of place of supply rules, persons registered, say in Bengaluru or Mumbai, were not
organising conferences etc. in Kerala or any other State as they were not getting input tax credit and
they were moving these conferences to cheaper destinations in the South-East Asian countries. The
Hon’ble Minister from Kerala stated that thisissue should be discussed along with the issue of the rate
of tax on accommodation services. The Hon’ble Minister from Goa supported the proposal of the
Hon’ble Minister from Kerala and stated that it was ironical that when they raised the same issue of
business moving out of India because of high rate of tax of 28% on such services, then no heed was
being paid and now the same argument was being offered for place of supply related provision. The
Hon’ble Minister from Haryana stated that another reason for tour business moving out of the country
was that the Indian tour operators were getting VAT refunds from those countries on official business
conducted abroad. The Hon’ble Chairperson suggested that both the place of supply provision and the
rate of tax on hotels, etc., should be discussed together and a proposal be brought before the Council.
The Council agreed to this proposal.

vi) S.N0.47 of Annexure|: Compensation Cess. The Commissioner, (GST Policy), CBEC stated
that it was proposed to insert an enabling provision in the GST Compensation Act to provide for levy of
cess a the manufacturing stage on parameters such as production capacity for certain categories of
supplies such as pan masala and other evasion prone commodities. The Hon’ble Minister from Punjab
suggested that the Constitutional validity of the proposed amendment should be ascertained. The
Secretary stated that this issue would be got examined both Congtitutionally and through the Law
Committee.

20.3. The Hon’ble Chairperson stated that on the basis of the approval of the proposed changesin the
Law, the Law Committee would draft the legidative changes and after its vetting by the Union Law
Ministry, it would be brought before the Council for approval.

21. For Agenda Item 9, the Council agreed to the proposals for changes in the GST Law as
presented in Annexure | to Agenda Item 9 with the following modifications / suggestions: -

i.  For Composition Scheme (SI.N0.23 of Annexurel), the eligible annual turnover threshold shall
be Rs.1.5 crore per annum instead of Rs.2 crore per annum,
ii.  The place of Supply Rulesfor B2B supply of accommodation services (SI.N0.42 of Annexure
I) to be discussed along with the rate of tax on accommaodation services,
iii.  To ascertain the Constitutional validity of the amendment under the Compensation Cess Act.
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Agendaitem 10: I ssuesrecommended by the Fitment Committeefor the consider ation of the GST
Council

Agendaitem 10(i): Recommendations on Goods

21. The Secretary introduced this Agenda item and stated that the recommendations on goods had
two Annexures. Annexure | contained a list of 29 items where the Fitment Committee had
recommended changesin the GST ratesin respect of certain goods or suggested issuance of clarification
regarding classification or rate of tax. He added that Annexure Il related to goods where the Fitment
Committee had not recommended any change in the GST rates. A record of discussion with reference
to the specific items of Annexurel and Annexurell isas below:

Discussion on Annexure | of Agendaitem 10(i):

Serial No.9 of Annexurel: Used motor vehicles (HSN Code 8702)

21.1. The Hon'ble Minister from Punjab stated that this proposal seemed to cause double taxation.
The Secretary explained that the proposal was not to impose double taxation but only to impose tax on
the margin of the supplier of amotor vehicle and the GST rate recommended by the Fitment Committee
was 12% and Nil Compensation Cess on al motor vehicles under HSN Code 8702 (other than medium
and large cars and SUV's), and 18% and Nil Compensation Cess on medium and large cars and SUV's,
on the margin of the supplier of such motor vehicles. He added that these rates would apply on supply
of used motor vehicles by a person who had not availed input tax credit on such motor vehicles. He
further added that for aregistered entity, value for tax purpose shall be the difference between the sale
value and the depreciated value of the motor vehicle.

21.2. After discussion, the Council agreed to the tax proposal of the Fitment Committeein respect of
used motor vehicles, contained at Serial N0.9 of Annexure | of this Agendaitem.

Serial No.10 of Annexurel: Diamonds of all type (Precious stones) (HSN Codes 7102, 7103)

21.3. TheHon'ble Minister from Keralaraised an issue asto why tax on diamonds, other than rough
diamonds and including cut and polished diamonds was proposed to be reduced from 3% to 0.25%. He
pointed out that tax on exported diamondswas fully refundable and if there was delay in granting refund,
it should be addressed through appropriate administrative mechanism. He observed that there was no
rationale to reduce tax on diamonds as it was a luxury product. The Secretary stated that the diamond
industry had informed that in one city in Gujarat, 8-9 processes were carried out on one diamond, and
therefore, it involved 8-9 movements of one diamond. He stated that it would be cumbersome to levy
3% tax for each such movement. He informed that the initial proposal wasto have a separate low rate
of tax for diamonds for B2B transactions or to have a scheme like that adopted in Belgium to charge no
tax for supplies within a Closed User Group. Heinformed that the Fitment Committee did not agree to
have separate rates of tax for diamond supplied to B2B and B2C. He stated that 90% of diamonds were
exported and 10% were used in jewelery industry. As jewellery was taxed at the rate of 3%, value
addition on diamond would be captured at the level of jewellery, where diamond was supplied as part
of jewellery. He stated that it would be better to tax transactionsin diamonds per se at alower rate.

21.4. The Council agreed to the suggestion and the proposal in respect of diamonds of all type
(precious stones), contained in Serial No.10 of Annexurel.

Serial No.14 of Annexurel: Fertilizer grade Phosphoric Acid (HSN Code 2809)

21.5. TheHon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Gujarat stated that instead of reducing thetax on fertilizer
grade phosphoric acid from 18% to 12%, it should be reduced to 5%. The Secretary stated that the
excheguer aready stood to lose Rs.800 crore by the proposed tax reduction from 18% to 12%. He added
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that reduction of tax rate to 5% would lead to blockage of input tax credit for the domestic manufacturers
of fertilizer grade phosphoric acid. The Council agreed to the proposal of the Fitment Committee to
reduce tax on fertilizer grade phosphoric acid from 18% to 12%.

Serial No.18 of Annexurel: All goods (HSN Codes 4601, 4602)

21.6. The Principal Secretary (Finance), Odisha, stated that plates made of sal and siali leaves, and
sabai grass ropes made of sabai grass should be exempt from tax as otherwise livelihood of tribal people
would be affected. He added that there was no issue of input tax credit as well. He stated that these
were eco-friendly goods and were earlier exempted from tax. The Secretary stated that the exemption
limit of Rs.20 lakh would take care of small tribal producers. The Principal Secretary (Finance), Odisha,
responded that the materials had become costlier when it was sold by dealers. The Joint Secretary (TRU-
1), CBEC, stated that al items of bamboo cane, rattan, etc. of the entire Chapter were kept at 5% tax
rate and it would be desirable to retain these products also at the rate of 5%.

21.7. TheHon'ble Minister from Odishareiterated that there should be a carve out for plates made of
sal and sali leaves, and ropes made of sabai grass, and that this could be taken up by the Fitment
Committee in its next meeting. The Council agreed to this suggestion.

Serial No.21 of Annexure |: Parts and accessories specifically used for manufacture of hearing
aids (Any chapter)

21.8. The Joint Secretary (TRU-I), CBEC, stated that the Fitment Committee had given two options
for consideration of the Council, namely, either to provide an end-use based exemption for parts and
accessories specificaly used for manufacture of hearing aids or to impose anominal 5% GST on hearing
aids so that the domestic manufacturers were not at disadvantage vis-a-vis imports. The Secretary
suggested that the end-use based exemption might be more desirable.

21.9. TheCouncil agreed to exempt parts and accessories specifically used for manufacture of hearing
aids through end-use based exemption.

Serial No.22 of Annexure |: (a) Rice Bran for use as aquatic, shrimp feed, prawn feed, poultry
feed and cattle feed, (b) Rice bran for other uses (HSN Code 2302)

21.10. Dr. D. Sambasiva Rao, Specid Chief Secretary, Andhra Pradesh, stated that rice bran for cattle
and poultry feed was not the same as used for extracting oil, and therefore, rice bran being mostly used
for cattle feed, should be exempt from tax. The Hon'ble Minister from Telangana supported this view.
The Joint Secretary (TRU-I), CBEC, stated that only two States, namely, Tamil Nadu and Telangana
had informed that in their States, rice bran was used as cattle feed and that in other States, rice bran was
not exempt in the pre-GST period. He informed that oil was extracted from rice bran through solvent
extraction plants. The Hon'ble Minister from Telangana observed that both oil and de-oiled rice bran
were used as cattle feed, and therefore, both should be exempt from tax. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief
Minister of Gujarat stated that cotton oil cake was exempt from tax but thisled to reversal of input tax
credit, which was causing dissatisfaction amongst traders. He suggested to put 1% tax on cotton oil
cake and rice bran. The Joint Secretary (TRU-1), CBEC stated that when tax was charged on reverse
charge basis on raw cotton, the traders were paying tax under reverse charge mechanism. However, with
reverse charge mechanism provision [Section 9(4) of CGST and SGST Acts] being kept in abeyance,
the standalone cotton seed millers were put to disadvantage vis-a-vis integrated units (who directly
bought raw cotton from farmers). To resolve this issue, supply of raw cotton by an agriculturist to a
registered person was put under reverse charge mechanism under Section 9(3) of CGST and SGST Acts.
The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Gujarat stated that due to difficulties faced by ginners industry,
they had gone on strike and suggested to impose 1% tax on cotton oil cake and rice bran and to continue
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with the reverse charge mechanism. The Secretary stated that it would not be desirable to have a new
rate of tax of 1%. He suggested that the ginners could get refund and the process of refund could be
expedited.

21.11. The Council agreed to the tax proposa recommended by the Fitment Committee for Serial
No.22 of Annexure |, namely, to tax rice bran at the rate of 5% and de-oiled rice bran at Nil rate.

Handmade Car pets

21.12 TheHon'ble Minister from Jammu & Kashmir stated that he was requesting for the fourth time
in the Council to reduce the rate of tax on handmade carpets from 12% to 5%. He informed that before
carpets were sold, they were supplied to other States and at that stage, carpets were being taxed at the
rate of 12%. The Hon'ble Chairperson suggested that this could be discussed by the Fitment Committee.
The Council agreed to this suggestion. The Hon'ble Minister from Haryana stated that the State of
Jammu & Kashmir deserved a specia consideration in respect of the rate of tax on handmade carpets.
The Secretary stated that the problem was regarding upfront payment of tax on handmade carpets and
suggested that the Committee on Handicrafts could examine this issue and suggest a solution. The
Council agreed to this suggestion.

Agendaitem 10(i): Discussion on Annexurel|l

Serial No.6 of Annexurell: Pickle (HS Code: 2106)

22. The ACS, Tamil Nadu, stated that pickles should be exempted from tax. He stated that the
Fitment Committee had not reached a consensus for reduction in the rate of tax on pickles from 12% to
5%. The Joint Secretary (TRU-I), CBEC, stated that generally, the GST rate of tax for processed food
was 12% with afew exceptions, like unbranded namkeens, chikki, etc. The Hon'ble Minister from Tamil
Nadu stated that pickle manufacturers were in cottage industry, and, therefore, pickles should be taxed
at the rate of 5%. The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala stated that these were ready to eat items, and
therefore, these should be taxed at the rate of 5%. The ACS, Tamil Nadu, stated that except oil, the
other inputs used for manufacturing pickles were taxed at the rate of 5% or 0%, and therefore, pickles
should also be taxed at the rate of 5%. However, ready to eat food was taxed at the rate of 12%.

22.1. TheHon'ble Chairperson suggested that once the revenue position improved, the rate of tax on
pickles could berevisited.

Serial No.7 of Annexurell: Ready to eat/Ready to cook products, papad (HS Code:21)

22.2. TheHon'ble Minister from Uttarakhand stated that papad was exempted from tax earlier but it
was hot defined. He stated that, as aresult, pastawas also being sold as papad and suggested that papad
should be defined.

Serial No.28 of Annexurell: Fishing twine, ropes and fishnets (HSN Code: 5608) and

Serial No.63 of Annexurell: Fishing Line, L ead Weight and Buoys (HSN Codes: 5404/ 3916)

22.3. The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala stated that the rate of tax on fishing line and lead weight
should be reduced from 12% to 5%. The Hon'ble Minister from Tamil Nadu supported this suggestion.
The Hon'ble Minister from Goa aso supported the proposal. He stated that fishing line was
complementary to fishnet, and therefore, it should also be taxed at the rate of 5% as afinal product. The
Secretary stated that the Fitment Committee could re-examine this issue in their next meeting as they
had earlier considered it as an intermediate product. The Council agreed to this suggestion. He also
observed that in order to move to a single rate, it was better not to reduce the rate of tax to 5%. The
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Council approved that the Fitment Committee would re-examine the rate of tax on fishing line and lead
weight.

Serial No.72 of Annexurell: Biscuits (HS Code: 1905)

22.4. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Delhi stated that bakery items were taxed at the rate of
12% but in spite of the fact that the tax rate on biscuits was 18%, they were getting billed at 12% tax
rate. He suggested to keep the rate of tax on biscuits at 12%. The Joint Secretary (TRU-I), CBEC,
stated that biscuits were in organised sector and had a market of about Rs.36,000 crore. Half of this
market constituted low priced biscuits and the other half constituted high energy biscuits. He stated that
reducing the rate of tax on biscuits from 18% to 12% would lead to substantial |oss of revenue.

Serial No.74 of Annexurell: Materials used by disabled per sons

22.5. TheHon'ble Minister from Kerala stated that spare parts for cochlear implants were being taxed
at the rate of 28% and suggested that this rate should be reduced. The Joint Secretary (TRU-I), CBEC,
stated that only batteries for cochlear implants would be taxable at the rate of 28%. Shri Mansur M.1.,
Assistant Commissioner (Commercial Tax), Keraa, informed that some cables, parts and accessories of
cochlear implants needed to be replaced periodically and these were presently taxable at the rate of 28%.
The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala suggested that the rate of tax on spare parts of cochlear implants
should be re-examined by the Fitment Committee. The Council agreed to this suggestion.

22.6. For Serial No.74 of Annexure I, the Council agreed to the recommendations of the Fitment
Committee and also directed it to re-examine the rate of tax on spare parts for cochlear implants.

Serial N0.95 of Annexurell: Sanitary napkins (HSN Code: 9619):

22.7. The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala stated that the rate of tax on eco-friendly sanitary napkins
should be lowered from the present rate of 12% which were produced by Women Groups and that there
should be some distinction between eco- friendly products and those made from Polyesters. The Hon'ble
Chairperson stated that afew Women Self Help Groups were making eco-friendly sanitary napkins but
they would fall within the turnover threshold of Rs.20 lakh per annum. He observed that other normal
taxpayers, which were Indian Companies, would get input tax credit. He added that if the rate of tax on
sanitary napkins was reduced to 5%, the domestic industry would suffer severely and imports would
increase. The Hon’ble Minister from Kerala stated that a distinction could be made between the Indian
products and foreign products of these types. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar stated that a
lot of media campaign was going on with regard to sanitary napkins. The Hon'ble Chairperson stated
that 5% rate of tax on sanitary napkins would be advantageous only to foreign suppliers. The Hon’ble
Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar stated that in that case, a self-explanatory and comprehensive
advertisement should go out. The Secretary suggested that the Fitment Committee could re-examine the
rate of tax on cotton eco-friendly sanitary napkins and could come up with a separate classification for
products other than polyester sanitary napkins. The Council agreed to this suggestion.

22.8. The Council agreed to the recommendations of the Fitment Committee contained in Annexure
Il of Agendaitem 10(i).

23. For Annexure | of Agenda item 10(i), the Council approved the proposals of the Fitment
Committee, with the following additions/changes:

i. For Serial No.21, to exempt parts and accessories specifically used for manufacture of hearing
aids through end-use based exemption;
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ii. For Serial N0.18, the Fitment Committee to re-examine the rate of tax on plates made of sal and
siali leaves and ropes made of sabai grass; and

iii.  The Fitment Committee to re-examine the rate of tax on handmade carpets from 12% to 5% and
the Committee on Handicrafts to examine the problem of upfront payment of tax on handmade
carpets from Kashmir, when sent to various States for eventual sale.

23.1. For Annexure Il of Agenda item 10(i), the Council approved the recommendations of the
Fitment Committee and also directed it to re-examine the following:

i. Therate of tax on fishing line and lead weight (Serial N0.28 and Serial N0.63 of Annexure I1);
ii. Therate of tax on spare parts of cochlear implants (Serial No.74 of Annexurell); and
iii. The classification and rate of tax on cotton eco-friendly sanitary napkins (Serial N0.95 of
Annexure ).

Agendaitem 10(ii): Recommendations on Services

General discussion relating to Hotels

24, The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala stated that the tax rate on hotelsin most countries was low,
like 6% in Singapore and China, 7% in Thailand and Malaysia, 10% in France and 15% in Sri Lanka
and USA. However, Indiahad avery high rate of tax of 28%. He observed that bulk of the conferences
were moving away to South East Asian countries. He suggested that there should be some
rationalisation of rate of tax on room rentsin hotelsto make it competitive vis-a-vis other countries. The
Hon'ble Minister from Goa supported this proposal and stated that once tourists went el sewhere, they
would not come back to Indiain future. The Hon'ble Chairperson stated that this was a good case for
review once the revenue position improved.

24.1. The Hon'ble Ministers from Goa and Kerala stressed that the high rate of tax on hotels was
counter-productive and that the Fitment Committee should give areport on the rate of tax on room rents
of hotels. The Hon'ble Chairperson observed that in order to keep their room tariff at less than Rs.7,500
per day, hotels had also come up with innovative practices, like charging separately for guest pick up,
breakfast, etc.

24.2. With these prdiminary discussions, the Council took up discussion on the summary sheet
containing the recommendations of the Fitment Committee on Services. A record of discussion is as
follows:

Serial No.26 of Summary Sheet: To exempt supply of serviceby Parliament and State L egislatures
by way of transportation service by road of Hon’ble MPs/MLAs/MLCs and sale of
souvenirs/publications to visitors and Hon’ble MPs/MLAs/MLCs

24.3.  The Hon'ble Minister from Punjab stated that this exemption would not go down well with the
public and suggested not to accept this proposal. He observed that the Hon’ble MPs/MLAs/MLCs
should be able to pay taxesfor transportation services. Shri Amitabh Kumar, Joint Secretary (TRU-II),
CBEC, stated that there should not be compliance and registration burden on the Parliament Secretariat
asit required fulfilment of various procedures. The Hon'ble Chairperson observed that thelaw regarding
registration was approved by the Parliament itself and it need not seek exemption from the same. He
further observed that the pick-up charges by road for MPs was very small and they could afford to pay
tax on the same.

24.4.  The Council agreed to remove Seria N0.26 of Summary Sheet of Agendaitem 10(ii) from the
proposed list of exemptions.
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Serial No.54 of Summary Sheet: To exempt Government’s share of profit petroleum from GST
and to clarify that cost petroleum is not taxable per se

24.5. The Hon'ble Minigter from Haryana stated that similar exemption should be available for his
State Government for supplies by Pollution Control Board and HSIDC (Haryana State Industrial
Development Corporation). The Joint Secretary (TRU-II), CBEC, explained that the part of profit
petroleum given to the Central Government by the contractor was not allowed to be recovered as cost
of production under the production sharing contract and thusit may not to be subject to tax. The Hon'ble
Minister from Haryana stated that five States, which collected licence fee on liquor for human
consumption needed to be exempted from tax as was suggested during the earlier meetings of the
Council but till now, no notification had been issued to this effect. The Secretary stated that it was
agreed during the earlier meeting that in future, there would be change in the revenue model under which
more tax would be charged. He stated that for past cases, some way needed to be found out, may bein
the form of exemption. The Hon'ble Minister from Haryana stated that on this issue, severa
representations had been sent but no solution had been found as yet. The Secretary stated that thisissue
would be discussed separately to find a solution.

25. For Agenda item 10(ii), except Serial N0.26, the Council approved the other recommendations
of the Fitment Committee, contained in the Summary Sheet of this Agendaitem.

Agendaitem 11: Carry forward itemsfrom the previous Council Meeting

Agendaitem 11(i): Presentation on GST in Real Estate sector

26. The Secretary suggested that discussion on this Agenda item could be deferred due to paucity
of time. The Hon'ble Minister from Punjab stated that bringing petroleum products under GST should
also be discussed in the next Meeting of the Council along with the real estate sector. The Hon'ble
Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar requested for a presentation on electricity in the next meeting. The
Hon'ble Chairperson stated that in the next Meseting of the Council, issues relating to rea estate,
electricity and petroleum products could be discussed. The Council agreed to this suggestion.

27. For Agenda item 11(i), the Council approved to defer its consideration and further agreed to
take up discussion on real estate, petroleum products and electricity in the next meeting of the Council.

Agendaitem 11(ii): I ncentivising Digital Paymentsin GST regime

28. Consideration of this Agendaitem was deferred due to paucity of time.

Agenda item 12: Transfer of shares of Empowered Committee (EC) in GSTN to the State of
Telangana

29. The Secretary stated that previoudly, the Empowered Committee had been nominating Directors
on the Board of Directors of GSTN from Group B (State Governments). He stated that during the 14
Meeting of the Council held on 18 and 19 May, 2017, it was decided to nominate the Additiona
Secretary, GST Council Secretariat as an ex-officio Director on the Board in place of the erstwhile
Member Secretary of the Empowered Committee and to amend Articles of Association of GSTN to the
effect that all referencesto the Empowered Committee of State Finance Ministersmay, post amendment,
refer to GST Council. He stated that as a result of these decisions of the Council, 80,000 shares (0.8%
of the total) of Rs.10 each of the Empowered Committee needed to be assigned/transferred to the other
stakeholders. He suggested that the share of the Empowered Committee could be assigned to the State
of Telangana, which was carved out (after bifurcation of Andhra Pradesh) in the year 2014, and
therefore, it did not presently have any equity sharesin GSTN. The Council agreed to this proposal.
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30. For Agenda item 12, the Council approved to transfer 80,000 shares of Rs.10 each of the
Empowered Committee of the State Finance Ministers to the State of Telangana.

Agendaitem 13: Any other agendaitem with the per mission of the Chair per son

Agendaitem 13(i): Proposal to declar e the sale of goodsin Customs bonded war ehouse and goods
sold as high sea sales as ‘no supply’ under Schedule III of the CGST Act, 2017

31. Introducing this Agenda item, the Secretary stated that this agenda item was to alleviate the
difficulty of double taxation. He explained that sales within a Customs bonded warehouse attracted
IGST and when goods were cleared from the Customs bonded warehouse, they were again charged to
IGST. In order to aleviate this problem of double taxation, it was proposed to amend the valuation
provisionsof theimported goodsfor the purposes of payment of integrated tax by amending the Customs
Tariff Act. The amendment would result in integrated tax being levied on the enhanced sale value or
the last sale value in case of multiple sales or value determined under Section 3(8) of the Customs Tariff
Act, whichever was higher. Concomitantly, it was proposed to exempt/declare the sale of warehoused
goods within the Customs bonded warehouse as ‘no supply’ under Schedule I11 of the CGST Act, 2017
in order to ensure that no integrated tax was payabl e in case goods were sold by theimporter while these
were kept in the Customs bonded warehouse. It was also proposed to declare high sea sale of goods as
‘no supply’ under Schedule Il of the CGST Act. The Council agreed to the proposal.

32. For Agendaitem 13(i), the Council approved the following:

i. Sale of goods within the Customs bonded warehouse shall be declared as ‘no supply’ under
Schedule 111 of the CGST Act, 2017,

ii.  High sea sale of goods shall be declared as ‘no supply’ under Schedule IIT of the CGST Act,
2017.

Agenda item 13(ii): Proposal to reduce penalty under Section 122(1)(xiv) of CGST Act, 2017 (e-
Way Bill) in exer cise of powersunder Section 128 of the Act.

33 Introducing this Agenda item, the Commissioner (GST Palicy), CBEC, explained that under
Section 122(1)(xiv) of the CGST Act, 2017, if a taxable person transported any taxable goods without
the cover of documents, as specified in this behalf, he shall be liable to pay a penalty of Rs. 10,000 or
an amount equivalent to thetax evaded, whichever was higher. He stated that similar provisions existed
inthe SGST Acts, 2017 and the UTGST Act, 2017 and hence an offencein al such cases would lead to
aminimum penalty of Rs. 20,000. He stated that as e-Way bill system was going to be implemented for
the first time under the GST regime, it would take time for the stakeholders to become aware of the
various provisions of the e-Way hill Rules, and therefore, in order to ensure smooth implementation of
e-Way hill system, the proposal on the table was that by exercising power conferred under Section 128
of these Acts, minimum penalty of Rs.10,000 for violation of Section 122(1)(xiv) of the CGST Act,
2017 may be reduced to Rs.500 for the first six months. The Secretary stated that a similar reduction
could be done under the relevant provisions of the SGST and UTGST Acts, 2017. Hefurther stated that
this would give a reasonable time to the administration and other stakeholders to get accustomed to the
system and would also prevent harassment to trade and industry.

33.1. Initiating discussion on this Agendaitem, the Hon'ble Minister from Kerala stated that imposing
penalty for not carrying e-Way bill was a deterrent measure and a penalty of Rs.500 would not be a
sufficient deterrent. Shri V.P. Singh, CCT, Punjab, stated that in their experience, invoice was often
destroyed after the goods reached the destination, and therefore, in case penalty was very small, there
would be a perverse incentive to pay a penalty of Rs. 1,000 and carry on the evasion activities. The
Secretary stated that this proposa was only for the initial period and that there was arisk that too high
a penalty might cause obstruction to smooth transportation of goods.
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33.2.  Shri Jagdish Chander Sharma, Principal Secretary (E&T), Himachal Pradesh, stated that in his
State, e-Way bill system was aready in place and e-Way bill declarations were being filed and penalty
for not carrying e-Way bills was 50% of the value of goods. The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala stated
that in his State, penalty for not carrying e-Way bills was twice the amount of tax involved. The CCT,
Punjab, stated that instead of reducing the penalty amount, some other mechanism could be considered
like not imposing penalty on first two instances of not carrying e-Way bill and to impose full penalty
for the third default and onwards. The CCCT, Andhra Pradesh, stated that in his State, penalty for not
carrying e-Way bill was 200% of the total tax involved and they had so far collected approximately a
sum of Rs.15 crore as penalty. He stated that the violators were mostly dealers from other States. He
expressed that penalty should not be aslow as Rs.500.

33.3. The ACS, Uttar Pradesh, stated that in his State, penalty for not carrying e-Way bill was 40%
of the tax evaded amount and traders were paying this amount. He added that checks were only to the
extent of 3%-4% and suggested that penalty for not carrying e-Way bill should be 30%-40% of the value
of goods. The Hon'ble Minister from Punjab stated that in order to prevent transporters from going on
strike, e-Way hill system should be gradually launched and the time limit for travel up to 100 km by a
truck should be two daysinstead of oneday. The Secretary stated that the time prescribed for travel up
to 100 km was quite reasonable and it should not be changed at this stage. The Principal Secretary
(Finance), Odisha, stated that in his State, under the VAT system, penalty for not carrying e-Way hill
for inter-State movement of goods was five times the tax involved and it would not be advisable to
reduce the penalty amount. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Gujarat supported the proposal to
reduce the penalty amount during theinitial period. The Hon'ble Minister from Uttarakhand stated that
e-Way bill system needed certain improvements. For example, in case of River Bedded Material (RBM),
the value transported in trucks was mostly below Rs. 50,000 and they would go without e-Way Bill. He
suggested that if the RBM was more than 5 tonnes, then provision should be made to make e-Way Bill
mandatory. With regard to bricks, he suggested that if more than 1000 numbers of bricks were being
carried, e-Way Bill should be made mandatory. He further stated that there should be a provision to
block generation of e-Way bills once any material started moving, as presently, there was a possibility
that any material moving without e-Way bill, when likely to be caught, could generate an e-Way by
sending SMS. He added that a penalty of Rs. 20,000 was reasonable as a deterrence against evasion.

33.4. TheHon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Delhi suggested that for inter-State movement of goods,
penalty for not carrying e-Way bill should be 100% of the tax amount and for intra-State movement,
discretion for imposing penalty should be left to the State concerned. The Secretary stated that from 1
February, 2018, e-Way bill system would compulsorily beintroduced for inter-State movement of goods
and 15 States had opted to introduce the e-Way bill system for intra-State movement of goods and that
for other States, the last date was 1 June, 2018. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Delhi stated that
it would not be practical for them to put check posts for intra-State movement of goods. The Secretary
stated there already existed aclause for relaxing the requirement of e-Way bill for intra-State movement
of goods through a Committee of officers of State and Central Government.

33.5. The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala again raised a question regarding the issue of penalty for
violation for e-Way hill rules. The Secretary stated that the general suggestion was either to keep the
penalty same or keep it somewhere around Rs.3000-Rs.4000. The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala stated
that there was no judtification to reduce penalty. He added that various States had experience in
implementation of e-Way bill system and suggested that penalty should not be reduced. The Hon'ble
Minister from Jammu & Kashmir supported this suggestion. Shri Khalid A. Anwar, Senior Joint
Commissioner, West Bengal, stated that penalty for carrying goods without documents is up to Rs.
10,000. Assuming that the tax amount itself came to say Rs.1000— Rs.2000, in such case, the penalty
amount would become very high. Therefore, it should be kept at an averagelevel, preferably intherange
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of Rs. 3,000. The Hon’ble Deputy Chief Minister of Gujarat stated that penalty amount should be linked
to thetax evasion amount. He stated that afew taxpayers might commit genuine mistakes and that every
taxpayer should not be regarded as an evader. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief Minister of Bihar stated that
penalty amount should not be more than Rs. 5,000-Rs. 6,000 and suggested that penalty amount should
be in the range of Rs. 2,500 and Rs. 3,000 each under CGST and SGST Acts. He also suggested to
appoint nodal officersin every State to ook into issues relating to implementation of e-Way bill system.
He also suggested to establish a Central Help Desk and other ingtitutional mechanism for trouble
shooting. He further suggested to provide MIS to States so that they could track the issues relating to
e-Way bill system. He further suggested that the e-Way bill system should be integrated with the data
base of the Ministry of Road Transport and Highways (MoRTH) so that details of vehicles could be
pulled out from the database of MORTH. He suggested that there should be some guidelines by way of
standard operating system or amechanism should be evolved to tackle difficulties that might arise during
initial implementation of the e-Way bill system. He aso suggested to delay implementation of intra-
State e-Way bill system by one month. He suggested that the month of February, 2018 should be treated
as tria run for e-Way bill system for intra-State movement of goods and it should formally be
implemented from March 1, 2018 for the States opting to introduce intra-State e-Way bill system.

33.6. TheHon'ble Chairperson observed that one way forward could be to keep the amount of penalty
as Rs. 1,000 or the amount of tax evaded, whichever was higher, and power should also be given to
waive off penalty. The CCCT, Andhra Pradesh, stated that Section 129 had precedence over other
Sections and power to waive off penalty under Section 128 should also have areference to Section 129
of the CGST Act, 2017. The CCT, Punjab, stated that Section 129 of the CGST Act was attracted only
where evasion of tax wasinvolved. The Secretary suggested that for intra-State movement of goods, an
understanding could be reached not to impose any penalty during the first month of implementation of
the eWay hill system and this could be treated as atrial period. The Hon'ble Minister from Jammu &
Kashmir stated that the validity period of e-Way bill for remote areas, like Ladakh, should be more as
vehicles could be stranded for 5-6 days due to natural causes. He stated that there should be an enabling
provision to increase the validity period of e-Way bill in such remote areas. The Commissioner (GST
Policy), CBEC, stated that such a provision aready existed under the second proviso of rule 138(10) of
the CGST Rules, 2017.

33.7. The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala strongly raised the question as to why gold should be
exempted from e-Way bill system. He stated that law and order was a State subject and they could take
care of public security. He informed that 10 cases of tax evasion involving seizure of 100 kg of gold
had taken placein his Statein last 3 months. He also stated that organised trade transported gold through
specialised precious cargo transporters and cargo was presently being declared by such transporters. He
added that with the present declaration, not a single case of law and order issue had come to light and
that law and order issue should not be mingled with taxation aspect. He observed that tax on gold had
already been reduced and coupled with thisloophole, alot of gold could be transported without payment
of tax. The Secretary stated that there was a possibility of a large quantity of gold being carried in one’s
bag and in such cases, there was a possibility of no transport carrier detail being given in the e-Way Bill.
The Hon'ble Minister from Telangana stated that the whole purpose of this discussion was to reduce the
human interface. Evasion could be checked through use of technology. He observed that costly items
were transported on duplicate invoices carried for some other goods and the value of the goods on the
invoice was suppressed. Therefore, one needed to impose fine to check evasion.

33.8. The Hon'ble Minister from Kerala stated that if gold was not being brought in a vehicle, then
Part B of e-Way hill need not be filled up, otherwise there should be no specia dispensation for gold.
The Secretary stated that this issue could be referred to the Law Committee for examination. The
Council agreed to this suggestion. The ACS, Tamil Nadu, stated that there should be some standard
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operating procedurefor situationslike when avehicle not carrying e-Way bill was stopped; in what form
penalty for not carrying e-Way bill would be taken or show cause notice issued. Therefore, such
FORMS needed to be prescribed. He stated that they had given suggestions for improvement in
implementation of e-Way bill system and these should be examined separately and immediately.

33.9. The Secretary reiterated that for the first month of implementation, no penalty should be
imposed relating to e-Way hill for intra-State movement of goods. The ACS, Uttar Pradesh suggested
to implement e-Way Bill system for intraand inter State movement of goods from 1 March, 2018. The
Secretary stated that the date for introduction of intra-State e-Way bill system could be 1 February, 2018
but the penalty could be waived off during the first month. The Hon'ble Minister from Haryana stated
that alot of stock of goods had piled up and there was arisk of tax evasion. He stated that there could
be pressure for deferment of e-Way Bill but he suggested that intra-State and inter-State e-Way bill
systems should be started simultaneously if NIC was ready for the same. He stated that initially, one
could take alenient view with regard to implementation of e-Way hill system. The Secretary stated that
this was a reasonable suggestion and that the 15 States, which were starting implementation of intra-
State e-Way hill system for movement of goodsfrom 1 February, 2018 (along with inter-State movement
of goods) would need to go slow with regard to imposition of penalty. The Hon'ble Deputy Chief
Minister of Bihar stated that guidelines should be worked out to avoid any clash between the Central
and the State Governmentsin the enforcement of the e-Way bill system and for better coordination. The
Secretary stated that in the Officer’s meeting, it had been conveyed that for any enforcement action in
regard to e-Way bill, the two administrations should work out joint action plan and that there should be
no excessive use of authority.

34. For Agenda item 13(ii), the Council did not approve the proposal to reduce penalty under
Section 122(1)(xiv) of CGST Act, 2017. However, the Council approved to defer imposition of penalty
on informal basis for failure to take e-Way bill for movement of goods during the month of February,
2018. The Council further agreed that the desirability of introducing e-Way hill system for movement
of gold shall be examined by the Law Committee.

Agendaitem 13(iii): Restriction of Transitional Credit in certain casesthrough the provisionsfor
removal of difficulty under Section 172 of CGST Act

35. Introducing this Agenda item, the Commissioner (GST Policy), CBEC stated that it was
proposed to issue an order under Section 172 of the CGST Act, 2017, in consultation with the Union
Law Ministry, to remove difficulty and to give effect to the following actions:

i. Ensurethat the taxpayers do not avail of credit in cases under dispute (disputed credit) under the
transition provisions,
ii.  Ensurethat the taxpayers do not avail of any credit which has been blocked under sub-section (5)
of section 17 of the CGST Act, 2017;
iii. Totakeappropriate administrative steps as may be necessary to ensurethat input tax creditswhich
arenot eligiblefor transition in terms of these ordersor any other situationinvolving large revenue
are not utilized for payment of tax.

35.1. The Secretary stated that if States so wanted, necessary orders could also be issued by the
Central Government, making them applicable under the SGST Act, 2017. The Council agreed to the
proposal.

36. For Agenda item 13(iii), the Council approved to issue a removal of difficulty order under
Section 172 of the CGST Act, 2017 for giving effect to the actions, as stated in paragraph 35 above and
to apply similar orders under the SGST Acts, 2017, if the States so desired.
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Agendaitem 13(iv): Exclusion of Cesses not specified in thelist of eligible duties from transition

37. Introducing this Agendaitem, the Secretary stated that it had come to light that alarge amount
of credit of varioustypes of Cess, such as Education Cess, Secondary and Higher Education Cess, Krishi
Kayan Cess had been claimed as transitional credit, which was not alowed under the CGST law.
Similarly, Cess collected as Additional Duty of Customs under Section 3(1) of the Customs Tariff Act,
1975, such as Clean Environment Cess, was also being claimed as transitional credit as the law did not
specifically exclude them from the list of eligible duties. He stated that to remove any ambiguity and to
prevent credit of Cessto be transitioned under Section 140 of the CGST Act, 2017, it was proposed that
credit of Cesses could be specifically excluded from the list of ‘eligible duties’ under Explanations 1
and 2 of Section 140 of the CGST Act, 2017. He stated that accordingly, it was proposed to amend the
following provisions of Section 140 of the CGST Act, 2017:

i. Sub-section (1) of Section 140 to provide that only credit of eligible duties can be transitioned;
ii. Explanations1 and 2 of Section 140 to include reference to sub-section (1) of Section 140;

iii.  Insert an Explanation 3 to Section 140 of CGST Act, 2017 to clarify that the expression “eligible
duties and taxes” does not include any Cess which has not been specified in Explanation 1 or
Explanation 2 above and any Cess which is collected as Additional Duty of Customs under sub-
section (1) of Section 3 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975;

iv.  The above changes to apply retrospectively with effect from the appointed day i.e. 01.07.2017.

37.1. The Council agreed to the above proposals.
38. For Agendaitem 13(iv), the Council approved the proposals contained in paragraph 37 above.

Other Issues

39. The Hon’ble Minister of Tamil Nadu circulated a written speech during the Council Meeting.
In the written speech, the Hon'ble Minister wel comed the recommendati ons of the Committee on Return
Filing, which recommended to bring down the compliance workload. He expressed a note of caution
that generation of monthly report of the taxpayer for a mismatch between input tax credit claimed and
input tax credit mismatched in return and the follow up action by the jurisdictional tax officers would
create alevel of human interface. He suggested that while simplification of return filing was welcome,
the process of input tax credit matching and auto reversal should be put in place at the earliest. He
expressed happinessthat their request to classify certain goods as handicraft items were agreed to by the
Committee on Handicrafts. He stated that the rates of handicraft items should be fixed in a manner so
as to encourage this sector. He added that based on representations received from stakeholders, Tamil
Nadu had submitted a list of 60 goods and services for consideration of the Council. He was happy to
note that the Fitment Committee recommended to the Council further changes in the GST rates of 29
goods and services and these included items like fertilizer grade phosphoric acid; vibhuti; de-oiled rice
bran; drip irrigation; packaged drinking water in 20-litre bottle; sugar boiled confectionaries, micro-
nutrients; admission to theme parks, water parks, joy rides, merry-go-rounds, go carting and ballet;
allowing input tax credit on input services in the same line of business of tour operators; job work of
leather goods and footwear; exemption from tax on services relating to conduct of examination and
entrance examination by educational institutions; and reduction of tax on common effluent treatment
plant services, etc. He suggested that the Council should also consider their other long pending requests,
such as grant of exemption for handloom and power loom products, sago; safety matches; pickles;
butter; ghee; sanitary napkins; agricultural implements; textile machinery parts and pump sets. He also
suggested reduction in therate of tax on aluminium utensilsfrom 12% to 5%, on aluminium raw material
such as aluminium circles and sheets from 18% to 12% and on aluminium scrap from 18% to 12%. He
noted that aluminium utensils were used by lower and middle-class houses and aluminium utensils were
mostly recycled.
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39.1. TheHon'ble Minister from Kerala circulated awritten speech during the meeting of the Council
wherein he highlighted certain issues of concern. He suggested that the IGST amount should be
distributed provisionally among States on the basis of the proportion of the IGST fund aready
transferred till now. He expressed reservation regarding Centre’s request to reduce the rate of tax on
diesdl and instead suggested that the Centre should bring down the recent duty hike subsequent to
reduction in crude price in proportion to the price increase. He expressed concern regarding slow pace
of notification of procedures and methodology and guidelines on determining what congtitutes anti-
profiteering by the National Anti-Profiteering Authority. He suggested that the Council should take
measures to discuss issues relating to passing on the benefit of duty reduction to consumers. He
expressed reservation regarding the suggestion to bring stamp duty under GST. He suggested to take a
considered decision regarding reverse charge mechanism as without it, cash transactions could increase
and could result in tax evasion in respect of goods having fast moving inventory, such as agricultural
produce, old gold, etc. Hedid not support the proposal to define the place of supply for accommodation
services to be the place of registration in case of registered recipients.

Agendaitem 14: Date of the next M eeting of the GST Council

40. The Hon'ble Chairperson stated that, in all likelihood, the next meeting of the Council shall take
place through video conference during which the procedure for return filing and amendment to CGST
Act, 2017 and SGST Act, 2017 could be taken up. He stated that the date for the next meeting would
be informed in due course.

41. The meeting ended with avote of thanks to the Chair.

*kkk*k
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List of Hon’ble Ministers who attended the 25" GST Council Meeting on 18 January, 2018

Annexurel

Sl. No State/Centre Name of Hon'ble Minister Charge
1| Govt of India Shri Arun Jaitley Finance Minister
2 | Govt of India Shri S.P. Shukla Minister of State (Finance)
3 Andhra Shri Yanamala Ministq of I_:i nance,_PI anning, CT
Pradesh Ramakrishnudu and Legidative Affairs
4 ﬁrg‘;;f]ha' Shri Chowna Mein Deputy Chief Minister
5 | Bihar Shri Sushil Kumar Maodi Deputy Chief Minister
6 | Chhattisgarh Shri Amar Agrawal Minister of Commercial taxes
7 | Delhi Shri Manish Sisodia Deputy Chief Minister
8 | Goa Shri Mauvin Godinho Minister for Panchayat
9 | Gujarat Shri Nitinbhai Patel Deputy Chief Minister
10 | Haryana Capt. Abhimanyu Excise & Taxation Minister
11 ;iargga' Shri Jai Ram Thakur Chief Minister
12 | Jammu & Shri Haseeb. A. Drabu Finance Minister
Kashmir
Minister - Department of Urban
13 | Jharkhand Shri C.P. Singh Development, Housing and
Transport
14 | Keraa Dr. T. M. Thomas Isaac Minister for Finance
15 mig? Shri Jayant Malaiya Minister of Finance & CT
16 | Maharashtra Shri Sudhir Mungatiwar Finance Minister
17 | Manipur Shri Y umnam Joykumar Deputy Chief Minister
18 | Mizoram Shri Lalsawta Finance Minister
19 | Odisha Shri Shashi Bhusan Behera | Finance Minister
20 | Puducherry Shri V. Narayanaswamy Chief Minister
21 | Punjab Shri Manpreet Singh Badal | Finance Minister
22 | Rgjasthan Shri Rao Rajendra Singh Deputy Speaker
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Minister for Fisheries and Personnel

29| el ezl Sl (PR 25 Ol & Administrative Reforms
24 | Telangana Shri Etela Rajender Finance Minister
25 | Uttar Pradesh Shri Rajesh Aggrawal Finance Minister
26 | Uttarakhand Shri Prakash Pant Finance Minister

Page 38 of 191




Annexure 2

List of Officialswho attended the 25" GST Council Meeting on 18 January, 2018

SINo | State/lCentre | Name of the Officer Charge
1| Govt. of India | Dr. Hasmukh Adhia Finance Secretary
2 | Govt. of India | Dr. Arvind Subramanian Chief Economic Adviser
3 | Govt. of India | MsVangaN. Sarna Chairman, CBEC
4 | Govt. of India | Shri Mahender Singh Member (GST), CBEC
5 | Govt. of India | Dr. John Joseph Member (Budget), CBEC
6 | GST Council Shri Arun Goyal Special Secretary
7 | Govt. of India | Shri P.K. Mohanty Advisor (GST), CBEC
8 | Govt. of India | Shri Vinay Chhabra Pr DG, DG-GST, CBEC
9 | Govt. of India | Shri M. Vinod Kumar Pr. Chief Commissioner, CBEC
10 | Govt. of India | Shri P.K. Jain DG, DG-Audit
11 | Govt. of India | Shri Sandeep M. Bhatnagar DG, DG-Safeguards, CBEC
12 | Govt. of India | Shri Alok Shukla Joint Secretary (TRU 1), DoR
13 | Govt. of India | Shri Amitabh Kumar Joint Secretary (TRU I1), DoR
14 | Govt. of India | Shri Upender Gupta Commissioner (GST), CBEC
15 | Govt. of India | Shri Udai Singh Kumawat Joint Secretary, DoR
16 | Govt. of India | Shri Manish Kumar Sinha Commissioner (Ce.Ex), CBEC
17 | Govt. of India | Shri G.D. Lohani OSD, TRU |
18 | Govt. of India | Shri Yogendra Garg ADG, GST, CBEC
19 | Govt. of India | Shri SK. Rehman ADG, GST, CBEC
20 | Govt. of India | Shri Sanjay Gupta ADG, ARM, CBEC
21 | Got. of India | Shri Sachin Jain Addl. Commissioner, Delhi South,
CBEC
22 | Govt. of India | Shri D.S. Malik DG (M&C)
23 | Govt. of India | Ms Sheyphali B. Saran ADG (M&C)
24 | Govt. of India | Shri SK. Rai Director (UT), MHA
25 | Govt. of India | Shri Nagendra Goel Advisor to CBEC
26 | Govt. of India | Shri Parmod Kumar OSD, TRU-II, DoR
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27 | Govt. of India | Shri Pramod Kumar Deputy Secretary, TRU-II, DoR
28 | Govt. of India | Shri N Gandhi Kumar Deputy Secretary, DoR

29 | Govt. of India | Shri Ravneet Singh Khurana | Joint Comm., GST Policy Wing
30 | Govt. of India | MsHimani Bhayana Joint Comm., GST Policy Wing
31 | Govt. of India | Shri Mahipa Singh Technical Officer, TRU-I, DoR
32 | Govt. of India | Shri Devranjan Mishra Technical Officer, TRU-I, DoR
33 | Govt. of India | Shri SusantaMishra Technical Officer, TRU-I1I, DoR
34 | Govt. of India | Ms Nisha Gupta Asst. Comm., GST Policy Wing
35 | Govt. of India | Shri Siddharth Jain Asst. Comm., GST Policy Wing
36 | Govt. of India | Shri Vikash Kumar Asst. Comm., GST Policy Wing
37 | Govt. of India | Ms Gayatri PG Asst. Comm., GST Policy Wing
38 | Govt. of India | Shri Satvik Dev Asst. Comm., GST Policy Wing
39 | Govt. of India | Shri Paras Sankhla OSD to Union Finance Minister
40 | Govt. of India | Shri Mahesh Tiwari PSto MoS

41 | Govt. of India | Shri Nikhil Varma OSD to MoS (Finance)

42 | Govt. of India | Shri Debashis Chakraborty OSD to Finance Secretary

43 | Govt. of India | Shri JS Kandhari OSD to Chairman, CBEC

44 | Govt. of India | Ms Sucheta Sregjesh OSD to Chairman, CBEC

45 | GST Council Shri Shashank Priya Joint Secretary

46 | GST Council Shri Dheergj Rastogi Joint Secretary

47 | GST Council Shri Rajesh Kumar Agarwal | Addl. Commissioner

48 | GST Council Shri G.S. Sinha Joint Commissioner

49 | GST Council Shri Jagmohan Joint Commissioner

50 | GST Council Shri Rahul Raja Under Secretary

51 | GST Council Shri Mahesh Kumar Under Secretary

52 | GST Council Shri Rakesh Agarwal Under Secretary

53 | GST Council Shri Sandeep Bhutani Superintendent

54 | GST Council Shri Shekhar P. Khansili Superintendent

55 | GST Council Shri Vipul Sharma Superintendent
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56 | GST Council Shri Sunil Kumar Inspector

57 | GST Council Shri Amit Soni Inspector

58 | GST Council Shri Anis Alam Inspector

59 | GST Council Shri Dipendra Kumar Singh | Inspector

60 | Infosys Shri Nandan Nilekani Board Member

61 | Infosys Shri Venkat Narayan S AVP

62 | GSTN Dr. A B Pandey Chairman

63 | GSTN Shri Prakash Kumar CEO

64 | GSTN Shri Nitin Mishra EV P (Technology)

65 | GSTN MsKajal Singh EVP (Services)

66 | GSTN Shri Jagmal Singh VP (Services)
Govt of India, . . . :

67 CBEC, (Zones) Shri Kishori La Commissioner, Chandigarh
Govt of India, : . .

68 CBEC, (Zones) Shri Ashish Chandan Commissioner, Nagpur
Govt of India, : _

69 CBEC, (Zones) Shri Pradeep Kumar Goel Commissioner, Meerut
Govt of India, : : .

70 CBEC, (Zones) Shri Neerav Kumar Mallick | Commissioner, Bhopal
Govt of India, : - :

71 CBEC, (Zones) Shri Pramod Kumar Commissioner, Delhi
Govt of India, . -

72 CBEC, (Zones) Shri Javed Akhtar Khan Commissioner, Ahmedabad
Govt of India, . . .

73 CBEC, (Zones) Shri G. V. Krishna Rao Pr. Commissioner, Bengaluru
Govt of India, . .

74 CBEC, (Zones) Shri R.C. Sankhla Commissioner, Lucknow
Govt of India, : : - -

75 CBEC, (Zones) Shri Mandalika Srinivas Commissioner, Hyderabad
Govt of India, . . . . .

76 CBEC, (Zones) Shri W.L. Hangshing Chief Commissioner, Shillong

77 Caier e Shri S. Kannan Commissioner, Chennai

CBEC, (Zones)
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Govt of India,

78 CBEC, (Zones) Shri Vijay Mohan Jain Commissioner, Rohtak

79 gg\ll_:tg i (?g:];) Shri Virender Choudhary Commissioner, Vadodara

80 g;\g(gf (?g:];) Shri B.K. Mallick Commissioner, Kolkata

81 g;\gé) i (?g:];) Shri C.K. Jain Commissioner, Jai pur

82 gg‘ggf ('Z“gi];) Shri Milind Gawai Commissioner, Pune

83 gg\llztgf (Izngin;) Shri B. Hareram \?;::krn;n;a?rg]ner’

84 gg\gg f (Izrgi]l) Shri Sanjay Mahendru Commissioner, Mumbai

85 g;\ét((;),f (Izng:];) Shri Deep Shekhar Commissioner, Bhubaneshwar
6 Govt of India, Dr. V. Santhosh K umar Commissioner,

CBEC, (Zones)

Thiruvananthapuram

87 gﬁﬁ Dr D. Sambasiva Rao Special Chief Secretary, Revenue

gg | Andhra Shri J. Syamala Rao Chief Commissioner, CT
Pradesh

go | NI Shri T. Ramesh Babu Additional Commissioner, CT

20 Arunachdl Shri Anirudh S Singh Commissioner (Tax & Excise)
Pradesh

91 | Assam Dr. Ravi Kota Principal Secretary (Finance)

92 | Assam Shri Rakesh Agarwaa Jt. Commissioner, CT

93 | Bihar Smt. Sujata Chaturvedi ?Ti”d p2lScelek gl Lost e

94 | Bihar Dr. PratimaS.K. Verma Commissioner, CT

95 | Bihar Shri Arun Kumar Mishra Additional Secretary, CTD

96 | Bihar Shri Ajitabh Mishra Deputy Commissioner, CTD

97 | Chandigarh Shri Parimal Rai Advisor to Administrator

98 | Chandigarh Shri Sanjeev Madaan ETO

99 | Chhattisgarh Shri Amitabh Jain Principal Secretary finance & CT
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100 | Chhattisgarh Smt. Sangeetha P Commissioner, CT
101 | Chhattisgarh Shri Shankar Agrawal Addl. Commissioner, CT
Daman &Diu
102 | and Dadra Shri Sgjjan Singh Y adav Advisor to Administrator
& Nagar Havdli
103 | Delhi Shri H. Rajesh Prasad Commissioner, State Tax
104 | Delhi Shri Anand Kumar Tiwari Addl. Commissioner, GST
105 | Delhi Shri M. T. Kom Addl. Commissioner
106 | Goa Shri Dipak Bandekar Commissioner, CT
107 | Gujarat Dr. P.D. Vaghela Commissioner of State Taxes
108 | Gujarat Shri.. Sanjeev Kumar Secretary (Economic Affairs)
Finance Department
109 | Guijarat Shri V.K. Advani OSD (GST)
110 | Haryana Shri Sanjeev Kaushal Addl. Chief Secretary
111 | Haryana Smt. Ashima Brar E&T Commissioner
112 | Haryana Shri Vijay Kumar Singh Addl. E&T Commissioner
113 | Haryana Shri Rajeev Chaudhary 1L EXC.'SE.& e e
Commissioner
Himachal . . L
114 Shri Jagdish Chander Sharma | Principal Secretary (E&T)
Pradesh
Himachal . Commissioner of State Tax and
115 Pradesh Shri R. Selvam Excise
116 | Himecha Shri Sanjay Bhardwa Additional Commissioner Grade-1
Pradesh Y A
Himachal . . .
117 Pradesh Shri Rakesh Sharma Joint Commissioner
11g | MU & Shii P. 1. Khateeb Commissioner, CT
Kashmir
Jammu & . Additiona Commissioner, CT
119 K ashmir Shri P.K. Bhat (Tax Planning)
120 | Jnarkhand Shri K K K handewal Principal Secretary-Cum-
Commissioner, CT
121 | Jharkhand Shri Ajay Kumar Sinha e 2o CEnlE ELEr EIEE 1
Taxes
122 | Jnarkhand Shri Brajesh Kumar State Tax officer
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123 | Karnataka Shri Srikar M.S. Commissioner, CT
124 | Kerala Dr. Rgan Khobragade Commissioner, State GST Dept.
125 | Kerda Shri Mansur Ml Asst. Commissioner
126 ﬁﬁg}? ghr:étlj aghwendra Kumar Commissioner, CT
127 gzgﬁ Shri Sudip Gupta Dy. Commissioner, CT
128 | Maharashtra Shri Rgjiv Jalota State Tax Commissioner
129 | Maharashtra Shri Dhananjay Akhade J. Commissioner, State Tax
130 | Maharashtra Shri Sudhir Rathod OSD to Finance Minister
131 | Manipur Shri Hrisheekesh Modak Commissioner, CT
132 | Mizoram Shri Vanla chhuanga Secretary, State Tax
133 | Odisha Shri Tuhin Kanta Pandey Principal Secretary Finance
134 | Odisha Shri Saswat Mishra Commissioner, CT
135 | Odisha Shri Sahadev Sahoo Jt. Commissioner, CT
136 | Puducherry Shri Dr. V. Candavelou Secretary to Govt. (Finance)
137 | Puducherry Shri G. Srinivas Commissioner (ST)
Addl. Chief Secretary-cum-
138 | Punjab Shri M. P Singh Financial Commissioner
(Taxation)
139 | Punjab Shri V.K Garg Advisor (Finance)
140 | Punjab Shri Vivek Pratap Singh Excise & Taxation Commissioner
141 | Punjab Shri Pawan Garg gngr;(g;i r‘f‘erTaxa“O”
142 | Rajasthan Shri D.B. Gupta Addl. Chief Secretary
143 | Rajasthan Shri Praveen Gupta Secretary Finance (Revenue)
144 | Rajasthan Shri Alok Gupta Commissioner, CT
145 | Rajasthan Shri Ketan Sharma J. Commissioner (GST)
146 | Sikkim Shri V.B. Pathak Principal Secretary, Finance
147 | Sikkim Smt. Dipa Basnet Secretary, CT
148 | Sikkim Shri Manoj Rai J. Commissioner, CT
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Addl. Chief Secretary CT &

149 | Tamil Nadu Dr. C. Chandramouli Registration Degt.

150 | Tamil Nadu Shri C. Palani J. Commissioner, CT

151 | Telangana Shri Somesh Kumar Principal Secretary (Revenue)
152 | Telangana Shri Anil Kumar Commissioner (CT)

153 | Telangana Shri Laxminarayana jannu Add. Commissioner (CT)
154 | Tripura Shri P Srivastava Chief Resident Commissioner
155 | Uttar Pradesh | Shri RgendraKumar Tiwari | Addl. Chief Secretary

156 | Uttar Pradesh | Ms Kamini Chauhan Ratan Commissioner, CT

157 | Uttar Pradesh | Shri Vivek Kumar Addl. Commissioner, CT

158 | Uttar Pradesh | Shri M.N. Verma Joint Secretary

159 | Uttarakhand Smt. Sowjanya Commissioner, State Tax

160 | Uttarakhand | Shri Piyush Kumar éditional Commissioner of State
161 | West Bengd Smt. Smaraki Mahapatra Commissioner, CT

162 | West Bengd Shri Khalid A Anwar Senior Joint Commissioner
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AGENDA NO. 2 — REVENUE COLLECTED

Annexure 3

IN NOv AND DEC 2017 UNDER GST
INCLUDING SETTLEMENT OF FUNDS

25" GST Council Meeting
181 January, 2018
Vigyan Bhavan

GST REVENUE FOR MONTH OF
NOVEMBER, 2017

(Figures in Ra. Crore)

-Nuvemher - Funds

receipts

Net

transferred revenue

due to

after

settlement settlement

CGST 13692 10145 23837
SGST 20295 13882 34177
IGST 44784 -24027 20757
Cess 7160 7160
Total 85931

Revenue shortfall of States:
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GST REVENUE FOR MONTH OF
DECEMBER, 2017

iFigurez in Ra. Crore)

Decembe Funds Net

r receipts  transferred revenue

due to after
settlement  settlement

CGST 13986 10348 24334
SGST 19767 14488 34255
IGST 42114 -24836 17278
Cess TR4Y TR4R
Total 83716

Revenue shortfall of States : Rs. 8894 crores o

Mizoram
Arunachal Pradesh
Manipur
Tamil Nadu
Maharashtra
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Telangana
Delhi
Nagaland
Andhra Pradesh
Haryana
Uttar Pradesh
Gujarat
Rajasthan

Puducherry 51%
Himachal Pradesh 49%
Funjab 45%
Uttarakhand 44%
Meghalaya 40%
Bihar 39%
COdisha 39%
Chhattisgarh 3T%
J &K 36%
Karnataka 31%
Jharkhand 29%
Tripura 28%
Assam 25%
Goa 24%
Madhya Pradesh 24%
Kerala 23% ’
West Bengal 22%
Sikkim 21%
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STATES WITH MAXIMUM REVENUE
SHORTFALL

L Name of the State | Percentage shortfall in | Percentage shortfall in

Mo, Ociober 2017 revenne | December 2007 revene
| 1. Puducherry 385 51.5
(2, Uttarakhamnd S0.0 438
3, Himachal Pradesh 46,8 488
4, Chhattisgarh 433 37.2
| 5. Bihar 41.5 i3
|G, o 41.5 4.0
7T [1ax 0.1 |52
8. | Meghalaya | 39.6 1399
8. Punjab 39.0 453
10, | Nagaland 324 14.7
(11, | Tharkhand 318 28.7
112, | Odisha 27.9 39.2
13, | Arunachal Pradesh 218 .9
14, | Assam 20.B 254
15 | Sikkim 26.7 1.1
' 16, | Madhya Pradesh 256 136
17| Kamataka [253 [308

STATES WITH LEAST SHORTFALL IN

REVENUE
'SL. | Name of the State -Pemenfn.ge -ZPerceﬁtn.ge
No. shortfall in shortfall in
Octoher 2017 December 27
réevenue revenue
l 1. | Deelhi | 0.2 | 14.3
12. | Maharashira 26 6.7
3. | Andhra Pradesh 4.4 16.8
4. | Tamil Nadu 4.4 5.5
5. | Telangana 6.5 113.4
6. |Kerala 144 227
7. |Haryana 16.5 1R
8. | Gujarat 16.6 18.6
9. | Uttar Pradesh 172 18.1
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STATES SHOWING MAXIMUM
IMPROVEMENT UPTO DECEMBER 2017

Sl. | Name of -Percentnge -Percentnge -Percentﬂge

No. | the State  shortfall in shortfall in reduction in
revenue in revenue in shortfall in
August December December 2017 vis-
2017 2017 a-vis- August 2017

1. | Mizoram | 477 | -176 | 65.3

1 2. Manipur 46.6 .8 458

3. | Arunachal

Pradesh 42 5 -0.9 435

4. | Nagaland 50.5 14.7 33.8

5. | Tripura = 594 | 285 | 30.9

6. J& K 63.9 35.9 28.0

STATES SHOWING MAXIMUM IMPROVEMENT
UPTO DECEMBER 2017- CONTD...

S .~ Name of Pen:entﬂge-Percentﬂge -Pen:entﬂge

No.| the State shortfall in shortfall in| reduction in
revenue in| revenue in shortfall in
August December December 2017 vis-
2017 2017 A-vis- August 2017

7. | Haryama @ 403 | 181 | 222

8. Madhya

Pradesh 13 4 23.6 19.8

9. | Rajasthan 348 18.9 16.0

10. Goa 39.9 24.0 159

11. | Telangana  27.8 | 134 | 14.4

12. |  Assam 39.5 25.4 14.1
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Annexure4

] "

: R - -
- 8 B T H L e a

Presentation for the 25 Meeting of GST Council

raTion
Ag E n d a S .

2 Deemed Ratification of Notifications / Circulars etc.
1 Decisions taken by GIC
1 Issues for approval of GST Council
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Ratification of Notifications, Circulars and Orders S

= Ratification of following notifications, circulars & orders issued
after 23" GST Council meeting :

Act/Rules Motification / Circular

f ' Order Nos.
CGST Act 55ta 750f 2017
01 of 2018

Central Tax (Fate) 41 to 47 of 2017

[GST Act Integrated Tax 120f2017
Integrated Tax (Rate) 43to 500f 2017

UTGST Act Union territory Tax 01of 2018
Union territory Tax 41 to 47 of 2017

(Rate)
Circulars CGST Act 14 to 26 uf‘ZﬂlT
27 & 28 0f 2018
CGST Act 09to 11 0f 2017
Decisions of GIC post 9.11.2017 (1/6) S

* Decision by Circulation (08.12.2017)

* Extension of the time limit for filing of FORM GST ITC-01
upto 31.12.2017
¥ Notification No. 67/2017 — CT dated 21.12.2017 issued

* Clarification on issues regarding treatment of supply by an
artist in various States and supply of art works from galleries
¥ Circular No. 22/22/2017-GST dated 21.12.2017 issued

= Manual filing of applications for Advance Ruling and appeals
before Appellate Authority for Advance Ruling
¥ Circular No. 25/25/2017-GST dated 21.12.2017 issued

= Maintenance of books of accounts relating to additional place
of business by a principal or an auctioneer for the purpose of
auction of tea, coffee, rubber etc.
¥ Circular No. 23/23/2017-GST dated 21.12.2017 issued
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LRATICIN
X

Decisions of GIC post 9.11.2017 (2/6) - 1 .

* Decision by Circulation (12.12.2017)
* Extension of time limit for filing of FORM GSTR-5 &
FORM GSTR-5A for the months of July, 2007 to December
2017 upto 31.01.2018

* Extension of time limit for filing of FORM GST CMP-03
upto 31.01.2018

v" Notification No. 682017 — CT dated 21.12.2017
¥ Notification No. 692017 — CT dated 21.12.2017
¥ Order No. 11/2017-GST dated 21.12.2017 issued

LRATIOIN
LA

Decisions of GIC post 9.11.2017 (3/6) <A

* Decision by Circulation (13.12.2017)

* To insert columns 10 to 15 in Table 6 of FORM GSTR-1

* To provide for both supplier & recipient of supplies declared
as deemed exports supplies to claim refund

* To insert Statement 6A in FORM GST RFD-01 & FORM
GST RFD-01A to capture details of invoices of outward
supplies in case of deemed export supplies

*+ To amend declaration required to be submitted under rule
8 2)g) in FORM GST RFD-01 & FORM GST RFD-01A
to include the declaration of supplier also in case of deemed
export supplies

* To insert Statement | A in both these forms to capture details
of invoices of inward & outward supplies in case of inverted
duty structure refund
v Notification No. 70/2017 — CT dated 21.12.2017 issued
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Decisions of GIC post 9.11.2017 (4/6) =i

* Decision by Circulation (13.12.2017- contd.)

* Circular on manual filing & processing of refund claims on
account of mverted duty structure, deemed cxports & cxcess
balance in electronic cash ledger
v Circular No. 24/24/2017-GST dated 21.12.2017 issued

* Decision by Circulation (26.12.2017)

* To provide for Centralized UIN for Foreign Diplomatic
Missions / UN organizations
¥ Notification No. 75/2017 — CT dated 29.12.2017 issued

* Amendment of FORM GST REG-10 for registration of
OIDAR service providers

* Amendment of rule 89(4) to provide separate treatment of [TC
availed in respect of inward supplies (obtained at concessional
rate) for merchant exports, domestic supplies & common
inputs

Decisions of GIC post 9.11.2017 (5/6) o

G MARKET

* Decision by Circulation (26.12.2017- contd.)

* Insertion of rule 96(9) to limit refund of IGST to persons
availing the benefit of notification No. 40/2017-CT (Rate) &
notification No. 41/2017-IT (Rate) both dated 23.10.2017 &
notification No. 48/2017-CT dated 18.10.2017

* to the amount of IGST on such exports paid through the
utilization of balance available in the electronic cash ledger

* to mandate that such person shall not be eligible to claim
refund of IGST

* To insert a proviso to rule 19(1) to provide for amendment to
any particular of the application for registration w.e.f. a date
earlier than the date of application only with approval of
Commissioner

* To delete Table 5 of FORM DRC-07
v Notification No. 752017 — CT dated 29.12.2017 issued
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Decisions of GIC post 9.11.2017 (6/6) A e

MARKET

= Decision by Circulation (26.12.2017- contd.)

* Extension of time limit for filing of FORM GSTR-1 (Quarterly
return for July - September, 2017) & FORM GSTR-1
(Monthly return for the months of July, 2017 to December,
20017 to 10.01.2018
¥ Notification No. 71/2017 — CT dated 29.12.2017 issued
¥ Notification No. 72/2017 — CT dated 29.12.2017 issued

* Reduction of late fee in case of delayed filing of FORM
GSTR-4 to bring it on par with late fee payable in case of
delayed filing of the return in FORM GSTR-3B
¥ Notification No. 74/2017 — CT dated 29.12.2017 issued

= Circular on return filing
¥ Circular No. 26/26/2017-GST dated 29.12.2017 issued

Agenda Note No. 7(i) - Amendments in the CGST Hules{lmﬁﬁﬂm

\?,; Proposed Change Rationale/ Reason

FORM GST ITC-03: Proposal to
increase the time period for filing Functionality not available on  the
the statement from 90 days to 180 common portal

days
5 Composition scheme rates under To align with netification No. 1/2018-
Rule 7 CT(R) dated 01.01.2018
Allowing application for cancellation of
3 Omit proviso to Rule 20 voluntary registration within 1 year of

date of registration

FORM GST REG-29: Proposal Large number of taxpayers yet to avail
to extend date il 31.03.2018 the facility
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Agenda Note No. 7(i) - Amendments in the CGST Rules{zfsﬁm'fﬂm
o

Proposed Change Rationale { Reason

It was observed that situation being
dealt with is quite different from the
maitt sub-rule (3) & also that the

Proviso to submle (3) of Bule 32 tohe ~ 0 "7, :
4 said proviso was sileni about the
GOINIIC WL BRI it fule method of valuation for value of
goods repossessed from a defaulting
borrower who is a registered person

Mo mechanism for an [SD 1o
receive and pay fax on services
under reverse charge & 1o
mechanismm  for  the normally
registered entity to transfer credit, in
respect of such common services
received umnder reverse charge, to
the ISD

Insertion of sub-rule (1A) in Rule 54
5 for issuance of special inveice by a
normal registered person to an [SD

]
X

Agenda Note No. 7(i) - Amendments in the CGST Rules (3/5]%mame=r

Proposed Change Rationale/ Reason

To prescribe document required to be carried
6 Insertion of rule 55A by the person-in-charge of the conveyance.
where e-way bill 15 not required to be carried

To replace sub-nuiles (4A) To correct typographical errors & bring in
7 and (4B) of rule 89 wef reference to Customs notification No. 78 &
23.10.2017 79/2017-Customs (NT) both dated 13.10.2017

To amend mle 96 wef Toi B s b e s

23102017 to SR To inzert the words “poods™ in mule 96(1),
23102017 to provid 96(2) & 96(3)

| 10umd oF wiemaed Be on el e gsria)
export of services in FORM i ;
GET REVOL i accowins . 0,008 an Qvienuce fo fiesoes
with rule 89 notification No. 78 & 792017-Customs

(NT) both dated 13.10.2017
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Agenda Note No. 7(i) - Amendments in the CGST Rules{tlfsﬁm'fﬂm
o

Proposed Change

Rationale/ Reason

To

Amendments to the
e=way bill mles viz_
Rules 138, 138A and
1388 and FORM

9 GST EWB-01,
FORM GST EWB-
02, FORM GST
EWB-02 & GST
INV-01

prescribe the following:
consignment value of goods for the purpose of e-

way bills will be inclusive of tax

for transport of goods by railways, air or vessel, the
registered person shall generate the e-way bill and
furnish information in Part B of the FORM GST
EWB-01

for change iIn conveyance n cowse of
transportation. the transporter to update the details
of the comveyance in the e-way bill .
making the e-commerce operator liable for
furnishing information

Making a reference to notification No. 2/2017-
Central tax (Rate) dated 2806 2017 instead of the

complete list of exempted goods
mprovements in the FORM

]
X

Agenda Note No. 7(i) - Amendments in the CGST Rules (5/5]%mame=r

5 Proposed

Rationale/ Reason

Nao. Change

Inelusion of
Statements 2, 3

To capture the details of documents required for
processing refund claims on account of export of services

10 and 4 in FORM 21 payment of integrated tax, export without payment of
GST RFD-01A 2% and supplies made to SEZ unit or SEZ Developer (on

payment of tax)
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A

Agenda Note No. 7(ii)— Reductionin late fees (1/2) MARKET

Proposed Change Rationale/ Reason

FORM GSTR-5 and GSTR-5A: late fee
proposed to be reduced to
- Rs. 50/~ per day (Rs. 25/ per day under
CGST Act & Rs. 25/- per day under the Bringing the late fee on par
1 respective SGST Act) with late fee for FORM
- Rs. 20/~ per day (Rs. 10/~ per day under GSTR-3B & GSTR-4
CGST Act & Rs. 10/~ per day under the
respective SGST Act) in case the amount of
central tax payable is mil

]
X

Agenda Note No. 7(ii)— Reductionin late fees (2/2) MARKET

Proposed Change Rationale/ Reason

FORM GSTR-1: late fee proposed to be

reduced to _

- Rs. 50/~ per day (Rs. 25/- per day under
CGST Act & Rs. 25/- per day under the

2 respective SGST Act)

- BRs. 20/-per day (Rs. 10/- per day under the
CGST Act & Rs. 10/- per day under the Bringing the late fee on par
respective SGST Act) in case there is no with late fee for FORM
outward supply in a month/quarter GSTR-3B & GSTR-4

FORM GSTR-6: late fee proposed to be
reduced to Rs. 50/ per day (Rs. 25/- per day
under CGST Act & Rs. 25/- per day under the
respective 8GST Act)
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Agenda Note No. 7(iii) — Extension of filing date S

Proposed Change Rationale/ Reason

Extending the due date for filing retum in
FORM GSTR-6 by an Input Service Distributor
for the months of July, 2017 to February, 2018
tll 31.03 2018

Mon availability of offline
utility on the commen
portal

Agenda Note No. 7(iv) — Notification of e-way bill portal o

3[" Proposed Change Rationale/ Reason

Notification of www.ewaybillgst.gov.in as the Coming into force of e-way
I Cpmnxm Goods and Sarvmes Tax E]nclmnmb;]]is wef 01022018 for
Portal for generating the electronic way bill inter-State supply, etc
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Agenda Note No. 7(v) — Cross empowerment e

MARKET

Proposed Change Rationale/ Reason

Cross-empowerment  of
State tax officers for
Amendment of notification No. 39/2017-CT & processing and grant of
1 notification No. 11L2017-IT both dated refund for export of
13.10.2017 services on payment of
IGST in terms of newly

inserted Rule 96(3A)

Table Agenda Note No. 13(ii) - Reduction in penalty for normssmon

MARKET

carrying of e-way bill i

Proposed Change Rationale/ Reason

Issuance of nofification mandating reduction in To give time to  get
penalty from Rs. 10,0005~ 1o Rs. 500/- for not accustomed fo  the new

1 carrving e-way bill along with conveyance as per system &  prevent
section 122(1) of the CGST Act, for an initial harassment to the trade &
petiod of six months indusiry

Page 60 of 191



Table Agenda Note No. 13(iii) - Disallowance of disputed _garon

credit upon transition 3 i

Proposed Change Rationale/ Reason

Issuance of Order under Section 172 to clarify il
that in certain cases. credit of taxes & duties paid | :
i e o it Yo etk her il D o ches gt
claimed as transitional credit i e
17(5) of Act
¢) to take appropriate
administrative  steps
such as blocking the
credit
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Annexure5b

GIN
GST System Update
53 For
e 25" GST Council Meeting

~,
P

Date : 18™ Jan 2018
[ 1 1 1 B

N,

1.Services made available on GST Portal
2.Highlights from GoM Meeting
3.E-Way Bill Status

4.Statistics on Return Filing

3 1 ' 1 _J
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Services Made Ava

able on the Portal & Stats

Services made available on GST Portal

Registrations

Raturng

New Registration for Mormal Taxpayer
ISD Registration

GSTR-1 + Offline Utility

GSTR-2A viewing by Buyer

Enrolment for GSTF

Opt for Composition scheme

GSTR-3B

Casual dealer registration

Amendment of Registration — for non-core fields

|GSTR-2

GSTR-1A

Rewocation of rejected application
Processing of Registration of Migrated dealers

Offline Utility for GSTR-2

\offline Tool for GSTR-3B

TDS Registration

Offline tool for ITC-04

Opt out from compesition scheme

Edit of GSTR-3B

Cancellation of Registration of migrated taxpayers

Offline Tool for GSTR-4

Intimation of details of stock [CMP-03)

Non-Resident Taxable Person Registration

|GSTR 6, (for Input Service Distributor (150)

GSTR-5A for OIDAR [Online Data Access or Retrieval Services)

Engage/ disengage G5T Practitioner, G5TP Dashboard,
and Locate GSTP
Application of cancellation of new taxpayer

ITC 02: Declaration for transfer of ITC in case of Sales merger etc,

GSTR 5: Return for Mon Resident Taxpayer

GSTR 11: Return for UN Bodies

|ITC 01: Facility for declaration for claim of ITC,
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Services made available on GST Portal

Payments Transitional Forms
Cnlinge Payments through Internet Banking and MEFT/ Tran Form 1 - Transitional ITC / Stock Statement
RTGS
Offline Payments-Over the Counter [Authorised Bank]) for R
amount upto Rs 10,000/- Edit of Tran Form -1
Creation and matntenance of Electronic Cash Ledger TRAN Form 2- Credit on goods held in stock on the appointed day
Farm GST PMT-07 - Grievance far payment TRAN 2 Offline Tool

Table 6 of GSTR 1 (facility to file their export data) for Refund

RFD-01- Refund of ITC of the inputs/input services attributed to export of goods
RFO-01- Refund of Excess Balance in Electronic cash'Ledger '(Heleasef:l on 29th Mo 2017}

Exports of services with payment of Tax | Alternate Flow 02}

ITC accumulated due to inverted tax structure [under clause (i} of first prosdsion to secticn 54(3]] | AF 05)
On account of supplies made to SEZ unit/ SEZ Developer {with payment of tax) [ AF 06}

Cn account of supplies made to SEZ unitf SEZ developer |without payment of tax) | AF 0F)

Recipient of deemed exports { AF 08)

Pre-login tracking of refund status with ARN

R

GST System — Overall Stats

Number of Returns Filed till date 5,25,63,087
MNumber of Invoices Processed 154,47,74,967
Mew Registration Approved 35,21,334
Mumber of Migrated Taxpayers (net of cancelled) 64,11,471
Taxpayers Opted for Composition 17,08,076
Mumber of Payments Transactions 1.83,39,184
= GSTR-1 Filingtill Jan 10, 2018 [fram Sep,2017) : 1,46,49,297

= GSTR-1 Filingtill Dec 31, 2017 H 98,422,049

+ G5TR-1 Flling from Jan 1 to Jan 10, 2018 : 48,07,248 (33% in last 10 days)

* GSTR-3B Filling™ for last 3 days for consecutive 5 months z ~69%

*  Estimated Taxpayer Base at the commencement of the project  : 65 Lac

+  Estimated Taxpayer Base during Enrolment stage(Apr'17) * 86.87 Lac

* Taxpayersbase as on Jan'1E (validated and approved Taxpayers) : 99.32 Lac

* Increase in Taxpayer Base % {from Commencement stage) } 53%

* Increase in Taxpayer Base % (from Enrolment stage) 15%
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GST System — Filing Compliance Stats

Returns

Retums

Returns

Returns

Returms

Returns

Returns

Returns

Returns

Retums

Returns

- GSTR-3B (Monthly Summary Return) (Jul)

GSTR-3B (Monthly Summary Return] {Sug)

- GSTR-3B (Monthly Summary Return) (Sep)
S GSTA-2B (Monthly Summary Return) (Oct)

: GSTR-3B (Monthly Surnmany Return) (Now)

GSTR4 {September Quarterly Retum)

: GETA-1 (Outward Supplies) [uly)
- GSTR-1 (Outward Supplies) [August]

2 GSTR-1 (Outward Supplies) [September)

GSTR-1 (Outward Supplies) [October]

- GSTR-1 (Outward Supplies) [November)

66,856,012
. 74,21,661
78,84,955
77,79,225

80,62,358
11,48,165

56,86,012

74,211,661 47,21,881
. 78,84,955 .
. T179.225 . 42,271,881

30.62,358 | 421,71.881

66,286,012
7421661
78,854,955
77,79,225

B0,62,358

11,48,165

66,826,012
31,599,780
78,284 955
35,57.344

38,40477

Filed til Last
day of Filing

38,34 877

27,253,183

39,34,256

4368711

A9,13.065

53,330,468

17,698,344

47,21,559

1560471

13,536,053

tem — GSTR-1 Filing Trend for last 10 days

GSTR-1 Filing - last 10 Day's Trend

417,563

&len-18

194,165

' AUg'17 mSepl? WOct')? Nov'1? Dec'1? Dally Total

* 7" Jan was a Sunday

Filed il
Janid 2018

61,51 666
64,560,233
65,884,977
6144925

58,770,114

766,252

53,58972
18,46,355
49,31 818
16,81,691

1537,715

* 8% jan—there was an issue with delay In summary generation, addressed on the same day
» TotalFiling till 14" Jan: 1,153,56,551
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% Completion
il Janla 3018

9L02%
87.05%
83.51%
7EO0%

TER1%

G6.74%

#0.15%
5T.70%
62.55%
AT.27%

40.04%

1,711,085




5, 000,000

5, DO0,000

4, 000,000

2,000,000

Aug

Filing 1l Lase Day F | v Filing wlie SEFilinyg i Last 2 Days

*  Trend is increasing from Sep onwards
« 200%™ of next month is the last day of Filing previous month’s return; Jul had an extended last day

GIN

6'" GoM Meeting Highlights
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Updates on Issues raised in GoM G

Issues Updates from 6" GoM Meeting [Held on 17 Jan ‘2(118)
Data Reconclliation lssues ‘Mo Issues in Registration, Payments

Some gaps [<2%) in Returns data, being reconciled
AP| Release and Support AP| calendaris being refreshed every fortnightly
Deployment of Resident Engineers Complete; REs have been deployedin CBEC/States/UTs.

Relevant & accurate Error Messages on Portal afterreview  Completed for most of the cases
by an expert
Make user interface & experience more intuitive & friendly  Work in progress
Updates on MIS to Model-2 States 1. 5 Reports are availzbleon Tax officials’ dashboard, Rest
of data |s being shared over amail.
2. Viewsto Tax-officers of Model 2 States :
a) Full view of GSTR-38/G5TR-1/TRAN-01
b) Full view of ITC Ledger
¢) Fullview of Cash ledger
d] Full view of Liability register
e) Full view of Registration Forms

Mak.'i.nn available all 69 prioritized forms an the G5T portal  Details covered in nest slide
Ir a time bound manner

Updates on GOM Prioritized Functionalities GIN

New Functionalities identified in 28" Oct meeting 8

Functionalities removed in view of decision of GST Council 12
Prioritized Functionalities being tracked 43
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Making available 69 Prioritized Forms on GST Portal

Functional Module | Total Forms | Current Status

Composition 4 All 4 forms are Operational
Farms
Registration 21 1. 15 farms are Operational
2. 2 forms are Operational with workaround (Registration of QIDAR and UN Bodies)
3. 4 forms are In progress, these are
a} Application for extension of registration period by casual / non-resident
taxable person.
b) Show Cause Motice for cancellation of provisional reglstration
c} Order for cancellation of provisionzl registration
d] Form for Field Visit Report
ITc 3 1. 2 farms are Operational
2. 1 form {ITC-03] is in Testing
GSTP 5 AllS forms are Operational
Returns 10 1. & forms are Operational
2. 2forms (GSTR-3, G5TR-7 and GSTRE) are on held
Registers and ¥ 1. 7 forms are Operational
Leadgers 2. 1 form (GST PMT-03) is in development

Making available 69 Prioritized Forms on GST Portal

Functional Module | Total Farms | Current Status

Appeal 3 3 Form is various phases of design and development
Advance Ruling 1 Form is Operational
Transitional Forms 3 All 2 Forms are Operational
Refund 11 1. Ali11l Forms are different phases of design and development
2. Followingworkaroundsfor RFD-01 are operational:
a) With IGST

b) Excess Balin cash leger
¢} ITC accumulated for exporters
d) Inverted Duty
g} SEZ Unitf Developer: With/ without paymentof Tax
fi Deemed sxports
3. Followingwill be made operational this month:
a) Assessrment/Appealfany other order
b) On account of tax paid on advance/refund voucher
¢} RFD-1B
d) RFD-10
g} Furnishing of bond or Letter of Undertaking for export of goods or services
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E-Way Bill

e-Way Bill System Implementation Status

E-way bill software is operational since Sep 2017

modes of generation o 8 are in place and
in use — WEB, SMS, Mobile App, API, Bulk

Iraining has been imparted to the master
trainers of all states

Une training for master trainers o
been done and other one will be done on 18th

stakeholders
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e-Way Bill System Implementation Status

ders, some
amendments have been proposed in the Rules.

Portal opened for trial for all States

14 States onboard on 16t

1.4 lakhs e-way bills being issued daily

E-Way Bill Format GIv

PART A
* GSTIN of Recipient - GSTIN or URP
* Place of Delivery - PIN Code of Place
* Invoice/Challan No - Number
* Invoice/Challan Date - Date
* Value of Goods -
* HSN Code - At least 2 digit of HSN Code
* Reason for Transport - Supply/Exp/Imp/lob Work/...
= Transporter Doc. No - Document No provided by
trans.
PART B
* Vehicle Number - Vehicle Number
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ICT Deployment Status

* Hardware (Server, storage, network) and Software installation:
Completed

eSecurity Auditing of the application and infrastructure is
completed. Application testing in progress

* Integration with external agencies (UIDAI, GSTN, NSDL,SMS,
email) is in progress

* Application testing on new Infrastructure is in
progress

e Moving to the new infrastructure is planned
during next week

* DR set-up under progress
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Preliminary Analysis of Return Data

1 1 1 [ 7
GSTR-4

6,97,925 Taxpayers who have filed GSTR-4 for the quarter ending Sep'17.

(Rs. In Crore)
SGST IGST CESS | TOTAL

CREDIT/DEPOSIT 166.54 167.30 0.88 0.07 334.79
DEBIT/UTILIZED 153.38 153.38 0.24 0.01/ 307.01
BALANCE 13.17  13.92 0.65 0.06 27.79

Cumulative turnover of all these taxpayers is Rs 30430.88 Crores per quarter

Per Taxpayer turnover comes to 4.36 lakhs per quarter or 13.44 lakhs per annum.
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Some Statistics: GSTR-4

6,97,925 Taxpayers who have filed GSTR-4 for the quarter ending Sep'17.

Cumulative turnover of all these taxpayers is Rs 30430.88 Crores per quarter
Average tax rate comes to 1.009% (tax rates are 1%; 2% and 5%)

This shows that most of them are charging 1% and 2% & 5% is being charged by
very few. (5% is for restaurants. 2% is for manufacturers)

Number of Tax | Turn Over (Rs | Average Quarterly Average Annual
Turn Over Payer inCr} | Turnover{in lakhs) Turnover

5L 2,06,901 (29.6%) | 24,562.46 11.87 47.48
ST DT 491,024 (70.4%) | 5868.42 1.20 48

Those above Rs
12 Lakhs 64,059 [M%] 13,062.45 20.39 81.56

80% of 3B filers filed seemingly consistent
returns in all the 5 months

* Finding consistent transactions based on turnover will
be misleading because of seasonality and other
factors

* Implied tax rate is considered to be good measure
(will address seasonality problem automatically)

* CV of tax liability to turnover ratio is used to measure
the consistent returns

* With CV 0-5, 70% returns are consistent and 80% with
CV<=10
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Comparison of GSTR-1 and GSTR-3B for July

« Total GST-R3B Filed for July —

«Total GST-R1 Filed for July
*Commoeon Filers found

GET3B - Item considered : 3.1.(a) - Outward Taxable supplies (other than zero

rated, nil, exempted)
GST-R1 —ltemn considered . B2B (Table 4), B2CL (Table 5), B2Cs (Table 7).
(Rs. In Crore)

6132123

5306650
3307930 ( Found both in GSTR1 summary
and GSTR3b Supplies, which are populated from H Base)

RETURMN TOTAL TAXABLE | CGST SGST IGST CESS TOT_LIAB
| GSTR-3B 4577890.04 | 58569.70 | 60164.89 | 7269299 | 10544.06 201971.65 |
G5TR-1 1260602.64 | 57388.99  57399.68 | 71534.10 | 10144.53 196467.30
 DIFFERENCE 331728740 | 1180.71| 2765.21| 1158.89 399.54 5504.35

If we count from Return filing status the common taxpayers are 52,82,979. However, from GSTR1 Summary
and G5TR3B supplies it comes to 3307930, which may be due to NIL filers.

Missing Registered Tax-Filers : Purchased from
Registered GST Dealer but Purchaser Never File
Return

E'IE[“E] o EEIEE“!I ﬂm] E‘IEIE]

Pardculars Filers
Purchased from Registered Dealer but
didn’t file GSTRI (A)

[Don’t have Purchase Record but Filed

GSTRI (B)

Out of 17.67 lakh purchaser of goods
1767 400 |/ services, who didn’t file return 6.53
o filers are under Composition Scheme.
Ot of 10.96 lakh filers around 4 lakh
filers filed at least one 3B returns. Still
the 7 lakh filers are missing.

But why the remaining 10.96 lakh

filer didn’t file returns?

11,77,551
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Big Guys, with turnover greater than 1 crore and implied
tax rate greater than 2%, are trying to be out of Tax Net:
Number is constantly increase

500 485

400

. 200 206

- 254

00

o L&4

) |III |||| ||||

i} .

Jul Ang Sep Der Naw

* Non-Filers for last 5 months of GSTR-3B (migrated category):4,44,438
* List shared with state and central tax authorities

* Data after comparison of GSTR-1 and GSTR-3B & GSTR-2A and GSTR-
3B will be provided to States

Thank You!!!

N SN e e
Annexure 6

Page 75 of 191



Key (and Preliminary) GST
Findings

Arvind Subramanian

Chief Economic Adviser

A large increase in the number of taxpayers
As of December 31, 2017, there were 9.8 million unique registrants, comprising
9.3 million unique corporate entities

About 3.4 million new filers registered under GST. After adjusting for overlap
under old systems, this represents a 50 percent increase in taxpayers

About 1.7 million dealers who ate below threshold have nevertheless registered

About 1.9 million (53 percent) who could have opted for composition instead
registered as regular filers
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Estimated GST Base Close to Base calculated
by RNR Committee

* Based on first five months data, GST base is estimated
to be 65-70 lakh crore

* This gives an implied tax rate of 15.6 percent
[0.85%12/65].

Beautiful Symmetry: States” Share in Base is
their Share in Total GSDP

180}

160

Correlaticn=>0.25

0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 B0 10.0 12.0 14.0 16.0 1850
Share in GSDP
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Turnover Distribution by Transaction Type and Size:
Small are Equally in B2B and B2C.

Big are more in B2B and account for nearly all Exports

Transaction Type
B2B B2C Exports Nl Total Share
of
Filers
Below-Threshald (.29 0205 {095 .04 0.4 32,204
Composinon 1.2% 1.1% 0.0% O.1% 2.4% 36.0%
SME 3.8% 2. 3% 0.1% 0.5% 6.8% 22.0%
Medium 15.5% 4. 3% 1.5% 2.8% 24.1% 9240
Large 36.5% 4,905 7. 7% 17.1% 66.2% 0.6%%
| Total 57.3% 12.8% 9.4% 20.5%  100.0% 100%s

Who Deals with Whom: Small Buy from Large
In Addition to Selling to Large

Purchaser Turnover Catepory
Thieshold Compcrslaii-on SME Medium Large Total
Supplier | Threshold 0.0 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.1% 0.3%
Turnover . y "y o o o "
Category Compaosition 0.2% 0.4% 0.5% 0.6% 0.4% 2.2%
" sME 0.5% 1.0 1.6% 2.2% 1.3%0 6.7%
Mot 0% 0% ) 48%  109%  83%  27.0%
Lage : 0.7% 1.1% : 4.1% 17.3% 40.6% 6.3.8%%
Total 2.5% 4.6% 1L.1% 30.1%  50.7%  100.0%
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Formal non-farm payroll (employment) is
substantially greater than currently believed

* Formality can be defined under the multiple criteria

* Based on social security provision (EPFO/ESIC),
formal sector payroll is about 7.5 million or 31 percent
of the non-agricultural work force;

* Based on being part of GST, formal sector payroll is
12.7 million or 53 percent of non-agricultural workforce

A large increase in the number of GST
taxpayers

* Major share of new filers” turnover is in the B2C and Exports
categories (Table below)

New Filers Turnover Distribution under Different Categories of Transaction

B2B B2C Exports N1l Total
‘Share of turnover '3-41';5!‘.!?@ 16.8% 29@% 194% 1@1&»%
under ditferent
categories

Note: NIL category includes supplies that are outside the scope of the GST such as peteolenm,
_health, education, and electriciry,
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Annexure?

Simplification of Return Filing

Report

1a-fan-201B

]
Contents

» Mandate of Committee
+ Challenges faced by taxpayers and other Stakeholders

* |ssues deliberated by Committee
— Mezhanism of credit (ITC) tracking
What data of Invoice to be taken in refurn
Auto drafted return based on sales data OR simultanecus wplead of sales and purchase data
HWumber of returns to be filed in & return periad
— Reversal of credit and its handling
— Roadmap for rollout

Transition Plan

] ]
Mandate of Committee

» Based on decision taken in the 23rd GST Council Meeting held on 10
Movember 2017 at Guwahati,
+ The "Committee on Returns Filing” was entrusted to

— lock into the issues and the requirements of filing returns by taxpayers in the GST
regime.

— to analyse the issues and requirements of the various types of returns beingito be
filed by the tax payers under GST regime,

— to suggest modifications/simplifications required in the Returns, if any, including
related changes in Laws, Rules, Format ete.

* Agenda Note contains broad recommendations of the Committee
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Current Challenges reported by Stakeholders

« Three returns in @ month leading to 37 refurns in a year
+ Returns are interlinked and thus missing one means no further return can be filed

+ |nstead of line items, tax rate-wise entry made in GSTR-1 leads to double work, one
while creation of GETR-1 and the other while matching with GSTR-2A (both times line
item has to be collapsed to tax rate)

+ Linking of CN/OHN |Credit Mote/Debit Mote) with invoices is a tedious process and not
in confarmity with industry practice.

« Reporiing details as per HSN code increases work. HSM should be taken in the line
item of invoice itself,

+ Once inveice number is being reported in GSTR-1, table 13 containing document
details leads to double work.

« B2C Large reporting does not serve any purpose and increases compliance

Simplification in Process

& Issue1: Mechanism of Credit Tracking

Credit Claimed Tax Paid,
by Receiver by Supplier

e What should be the granularity of tracking? |
9 What should be the mechanism of tracking? |

e How should mismatches be handled? Who is at fault? |
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At what granularity should credit be tracked?
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Recommendation: Tracking of ITC at Invaice Level

[ | .8
Data from GSTR1/2A shows that 91% of tax payer have fewer

than 50 invoices
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#3% of the tax payers have less than 50 sales invoices that need to be uploaded

= il
Data from GSTR1/2A shows that 91% of tax payer have fewer
than 50 invoices to accept

Purchase
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*  §l%of the tax payers have less than 50 purchase invelces that need to be sccepted
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**; Issue2: Granularity of Invoice data

« Cumrentiy GSTR-1 expects taxpayer fo upioad invoice data summarized at a rate-
lewel.

- While rate-level summary reduces the “volume” of data submitted, it does not make |t
mare conveniant o tax payer. Un the contrany, It infroduces more “woark” for taxpavers

- The artificial rofiup at rate-leved complicates matching and acceptance to both GSPIASPs
and small tax payers

Recommendation

Invelce data be should accepted at ltem Level along with an Item Number field and
HEM code. implementation in phases

— Phase-1 only at invoice value with HSM level data in a separate table

— Phase-2 (after system stabilizes); At line item level with HSMN code there thus removing
the HSH table

Issue3: Should there be separate periods for filing returns?
= Current Return filing (GSTR-1, GSTR-2, GSTR-1A, GSTR-6} is a workflow driven system.

= Multiple entities cannot simultaneously addmodify the same invoice data. It requires some
kind of cut-off,

= Each “cut-off' ransistes fo a filing of return = GSTR-1, GETR-Z, GSTR-1A, GSTR-&

- ltis a system eqguivalent of an intersaction on the road which causes coordination delays. An
intersection free highway model on the other hand allows more people to accomplish mare wark

| 08

(=51 )

o0y om0
- 8-y

More T Wiar il T A Intesssctior-Traa highviay afcoms
the need for coordination free Fioar of traffic

Recommendation: Mot cut-Off. One way traffic

Pm—
Workflow Driven Return
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— i
Benefits of one-way flow of Invoices

= Simplification of Process
« Establishes an incentive-aligned clear responsibility and accountability

— Sellers need to upload invoices as soon as possible otherwise they will not get
payment (tax component) from buyers,

— Buyers need to accept and lock invoices else they cannot claim ITC, Otherwise
will lead to increased working capital as more tax will need to be pald through
cash

+ Regular Upload / Acceptance (locking) significantly evens out the load on
the system, thereby reducing spikes

— “
Issued: Number of Returns to be Filed

Recommendation

* One return per period

Two options to achieve this
— Workflow driven

+ Provisional Credit on the basts of Seller's Data + Buyer-declared additional
Purchase detalls at Invaice level (Option-1)

- Simultaneous Upload of Sales/Purchase data (System matching)
+ Buyer-declared [TC by way of filing of Purchase details at invoice level (Option-2)

= i
Option 1

Cochremis

epkatizoemlanze of eaE

1" 8t I gt 107 May 0P May

« Regularinvolee upload/facceptance with counter parties — Mo cut-offs
*  Provisional ITC on basis of self-declaration at invoice level
+ Supplier needs to upload the missed involce before specified period [ 1 or 2

manths)
* |f supplier defaults, provisional ITC will be reversed — but without interest
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| 1
lllustration of Option-1 o

10 irrecice g~
Return of April

«  Everyone uploads BZE sales inveices by 10" May (51 uplpaded & invpices and 52
uploaded 4 invoices)

+ System drafts refurn (B2B parf) based on B2ZB sales data on 111

+ Taxpayer B can add missing purchase invelces (2 from 51 and 3 from 52) and files
return after adding B2C, axports ale.

«  For Return of May, 51 adds 1 out of 2 invoices added by B, on 91" June, B gets
credit of this invoice in May return in addition to his ITC of May

* In June return, 32 adds 2 out of 3 invoices added by B. B gets the ITC for 2
involess in addition of ITC of June.

* In July return filed in August, liability of 5 involces added by B in his April retum s
added to his liability without interest, (He had already got ITC of 3 invoices, Thus
actual reversal is of 2 inveices which were not added by the sellers,

«  Simple to track, reversal is cleaner.

-

E—
lllustration of Option-1

Return Filed in May Return Return filed Added invoices Total

filed i in July reversed in  Return impact
June filed in August

Auto- Addedby B Addedby | Added by

drafted s1 52

‘Soutofl0 2 outof10 1 -2 |8+ 24129

doutof?  3outeflo 2 3 | a+3+23=6

| 16

Option-1 Details

«  Anytime upload of Invoice allowed (those uploaded after 10T go to next month
return)

#  Offline Toal with facility to enter zale data and abilityte dewnload auto-drafted
data for comparison with purchase register.

«  Offline utility will also upload mizssing invoices identified by the taxpayeralong with
other detalls like B2C sales, exports etc,

+  System will then generate return and show liability

+  With payment return will be filed

+ Al missing invoices get added back to liability of taxpayer after correction period
gets over,

+ Mo interest on the same.

* Those found gaming the system will be dealt with under law.

« Ndoanthly Return for all. (Same periodicity)
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Option 2 (Simultaneous upload of Sale and Purchase
invoices)

* Taxpayers independently upload supply and purchase invoices which is
matched by the system

* Different cut-off dates for different size of taxpayers

* Matching is done after last cut-off date (say 20" of next month) strictly
based on criteria given in the law (no fuzzy logic matching)

* Mismatch report is shown to taxpayers and they are given time to resolve
the mismatches

+ ‘Whatever is not reconciled is reversed after the period of reversal is over

*+ Nointerest is levied on the reversed amount

* Those found gaming the system (taking ITC which Is getting reversed
continuously) will be handled separately by tax officers

]
Option-2 Details

* One Return with sales (outward supply) and purchase (Inward supply)
annaxures

* Anytime upload of Invoice allowed

» Offline Tool with facility to enter sale and purchase data. Based on
anneaxures, Tool will genarate Return part which can be filed separately, if
reguired. Once data is fed in the offline tool, the relevant boxes in the
return (in the offline tool itself) shall get populated. {There shall be option
to feed B2Cinvoices also so that the tool can summarise B2C supplies also
for the return).

* Systermn will do matching on 20 of following month and generate mismatch
report based on exact matches and show “Probable Match” for guidance of
taxpayers.

* Continuous correction will be allowed and Matching $/W will be run
everyday at night.

|
Option-2 Details

* Matching on GSTIN (seller); GSTM(Buyer), Invoice No; Invoice Date and Tax
Amount

* Probable matches will be shown in case one parameter does not match and
others match.

* Only one opportunity to file amendment of mismatched invoices. Taxpayer
can save it many time after making corrections. Correction opportunity shall
be available round the month.

* Interest on corrections (other than invoice number based mismatch) on
monthly basis, as under done under Income Tax as keeping track of it at
invaice level will be difficult

» Periodicity for filing of the return shall be monthly for all,
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Experience from States which have implemented Invoic
level data for Return with sale and purchase data

* Gujarat
* Mismatch is generated on need basis (refund or assessment etc.)
* Mismatch is not shown to taxpayers
* Baslically eye-ball matching to be done by Tax Officer to derive
intelligence out of it.
* No auto-reversal

* Andhra Pradesh
* Take data at invoice level but use Counterparty (ledger) level data for
mismatches
* Taxpayer given three months to clear mismatches else claim is rejected.
* Mo auto-reversal (Reversal thru notice)

fe——}
Experience from States which have implemented
Invoice level data for Return

* Maharashtra
*  Started with Counterparty (ledger] level data
*  Switched over to invoice level matching last year
*  Mismatch is generated and shown to taxpayer [data from both buyer and seller
is shown for pair of buyer-seller sorted on date reported
* Mo auto-reversal
* [TC Iz glven in case of Invalid return and tax department goes after cellers
* Kamataka
*  Invaoice level matching
*  Mismatch is shown to taxpayers and they are given time to resolve it
*  Matching 5/ W is run an close of return filing (after last date of filing) to generate
mismatech which is shown to taxpayers, After that matching S/W is run everyday
at night to clear all cases where corrections have been made.
* initially Karnataka Govt gave 3 months to taxpayers to make corrections
* Mo auto-reversal

it

Comparison of the System Matching models

Karnataks SAundbirs Pradesh Gujarat Mlaherashtra
Fillng of Retum Delinked Delinked Drelinked Linked
ant Annegures
Lewel of Filing Imnvoice Invoice Irnanice Irmenice
Matching Lewvel IParice Counter-party Counter-party Irwakce
Coarection Revised Returm Revised Return Fevised Return Revised Return
Mechanism
Other Key Matched Taxpayer has 2 Mo Mismatch Counter-party
Concepts Acceptable months to clear report to taxpayer | data shown sorted
Unmatched mismatch {Assessment only) | on date

ba 0% i L Around 308

Figiare
With BUrE|

+« |n all states, Invoice number mismatch constitutes 90% of mismatches
« 10% is on other factors
* No auto reversal
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Comparison of Option-1 and 2

‘Workflow Driven [Option-1) System Matching [Option-2)

Matching of auto drafted purchase s done  Matching is done by system but mismatched items are
by taxpayers with thelr purchase register reconclled by the taxpayers by matching the data with
Purchase register.

Mumber of returns to be filed: one but Mumber of returns to be filed: one
upload of outward supplies by 100 of next
[ month has to be authenticated.

Workflow is involved .Nn wrorkflow is imeolved

[Auto  drafted purchase data s fto b-e-taxpalfer has to match only data under mismatch

compared with purchase register category and probable match, Howewer, mismatch on
both sale as well as purchase data will be there. With
high % of mismatch seen in states, the total volume of
data to be reconclled will be same as that under Option-
1

Comparison of Option-1 and 2

Waorkflow Driven [Option-1) System Matching (Option-2)
Eliminates artificial mismatches introduced  Artificial mismatch is generated.
hf—u t

Buyer is dependent of the supplier for Buyer is mot dependent on supplier to wupload,
upload of his purchase data which is sales However, he is dependent on supplier for correction.

data of counterpariy.

Mismateh percentage is estimated to be Mismatch after many vears in States is at 12% without
lower but there is no empirical evidenee as  Probable Mateh which ifadded takes the figure to go%.

such a model does not exist. This kind of mismatch will lead in hnge warkload oo
tax officers as they will be required to issue notices.

Mismateh generation will at eertain identified dabes
and can’t be on the fly

Opton-1 which is akin to ewrrent GSTR- Option-2 may be more appealing to small and
1/2/3 amd henee may be more appealing to | medinm size taxpavers.

large taxpayers having large number of
| invodces

I
Comparison of Option-1 and 2
- Both options involve matching by taxpayers In Option-1 it is pre-filing and in
case of Opion-2 it ks post filing of Return.

« Optically Option-2 looks befter as only one return has to be filed by each
taxpayer.

« Data entry load becomes double in case of Option-2 compared to Option-1 (both
sale and purchase has to be uploaded and cormections for both has to be done).

+ Mo State has done reversal based on mismatch based on Option-2. There will be
tendency to postpone it for longer period and then enforcing reversal will become
difficult.

« Cption-2 may be more appealing to small and medium size taxpayers. On the
other hand Opton-1 may be more appealing to large taxpayers having large
number of invoices
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Discussion with Law Committee

= Option-1 was discussed with Law Committee on 4™ Jan.

* Their suggestion was to study Option-2, which has been
the model adopted by States under VAT. Some felt that
under Option-1, current GSTR-2 and 3 were joined
together and GSTR-1 was replaced by invoice upload (old
wine in new bottle).

* Representatives of 4 States (Karnataka, AP, Maharashtra
and Gujarat) were invited for discussion.

=
Discussion with Officers Committee

* Both Options were presented before the Committee on
11t Jan
= Officers’ Committee was inclined towards Option-2

Rollout and Transition Plan
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Rollout Recommendations

Provide sufficient time to GSTN to develop the new Return form, Offline Tool,
APIs etc. Provide sufficient time to enable eco-system to develop
tools/applications for automated upload of sales and purchase invoices and
rectification of mismatched invoices.

Ensure tax collection is not impacted (reduced or delayed) because of the cut-
over.

Run chosen option without any auto reversal for 8 to 9 months so that
trade/industry learn the system specially on how to correct entries to
eliminate mismatches to adapt to the new model = understand counter-party
behavior & data quality and implement corrective measures as required

]
Rollout Recommendations

Tax officers to use data on mismatch for admin purposes in early stages when
auto reversal is not there.

Stabilize the system including enhancements based on user
experiencefindustry feedback

Invoice level data first. After system stabilizes, line item level data can be
thought of.

TDS5/TCS may be postponad for one more year to give time to new system to
stabilise.

First TDS may be implemented and after that system gets stabilized, TCS
should be implemented.

Proposed Gradual Transition Plan

Current Process > Transition Phase } End-5State
o B THREY S '.'.-.:-'.'l-._. {from TEL)

'6 Self-dectared GATR-3E for o troduce rew Retarn with
F paymant of tawes and if-m salos and purchasa -
— declaration of ITCLiabiay ol IR -

Tarpayar should b abis to
& file Mevar Ratum without
AL e

A1 |
ot Montedy § Quartarsy filing of
1==1 E5TR-1 for oubwand supplies

! Annewaras could ba filed
|Durieg tha paried daveiopement -“-m separately,
of new Rebarn softwars takes - Pagimrant is g whil Returm
placa ard a8 accounting
soffvears comparies and G5P
getreadw q Aftar 3 oaths s

prweayre filing alorg with
Riaturn
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Till new system becomes operational

* Reports on following will be generated to check reporting in GSTR-
3B

— Mon-filer report

Outward supplies as per invoice upload (like that of GSTR-1 today) Vs GSTR3B
outward liability

Inward supplies based on outward supplies of Counterparties (like current
GSTR-2A) and ITC claimed under GSTR-3B

Channel Strategy

« Continue with the three channel model of Web, APl and Offline
+ Enhance support for Offline channel
— All forms / invodce upload functions to be avallable through Excel based offine tools

— Eliminate Web-based the Offline Utility. Use excel macros for validations and creation of JSON
files for wpload into the portal

Crpen Scurce Offline channel: Publish JSON file formats o enable 37 parties to develop and
distribute own toals

+ Redesign Web Channal for ease of use
— Wizard based interface which shows or hides sections of the forms based on the user profile

— Continue with channel restrictions on number of invoices (<500}, But enable invoice search &
adit aption of specific invelca irespactive of total rumber of invoices
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Annexure 8

Compliance Simplification

Li-Jan- 018

—
We have come a long way and agreed on number of items

* Meed for comprehensive credit validation and Invoice level matching — rather
than at counter-party level
* Common filing frequency for all tax payers (monthly)

* Delinking of Credit/Debit Notes with invoices in alignment with the trade
practices

* Delayed introduction of TDS and TCS = suspended till stability is reached

* Simplification of Input Service Credit Distributlon through credit-transfer
instead of a Return

All that is left is to synthesize the mode] for Credit Matching combining best features of all

awilable options,

— I3
Let us do this by establishing a core Principle...

+ Core principle of any indirect taxation model has to be...

Input Tax Credit will be provided only on
“matched” invoices

+ By “matched” we mean |egitimate invalces where the supplier has admitted tax Hability
by uploading the (nvoice an the portal

Thiz means either deny or automatically reverse credit on unmatched Invoices
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This principle is even more important in GST Regime

+ Settlement of Integrated GST in case of inter-state transactions
becomes a lot more complex and harder to audit

— Transactions have to be settled and reversed and resettled on a continuous
basis — perhaps at an Involee level

« Benefits of other related initiatives like eWayBill will be diluted.
Fraudsters will hide under the cover of mismatch to circumvent
provisions of EWB

= e
Failure Criteria : There are some models that are doomed to fail

1. Anysolution that increases the burden on the taxpayer to correct mismatches |s
guarantead to fall

— There will be severe resistance from the taxpayers tobear the additional burden

2. Anysalution that relies on tax official’s intervention to reduce the mismatch s alss
doomed to fail

— Especiatly In the GST reglme where there will division of administrative authority biw Center &
State

— Infroduces subjectivity of assessments & audits and potentially percelved as tools of harassment

3. Anysolution that permits higher levels of mismatch in the first place will also fall

— High lewels of mismatch means there can be no automatic reversal. Paves way for failure causes 1
B 2 te. greater burden of correction and Tax official intervention

= i
Let us examine the past models ...

VAT Model System Matching

GSTR 1+ 243 2 - 1A Model

Taxpayver independent!y upload
supply and purchase invaices which
is matched by the system

Toxpayer corrects the mismatches by
either corvecting the supply
statement or purchase statement

Supplier files G5TR-1 which is made
avellable.in GSTR-24,

Buyer files GSTR-2 by accepting
invoices.

Corrections and Additions ore made
available to supplier in G5TR-1A
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Comparison of the System Matching models

Karnataka Andhra Pradesh Gujarat Maharashtra
Filing method Dielirkeed Dl Dhelinhoed Linkad
Lewal of Fifing Inymice Inwoice Imwoice |Imwakce
Matching Level Inyoice Counter-party Counter-party Counter-party
Correction Rewised Heturn Aevized Return Mo Carrection Revised Return
Mechanism
her Ky Matched Ni Mismatch
Concents Acceptable Teport o fapayer

Unmatched {Assessmant only)

Different states have already tried the System Matching model in their VAT systems

Mismatch was used to notify the taxpayer and the officials — bul not started automatic reversal of

Input credit

AL A et the mdsmalch lewels have rematied 0 the range of 30405

E— e
What is the data telling us?

going to be hard, (Needles in a hay-stack)

* System Matching Model has the risk of getting stuck in an unbreakable
degenerative cycle:

— The high level of initial mizmatch will make automatic reverzal of credits an
unacceptable option

— Without the threat of automatic reverzal or liability, there is little or no incentive for

taxpayers to correct the mismatches which will only increase the mismatch

Ewidently, the VAT model of System matching w tany wyersd| and reliance on Tax

Official intervention has not yet been successtul ko es sh the core principle

Now let us take a look at the GSTR — 1-2A-2-1A model

* The model “attempted” to solve the systerm matching problems by introducing
an acceptance workflow for involce matching. As a principle — a stepin the right
direction.

« While G5TR-1 was reasonably successful, GSTR-24 and & 2 did not work as
planned

- While 27 Lakh Taxpayers (58% of eligible} filed G5TR2, majority were NIL return filers

— From a invoice count perspective only 1.5 crore invoices went through the acceptance

cycle as opposed toa 13,16 crore invoicesii.e, only 11%)

* (t has been presumed that comparing Supplier provided invoice with Purchase
books was too much a burden, But is it?
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Comparing Supplier provided Invoice with own purchase books

* |et's not forget...

Every business large or small, automated or manual routinely
compares Supplier invoice with the purchase books!

= It is a necessary step before releasing payment. No business says —
comparing is hard = so let me pay whatever supplier clalms!

— 1
Data from GSTR1/2A shows that 91% of tax payer have fewer than 50
invoicesto accept

13000%
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o w1 A Wn e
*  93%of the tax payers have loss than S sales & 91% atbthe tas payers have less than 50 purchase
uvvolces that nesed o be updiaded invoicas that meed o be accepted
pm—— [

But then why was GSTR2 perceived as a burden?

* Comparing Suppller involce with Purchase books all over again for tax credit

claim purposes is a burden

* Comparing Supplier invoice that is not at the same granularity as their books is
a burden

* Comparing & correcting Supplier invoice 2 months after the transaction is a
burden

* Comparing all Supplier invoices in a span of 5 days that too by a professional is
a burden
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In summary, GSTR-2 model was burdensome because...

+ By modeling “Invoice Upload” and “Acceptance” as Tax “Returns” ({GSTR-1 B GSTR-2), the
madel created a perception thatthers are 3 returns per month.

= People perceived them as a tax function creating a dependence on a tax professicnal when
uplcad & acceptance 15 patently a busingss reporting function

» Structure of forms was also too complex which required a tax professionals help

= Concepts like Tax on Advance, its utilization to offset liability, separate reporting of different type
of Ireoices made GSTR-1 & 2 look more like 3 retum form than o statement

+ Reporting of invoices at rate-levelinstead of line-item level created more work to the
supplier

= |t also made matching and acceptance unacceptably tedious

= e
What then is a Successful Model

* A successful model is one which achleves the agreed goal without the failure
characteristics of Increased tax payer burden or intervention of tax official.

* |n other words one which...

...aligns with the natural business cycle of verification &
payment of supplier invoices

= | 15
Highlights of the proposed solution — Invoice Upload
+ Suppllers “upload” sales involces on the G5T Systermn which automatically caleulates
his/her liahility. Invoice is also made available to Buyer for acceptance
* Key Contrasts from GSTR-1
= |t is simply an Invoice “Upload” - not “filing” of return

= Invoice Tormat and data granularity to exactly match the actual inwoice submitted by supplier for

— Upload happens on 3 contlnuous basks. 1t means the verfication and acceptance colncides with
the actual business transaction, Involces uploaded atter the 10% 1 autamatically included bn next
return

— Market forces will evolve a model where invoice 15 paid only after upload on GST System
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Highlights of the proposed solution — Invoice Acceptance

+ Buyer "accepts” supplierinvoices on the GST System which automatically determines the
input tax credit (ITC)

+ Key Contrasts from GSTR-2 and pure System Matching Model

= |t s simply an Imuoice "acceptance® - not *filing” of return. Acceptance can happen on
continuous basis — not waiting for all the GSTR-1 to be filed.

= |n the case of pure System matching mode| the correction and acceptance will be at least 20-50
days after the transaction

— Iwoice once accepted & locked” cannot be modified by the supplier Brings finakity t0 the
transaction

= System to provide robust tools to facilitate smooth acceptance — including offfine matching of
supplier immices with purchase books, auto-acceptance capabilities and improved support to
GSRFASPs for thghter infegration with acoounting packages,

| T
Highlights of the proposed solution = Handling Missed Invoices
+ We propose to eliminate concept of “Provisional Credit” — However Buyers can “notify”

supplierthrough the system to upload any missed invoice = but cannet upload or modify
it themselves

* Key Contrasts from GSTR-2
= Buyer is simply declaring the invoices missed by his/her supplier
= System will notify the supplier — reminding them to upload the same
= When supplier uploads such imeoice, System will match and remove it from the missed invoice list

= Missed invoice statistics will be retained and used to compute performance scores of the tax
payers

_— T
Highlights of the proposed solution — Handling non-Payment
+ |nthe propesed model, there will be no "Mizmatch” in the traditional senze — hence no

question of reversal, But there is still the possibility of non-payment of taxes by the
supplier

* The current law penalizes the buyer by denying or reversing credit = but this is widely
percaived as unfalr to buyer. We understand courts have alio ruled against it

# |tis therefore recommended that the new law...

— Re-Define the criterla of a legitimate Invoice as one where Supplier has admitted Hability by
uplcading inta the partal

= Makes provisions to recover dues from the Supplier rather than penalizing buyer
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Highlights of the proposed solution — Channels of reporting

+ G5T Systam will offer multiple channels for upload and acceptance of Invoices: and filing
of returns

= Az seen in the invoice distribution, majority 91% of tax payers have fewer than S0 invoices ina
month — that is hardly 2-3 Invodces per day, Small Baxpayers wWith no autemated acoounting
systems can view and accept pending involces directly on the portal

— Siniall-MAediin I.-'|5|.|_'|.l"'|-"| 4 wilth same level of sitaimation can use E_WMM 1o
download, compare and accept pending Invoices

— Large tax payers with fully automated accounting will da the reconcibiation and accepiance
directly In thelr accounting system and upload results directly through APLs

E— |
Proposed Solution

- s ﬁ @
W Tpr s byl

by Baymr

(LR 30F A 10* By P08 Ry

»  Continuous invoice upload/ecceptance with counter parties = No cut-offs
= Remove concept-of provisional ITC

*  Nouploadingof missed invoice or modify supslisrinvoice.

* Conzequently, no mismatch or ITC reversals

I Ion
We further propose a Gradual Transition so that it ...

* Eliminate risk of adoption issues impacting tax collection

+ Provide sufficient time to stabilize the system including enhancements to improvements
to user experience based on industry feedback

+ Provide sufficient time to taxpayersto adapt to the new model — understand counter-
party behavior & data quality and implement corrective measures as reguired

+ Provide sufficient time to enable eco-system to develop tools/applications for automated
upload of sales invoice and reconciliation of purchasze invoice
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Gradual Transition to the New Model

Current Process

Vrimsitim Phase & »ransitiun Phase-B } End-State

Sulf-deciared GETR- ] Corgtinue with self- A Corgtinue with self- A= [ ——"
38 for paymeed of C* daclaad G5TA-38 for C* duclaad GETA-38 for '* ¥ ij i bl =:lb
taxes snd declaration z paymerd of tanes = oyt of taees O andd shift to GSTR.3
o ITCALiability
_ Rapldac o GETRI wath . Enabla roics
E._,A" ml:sfswv a Invcice upload Eﬁ acceptance featore & o WAl Imieks
i g o -1 for b coleulates MC sapicuscl s cepiance
oubwand supedes Joatwrus
earodica syEben
@ gererated GITR-3as Enabla filing of
@ road-anly =ymiem gererabed
decliratian. GETR-3 & & Requm
inchuding payermna
3Bva, 3 comparizon M:}
3B v, Linkdliny regent |ITC comaarod
q Lo et vl inchude mimsad
Inyoices]
| 23

Key Benefits of the proposed model

= Simplicity: Dramatically simplifies the process and reduces burden

= As established earlier, every busliness routinely compares supplier invoices with thair
purchaze books bafare releazs of paymaent. This mode| simply integrates with this
natural business process

= Carmpllance |s as simple as “reporting” their business transaction regularly and making
paymentagainsta system generated return

— In contrast, & pure System matching model with 30-40% mismatch actuallyincreasas
the burden = comparing & correcting stale transactions is lot harderthan doing it as
part of business cycle

= i i
Key Benefits of the proposed model

* Incentive Aligned : Natural alignment of incentives to both supplier and
buyer

— Supplier has to report inveices on-time - otherwise will not get paid or end-up paying
interest

— Buyer has to accept invoices an-time = otherwise will not get his/her input credit
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Key Benefits of the proposed model

* High Data Quality: Cleaner data with low level of initial “mismatch”

— As the model integrates with the natural business process between supplier and
buyer, one can expect significant improvement in data quality

— Experiance from VAT thows that majority mismateh iz due to difference in Invoica Na.
and Date. Thiz happens due te dual verzlon of same data flowing fram both parties.
Having a single version of data will reduce initial mismatch levels to a great extent

— Since incentives are aligned to business interest, there will be greater focus to upload
correct data

= e
In conclusion...

We must agree on the core principle of...

Input Tax Credit will be provided only on "matched” invoices

Any madel that increases tax payer burden, or relies on tax officer intervention is liksly to
fail.

A successful model is one which aligns with the natural business process and not make
Tax return preparation a separate function

The proposed model will result in lower compliance burden to the tax payer, higher
revenue collection and reduced edministrative burdento the officials
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Annexure9

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON ﬂ H (E) l C ;F'T é
HANDICRAFTS

Officer’s Meeting - 11,.01.2018

Terms of reference of the Committee

*To evolve a definition of handicraft goods based
on its way of manufacture and cultural and
heritage linkages

* To identify the goods under different HSN Codes
which shall be considered as handicrafts

* To identify specific issues of handicraft items and
suggest possible solutions.
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TOR 1-Definition of handicrafts

% Given the wide diversity of handicaft goods, the definition should
be sufficiently elucidative, while avoiding over or under inclusion

** The definitions used by UNESCO and other national as well as
international bedies were analyzed

“* The committee utilized Observations of Hon'ble Supreme Court on
handicraft

** Committee felt that three elements must be included
¥  Predominant use of hands,
v sufficient artistic and traditional elements, and

¥ disfinct output from machine made goods.

TOR 1-Definition of handicrafts

After several iterations, the committee arrived at the
following definition:

“Handicrafts are goods predominantly made by hand even
though some tools or machinery may also have been used in
the process; such goods are graced with visual appeal in the
nafure of ornamentation or in-lay work or some similar work
of a substantial nature; possess distincfive features, which can
be aesthetic, artistic, ethnic or cullurally attached and are
amply different from mechanically produced goods of similar
utilify™
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TOR 2- Identification of HSN for handicrafts

7+ A definition however carefully drafted, may not be able to
precisely denote all handicraft items.

% Therefore, the definition must be qualified by a list of items.
“* A starting list was obtained from the Directorate of Handicrafts.
“* This list was circulated to States inviting suggestions.

% The list of handicraft was thus prepared of 40 HSN Codes by
¥ Inclusions of suggestions in existing classifications
v Additien of specific named handicrafts

2 The Committee also felt that differential treatment for

handicrafts (rates etc) could be restricted to specified
distribution channel.

5. No Heading Item Existing
Rate
1 3406 Handcrafted candles 12
9 420222/29/3110/%0  Handbags including pouches and purses; jewellery box 12/18
SAT0232 /39
3 44140000 Woaden frames for painting, photographs, mirrors ete 18
4 4415,44219990 Carved wood products, art ware/decorative articles of wood 12

(including inlay work, casks, barrel, vats)

5 4420 Statvettes & other ormaments of wood, woed marquetry & 12
inlaid, jewallery bex, wood lathe and lacquer wark [including
lathe and lacquer work, ambadi sisal eraft]
45039090/ 50490 Art ware of cork [including articles of sholapith] 18

7 4501 ond 4602 Mats, matting and screens of vegetable material, baskerwark, 5/12
wickerwark and other articles of vegetable materials or other
plaiting material, articles of loofah (including of bambeos,
rattan, canes and other natural fibres, dry flowers (naturally
dried), articles thereof, ringal, raambaan article, shola items,
Kouna/chumthang  [water reeds) crafts, articdes of Water
hyacinth, keral mat]
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5. Mo  Heading ltem Existing Rate

8 4873 Articles made of paper mache 5

9 5407, 5609 Colr articles 5

10 57 Handmade carpets and other handmade textile floor coverings 12

(including namda /gabba)

11 58043000 Handmade lace 1 2

12 5805 Heand-woven tapesiries 12

13 580810 Hand-made braids end ernamental trimming in the piece 12

14 5810 Embroidery in the plece, in strips/in motifs 5

15 6117, 6214 Hondmade /hond embroidered shawls 5/12

16 64032040 Kolhapuri chappals and similar fostwear [ ladhaki shoes] 5/18

17 64041990 Footweaor with uppers of jute textile material 5/18

18 6802 Carved stone products (e.g., statues, statvettes, figures of 12

animals, writing sets, ashiray, candle stand)
19 ¢81S99R0 Stone art ware, stone inlay work 18
5. Nao Heading Item Existing
Rate
20 69120010/2 Tableware and kitchenware of clay and terracotta, other clay /0
0, 65120040 o viclas
a1 SFIIFOL0 Stotuettes & other ornamental ceramic articles [incl blue potteries) 12
29 7009200 Ornamental framed mirrors 18
23 F01810 Bangles, beads and small ware o/5
24 FOIBF0ID  Glass statues 18
a5 FOICC0I0 Glass art ware [ incl. pots, jars, vofive, cask, cake cover, tulip bottle, vaze ] 12/18
26 Fiisine  silver filigree work 5
27 iz Handmade imitation jewellery (incuding natural seeds, beads jewelry, 3
cardamom garland)

28 73269099 Art ware of iron 18
25 F41999 Art ware of brass, copper/copper alloys, electro plated nickel /silver 18
20 7als 9990 Aluminium art ware 18
1 8306 Bells, gongs ond like, non-electric, of base metal; stotuettes, and 12

other ornoments, of bose metal; photegroph, picture  or similar
frames, of base metal; mirrers of base metal; (including Bidriware,
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Rate

a2 22 Dhel, damau, ransingha, jhanj, taal [handmade musical instruments) o

13 940150, 940380 Furniture of bambeo, rattan and cane 12

14 240510 Honderafted lamps {including panchloga lamp) 12/18

15 2503 Dolls or ather toys made of wood or metal or textile material [incl 12
wooden toys of sawantwadi, Channapata toys, Thanjavur dell)

16 2801 Worked articles of ivary, bone, tortoise shell, horn, antlers, coral, 12
mother of pearl, seashell other animal carving material

a7 9402 Worked vegetable or mineral carving, arficles thereof, articles of 18

wax, of stearin, of notural gums er notural resins or of modelling
postes ete, (including articles of lag, shellac)

a8 2701 Hand pointings drowings and  pastels (indd Mysore  painting, 12
Rajasthan painting, Tanjore painting, Palm leaf painting etc)

19 o703 Original sculptures and statuary, in metal, stone or any other 12
materical

a0 Others (Misc) Gamocha; Posoli; Ganjifa card, (heading 2504)

Handmade goods- Committee’s observation

** Certain handmade goods do not fall in the category of handicrafts

“* Most of the items that are suggested for concession by Karnataka attract
either Nil or 5% GST rate. Only a few items attract 12 or 18%.

%* The Committee not mandated to moke any recommendation on rates.

“* The list provided by Karnataka is wide. It contains items which are also

produced mechanically in large quantity yielding significant revenue

“* Any differential rate for such handmade goods without adequate

safeguards would be prone to misuse.

“* One possible way could be to treat particular handmade products
produced and marketed exclusively by specified federations/self-help
groups on a different pedestal.
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TOR 3- Specific issues of handicrafts sector

The Committee examined issues being faced by the handicrafts sector.

+ Of pertinent note were the issues relating to drawback, rates and
market access of handicrafts.

»* These issues are being already locked into by other committees, namely,
¥ the rates by the Fitment Committee.

¥ the drawback rates by the Drawback Committee

v The export related issues by the Export committee

Thus, it was felt that not specifically being a part of the handicraft
committees mandate, no recommendations would be made on these issue

Proposals or consideration of the GST Council

¢ Approve the definition of ‘handicrafts’;

** Approve the list of handicrafts (along with HSN) as
recommended by the Committee;

* Take a decision as regards the issues identified by the
Committee for referring to the respective Committees.
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Agenda Item 2: Deemed ratification by the GST Council of Notifications, Circulars and Orders
issued by the Central Gover nment

In the 22" Meeting of the GST Council held at New Delhi on 06" October, 2017, it was
decided that the notifications, circulars and orders which are being issued by the Central Government
with the approval of the competent authority shall be forwarded to the GST Council Secretariat,
through email, for information and deemed ratification by the GST Council. Accordingly, inits 25"
Meeting, held on 1 January, 2018, the GST Council had ratified the Notifications, Circulars and
Ordersissued before the date of the said Meeting.

2. In this respect, the following Notifications and Circularsissued after 18 January, 2018 (date of
the 25" GST Council Mesting), till 05 March 2018, under the GST laws, by the Central Government,
as available on www.cbec.gov.in, are placed before the Council for information and deemed
ratification: -

Act/Rules Type Notification Nos/Circular
Nos
CGST Act/CGST Rules | Central Tax 02 to 11 of 2018
[Notification Nos. 12 and 13
of 2018 are proposed to be
issued by the Central
Government on 07.03.2018]
Central Tax (Rate) 01 to 09 of 2018
IGST Act Integrated Tax 01 of 2018
Integrated Tax (Rate) 01to 10 of 2018
UTGST Act Union territory Tax (Rate) 01 to 09 of 2018
GST (Compensation to Compensation Cess (Rate) 01 of 2018
the States) Act
Circulars Under the CGST Act 29 to 31 and 33 of 2018
3. The GST Council may grant deemed ratification to the Notifications and Circulars listed
above.
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Agenda ltem 3: Decisions of the GST | mplementation Committee (GIC) for information of the
GST Council

GIC took certain decisions between 18 January 2018 (when the 25" GST Council Megting was
held) and 05 March 2018 (before the 26" GST Council Meeting scheduled on 10 March 2018). Post the
Council Mesting, whenever there were issues which required immediate resolution, the approval of the
GST Implementation Committee was sought and consequential notifications/circulars/orders were
issued. Dueto the urgency involved, certain decisionswere taken after obtaining approval by circulation
amongst the GIC Members. The details of the decisions taken are given below:

2. Decisions by Circulation — 20 January 2018

2.1 An email was received from Commissioner, GST Policy Wing, wherein it was stated that in
view of the difficulties faced by taxpayers in filing of GSTR-3B return due to technical glitches in
GSTN, the last date for filing of GSTR-3B for December, 2017 is being extended by two daysi.e. upto
22.01.2018 with the concurrence of the GIC Members.

2.2.  Accordingly, notification No 02/2018 — Central Tax dated 20 January 2018 was issued.

3. Decisions by Circulation — 02 February 2018

3.1.  Anemail was received from Joint Commissioner, GST Policy Wing, wherein notification for
postponing the implementation of e-Way Bill Rules for both inter-Sate and intra-State movement of
Goodswasto beissued in view of the inability of taxpayersto operate the e-Way portal due to technical
glitches as reported by GSTN. This was causing difficulties and disruptions to the trade and industry.

3.2, GSTN proposed to extend the date from which e-Way bill provisions for inter-State movement
of Goods come into force to 16™ February, 2018. GIC decided that the date of coming into force of the
e-Way Bill Rules may be postponed till a date to be notified later.

3.3.  Accordingly, notification No 11/2018 — Central Tax dated 02 February 2018 was issued.

4, 12" GIC Meseting — 15 February 2018

41.  The 12" Meeting of the GIC was held at Kapvrikshain North Block on 15 December, 2018 in
which few Members participated through Video Conference. The agenda item, “proposal to set up a
Grievance Redressal Mechanism to address technical glitches in GSTN” was discussed in view of the
orders of the Hon’ble High Courts of Allahabad and Mumbai in relation to Writ Petition nos. 67/2018
and 2239/2018 respectively, relating to delay in filing of various returns and TRAN-1 due to glitchesin
GSTN and the specific direction of the Hon’ble High Court of Mumbai that a grievance redressal
mechanism be put in place to address the problems faced by the taxpayers due to glitchesin GSTN.

4.2.  After discussion, the GIC decided that afinal decision on thisagenda could be kept in abeyance
and that Member (GST), CBEC is authorised to take appropriate decision to comply with the orders of
the Hon’ble High Courts of Allahabad and Mumbai in Writ Petition Nos 67/2018 and 2230/2018
respectively relating to delay in filing of various returns and TRAN-1 due to glitchesin GSTN and to
keep penalty and fine in abeyance.

5. 13" GIC Meeting — 26 February 2018

51. The 13" GIC Meeting was held on 26 February 2018 in which few Members participated
through Video Conference. The 4 agendaitemstaken up for discussion and their outcome are asfollows:
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52 Agenda Item 1: Amendmentsin the e-Way bill rules

5.2.1. Commissioner, GST Policy Wing, CBEC, briefed about the proposed amendmentsto the e-Way
Bill Rules. He added that the same could be notified from a date to be decided | ater.

5.2.2. Themajor changes in the e-Way Bill Rules were as detailed bel ow:

Vi.

Vil.

viii.

Xi.

Transporters, Courier agencies and registered job workers may fill PART-A of FORM
EWB-01 after getting an authorisation for doing so from the registered person.

Value of exempt supply has been excluded from the consignment value.

Public conveyances have been included as amode of transport and the e-way bill in case
of movement of goods by public transport has to be generated by the consignor or the
consignee.

Impact of an addition of a new sub-rule 2A would be that in case of movement of goods
by railway, air and vessel, the e-way bill can be generated even after commencement of
movement.

Railways have been exempted from generating and carrying e-way bill with the
condition that without the production of e-way bill, railway will not deliver the goods
to the recipient.

The distance from the place of consignor to the place of transporter for which PART-B
of FORM EWB-01 may not befilled has been increased to 50 km from 10 km to handle
practical issues and to facilitate express delivery industry.

In case of trans-shipment or vehicle change, the transporter or the consignor/consignee
can assign the e-way bill to another registered or enrolled transporter who can update
the vehicle no. in PART-B multiple times.

Rule 138(7) shall come into force from a future date which provides for the transporter
to generate an e-way bill in case of inter-State movement of goods carried in asingle
conveyance by road valued at more than Rs 50,000/- and where the consignor/consignee
have not generated the e-way hill.

The consignor/consignee or the transporter now have 15 daysto fill the information in
PART-B of FORM EWB-01 as compared to 72 hours. The recipient is required to
communicate his acceptance or rejection of the e-way bill within the validity period of
the concerned e-way hill or 72 hours whichever is earlier.

Carrying e-way bill in physical form is no longer mandatory and may be carried in
electronic form.

Insert a definition of Over Dimensional Cargo (ODC) and to have a separate validity
period of e-Way bill for movement of ODC (20 km per day).

5.2.3. The GIC approved the amended eWay Bill Rules with the following
modifications/additions:

In the second proviso to Rule 138 (1) of the CGST Rules, 2017, to insert at an appropriate
place, the words “on an authorisation received from the consignor”. The FAQ to be
issued on e-Way bill would clarify that for Provisos 1 and 2 to Rule 138(1) of the CGST
Rules, 2017, an authorisation would mean an authorisation from the consignor and to the
Transporter or to the Courier company. If the Transporter or the Courier company is
generating the e-Way Bill, the authorisation of the consignor can be given in any manner
and it should only be given to the Transporter or the Courier company and no copy need
to be filed with the Tax Department. Further, the consignor would be bound by the
declaration made by the Transporter or the Courier company on behalf of the consignor.

Page 109 of 191



ii.  The word “may” shall be substituted by the word “shall” in Rule 138(2) of the CGST
Rules, 2017.

iii.  For theproviso to Rule 138(10) of the CGST Rules, 2017, afew additions would be made
in the list of ‘exceptional circumstances’ under which the Transporter may extend the
validity period of e-Way hill, namely transhipment, vehicle breakdown, vehicle accident,
and any other event that CCT, Gujarat, may suggest. Thiswould also be incorporated as
aclarification in the FAQ to be published on alater date.

iv. In Rule 138(14) (m), to insert the word “cargo” after the word ‘empty’ and before the
word ‘container’.

v. For Rule 138 (14) (k), formulation relating to ‘Defence Group’ to be worked out by the
GST Palicy Wing, CBEC in consultation with the Ministry of Defence.

vi. In the Annexure to Rule 138 for the FORM GST EWB-01, in PART B, for the entry
against B.1. i.e. “Vehicle Number for Road”, in addition to regular vehicle numbers,
entries can also be made for vehicle numbers of Defence forces, Temporary Registration
Numbers and V ehicle numbers from Bhutan and Nepal .

5.2.4. The GIC approved the proposal with minor modifications as stated in paragraph 5.2.3. The
revised e-Way Bill Rulesare at Annexure 1. Theimplementing notification No. 12/2018 — Central Tax
is proposed to be issued on 07 March 2018.

5.3. Agenda ltem 2 — Amendment in relation to transitional credit in Central Goods and Services
Tax Rules, 2017

5.3.1. Commissioner, GST Policy Wing, CBEC, stated that the last date for furnishing the detailsin
FORM GST TRAN-2 was not specified in the CGST Rules, 2017 and that the FORM was made
available on the common portal only from 11" December 2017. The Law Committee had proposed to
specify the last date for furnishing FORM GST TRAN-2 as 31% March, 2018 and to amend Rule
117(4)(b)(iii) of the CGST Rules, 2017 asfollows:

"Theregistered person availing of this scheme and having furnished the detail s of stock held by him
in accordance with the provisions of clause (b) of sub-rule (2), submits a statement in FORM GST
TRAN 2 by 31% March 2018, or within such period as extended by the Commissioner, on the
recommendations of the Council, for each of the six tax periods during which the scheme is in
operation indicating therein, the details of supplies of such goods effected during the tax period;”

5.3.2. TheGIC approved the amendment proposed in Rule 117(4)(b)(iii) of the CGST Rules, 2017.

5.3.3. Theimplementing notification No. 12/2018 — Central Tax is proposed to be issued on 07 March
2018.

54. Agendaltem 3 - Changein the declaration to be submitted in FORM GST RFD-01A

5.4.1. Commissioner, GST Policy Wing, CBEC, stated that certain registered persons were facing
difficulty in getting refunds sanctioned against applications submitted manualy in FORM GST RFD-
01A due to the requirement of submitting a declaration aong with the said form declaring that no
drawback has been claimed on goods or services or both in respect of which the refund is claimed. The
intent behind requiring a taxpayer to submit the above declaration along with the application in FORM
GST RFD-01A was to ensure that no refund was sanctioned in respect of those goods against which
drawback had also been availed from the Customs Authorities. Accordingly, it was proposed that the
said declaration may be amended as under:
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“l hereby declare that the goods exported are not subject to any export duty. | also declarethat |
have not availed any drawback of central tax on goods or services or both and that | have not
claimed refund of the integrated tax paid on suppliesin respect of which refund is claimed”

5.4.2. Commissioner, Commercial Taxes, West Bengal, stated that lot of State Tax officers were not
clear about the concept of lower rate and higher rate of drawback and the same needed to be clarified.

5.4.3. After discussion, it was agreed that to make the declaration more unambiguous, it could read as
follows:

“l hereby declare that the goods exported are not subject to any export duty. | also declare that |
have not availed any drawback of central tax, central excise or service tax on goods or services
or both and that | have not claimed refund of the integrated tax paid on supplies in respect of
which refund is claimed”

5.4.4. The GIC agreed to the revised formulation proposed in paragraph 5.4.3.

5.4.5. Theimplementing notification No. 12/2018 — Central Tax is proposed to be issued on 07 March
2018.

55.  Agenda ltem 4 — Rescinding notification No. 06/2018 — Central Tax dated 23 January, 2018

5.5.1. Commissioner, GST Policy Wing, CBEC, stated that the issue contained in the agenda item
pertainedtofiling of FORM GSTR — 5A which capturesthe details of the supplies of onlineinformation
and database access or retrieval services (OIDAR) by a person located in a non-taxable territory to a
non-taxable online recipient.

5.5.2. Hefurther stated that it was observed that as per section 20 of the IGST Act, 2017 vide which
various provisions of the CGST Act, 2017 have been made applicable to like matters in relation to
integrated tax, the provisions relating to late fee had not been made applicable [Section 20(viii) of the
IGST Act refers]. Thus, section 47 of the CGST Act levying late fee for delayed filing of returns beyond
the due date was not applicable to delayed filing of areturn under the IGST Act. Hence, no late fee was
payable for delayed filing of the return under the IGST Act. Accordingly, it was proposed that
Notification No. 6/2018 — Central Tax dated 23" January, 2018 needed to be rescinded. He further stated
that during the process of law amendment, a suitable provision would be incorporated to make returns
under the IGST Act also subject to late fees.

5.5.3. The GIC approved the proposal to rescind Notification No.6/2018-Central Tax dated 23
January, 2018.

5.5.4. Theimplementing notification No 13/2018 — Central Tax is proposed to be issued on 07 March
2018.

6. The decisions of GIC are placed for information of the Council.

*kkk*k
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Annexurel

Revised e-Way Bill Rules

“138. Information to be furnished prior to commencement of movement of goods and generation
of e-way bill. - (1) Every registered person who causes movement of goods of consignment value
exceeding fifty thousand rupees—

) in relation to asupply; or

(i) for reasons other than supply; or

(iii)  duetoinward supply from an unregistered person,
shall, before commencement of such movement, furnish information relating to the said goods as
specified in Part A of FORM GST EWB-01, electronically, on the common portal along with such
other information as may be required on the common portal and a unique number will be generated on
the said portal:

Provided that the transporter, on an authorization received from the registered person, may
furnish information in Part A of FORM GST EWB-01, electronicaly, on the common portal along
with such other information as may be required at the common portal and a unique number will be
generated on the said portal:

Provided further that where the goods to be transported are supplied through an e-commerce
operator or a courier agency, on an authorization received from the consignor, the information in Part
A of FORM GST EWB-01 may be furnished by such e-commerce operator or courier agency and a
unique number will be generated on the said portal:

Provided also that where goods are sent by a principal located in one State to a job worker
located in any other State, the e-way hill shall be generated either by the principal or the job worker, if
registered, irrespective of the value of the consignment:

Provided also that where handicraft goods are transported from one State to another by a person
who has been exempted from the requirement of obtaining registration under clauses (i) and (ii) of
section 24, the eway bill shall be generated by the said person irrespective of the value of the
consignment.

Explanation 1. — For the purposes of this rule, the expression “handicraft goods” has the meaning as
assigned to it in the Government of India, Ministry of Finance, notification N0.32/2017-Central Tax
dated the 15" September, 2017 published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part 11, Section 3, Sub-
section (i), vide number G.S.R 1158 (E) dated the 15" September, 2017 as amended from time to time.

Explanation 2.- For the purposes of this rule, the consignment value of goods shall be the value,
determined in accordance with the provisions of section 15, declared in aninvoice, abill of supply or a
delivery challan, as the case may be, issued in respect of the said consignment and also includes the
central tax, State or Union territory tax, integrated tax and cess charged, if any, in the document and
shall exclude the value of exempt supply of goods where the invoiceisissued in respect of both exempt
and taxable supply of goods.

2 Where the goods are transported by the registered person as a consignor or the recipient of
supply asthe consignee, whether in his own conveyance or ahired one or a public conveyance, by road,
the said person shall generate the e-way bill in FORM GST EWB-01 electronically on the common
portal after furnishing information in Part B of FORM GST EWB-01.
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(2A)  Wherethe goods aretransported by railways or by air or vessel, the e-way bill shall be generated
by the registered person, being the supplier or the recipient, who shall, either before or after the
commencement of movement, furnish, on the common portal, theinformationin Part B of FORM GST
EWB-01:

Provided that where the goods are transported by railways, the railways shall not deliver the
goods unless the e-way bill required under these rulesis produced at the time of delivery.

3 Where the e-way bill is not generated under sub-rule (2) and the goods are handed over to a
transporter for transportation by road, the registered person shall furnish the information relating to the
transporter on the common portal and the e-way bill shall be generated by the transporter on the said
portal on the basis of the information furnished by the registered person in Part A of FORM GST
EWB-01:

Provided that the registered person or, the transporter may, at his option, generate and carry the
e-way bill even if the value of the consignment is less than fifty thousand rupees:

Provided further that where the movement is caused by an unregistered person either in hisown
conveyance or a hired one or through atransporter, he or the transporter may, at their option, generate
the e-way bill in FORM GST EWB-01 on the common portal in the manner specified in thisrule:

Provided & so that where the goods are transported for a distance of upto fifty kilometres within
the State or Union territory from the place of business of the consignor to the place of business of the
transporter for further transportation, the supplier or the recipient, or as the case maybe, the transporter
may not furnish the details of conveyancein Part B of FORM GST EWB-01.

Explanation 1. — For the purposes of this sub-rule, where the goods are supplied by an
unregistered supplier to arecipient who is registered, the movement shall be said to be caused by such
recipient if the recipient is known at the time of commencement of the movement of goods.

Explanation 2.- The e-way bhill shall not be valid for movement of goods by road unless the
information in Part-B of FORM GST EWB-01 has been furnished except in the case of movements
covered under the third proviso to sub-rule (3) and the proviso to sub-rule (5).

(4). Upon generation of the e-way bill on the common portal, a unique e-way bill number (EBN)
shall be made available to the supplier, the recipient and the transporter on the common portal.

5). Where the goods are transferred from one conveyance to another, the consigner or the recipient,
who has provided information in Part- A of the FORM GST EWB-01, or the transporter shall, before
such transfer and further movement of goods, update the details of conveyance in the e-way bill on the
common portal in Part B of FORM GST EWB-01.

Provided that where the goods are transported for a distance of upto fifty kilometres within the
State or Union territory from the place of business of the transporter finally to the place of business of
the consignee, the details of the conveyance may not be updated in the e-way bill.

(5A) The consignor or the recipient, who has furnished the information in Part-A of FORM GST
EWB-01, or the transporter, may assign the e-way bill number to another registered or enrolled
transporter for updating the information in Part-B of FORM GST EWB-01 for further movement of
consignment:
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Provided that after the details of the conveyance have been updated by the transporter in Part
B of FORM GST EWB-01, the consignor or recipient, as the case maybe, who has furnished the
information in Part-A of FORM GST EWB-01 shall not be allowed to assign the e-way bill number
to another transporter.

(6) After eeway bill has been generated in accordance with the provisions of sub-rule (1), where
multiple consignments are intended to be transported in one conveyance, the transporter may indicate
the serial number of e-way bills generated in respect of each such consignment electronically on the
common portal and a consolidated e-way bill in FORM GST EWB-02 maybe generated by him on the
said common portal prior to the movement of goods.

@) Where the consignor or the consignee has not generated FORM GST EWB-01 and the
aggregate of the consignment value of goods carried in the conveyance is more than fifty thousand
rupees, the transporter, except railways, air and vessdl, shall, in respect of inter-State supply, generate
FORM GST EWB-01 on the basis of invoice or hill of supply or ddivery challan, as the case maybe,
and may also generate a consolidated e-way hill in FORM GST EWB-02 on the common portal prior
to the movement of goods:

Provided that where the goods to be transported are supplied through an e-commerce operator
or acourier agency, the information in Part A of FORM GST EWB-01 may be furnished by such e-
commerce operator or courier agency.

(8 The information furnished in Part A of FORM GST EWB-01 shall be made available to the
registered supplier on the common portal who may utilize the same for furnishing details in FORM
GSTR-1:

Provided that when the information has been furnished by an unregistered supplier or an
unregistered recipient in FORM GST EWB-01, he shall be informed electronicaly, if the mobile
number or the e-mail is available.

9 Where an e-way bill has been generated under thisrule, but goods are either not transported or
are not transported as per the details furnished in the e-way bill, the e-way bill may be cancelled
electronically on the common portal within twenty-four hours of generation of the e-way bill:

Provided that an e-way bill cannot be cancelled if it has been verified in transit in accordance
with the provisions of rule 138B:

Provided further that the unique number generated under sub-rule (1) shall bevalid for a period
of fifteen daysfor updation of Part B of FORM GST EWB-01.

(10)  Ane-way bill or aconsolidated e-way bill generated under thisrule shall be valid for the period
as mentioned in column (3) of the Table below from the relevant date, for the distance, within the
country, the goods have to be transported, as mentioned in column (2) of the said Table: -

Sl. No. Distance Validity period
1) 2 3

1 Upto 100 km. One day in cases other than Over
Dimensional Cargo

2. For every 100 km. or part thereof thereafter One additiona day

3. Upto 20 km One day in case of Over
Dimensional Cargo

4, For every 20 km. or part thereof thereafter One additional day in case of Over
Dimensional Cargo:
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Provided that the Commissioner may, on the recommendations of the Council, by notification,
extend the validity period of an e-way bill for certain categories of goods as may be specified therein:

Provided further that where, under circumstances of an exceptional nature, including trans-
shipment, the goods cannot be transported within the validity period of the e-way bill, the transporter
may extend the validity period after updating the details in Part B of FORM GST EWB-01, if
required.

Explanation 1. —For the purposes of thisrule, the “relevant date” shall mean the date on which the e-
way bill has been generated and the period of validity shall be counted from the time at which the e-
way bill has been generated and each day shall be counted as the period expiring at midnight of the
day immediately following the date of generation of e-way bill.

Explanation 2. — For the purposes of this rule, the expression “Over Dimensional Cargo” shall mean
acargo carried asasingle indivisible unit and which exceeds the dimensional limits prescribed in rule
93 of the Central Motor Vehicle Rules, 1989, made under the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988.

(11) Thedetails of e-way bill generated under sub-rule (1) shall be made available to the-

(a) supplier, if registered, where the information in Part A of FORM GST EWB-01 has been
furnished by the recipient or the transporter; or

(b) recipient, if registered, where the information in Part A of FORM GST EWB-01 has been
furnished by the supplier or the transporter, on the common portal, and the supplier or the
recipient, asthe case maybe, shall communicate his acceptance or rejection of the consignment
covered by the e-way bill.

(12)  Where the person to whom the information specified in sub-rule (11) has been made available
does not communicate his acceptance or rejection within seventy-two hours of the details being made
available to him on the common portal, or the time of delivery of goods whichever is earlier, it shall be
deemed that he has accepted the said details.

(13) Thee-way bill generated under thisrule or under rule 138 of the Goods and Services Tax Rules
of any State shall be valid in every State and Union territory.

(14)  Notwithstanding anything contained in this rule, no e-way bill isrequired to be generated—

(@) where the goods being transported are specified in Annexure,

(b) where the goods are being transported by a non-motorised conveyance;

(c) where the goods are being transported from the customs port, airport, air cargo complex and
land customs station to an inland container depot or a container freight station for clearance by
Customs,

(d) in respect of movement of goods within such areas as are notified under clause (d) of sub-rule
(14) of rule 138 of the State Goods and Services Tax Rulesin that particular State;

(e) where the goods being transported, as specified in the Schedule appended to notification No.
2/2017- Central tax (Rate) dated the 28" June, 2017 published in the Gazette of India,
Extraordinary, Part 11, Section 3, Sub-section (i), vide number G.S.R 674 (E) dated the 28" June,
2017 as amended from time to time, other than de-oiled cake;

(f) where the goods being transported are alcoholic liquor for human consumption, petroleum
crude, high speed diesel, motor spirit (commonly known as petrol), natural gas or aviation
turbine fuel;
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(g) where the goods being transported are treated as no supply under Schedule 111 of the Act.

(h) Where the goods are being transported—
(i) under customs bond from an inland container depot or a container freight station to a
customs port, airport, air cargo complex and land customs station, or from one customs
station or customs port to another customs station or customs port, or

(ii) any other movement that takes place under customs supervision or under customs seal.

(i) Where the goods being transported are transit cargo from or to Nepal or Bhutan.

(i) Where the goods being transported are exempt from tax under notification No. 7/2017-
Central Tax (Rate), dated 28" June 2017 and notification No. 26/2017-Central Tax.

(k) Where the goods being transported are consigned by the Defence Group under the Ministry
of Defence, Government of India;

(I) Where the consignor of goods is Government or alocal authority for transport of goods by
rail.

(m) Where empty cargo containers are being transported.

(n) Where the goods are being transported upto a distance of twenty kilometres from the place
of the business of the consignor to a weighbridge for weighment or from the weighbridge
back to the place of the business of the said consignor subject to the condition that the
movement of goods is accompanied by a delivery challan issued in accordance with rule 55.

Explanation. - The facility of generation, cancellation, updation and assignment of e-way bill shall be
made available through SM S to the supplier, recipient and the transporter, as the case may be.
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ANNEXURE

[(Seerule 138 (14)]

S. No. Description of Goods
(1) @)
1. Liquefied petroleum gas for supply to household and non

domestic exempted category (NDEC) customers

2. Kerosene oil sold under PDS
3. Postal baggage transported by Department of Posts
4. Natural or cultured pearls and precious or semi-precious

stones; precious metals and metals clad with precious metal

(Chapter 71)

5. Jewellery, goldsmiths’ and silversmiths’ wares and other
articles (Chapter 71)

0. Currency

7. Used persona and household effects

8. Coral, unworked (0508) and worked coral (9601)”;

(iii) after rule 138, the following rules shall be inserted, namely: -

“138A. Documents and devicesto be carried by a per son-in-char ge of a conveyance. -(1)
The person in charge of a conveyance shall carry—

(@) theinvoiceor bill of supply or delivery challan, as the case may be; and

(b) acopy of thee-way bill in physical form or the e-way bill number in electronic form or mapped
to a Radio Frequency ldentification Device embedded on to the conveyance in such manner
as may be notified by the Commissioner:

Provided that nothing contained in this sub-rule shall apply in case of movement of goods by
rail.”;

138B. Verification of documents and conveyances. - (1) The Commissioner or an officer empowered
by him in this behalf may authorise the proper officer to intercept any conveyance to verify the e-way
bill in physical or electronic form for al inter-State and intra-State movement of goods.

138C. Ingpection and verification of goods. - (1) A summary report of every inspection of goods in
transit shall be recorded online by the proper officer in Part A of FORM GST EWB-03 within twenty-
four hours of inspection and the final report in Part B of FORM GST EWB-03 shall be recorded within

three days of such inspection.
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(2) Where the physical verification of goods being transported on any conveyance has been done during
transit at one place within the State or in any other State, no further physical verification of the said
conveyance shall be carried out again in the State, unless a specific information relating to evasion of
tax is made available subsequently.

138D. Facility for uploading information regar ding detention of vehicle. -Where a vehicle has been
intercepted and detained for a period exceeding thirty minutes, the transporter may upload the said
information in FORM GST EWB-04 on the common portal .
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FORM GST EWB-01

(Seerule 138)
E-Way Bill
E-Way Bill No.
E-Way Bill date
Generator
Valid from
Valid until
PART-A
A.l GSTIN of Supplier
A.2 Place of Dispatch
A3 GSTIN of Recipient
A4 Place of Delivery
A5 Document Number
A.6 Document Date
A7 Value of Goods
A8 HSN Code
Reason for
A9 Transportation
PART-B
V ehicle Number for
B.1 Road
Transport Document
Number/Defence
Vehicle No./
Temporary
Registration
No./Nepal or Bhutan
B.2 Registration No.
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Notes:

N

HSN Code in column A.6 shall be indicated at minimum two-digit level for taxpayers having
annual turnover upto five crore rupees in the preceding financial year and at four digit level for
taxpayers having annual turnover above five crore rupees in the preceding financial year.
Document Number may be of Tax Invoice, Bill of Supply, Delivery Challan or Bill of Entry.
Transport Document number indicates Goods Receipt Number or Railway Receipt Number or
Forwarding Note number or Parcel way bill number issued by railways or Airway Bill Number
or Bill of Lading Number.
Place of Delivery shall indicate the PIN Code of place of delivery.
Place of dispatch shall indicate the PIN Code of place of dispatch.
Where the supplier or the recipient is not registered, then the letters “URP” are to be filled-inin
column A.1 or, asthe case may be, A.3

Reason for Transportation shall be chosen from one of the following: -

Code Description
1 Supply
2 Export or Import
3 Job Work
4 SKD or CKD
5 Recipient not known
6 Line Sales
7 Sales Return
8 Exhibition or fairs
9 For own use
0 Others
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FORM GST EWB-02
(Seerule 138)
Consolidated E-Way Bill
Consolidated E-Way Bill No.
Consolidated E-Way Bill Date
Generator

Vehicle Number

Number of E-Way

Bills

E-Way Bill Number
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FORM GST EWB-03
(Seerulel38C)
Verification Report

Part A

Name of the Officer

Place of inspection

Time of inspection

V ehicle Number

E-Way Bill Number

Invoice or Challan or Bill Date

Invoice or Challan or Bill Number

Name of person in-charge of vehicle

Description of goods

Declared quantity of goods

Declared value of goods

Brief description of the discrepancy

Whether goods were detained?

If not, date and time of release of vehicle

Part B

Actua quantity of goods

Actual value of the Goods

Tax payable

Integrated tax

Central tax

State or Union Territory tax

Cess

Page 122 of 191




Penalty payable

Integrated tax

Centra tax

State or UT tax

Cess

Details of Notice

Date

Number

|Summary of findings
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FORM GST EWB-04
(Seerule138D)
Report of detention

E-Way Bill Number

Approximate L ocation of
detention

Period of detention

Name of Officer in-charge

(if known)

Date

Time
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FORM GST INV -1
(Seerule 138A)

Generation of Invoice Reference Number

IRN:

Date:

Details of Supplier

GSTIN

Legal Name

Trade name, if any

Address

Serial No. of Invoice

Date of Invoice

Details of Recipient (Billed to)

Details of Consignee (Shipped to)

GSTIN or UIN, if
available

Name

Address

State (name and code)

Type of supply —
B to B supply
B to C supply
Attracts Reverse Charge
Attracts TCS GSTIN of operator
Attracts TDS GSTIN of TDS Authority
Export
Supplies made to SEZ
Deemed export
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: Centrd Integrat
. Pri tax State or edfgx Cess
Sr | Descri Q|U |ce |To .
) H Disco T UT tax
ption s |y nit | (pe | ta unt. if axa
N | of N r|vad an’ ble
0. | Goods uni | ue Y | valu Ra A A A A
) e o mt Ra mt Ra mt Ra mt
te |- te |- te
Freight
Insurance
Packing and Forwarding
Charges etc.
Totd
Tota Invoice Vaue (In figure)
Total Invoice Vaue (In Words)
Signature
Name of the Signatory

Designation or Status”;
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Agenda ltem 4: Review of Revenue position for the month of January and February, 2018 under
GST

In the GST Council meeting held on 18" January, 2018, revenue collection figures upto 31%
December, 2017 were placed before the Council. Table 1 and Table 2 below give the details of
revenue collected as Central Goods and Services Tax (CGST), State Goods and Servicestax (SGST)
and Integrated Goods and Services tax (IGST) collected upto 31™ January, 2018 and 28" February,
2018 including the details of funds transferred to the Centre and States on account of settlement of
funds.

Table1": GST revenuefor month of January, 2018 (Rs.incrore)
January Funds Net revenue
receipts transferred after

dueto settlement
settlement
CGST 14869 8583 23452
SGST 21536 15068 36604
IGST 44484 23651 20833
Cess 8040 8040
Total 88929
Table 2": GST revenue for month of February, 2018 (Rs.incrore)
February receipts Funds Net revenue after
transferred due settlement
to settlement
CGST 14763 11327 26090
SGST 20621 13479 34100
IGST 44325 24806 19519
Cess 8338
Total 88047

"Figures rounded to nearest whole number

Revenue Trends

2. Thedetails of State wise revenue collection figures for the month of January and February, 2018
and percentage revenue shortfall of GST collections for each month since August 2017 are given at
Annexure 1. The following revenue trends can be noted from the details given at the Annexure 1:

(i)  Trend of revenue shortfall: The average revenue shortfall of all the States for the month
of August was 28.3%. The revenue shortfall of States was 15.5% and 21.1% in January
and February, 2018 respectively.

(i)  Stateswith maximum revenue shortfall: States with revenue shortfall of more than 25%
for the month of January, 2018 as compared to monthly revenue to be protected, show the
following revenue shortfall for the month of February, 2018:
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Sl. No. Name of the State Percentage shortfall in | Percentage
January 2018 revenue | shortfall in

February 2018
revenue

1 Puducherry 47.8 48.1

2. Himachal Pradesh 41.4 50.2

3. Bihar 40.2 40.0

4. Punjab 39.3 435

5. Uttarakhand 35.5 44.6

6. Odisha 29.5 32.9

7. Chattisgarh 205 299

8. Jharkhand 205 26.6

9. Tripura 28.8 24.3

10. Jammu & Kashmir 28.5 40.8

11. Madhya Pradesh 277 28.6

(i)  States with least shortfall in revenue: The following States which showed the least
percentage shortfall (below 20%) in GST coallections for the month of January 2018 as
compared to monthly revenue to be protected show the following percentage shortfall in
February, 2018:

Sl. No. Name of the State Percentage shortfall in | Percentage
January 2018 revenue | shortfall in

February 2018
revenue

1 Nagaland -14.5 -11

2. Mizoram -2.8 -51.1

3. Andhra Pradesh -14 55

4, Maharashtra 1.9 11.9

5. Manipur 21 -29.7

6. Telangana 51 9.1

7. Delhi 5.6 20.8

8. Tamil Nadu 6.4 18.3

9. Gujarat 9.7 129
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10. Uttar Pradesh 131 18.7
11. Keraa 16.3 215
12. West Bengal 16.5 15.8
13. Sikkim 16.6 29.3
14. Rajasthan 17.3 22.7
15. Assam 17.9 20.6
16. Meghalaya 18.8 26.2
17. Goa 19.1 22.9

(iv) States showing maximum improvement revenue collection upto February, 2018: The
following States have shown the maximum improvement in February, 2018 collections as
compared to August 2017 collections:

Sl. No. | Nameof the | Percentage Per centage Percentage reduction in

State shortfall in | shortfall in | shortfall in February,

revenue in | revenue in | 2018 revenue as

August 2017 February, 2018 | compared to August

2017 revenue
1. Mizoram 477 -51.1 98.8
2. Manipur 46.6 -29.7 76.3
3. Nagaland 50.5 -1.1 51.7
4. Arunachal 42.6 -6.4 49.0
Pradesh
5. Tripura 59.4 24.3 35.1
6. Meghaaya 52.2 26.2 26.0
7. J& K 63.9 40.8 23.0
8. Andhra 279 55 224
Pradesh

9. Haryana 40.3 185 21.8
10. Assam 39.5 20.6 19.0
11. Chattisgarh 48.8 29.9 18.9
12. Telangana 27.8 9.1 18.7
13. Gujarat 315 12.9 185
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The revenue collection shown for any month in the note above, say, February has been collected in that
month as per data received from GSTN for return period of January 2018. It also includes revenue
collection on imports for the month of January 2018 collected in January itself. This data is received
from Customs through Pr. CCA office.

3. The revenue position for the month of January and February, 2018 under GST is placed for
information of GST Council.

* ok k% %
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Agendaltem 5: Accounting for provisional settlement of | GST and devolution of balance | GST at
the end of any financial year

A. Provisional settlement of IGST:

In the 25" GST Council Meeting held on 18" January, 2018, the GST Council had approved the
following after discussion on agenda item no. 2:

“(i) Out of Rs.1,35,000 crore lying in the IGST account, a sum of Rs. 35,000 crore shall be
provisionally settled between the Centre and the States. 50% of this amount shall be allocated
to the Central Government and the remaining 50% shall be provisionally distributed between
the Sates based on their share of collection of tax during the base year 2015-16.”

2. In order to implement the above decision of the GST Council, the Goods and Services Tax
Settlement of Funds Rules, 2017 has been amended as under:

2.1. In the Goods and Services Tax Settlement of Funds Rules, 2017, in rule 11, after sub-rule (2),
the following sub-rule shall be inserted, namely: -

“(3) Atany point of timein any particular financial year, the Central Government may, on
the recommendations of the Goods and Services Tax Council, provisionally settle any sum of
integrated goods and services tax collected in that particular financial year which has not been
settled so far.”

2.2.  Copy of the notification amending the Goods and Services Tax Settlement of Funds Rules, 2017
isat Annexure 1.

3. Accordingly, Rs. 35,000 crore have been provisionally settled among the States as per the
decision of the GST Council. Copy of sanction order for the sameisat Annexure 2. It may be mentioned
that the criteriafor provisional settlement, i.e. settlement on the basis of collection of tax during the base
year 2015-16 isdifferent from actual settlement which isdone onthe basis of the extent of net utilization
of IGST credit for the payment of SGST liability and the extent of B2C transactions. A provision isthus
made for the adjustment of provisional settlement of IGST done in 2017-18 referred to above as
follows: -

i) The provisional apportionment from IGST made in the year 2017-18 will be adjusted in
the year 2018-19 from the regular settlement of IGST under sections 17 and 18 of IGST
Act on the basis of the monthly returnsin ten equal installments starting from the month of
April 2018.

ii)  Thesettlement from IGST on the basis of monthly returnsin the year 2018-19 will be netted
by the amount to be adjusted by one-tenth every month and the remaining amount of
settlement will be transferred to CGST and SGST/UTGST accordingly.

B. Devolution of IGST:

4, Devolution of IGST balance available at end of any financial year: Article 269A of the
Constitution provides that the amount of IGST which is cross utilized or apportioned to the States by
way of settlement does not form part of the Consolidated Fund of India and thus would not get devolved
as per provisions of Article 270. However, the IGST balance which shall be available in the IGST
account on 31% March i.e. at the end of each financial year which has not been apportioned or cross
utilized by the end of the financial year which has not yet been settled, would form part of Consolidated
Fund of India and would be devolved as per provisions of Article 270.
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5.
years:

6.

Adjustment of | GST devolved at end of particular financial year in subsequent financial

(@ In case IGST collected in the month is more than the IGST amount to be settled, there
would not be any need to adjust the amount of IGST devolved to States.

(b) Mechanism of IGST settlement in casethe IGST collection in any month isless than
amount to be settled between Centre and States: Settlement of collections made under
IGST is done as per sections 17 and 18 of the IGST Act. In 2018-19 and in subsequent
financial years, whenever the IGST receipts are less than the amount to be settled in any
particular month,

(1) Theamount of IGST shortfall for that month shall be recouped from IGST amount
to be settled from IGST to SGST and CGST for that month in theratio 42:58 i.e.
the ratio in which funds are devolved among the States.

Explanation: For example, if in a month the total IGST collection is Rs. 40,000
crore and the total settlement requirement is Rs. 60,000 crore and thus the IGST
shortfall for the month is Rs. 20,000 crore, then, the amount shall be recouped as

follows:
IGST shortfall (Rs. in Amount recouped from settlement to be made
crore)
20,000 From Centre (58%) 0.58*20000=11,600
From States (42%) 0.42* 20000=8,400
Tota 20,000

For recouping Rs.8400 crores, the amount which shall be recouped from each State
shall be the same as the amount which each State would have received had Rs.
8,400 crores been devolved to the States.
(2) Therecouped amount in (1) above shall then be settled with the States and Centre
as per settlement requirement for that month.

Thisisfor information/approval of GST Council.
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2 THE GAZETTE OF INDIA . EXTRAORDENARY [Pauy IL--Sec N0)
s —  —— — — ——— ______ ___________J

MINISTRY OF FINANCE
| Department of Revenue)
NOTIFICATION
Neew Delhii, the 6th Febrmry, 2018

GSR M E) ~In exercise of the powers voafermed by section 53 rend Witk sestion 17 ol the
Cearal Goods mnd Services Tux Aoy, 2017 (12 of 2017), sectoons 17 aml 13 of the Inisgrated Goods aed
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Lo {1) These sules may be called e Goods mnd Secvices Tax Serdemenr of Funds {Amwodment)
Rules, 201¥,
{2) They shall come o forve om the dse of their publiction & the Oficial Geeetie.

2. In the Goods md Services Tus Sefthement of Funds Rubes, 2017, 1 nade 11, afer soboule 12), the
following subrule shall be inserned, namely: -

"t‘)l\nnymmollimhuymﬁuﬂmnunmlyur the Centrd Goverumest may, om the
fecommendatioas of the Goods and Services Tix Council, provisionally sside uny sum of Inegraied
poods il services tas collecsed in that pirticular fimnsial year which s not heen settled o fur,”
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Annexure 2

Na. 8 31013/16/2017-ST--DoR (2
Government of India

Ministry of Financa
Depanment of Revenue
[Sate Taxes Divieian)
Noth Newy Defhi

Dated the d? ary, 2018
To,
The Pr, Accounts Officer
Oio Pr. CCA, CBEC, (Cantral Accounting Autharity of GST)
¥ Floor, AGCR Buiking, |.P. Estate, New Delhi

Subject:  Sanction of Provisional / Advance

&.

Sanction of the Presidant is heres
UTs as datsled in para 4 below, lowards
Goods and Sarvices Tax (IGST) collectad
of 1GST Act. 2017, Section 11(3) of the
Rules, 2017 and in accordance wih de

of India to the States

adjusted
conssquent upon the GST Council decislon - regarding,

on 187 Janusry 2018,

2

! UTe, to he

datzids

be made wnder

from the

ssttlement of IGST lying with Govt.

regular sattloment,

¥ conveyed for transfer of funds 1o e Statess
provielenal / advance settiement of Integrated
&nd lying with the Cantra In terrms of Section 17
Gecde end Servicee Tax Settlement of Funds
cizion of the GST Councll In #s 25" meeting held

The lunctienal hesds of accounts under which the amount is 16 be transferres from
IGST to SGST / UTGSY are urrder consideration
an intarim measure, the aforessid transier may
used for monthly apportionment of IGST o the
mentcned against sach State /UT, as per following

of the Olo CGA / CRAG. Therefore, as
ihe functional heads {being
basis of Relurns of faxpayers) as

{Amaunt in Rg, crove)

’ W“fm Amount of
(existing 8 monthily
State Name of the mocount for monthly PT&:: J ::m to be
Code State / UT Apportionment of Settfament | Sciveted during
v IGST to States / April 2018 to
UTs) 2018 |
(a} (b) (e {d) (&)
1 Jammi and Kashmir | 0008.02 853 01.00 209.00 20,90
2 Himachal Pradesh | 0008.02.953.02.00] 18900 15.90
3 Punjab 0008.02.953.03.00| 63300 B83.30
< Chandigarh Q00B.02056.04.00| 84.00 840 I
5 Uttarakhand 00DB 02 853 05 00 217.00 2370 |
5 Haryane 0035,02 953.06.00]  667.00 85.70
7 Dehl 0008.02.853.07.00 73500 7350
g Fajeathen 0008.02.953.08.00| 751.00 7510 |
9 Utlar Pracesn 000&5.953.09.(1) 1450.00 146.00
10 Bihar QD08 02 ©53.10.00 552.00 56.20
11 Slkkim 0008.02.853.11.00 11.00 1.10
12 Arurachal Pragdesh 0008.02.953.12.00 11.00 1.10
13 _MNagaland 0008.02.85313.00]  17.00 1.10
14 Manipur 0008 02 853.94.00 15.00 150 \
15 Mizoram 0008,02.853.15.00 8.00 !

Page 136 of 191

0.80 ‘
Eg -Q “M-M» *i



-l-

18 Tripura 0008.02.953.16.C0 35.00 350

17 Meghaiaya 0008.02.953.17.00| 2800 2,80
18 Assam 0008.02.963.16.00] 26200 26.20
18 West Bangal 0008 02 963.1800] 879.00 87.90
20 Jharkhand 0008.02.953.2000] 281.00 25.10
21 Odisha 0008 0295321 00| 48200 48.20
22 Chhatiisgarn 0008029532 00| 322 00 2.2
23 Madhya Pradesh 0008,02.053.23.00 671.00 87 10
24 Gujerat 0008.02. 8532400 | 1263 00 126.30
25 Daman and Diu 0008.02.256.25.00 | 28.00 230

|28 | Dedra and Nagar Havell | 0008.02.656.26.00 |  34.00 3.40
27 Mahgarashire 0008.02.953.27.00 | 264800 26480
28 Karnataka 0006.02.863.28.00 1 1562 00 158.20
30 Goa 0008.02.855.30.00| ©5.00 9.50
31 Lakehadweep 0008 02.956.31.00 0.00 0.00
32 Kerala 0008.02853.3200| 738.00 7360
33 Tamil Nadu 0008.02.953 33.00 | 1304.00 130.40
34 Puduchey 0008.02852.3400| 4800 4.80
35 | Andaman & Nicodar Iskands | D008.02 856 35 00 5.00 0.50
% Tesangana 0008028533500  705.00 70.50
37 Anvdhes Pradesh D008.02.952.37.00 | 58900 58.90

Total 17500.00 | 1750.00

3. The Fr. AO. Ole Pr. CCA, CBEC, may transfar the funds 10 the States / UTs as
detalied in para 2 of the sanction above by Esue of Inter Government Advics to the
Reserve Bank of indla.

4. After the opening of the new lunctiana! heads of Accounts for Previsional/Advance
Sattlement of IGST, the amount may be eccountsd for in the correct head of Account by
making e Transfer Entry.

5. The provimonal/advancs seiternant from IGST made in the year 201718 wil be
adjusted in the year 2078-10 from the ragular setiement of IGST under Section 17 of the
IGST Agi, 2017 on the bass of manthly ratums In %29 equal instalmants starting from the

month of April 2018 (a8 per coiurmn () of the Table at para 2 sbove).
%@3@1&

(3. R Meensa)
Under Secretary to the Govt of Inda
Tel ~230% 2978

Copy tor

Pr. CCA, CBEC with a request for furthar necessary action

Pr. Sacretary / Secreiary (Finance) of the coacemed Stase / UT.
Joirt Secretary (TRU-I), CBEC

Cammissicner {Commercis! Taxes) of the concamad State UT
Ascourtant General of the concerned State | UT,

Diractor {Budgsat), Department of Economic Affairs

Director (IFU-II}), Dapartment of Revenus.

Urrder Secratary (State Taxae-ll), Daparimant of Revenue

VY YV¥Y¥VVYVYY

%k %k k kk
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Agenda ltem 6: Amendmentsto Anti-profiteering Rules

Chairman, National Anti-profiteering Authority vide DO letter dated 12" February, 2018 had
proposed certain amendments to Anti-profiteering Rules. The changes proposed by the Chairman,
National Anti-profiteering Authority were circulated amongst the Members of the Law Committee for
their comments. The comments/ suggestions received from the Law Committee Members were further
deliberated upon in the Ministry and certain changes were approved. The agreed changes to the Anti-
profiteering Rules and the rational e therefor are summarized below:

(i) Rule 125: Instead of ADG Safeguards working as the Secretary to the Authority, it is being proposed
that an officer not below the rank of Additional Commissioner shall be posted by the Board to the DG
Safeguards whose services shall be placed at the disposal of the Authority and such officer shall work
as Secretary to the Authority. As the officer would exclusively deal with matters relating to anti-
profiteering, the functioning of the Nationa Anti-profiteering Authority would be facilitated by this
provision.

(ii) Rule 129(6): As per thisrule, the DG Safeguards shall compl ete the investigation within a period of
3 months of the receipt of the reference from the Standing Committee. Presently, the power to grant
extension of time, not exceeding afurther period of 3 months, for completion of investigations lies with
the Standing Committee. This power is proposed to be given to the Authority as, under the Act, the
National Anti-profiteering Authority is the body responsible for implementation of the provisions of
section 171. Also, under the rules made thereunder, the Authority is required to furnish a performance
report to the Council at the close of each quarter.

(iii) Rule 133: This rule deals with examination of the report of the DG Safeguards by the Authority
and passing orders in regard to anti-profiteering. Two sub-rules are proposed to be added to this rule to
empower the Authority to refer the matter to DG Safeguards for further investigations where, pursuant
to examination of the report of DG Safeguards, the Authority feels that further investigation is called
for in the matter in accordance with the provisions of the Act and the rules.

(iv) Rule 134: This rule provides that if the Members of the Authority differ in opinion on any point,
the point shall be decided according to the opinion of the majority. It is being proposed that in the event
of the equality of votes, the Chairman shall have the second or casting vote. Thiswill facilitate decision-
making. Also, an amendment is being made to the effect that a minimum of three Members of the
Authority shall constitute the quorum at its meetings.

(v) Presently, in the Explanation to the Anti-Profiteering Rules, the definition of ‘interested party’
includes a supplier/ recipient of goods or services under the proceedings. The definition is being
amended to include ‘any other person, organization or entity alleging that a registered person has not
passed on the benefit of reduction in the rate of tax on any supply of goods or services or the benefit of
input tax credit to the recipient by way of commensurate reduction in prices’. This is necessary because,
under rule 128, apart from suppliers / recipients and the Commissioner, any other person can file an
application aleging that a registered person has not passed on the benefit of reduction in the rate of tax
on any supply of goods or services or the benefit of input tax credit to the recipient by way of
commensurate reduction in prices.

3. The proposed amendments have been carried out in the text of the Anti-profiteering Rules in
track change mode (deletions in strike-through and additions in red) and the same is placed bel ow:

(i) Rule 125. Secretary to the Authority. - The-Additional-Director General-of Safeguards-under-the
Board-shall-bethe Secretary-to-the-Audthority: The services of an officer not below the rank of Additional
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Commissioner working in the Directorate General of Safequards shall be placed at the disposal of the
Authority and such officer shall work as Secretary to the Authority.

(ii) Rule 129. Initiation and conduct of proceedings.- Sub-rule (6) The Director Genera of
Safeguards shall complete the investigation within a period of three months of the receipt of the
reference from the Standing Committee or within such extended period not exceeding a further period
of three months for reasons to be recorded in writing as may be alowed by the Standing-Committee
Authority and, upon completion of the investigation, furnish to the Authority, a report of its findings
aong with the relevant records.

(iii) Rule 133. Order of the Authority.- New sub-rule (4) If the report of the Director General of
Safeguards referred to in sub-rule (6) of rule 129 recommends that there is no contravention of the
provisions of section 171 or these rules, but the Authority is of the opinion that further investigation is
called for in the matter, it may refer the matter to the Director General of Safeguards to cause further
investigations in accordance with the provisions of the Act and these rules.

New sub-rule (5) If the report of Director General of Safeguards referred to in sub-rule (6) of rule 129
recommends that thereis contravention of the provisions of section 171 or these rules, and the Authority
is of the opinion that further inquiry is called for, it may refer the matter to the Director General of
Safeguards to inquire into such contravention in accordance with the provisions of the Act and these
rules.

(iv) Rule 134. Decision to betaken by themajority. - New sub-rule (1) A minimum of three Members
of the Authority shall constitute the guorum at its meetings.

(2) If the Members of the Authority differ in opinion on any point, the point shall be decided according
to the opinion of the majority of the Members present and voting, and in the event of an equality of
votes, the Chairman shall have second or casting vote.

(V) Explanation. - (c) “interested party” includes-

a. suppliers of goods or services under the proceedings; and

b. recipients of goods or services under the proceedings; and

C. any other person, organisation or entity alleging that a registered person has not passed on the
benefit of reduction in the rate of tax on any supply of goods or services or the benefit of input tax
credit to the recipient by way of commensurate reduction in prices.

4, The GST Council may approve the amendments proposed in par agr aph 3 above subject to such
modifications of drafting as may be carried out by the Ministry of Law and Justice at the time of vetting.

kkkk*k
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Agenda ltem 7: Grievance Redressal Mechanism in GST regimein light of recent judgements of

Hon’ble High Courts of Allahabad and M umbai

Pursuant to the orders of Hon’ble High Court of Allahabad and Mumbai in the case of M/s

Continental India (P) Ltd. and M/s Abicor Binzel Technoweld regarding TRAN-1s which could not be
filed by taxpayers dueto glitchesin GSTN, it is proposed to set up a grievance redressal mechanism to
address the following broad issues:

a)

b)

d)

Where an IT related glitch has been identified as the reason for failure of a class of taxpayer in
filing of areturn or a form within the time limit prescribed in the law and there are collateral
evidences available to establish that the taxpayer has made bonafide attempt to comply with the
process of filing of form or return, GST Council may delegate power to the IT Grievance
Redressal Committee to recommend to the GSTN that the procedure for filing of the return or
form be alowed to be completed deeming that the condition of filing of form or return within
the limitation prescribed in law or rule has been satisfied.

Where an IT related glitch has been identified as the reason for failure of ataxpayer in filing of
areturn or form prescribed in the law, the consequentia fine and penalty would also be required
to be waived. GST Council may delegate power to the IT Grievance Redressal Committee to
recommend waiver of fine or penalty, in case of an emergency, to the Government in terms of
section 128 of the CGST Act, 2017 under such mitigating circumstances as are identified by the
Committee. All such notifications waiving fine or penalty shall be placed before GST Council.
Where adequate time is available, the issue of waiver of fee and penalty shall be placed before
the GST Council with recommendation of the IT-Grievance Redressal Committee.

In cases of M/s Abicor Binzel and M/s Continental India (P) Ltd., the order of the Hon’ble High
Courts of Bombay and Allahabad has been accepted after verification of the facts of the case.
Affidavits have been accordingly filed in the Courts. Similar order in case of M/s Rasik Products
(P) Ltd. is pending acceptance and approval. GST Council may approve the implementation of
these three orders and del egate the power to accept or otherwise any High Court order in future
in terms of the proposed grievance redressal mechanism, after due verification of facts.

2. A detailed suggested outline of the proposed Grievance Redressal Mechanism is enclosed as
Annexure-A for approva of the GST Council.
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Annexure-A

Proposed Grievance Redressal M echanism

1. Introduction

11 It is proposed to put in place an IT-Grievance Redressal Mechanism, where owing to glitches
in GSTN, relief needsto be given to a section of taxpayers such as alowing filing of any Form or Return
prescribed in law or amending any Form or Return already filed.

12 Where an IT related glitch has been identified as the reason for failure of aclass of taxpayer in
filing of areturn or aform within the time limit prescribed in the law and there are collateral evidences
available to establish that the taxpayer has made bonafide attempt to comply with the process of filing
of form or return, GST Council may delegate power to the IT Grievance Redressal Committee to
recommend to the GSTN that the procedure for filing of the return or form be allowed to be compl eted
deeming that the condition of filing of form or return within the limitation prescribed in law or rule has
been satisfied.

2. Scope

Problems which are proposed to be addressed through this mechanism would essentialy be
those which relate to Common Portal (GSTN) and affect alarge section of taxpayers. Where the problem
relatesto individual taxpayer, due to localised issues such as non-availability of internet connectivity or
power or aspecific system (common portal) behaviour for the taxpayer, this mechanism shall not apply.

3. IT-Grievance Redressal Committee

Any issue which needs to be addressed through this mechanism shall be identified by GSTN
and approved by a Committee consisting of three members, namely — CEO (GSTN), DG (Systems),
CBEC and athird member from any State nominated by Secretary, GST Council. This Committee shall
be called IT Grievance Redressal Committee.

4. Suggesting solutions

The Committee shall suggest solution to the problem and steps to be taken to resolve the same.
These steps may include directionsto GSTN or the field officers for resolving the issue.
5. Nodal officers and submission of application

(@) GSTN, Central and State government would appoint nodal officers in requisite number to
address the problem a taxpayer faces due to glitches, if any, in the Common Portal. Thiswould
be publicized adequately.

(b) Taxpayer shall make application to these officers where there was a demonstrabl e glitch on the
Common Portal in relation to identified issue due to which the due process as envisaged in law
could not be completed on the common portal.

(c) Such an application shall be enclosed with evidences as may be needed for an identified issueto
establish bonafide attempt on part of the taxpayer to comply with the due process of law.

(d) These applications shall be forwarded to GSTN who would on receipt of
application, after identifying theissue involved therein, forward the same to the
IT Grievance Redressal Committee for decision.
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6. ldentified issue and resolution ther eof

() States and Centre may bring any issue identified as above to the notice of GSTN where they are
of the view that it affects a large section of the taxpayers and their grievance needs to be
addressed.

(b) On receipt of the identified issue from GSTN, based on the application and the evidences
adduced by the taxpayer, IT-Grievance Redressal Committee shall decide the procedure to
resolve theissue. The decision of the I T- Grievance Redressal Committee, on theissue, shall be
implemented by GSTN or the CGST/SGST nodal officer or both within 15 days.

(c) The decision taken in relation to the application of the taxpayer would be centralized at DG
(Systems) and the decision shall be communicated electronicaly to GSTN and the field officer
concerned by DG (Systems), where the implementation needs such a step.

7. Legal issues

(@) WheretheIT Grievance Redressal Committee has proposed arelief as stated in paragraph 1.2,
the same shall be placed before the GST Council directly at the earliest for ratification.

(b) Wherean IT related glitch has been identified as the reason for failure of ataxpayer infiling of
areturn or form prescribed in the law, the consequential fine and penalty would also be required
to be waived. GST Council may delegate power to the IT Grievance Redressal Committee to
recommend waiver of fine or penaty, in case of an emergency, to the Government in terms of
section 128 of the CGST Act, 2017 under such mitigating circumstances as are identified by the
Committee. All such notifications waiving fine or penalty shall be placed before GST Council.

(c) Where adequate time is available, the issue of waiver of fee and penalty shall be placed before
the GST Council with recommendation of the IT-Grievance Redressal Committee.

8. Acceptance and I mplementation of High Court Orders

In cases of M/s Abicor Binzel and M/s Continental India (P) Ltd., the order of the Hon’ble High
Courts of Bombay and Allahabad has been accepted after verification of the facts of the case. Affidavits
have been accordingly filed in the Courts. Similar order in case of M/s Rasik Products (P) Ltd. ispending
acceptance and approval. GST Council may approve the implementation of these three orders and
delegate the power to accept any High Court order in future in terms of the proposed Grievance
Redressal Mechanism, after due verification of facts.

9. Mechanism for addressing problem of stuck TRAN-1sand Return filing

GSTN has proposed a mechanism (enclosed as Annexur e-B) for implementation of High Court
Order in the case of M/s Abicor Binzel Technoweld and M/s Continental India (P) Ltd. to enable the
taxpayer to file GSTR-3B return and at the same time ensure that the credit flowing from TRAN 1 which
isnot digitally signed is not used by the taxpayer till thetime theissueis resolved. The same mechanism
may be also approved by the GST Council to be followed in all similar cases.
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Annexure-B

11 For those taxpayers who filed TRAN-1 initialy with digital signature/e-verification, and later
on revised and submitted, but never filed with digital signature/e-verification successfully, the status of
TRAN-1 shall be reversed to ‘not submitted’ and the incremental credit calculated basis the net
difference of credit being carried forward from revision and the credit claimed initially during first time
filing of TRAN-1, will be reversed.

12 For those taxpayers, who had submitted TRAN-1 initially, and later on after revision again
submitted it but not filed, the status of TRAN-1 will be set to not submitted and the entire credit carried
forward through Form TRAN-1 from both initia filing and revised filing shall stand reversed.

13 For those taxpayers, who have submitted TRAN-1 only once but not filed under their digita
signature/EV C, the status of TRAN-1 will be set to not submitted and entire Input Tax Credit shall be
reversed.

14 For all these taxpayers, to carry forward their credit from previous regime, their issues will be
taken up in terms of the IT Grievance Redressal Mechanism proposed at Annexur e-A.

15 For the above-mentioned category of TRAN-1 status for taxpayers, who do not have sufficient
Input Tax Credit in their ITC ledger for reversal, a liability to an extent of the amount liable to be
reversed basistheir statusin the aforementioned three categories at paral.1to 1.3 above, shall be posted
totheir liability register part A along with the other liabilities of that tax period. Thisadditional liability
shall however, not be visible separately to the taxpayers while the entry shall be maintained in a separate
table in the database.

16 The taxpayers, who are aggrieved of the reasons mentioned above, may be allowed selectively
to file TRAN-1, subject to instructions received from the I T-Grievance Redressal Committee to GSTN
Nodal officer.

1.7 Approval may aso be accorded to GSTN that any late fee incurred due to above reasons, may
be reversed to the respective tax heads of the cash ledger of taxpayer, after taxpayer makes the payment
and sets off dl the liabilities.
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Agenda Item 8: Extension of suspension of rever se charge mechanism under section 9(4) of the
CGST Act, 2017, section 5(4) of the | GST Act, 2017 and section 7(4) of the UTGST Act, 2017 and
provisionsreating to TDS (section 51) and TCS (section 52)

The GST Council in its 22™ Meeting held on 06 October, 2017 recommended that the reverse
charge mechanism (RCM) under section 9(4) of the CGST Act, 2017, section 5(4) of the IGST Act,
2017 and section 7(4) of the UTGST Act, 2017 shall remain suspended till 31.03.2018.

2. Accordingly, the operation of the provisions was suspended till 31.03.2018 vide notification
No. 38/2017-Central Tax (Rate), dated 13.10.2017, notification No. 32/2017-Integrated Tax (Rate),
dated 13.10.2017 and notification No. 38/2017- Union Territory Tax (Rate), dated 13.10.2017
respectively.

3. In this regard, the Law Review Committee, in its report dated 04.01.2018, had recommended
the following: -

“1.2. Section 9(3) to be amended to provide power to GST Council to extend this provision
to specified class of taxable persons. In case at a later stage it is considered necessary that the
suppliesfroma class of or all unregistered suppliers need to be charged on reverse charge basis,
the power can be exercised.

13. Such a provision in the case of persons opting for composition scheme to be provided

in the law itself.

14. Section 9(4): In view of the proposed amendment to 9(3), we may omit 9(4) but retain

a power under 9(3) for collection of information based on PAN, Aadhaar or any other such

identifier.
15. In theinterim, till the law is amended, the provisions of section 9(4) may be kept in
abeyance.”

4, Accordingly, this proposal formed part of the Agenda containing the proposals for amending

the CGST Act, 2017 and was placed before the GST Council in its 25" Meeting held on 18 January
2018 as below.

Gist of Issue Relevant Proposal
Section/Rule
Payment on reverse | Sections 9(4) | Section 9(4) and 5 (4) may be modified asfollows:
chargebasis: of CGST Act
Payment on reverse|and 5(4) of Enabling power to be given to the Government to
charge basis on account | IGST Act impose RCM on class of persons as recommended by the
of purchase from Council;
unregistered supplier
under section 9 (4) of the Compulsory RCM for composition dedlers,
CGST Act and 5 (4) of
the IGST Act should be Details of suppliesreceived from unregistered persons
omitted to be captured on the basis of PAN /Aadhaar in the
return.

5. The same was approved in principle by the GST Council. Further, the proposal was discussed
in the joint meeting of the Law Review Committee and the Law Committee held on 18 February 2018.
However, the final proposals for law amendments are yet to be finally approved and recommended by
the Council. Thus, inthe meantime, it is submitted that the extant provisions of section 9(4) of the CGST
Act, 2017, section 5(4) of the IGST Act, 2017 and section 7(4) of the UTGST Act, 2017 may remain
suspended till 30.09.2018.
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Tax Deduction at Source (TDS) / Tax Collection at Source (TCS)

6. The provisions relating to TDS and TCS under sections 51 and 52 of the CGST Act, 2017
respectively have not yet been notified. The Central Government vide notification No. 33/2017-Central
Tax, dated 15.09.2017, had appointed 18.09.2017 as the date from which the provisions of sub-section
(1) of section 51 of the CGST Act shall come into force with respect to persons specified under clauses
(a) and (b) of the said sub-section, aswell asthe persons notified under clause (d) of the said sub-section.
Further, the notification also specified the category of persons under clause (d) of the said sub-section.
Further, the GST Council, in its 22" meeting held on 06.10.2017, recommended that the
deduction/collection of tax shall commence from 01.04.2018.

7. The Law Review Committee initsreport recommended that the provisionsrelatingto TDS/TCS
may be kept in abeyancetill the system stabilises. Hence, it is proposed that the provisions may be kept
suspended for a further period of six months, that is, until 30.09.2018.

8. Hence, it is proposed that the provisions of reverse charge mechanism under sections 9(4) of
the CGST Act, 2017, 5(4) of the IGST Act, 2017 and 7(4) of the UTGST Act, 2017 and TDS/TCS may
be kept in abeyance for afurther period of six months, until 30.09.2018.

0. Accordingly, the GST Council may approve the proposal contained in paragraph 8 above.
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Agenda ltem 9: Minutes of the 6" and 7" M eeting of Group of Ministers(GoM) on I T Challenges
in GST Implementation for information of the Council and discussion on GSTN issues

The Group of Ministers (GoM) constituted to monitor and resolve the IT chalenges faced in
implementation of GST met for its 6" and 7" Meeting on 17 January 2018 and 24 February 2018 at
Bengaluru and New Delhi respectively under the Convenorship of Shri Sushil Modi, Hon’ble Deputy
Chief Minister, Bihar.

2. The first meeting of GoM was held on 16 September 2017. In the first meeting, the GoM had
identified 47 items (48 items out of which one item was repeated twice) for time bound resolution. The
resolution of these priority items was reviewed in detail by GoM in the second meeting (held on
04/10/2017), third meeting (held on 28/11/2017), the fourth meeting (held on 18/11/2017), the fifth
meeting (held on 16/12/2017) and the sixth meeting (held on 17/01/2018). The seventh meeting (held
on 24/02/2018) was devoted to review of recommendations of Committee on Return Filing and e-way
bill implementation.

3. The Minutes of the 1%, 2™ and the 3'9, 4" and the 5" Meeting were placed before the Council
for information in the earlier Council Meetings. The conclusions drawn in the 61 and the 7" Meeting of
the GoM are asfollows:

3.1. The6™" Meeting of GoM

i It is observed that progress has been good and Infosys has done good work and most of
things have improved considerably. People have got used to GSTR-3B and that complaints
have reduced

ii.  ThePhase?2 of GST, i.e. implementation of e-way bill system should be proper. People are
apprehensive about the same and hence every care should be taken to ensure smooth
rollout. Awareness programs should be conducted.

iii.  The phase 3 of GST implementation is matching of invoices and will be finalized after
discussions with GST Council.

iv.  Even though the filing percentage of Returns was increasing, however it was not getting
converted into revenue and there was urgent need to analyse the issue. The decrease in
revenue over period of timeisamagjor concern and reasons for the same may be analysed.

V. Composition taxpayers need to be monitored since the tax paid by them is very small.

vi. TheMISfor Model 2 States are very important and should be made available on priority.

vii.  There should be filter based query and designated officers should be able to generate such
reportson their own rather than asking GSTN to generate the same. For each Model 2 State,
a senior officer should be authorized to generate such reports based on various filters and
GSTN should make arrangements for the same.

viii. Ananalysisof the probable impact on the current system (in terms of re-engineering it) in
the event of the proposal regarding amendment to the return process being adopted should
be done.

iX.  The next meeting will be in first week of April and feedback from States may be taken
regularly to improve system.

X. A meeting of the IT Committee should be held before the next meeting of the Group

3.2.  The7" Meeting of GoM

3.21 Remarkson Recommendations of the Committee on Return Filing
I The GSTR 1/2/3 Modd failed and taxpayers were put to inconvenience. Therefore, if a
new system is being proposed for reducing the number of returns, then adequate
precautions need to be taken before implementation.
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ii.  Thefocusshould be on simplicity of design and usage without any rigidity. Fraudsare not
avoidable but system should have provisions to monitor through dashboards and reports.
The system should be such that fraudulent seller is captured real time or at the earliest and
should be punished.

iii.  During the discussion, one view emerged as per which no provisional input tax credit
should be provided but that buyers should not be made responsible for acts of sellers and
sellers should be punished for not paying tax. Sellers having genuine difficulty in business
should be differentiated from those willfully defaulting on taxes. Collusion and connivance
between seller and buyers must be detected and action taken as per law.

iIv.  The other view was based on current provisions of law and that in VAT laws of majority
of States, asper which seller’s tax payment should be linked to the buyer getting provisional
credit.

V.  There were divergent views in the meeting and no clarity emerged, hence the decision

would be |eft to the GST Council for adoption of final Model of Return filing.

3.2.2 Statusof implementation of e-way Bill.

4.

i E-way bill system should be implemented after proper testing and completion of all
required activities. Since EWBS implementation had to be postponed from February 1, 2018
due to performance issues, now specid care should be taken to avoid the same issues, ensure
proper testing and see that the system is accessible and availableto al the users on the new date
of rollout.

ii. After due discussion, considering the end of the current financial year, it was decided
that the system may be implemented from April 1, 2018 for Inter-State only. Till then taxpayers
may be allowed to generate e-way bills on trial basis and system may be tested on all accounts
like load, integration and application testing.

iii. It was also decided that e-way bill system may be implemented for intra-State in small
lots after the Inter-State fully stabilizes.

The Minutes of the 6™ and the 7" M eeting of the GoM held on 17 January 2018 and 24 February

2018 respectively are placed before the Council for information as Annexure A and Annexure B.
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Annexure A
Minutes of the 6" Meeting of GoM held on January 17, 2018 at Bengaluru, K arnataka

In pursuance of decision taken in the 21% Meeting of GST Council held on 9" September 2017
at Hyderabad, a Group of Ministers (GoM) was constituted to monitor and resolve the IT challenges
faced in implementation of GST.

2. The first meeting of GoM was held on September 16, 2017 where the GoM had identified 47
items (48 items out of which one item was repeated twice) for time bound resol ution. In the 3" meeting,
8 more items were added to this list, which was reviewed by the GoM in its subsequent meetings. The
sixth meeting of GoM was held on January 17, 2018. Thelist of priority items and FORM S with status
asonJanuary 17, 2018, asreviewed by GoM is attached as Annexur e 1 and Annexur e 2 to the Minutes
of 6" GoM M eeting respectively.

3. The sixth meeting was attended by the following Hon’ble Members of GoM.
Sl. No. Name Designation
1 Shri Sushil Kumar Modi [Hon’ble Deputy Chief Minister, (Convenor of GoM
Bihar
2 Shri Krishna Byregowda |Hon’ble Minister for Member, GoM
Agriculture, Karnataka

4. Shri Shashi Bhushan Behera, Hon’ble Minister for Finance, Odisha, Shri Amar Agarwal,
Hon’ble Minister for Commercial Taxes, Government of Chhattisgarh and Shri Etela Rajendar, Hon’ble
Finance Minister, Telangana could not attend due to other pressing engagements.

5. Thelist of officers who attended the GoM meeting from CBEC/States, GSTN and Infosysis at
Annexur e 3 to the Minutes of the 6™ GoM Meeting.

6. The agenda items discussed in the meeting are as follows:
[ E-way Bill System Update:

7 NIC presented status of e-Way Bill project implementation, highlights of which are given

i. Training of Master trainers of all States has been completed for e-way Bill system and
regular VCs are conducted to resolve the queries of Tax officers. As far as training of
Master trainers of CBEC is concerned, training of one lot was conducted at Bengaluru and
the second one is scheduled on 18" January 2018 at NACIN, Faridabad.

ii. Thee-Way Bill systemisenabled for inter-State as well asintra-State transactions.

iii. A centralized Helpdesk has been made operationa for taxpayers. It is the same hel pdesk
number as that of GST.

iv. The new hardware has been installed a Delhi data center of NIC and software
loading/testing isin progress.

v. Theportal has been opened for trial by stakeholders from all StatesUTs.

vi. Integration with NSDL and UID databases is going on and is expected to be completed by
21% of January, 2018.
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7.1 Highlights of the discussions, which followed the presentation are given below.

Vi.

Vii.

viii.

Hon. Convenor asked to provide details of Helpdesk such as mail id/ phone numbers of
NIC helpdesk and GST Helpdesk in advertisementsissued for e-way Bill system for benefit
of taxpayers. Presently only CBEC details are provided in advertisements.

Shri Arun Mishra, Additional Secretary, Bihar requested to inform about failure of
reporting by officers and truck owner in the e-way bill system. NIC informed that the
facility of Form 3 and Form 4 dealing with this subject are already available on the e-way
bill portal.

Hon. Convenor asked about reports available in e-way bill system. NIC informed that
reports related with e-way bill generation by supplier/receiver/transporter are available in
system and also 15 days live datais available to Joint Commissioner level officer of State.
Hon Convenor asked to provide thislive datafor validity period of e-way bill by extending
the 15 days period.

Hon. Convenor remarked that since there were lot of issues a the time of GST
implementation, the taxpayers are apprehensive about e-way bill system and special care
should be taken in creation of awareness and hel pdesk should have updated information to
be provided to taxpayers.

CEO GSTN suggested that rollout of e-way bill should be done in staggered manner with
inter-state first for a month thereafter intra-state e-way bill system should be implemented.
Hon. Convenor while agreeing in principle to this suggestion, added that this can only be
recommendatory and as such subject to the decision of the Council in thisregard. He also
asked States/ CBEC to designate one Nodal officer and to resolve issues related with e-way
bill system.

NIC informed that mobile numbers of 1,50,000 registrants are not in database provided by
GSTN. GSTN should quickly provide details to NIC.

Commissioner, Karnataka shared experience of e-way Bill system implementation since
September 2017 and requested that it may be implemented in stages. He agreed to share
note about experience in e-way Bill system implementation in Karnataka with al States.
He further suggested that in the initial stages, focus should be more on education of the
stakeholders.

CEO, GSTN suggested that the trial period should be extended to one month as period of
15 daysisnot sufficient.

Hon. Convenor suggested that e-way bill system should be linked with “VAHAN”
databases of MORTH to validate vehicle details entered by the user. On this CEO, GSTN
informed that “VAHAN” database is not fully live. However, NIC is working to make it
live by linking all RTOs. After that e-way bill system will validate the vehicle details from
“VAHAN” of MoRTH.

The need to provide officers’ credentials on the system was also highlighted.

Il. GST Portal update:

8. Before start of presentation on GST portal system, Hon. Convenor gave following opening

remarks.
i.

The pace of resolution of issues had dowed down in the month leading upto the meeting
while there was good progress in the preceding month.

The issues pending from 3 and 4" GoM meetings should be resolved on priority.

The timeline about readiness of backend functionalities should be shared by Infosys'GSTN
MIS for Model 2 States as promised in earlier meeting has not been rolled out by Infosys.
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vi.

Vii.

viii.

Xi.

Xii.
Xiii.
XiV.

XV.

XVi.
XVili.

8.1.

ii.
iii.
iv.

V.

8.3.

Return defaulter lists are not available to States from the System. Also Return data dump
about GSTR 4 needs to be shared with States.

Suo-moto cancellation of registration by officers has not been made operational even after
six months of operation of GST. The same needs to be rolled out without any further delay.
The module for creation of tax, penalty, demands should be evolved on the system as soon
as possible and the liability register should be made functional without any further delay.
Tax officers are not able to upload the report of field visits in the system, as mobile based
application has not been made available.

The details about Chapter 99 for services, needs to be updated on portal by changing the
SAC codes which are outdated.

Taxpayers have faced problem in invoice updation and generation of summary in case of
GSTR 1 and same needs to be resolved quickly.

View of GSTR 4 has not been made available to officers of Model -2 States. This needsto
be provided quickly onthe pattern of what has been donefor GSTR 1/GSTR 3B and TRAN
-1/Ledgers.

Tool for division of taxpayers has not been implemented

Bulk delete facility should be provided in GSTR -1

Improvement of error messagesisrequired, as random errors are still being shown in many
Cases.

GSTR-4 has been made available with considerable delay and GSTR-4 amendment Table
isyet to provided

Many processes with regard to GSTR-1 coincided on 10-01-18

Field visit report by officersis yet to be provided

Representative of Odisha Government submitted the following issues:

Early provisioning of Part B of liability ledger

Tax period should be shown in the “Record search option in Back Office”

Date of liability should be mentioned in the Registration profile of the taxpayer in search
application

Taxpayers with TRAN-1 under “submitted” status are not able to file the Return

OTP is getting sent to different email and phone number in case of few taxpayers.

Representative of CBEC submitted following issues before the GoM:

Early deployment of REG-10
Early deployment of REG-13
Early deployment of ITC-03

Early deployment of PMT-03
Early deployment of PMT 04

Shri Arun Mishra, Additional Secretary, Bihar raised a point that in Bihar, 33000 taxpayers are

not allotted to either Centre or State and this is creating hardship to taxpayers. Other States also raised
this point. It was informed that migration data till October 24, 2017 was provided to States/CBEC. It
was decided that GSTN will provide details of migrated dealers who completed Part B of Form after
October 24, 2017.

8.4.

CEO, GSTN requested considering extending the timeline for filing of composition return for

Q2 in view of the low level of filing thus far. He also asked putting on the officers’ dashboard the list of
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taxpayers required to file GSTR-4 (quarter wise) and do age analysis of tickets raised by the Resident
Engineers and by taxpayersto central helpdesk. He further urged raising of aticket for an issue even if
it isacommon issue.

8.5. CEO, GSTN and SVP Infosys presented the status of issues raised in IT committee and status
of prioritized GoM items and other issues raised by CBEC and States. Statusin respect of issues flagged

by Hon. Convenor and officers were also provided, which are given below:

8.5.1. Responsetoissuesraised in the meeting:

Sl I ssuesraised Response provided
No.
1 Thetimeline about readiness of backend They will be shared by GSTN/Infosys
functionalities
2 MIS for Modd 2 States. Status as given in Para 9(vi) of the
minutes
3 Return defaulter listsand GSTR 4 data Return defaulter lists will be available
to States and GSTR 4 datawill be
shared.
4 Suo-moto cancellation of registration by It will be made available in 3 weeks’
officers’ functionality is not available time
5 Upload of field visit report on GST portal Native Mobile base app will be made
by Tax Officer available on priority.
6 Updation of Chapter 99 for services (SAC) | Thiswill be completed on priority
7 Difficulty in invoice updation and This has been resolved.
generation of summary
8 View of GSTR 4 has not been made Thiswill be made available on
availableto officers of Model -2 States priority.
9 Tool for division of taxpayers has not been | Undergoing UAT. Will be made
implemented availablein 10 days.
10 Bulk delete facility should be provided in Thisisavailable
GSTR-1
11 Improvement of error messages, as random | It is an ongoing process.
errors are still being shown in many cases
12 Early provisioning of Part B of liability Undergoing UAT. Will be made
ledger availablein ten days.
13 Tax period should be shown in the “Record | Will be provided in 4 weeks’ time
search option in Back Office”
14 Date of liability should be mentioned in the | Will be taken up on priority
Registration profile of the taxpayer in
search application
15 Taxpayers with TRAN-1 under “submitted” | Thiswill be raised in upcoming GST
status are not able to file the Return Council meeting
16 OTP is getting sent to different email and GSTIN needed to investigate
phone number in case of few taxpayers
17 Early deployment of REG-10, REG-13, Thiswill be done as per priority.
ITC-03, PMT-03, PMT-04
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18

Bihar — 33000 taxpayers are not allotted to | Data of migrated taxpayers who have
either Centre or State completed process after October 24,
2017 will be shared with States/CBEC

8.6.

Statusin respect of prioritized itemsidentified by GoM wer e presented as given below:

vi

Data sharing issue and reconciliation with Statess The count of

Registration/Returns/Payment shared by GSTN through APIs and that received by

States CBEC was presented. The GoM observed that lot of improvement has taken place

inregardsto GSTR 3B and only few issues are pending with regards to GSTR -1.

Additional Secretary, Bihar and Commissioner, Karnataka requested for weekly Meeting

with CBEC and Model 1 States to resolve pending issues. It was decided to have VC

meeting every Wednesday.

APl Release and Support: It isinformed that APl calendar is revised every fortnightly

and shared with all stakeholders.

Resident engineers:

a. Hon. Convenor informed that Resident Engineers are taking time to resolve
pending issues of States. He informed that more than 13 issues are pending for
more than 30 daysin Bihar and asked that support to Resident Engineers should be
provided by Infosys Central team to resolve issues on priority.

b. Commissioner, Karnataka informed that tickets are not raised in many issues and
requested that tickets should be raised for every issue and pending age analysis
should be shared on common google doc.

Relevant and accurate messages on portal and user-friendly interface — The officers

informed that there was improvement, however alot isrequired to be done.

Availability of MISto Model 2 States:

A. The status of priority MIS reports was presented to GoM. It isinformed that 5 MIS
reports are live and 4 more will be delivered by January 22, 2018 and 6 more will be
available by January 27, 2018.

B. The GoM was further informed that view of GSTR 3B, GSTR 1 and TRAN 1 have
been made available to jurisdictional officers of Model 2 states. The jurisdictiona
officers can also view ITC ledger/cash ledger/liability ledger of taxpayers falling under
their jurisdiction. The officers can also view all forms related with registration.

C. Iltwasinformed that datain regardsto following is shared on daily basis with concerned
stakeholders.

a Count of Forms Filed

. Registration (Normal, TDS, TCS, GSTP)
o Composition Dealers

o Transitionand ITC

Enrolment Report

State Wise Returns Filing for GSTR1 and GSTR3B
Enrolment full / incremental dump

Registration full / incremental dump

Casual taxpayer full / incremental dump
GSTR3B full / incremental dump

Period wise Return filing full / incremental dump

@ -0 oo T
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Vi

viii

Updates on GoM prioritized functionalities (Annexure 1)

a Out of 55 prioritized functionalities, 12 functionalities are on hold and balance 43
are being tracked. Out of 43, till date, 39 functionalities are made operational and
remaining are being under process.

b. CBEC representative rai sed theissue that part payment for filing of GSTR 3B should
be allowed, and it is decided to discuss thisissuein GST council

C. CBEC representative also raised point that some taxpayers have wrongly chosen
SEZ and they should be given opportunity to edit this as non-core amendment.
Infosys representative raised the point that once SEZ is chosen as basis of
registration, the same can’t be amended. It was decided to discuss this issue further
in detail to resolve.

d. CBEC representative stated that as per law, the primary Authorized signatory should
be Indian resident, however system requires primary Authorised signatory to be an
Indian citizen and this needs to be corrected

The issue of newly registered taxpayers was discussed and it was informed that about 35
lakh new taxpayers are registered and field visits are required for verification of some of
the taxpayers. It is suggested that a native app on Android and iOS should be devel oped for
verification of taxpayers by field staff so that data can be filled in same by visiting tax
officer at the location where latitude /longitude and date/time will be automatically
recorded. The app will help field visit of inspector and process of cancellation of
registration by officer.

The issue of registration and processing of GST Practitioners was discussed and it was

pointed out that though applications for GSTP are uploaded by GSTP, processing of same

is very poor. Since there is no upper limit prescribed, the applications are not being
processed by tax officers. Tax authorities may get this expedited.

Making available 69 prioritized Forms on GST Portal (Annexure 2)

8.7.1. TheCEO briefed the GoM on the Prioritized Forms. Out of 69 Formsidentified by Policy wing
of CBEC, 47 have been made available on the GST Portal and 3 are on hold. The timelines for making
available remaining forms was presented before the GoM. Copy of the sameis attached as Anenxure-2.
The Convenor suggested that timelines should be strictly followed for operationalization of remaining

The meeting concluded with following closing remarks:

a Closing remarks Hon. Shri Krishna Byregowda, Minister of Agriculture, Karnataka.

i. Hon. Minister suggested that there should be filter based query and designated
officers should be able to generate report on their own rather than asking GSTN
to generate the same. For each Modd 2 State, a senior officer should be
authorized to generate reports based on various filters and GSTN should make
arrangements for the same.

ii. Hon. Minister remarked that though the filing percentage of Returnsisincreasing,
however it is not getting converted into revenue and there is urgent need to
analyse the issue for increasing revenue.

iii.  The Hon’ble Minister, Karnataka further urged an analysis of the probable impact
on the current system (in term of re-engineering it) in the event of the proposa
regarding amendment to the return process being adopted.
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10.

b. Closing remarks from Hon. Convenor of GoM

vi.

Vil.

viii.

It is observed that progress has been good and Infosys has done good work and
most of things have improved considerably.

Peopl e have got used to GSTR-3B and that complaints have reduced

The Phase 2 of GST-i.e. implementation of e-way bill system should be proper.
People are apprehensive about same and hence every care should be taken to
ensure smooth rollout. Awareness programs should be conducted.

The phase 3 of GST implementation is matching of invoices and will be finalized
after discussions with GST Council.

The decrease in revenue over period of time is major concern and reasons for
same may be analyzed.

Composition taxpayers needs to be monitored since the tax paid by them is very
small.

The MISto Model 2 states are very important and should be made available on
priority.

The next meeting will bein first week of April and feedback from States may be
taken regularly to improve system.

A meeting of the IT Committee should be held before the next meeting of the
Group

The meeting ended with Vote of thanks to the Chair.
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Annexurel

Status of implementation of items identified by GoM

# FORM FORM Agreed Date of | Actual Date Status Remarks
Components/Details | Deployment of
Deployment/
ETA

1 |GSTR3B Solution for 3.5 lakh 19-Sep-17 21-Sep-17 Complete [Closed
GSTR3B who have
submitted but not filed

2 [MIS Reports Data Dump for 22-Sep-17 07-Oct-17 Complete |Closed
Model-2 States

3 [Registration IAmendments of Core 22-Sep-17 27-Sep-17 Complete |Closed
fields

4 [Registration Opt out for Composition| 22-Sep-17 01-Oct-17 Complete |Closed
scheme

5 |Registration Suo Moto Registration 29-Sep-17 27-Sep-17 Complete [Closed
and Payment option by
Govt.
department 1) 1D
creation, 2) Create
Challan, 3) Making
Payment

6 [Registration GSTP Registration 29-Sep-17 27-Oct-17 Complete |Closed
Processing

7 |Registration TDS/TCS Registration 29-Sep-17 TDS- 13- Complete |Closed
and Processing Oct-17 TCS—

14-Dec-017

8 |GSTR1A Generation & 30-Sep-17 10-Oct-17 Complete |Closed
Submission/Filing of
GSTR- 1A

9 [Refunds Refund for Export - 30-Sep-17 05-Oct-17 Complete |Closed
ICEGATE API (Part of
RFD-01)

10 |[Offline Creation and submission|  06-Oct-17 14-Oct-17 Complete |Closed
of Returnsin Offline
Utility for GSTR-2
without xIs download
from tool

11 |[Offline Creation and submission| 11-Oct-17 25-Oct-17 Complete |Closed
of Returnsin Offline
Utility for GSTR-2 with
xIs download from tool

12 |GSTR2A GSTR-2A for ISD 11-Oct-17 11-Oct-17 Complete |Closed
changes

13 [Tranl Revised Tranl 13-Oct-17 8-Nov-17 Complete |Closed

(Reopening Transition
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Form-1 to enable
Multiple Submit)

14

Tran 1

CSV Utility for 6a, 6b,
7b, 9a, 9b of TRAN-1

13-Oct-17

8-Nov-17

Complete

Closed

15

Payment

Grievance for
Payment not reflecting
in Cash Ledger -
PMTO7

16-Oct-17

25-Oct-17

Complete

Closed

16

GSTR 5A

Creation &
Submission of GSTR-
5A (OIDAR supplies)

17-Oct-17

15-Dec-17

Complete

Closed

17

ITCO1

Application for
eligible ITC prior to
registration/
withdrawal from
compounding scheme
ITCO1

17-Oct-17

11-Jan-18

Complete

Closed

18

GSTR 3B

GSTR-3B - Feature
Enhancement

1) Edit Option

2) Full Preview with
suggested ITC
utilization

15-Nov-17

29-Dec-
2017

Partia
Complete

1) Edit was made
operationa 21-
Nov-17

2) Nil Return and
Questionnaire
made operational
on 13-Dec-17

19

GSTR 3B

GSTR-3B -
Enhancement to
enable Print out/PDF
Download

18-Oct-17

13-Oct-17

Complete

Closed

20

GSTR 1A

GSTR 1A Offline
utility

18-Oct-17

27-Oct-17

Complete

Closed

21

Registration

Change of authorized
signatory by Tax
Officer

18-Oct-17

Use Case:
12-Oct-17
API: 1-Dec-
17

Complete

Closed

22

Registration

Registration of Non
Resident Tax Payers

18-Oct-17

9-Nov-17

Complete

Closed

23

Tran 1

G2G APl'sfor
Transition forms

20-Oct-17

7-Dec-17

Complete

Closed

24

GSTR1

GSTR1 -
Enhancement to
enable Preview and
Print out/PDF
Download

20-Oct-17

20-Oct-17

Complete

Closed

25

GSTR 2

GSTR-2 -
Enhancement to
enable Preview and

20-Oct-17

20-Oct-17

Complete

Closed
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Print out/PDF

Download
26 | MIS MIS Reports for 20-Oct-17 24-Oct-17 InProgress | 1.5 MIS
Model-2 States Plan for with delay reports are
remaining live
Reports: a. Registration
Start: 11- Application
Dec-17 Register
End: 23- b. Summary of
Feb-17 Approved
Registrations
c. Casud
Taxpayer’s Details
Report
d. Tax
collection list
e. Tax
collection
summary
Next lot will
follow staggered
release
27 | GSTR 6, Creation & 23-Oct-17 GSTR Complete | Closed
GSTR 6A Submission of Return 6A:31-Oct-
for ISD GSTR-6 / 17
View of GSTR-6A GSTR 6:8-
(1SD) Dec-17
28 | Registration Change of jurisdiction 30-Oct-17 25-Oct-17 Complete | Closed
by Tax Officer before
approval / rgjection
29 | Registration OIDAR Registration 30-Oct-17 14-Dec-17 Complete | Workaround made
and Processing operational on 14-
Dec-2017
30 | Registration Cancellation and 30-Oct-17 10-Oct-17 Complete | Workaround
Surrender of provided for
Registration cancellation by
Certificate 10th Oct.
31 | Registration Revocation of RC 30-Oct-17 8-Mar-18 In Progress | Cancellation by
(Application against with Delay | Taxpayers
Cancellation by Tax- operational
official) Cancellation by
Tax Officid in
progress
Revocation appeal
will be taken up
oncerest
cancellation by
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Tax Officid is
completed
32 | Registration Grievance 30-Oct-17 12-Jan-18 Complete | Closed
Management
33 | Regigration GSTP Dashboard 30-Oct-17 14-Nov-17 Complete | Closed
34 | Tran2 Transition Form 2 30-Oct-17 15-Dec-17 Complete | Closed
Development
35 [ GSTR4 Creation & 03-Nov-17 08-Nov-17 Complete | Closed
Submission of
Quarterly Return by
Compounding
Taxpayer GSTR-4
36 [ GSTR11 Filing of Returns by 10-Nov-17 12-Jan-18 Complete | Closed
UIN Holdersfor
Inward Supplies
GSTR-11
37 | GSTR5 Return for non- 17-Nov-17 20-Dec-17 Complete | Closed
resident taxable
person
38 | Refunds Refunds - Exports 20-Nov-17 5-Nov-17 Complete | Work around: 5-
WO payment of tax - Nov-17
part of RFDO1
39 [ Refunds Refunds - BO 20-Nov-17 30-Apr-18 | InProgress | Itisafull use case
Processing and will be
delivered as per
overall Refunds
implementation
plan
40 | Refunds Refunds - Excess 01-Dec-17 29-Nov-17 Complete | Workaround
Balance in Cash operational
Ledger Main use case
ETA: 23-Mar-18
41 | Refunds Refunds - Exports of 08-Dec-17 22-Dec-17 Complete | Limited
Services functionality on
22-Dec-17
New Items discussed in GoM Meeting on 28" Oct 2017
42 | Returns New search facility to |  25-Nov-17 30-Jan-18 In Progress | Delayed dueto
see the status of completion of the
return filing of a solution approach
taxpayer and layout
43 | Returns A new pop-up 20-Nov-17 17-Nov-17 Complete | Closed

regarding intimation
of latefeg, if thereis
agap between filing
and submission of
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return after the due
date.

44 | GSTR3 Creation & 30-Oct-17 On Hold based on
Submission Of decisionstakenin
Monthly Return last GST Council
GSTR-3

45 | Mismatch Creation & Display 30-Oct-17 On Hold based on

Report of Mismatch Report decisionstaken in
last GST Council

46 | GSTR4A View of GSTR-4A 17-Nov-17 On Hold — needs
(composition redesign with
supplies) GSTR 2 being on

hold and new
timeline for
GSTR1

47 | GSTR7 Creation and 08-Dec-17 On Hold based on
Submission of TDS decisionstakenin
Return GSTR-7 last GST Council

48 | GSTR7A View of GSTR-7A 08-Dec-17 On Hold based on
(TDS) decisionstaken in

last GST Council

49 | GSTR8 Creation & 08-Dec-17 On Hold based on
Submission of Return decisionstakenin
for eCommerce last GST Council
GSTR-8

50 [ Returns GST Return filing On Hold based on
history should be decisionstaken in
provided on the last GST Council
pattern of GST
Payment Challan
History.

51 | GSTR-2 GSTR-2: The name On Hold based on
of the dealer should decisionstakenin
be reflected in the last GST Council
table along with
GSTIN inthe
downloaded GSTR2
file

52 | GSTR-2 GSTR-2: offline tool On Hold based on
should be further decisionstakenin
upgraded to include last GST Council
facility to do
comparison of
downloaded data with
those from the

purchase register of
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the taxpayer to show
mismatches and
matched entries.

53 [ GSTR-2 GSTR-2: Bulk On Hold based on
acceptance of decisionstakenin
invoices should be last GST Council
made available on the
Portal aswell asthe
Offline Tool.

54 | GSTR-2 GSTR-2 JSON On Hold based on
should be kept ready decisionstaken in
for download last GST Council
immediately after last
date of filing of
GSTR-1. Thiswill
save time required
today to generate the
downloadablefile.

55 | Returns MISfor policy TBD TBD Management
making Decision on

Analytics- not a
MIS point
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Annexure 2

Details about 69 Prioritized FORM S

Registration Forms (16 out of 21 Operational)

SI.No | Form No. Details of Form Rule No. [Urgent Status
1 GST REG-01 | Application for Registration 8 Yes Operational
2 GST REG-02 | Acknowledgment 8(5) Yes Operational
3 GST REG-03 | Notice for Seeking Additional 9(2) Yes Operational
Information
4 GST REG-04 | Clarification/ additional 9(2) Yes Operational
information/ document for
Registration / Amendment/
Cancellation
5 GST REG-05 | Order of Rejection of 9(4) Yes Operational
Application for <Registration /
Amendment / Cancellation/
6 GST REG-06 | Registration Certificate 10 (1) Yes Operational
7 GST REG-07 | Application for registration as 12(1) Operational
TDS/TCS
8 GST REG-09 | Application for Registration of 13 Yes Operational
Non Resident Taxable Person
9 GST REG-10 | Application for registration of 14 Yes 1. Workaround is
person supplying online operational since
information and data base access 14-Dec-17.
or retrieval servicesfrom aplace ,
: . . 2. Regular Form will
outside Indiato apersonin :
. . be available from
India, other than aregistered
—25-Jan-18
person.
10 GST REG-11 | Application for extension of 15 Yes Not Operational
registrati iodb al /
COIST '|on perioc by casu ETA : 7-Feb-18
non-resident taxable person.
11 GST REG-12 | Order of Grant of Temporary 16 Yes Operational
Registration/ Suo Moto
Registration
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GST REG-13 | Application/Form for grant of 17 Yes 1. Workaround
Unique Identity Number to UN available since 14-
Bodies Embassies/ others Dec-17
2. Regular form will
be available from
—1-Mar-17
13 GST REG-14 | Application for Amendmentin | 19 Yes Operational
Registration Particulars (For all
types of registered persons)
14 GST REG-15 | Order of Amendment 19 Yes Operational
15 GST REG-16 | Application for cancellation of 20 Yes Operational
registration
16 GST REG-25 | Certificate of Provisional 24(1) Yes Operational
Registration
17 GST REG-26 | Application for Enrolment of 24(2) Yes Operational
Existing Taxpayer
18 GST REG-27 | Show Cause Notice for 24(3) Yes Not Operational (Under
cancellation of provisional Development) ETA: 20-
registration Feb-18
19 GST REG-28 | Order for cancellation of 24(3) Yes Not Operational (Under
provisiona registration Development) ETA: 20-
Feb-18
20 GST REG-29 | Application for cancellation of 24(4) Yes Operational
provisional registration
21 GST REG-30 | Form for Field Visit Report 25 Yes Not Operational ETA:
22-Mar-18
Needs to be made
available on priority.
Composition forms ( 4 Out of 4 operational)
22 GST CMP- Intimation to pay tax under 3(1) Yes Operational
01 section 10 (composition levy)
(Only for personsregistered
under the existing law migrating
on the appointed day)
23 GST CMP- Intimation to pay tax under 3(3& Yes Operational
02 section 10 (composition levy) 3A)
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(For personsregistered under
the Act)

24

GST CMP-
03

Intimation of details of stock on
date of opting for composition

levy

(Only for persons registered
under the existing law migrating
on the appointed day)

3(4)

Yes

Operational

25

GST CMP-

Intimation/Application for
Withdrawal from Composition

Levy

6(2) &
6(3)

Yes

Operational

ITC (1out of 4) and ENR (not in scope)

26

GST ITC-01

Declaration for claim of input
tax credit under sub-section (1)
of section 18

40(b)

Yes

27

GST ITC-02

Declaration for transfer of ITC
in case of sale, merger,
demerger, amalgamation, |ease
or transfer of abusiness under
sub-section (3) of section 18

41

Yes

28

GST ITC-03

Declaration for intimation of
ITC reversal/payment of tax on
inputs held in stock, inputs
contained in semi-finished and
finished goods held in stock and
capital goods under sub-rule (4)
of rule 44

Yes

Under Devel opment

ETA: 30-Jan-18

29

GST ITC-04

Details of goods/capital goods
sent to job worker and received
back

45(3)

Yes

Operational

30

GST ENR-01

Application for Enrolment u/s
35(2)

35(2)

Yes

Not in Scope

Returns (6 out of 10 Operational,

2areon Hoald)

31

GSTR-1

Details of outward supplies of
goods or services

59(1)

Yes

Operational (24-07-2017)

32

GSTR-2

Details of inward supplies of
goods or services

60(1)

Yes

Operational (01-09-2017)

33

GSTR-3B

Returnin lieu of monthly return

61(5)

Yes

Operational (11-08-2017)
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34 GSTR 3 Normal Monthly Returns 61(1) Yes Not operation (Ready for
Deployment, kept on hold)
35 GSTR 4 Creation & Submission of 62 Yes Operational (03-11-2017)
Quarterly Return by
Compounding Taxpayer GSTR-
4
36 GSTR-5 Return for non-resident taxable |63 Yes Operational (3-Jan-2018)
person
37 GSTR-5A Details of supplies of online 64 Yes Operational (15-Dec-17)
information and database access
or retrieval services by a person
located outside India made to
non-taxable personsin India
38 GSTR-6 Return for 1ISD 65 Yes Operational (8-Dec-2017)
39 GSTR7and [TDSand TCSreturn 66(1) & |Yes Not Operationa (On hold)
GSTR 8 67(1)
40 GSTR-11 Statement of inward suppliesby |82 Yes Operationa (12-Jan-2018)
persons having Unique
Identification Number (UIN)
GST Practitioners (5 out of 5 Operational)
41 GST PCT-01 | Application for Enrolment as 83 Yes Operational
Goods and Services Tax
Practitioner
42 GST PCT-02 | Enrolment Certificate of Goods | 83(2) Yes Operational
and Services Tax Practitioner
43 GST PCT-03 | Show Cause Notice for 83(4) Yes Operational
disqualification
44 GST PCT-04 | Order of rejection of enrolment | 83(4) Yes Operational
as GST Practitioner
45 GST PCT-05 | Authorisation / withdrawal of 83(6) Yes Operational
authorisation for Goods and £ / Di
Services Tax Practitioner (Eigzre) Pleeigsge
GSTP)
Registersand L edgers (5 out of 7 operational)
46 GST PMT-01 | Electronic Liability Register of | 85 Yes Operational

Registered Person
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47 GST PMT-02 | Electronic Credit Ledger of 86 Yes Operational
Registered Person

48 GST PMT-03 | Order for re-credit of the amount | 86(4) Yes ETA 24-Apr-18
to cash or credit ledger on
rejection of refund claim

49 GST PMT-04 | Application for intimation of 86(4) Yes Operational
discrepancy in Electronic Credit
Ledger/Cash Ledger/ Liability
Register

50 GST PMT-05 | Electronic Cash Ledger 87 Yes Operational

51 GST PMT-06 | Challan for deposit of goodsand | 87(2) Yes Operational
services tax

52 GST PMT-07 | Application for intimating 87(8) Yes Operational
discrepancy relating to payment

Refund (RFD-01 wor karound ready)
53 GST RFD-01 | Application for Refund — 89 Yes With IGST: 16-Nov-17

(Operational)

Excess Bal in cash leger:
29-Nov-17 (Operational)

ITC accumulated for
exporters - 23-Dec-17
(Operational)

Inverted Duty: 23-Dec-17
(Operational)

SEZ Unit/ Developer:
With/ without payment of
Tax — 23-Dec-2017
(Operational)

SEZ Unit/ Developer:
With/ with payment of Tax
— 23-Dec-2017
(Operational)

Deemed exports: 23-Dec-
2017 (Operational)

Assessment/Appea /any
other order: 25 -Jan-2017
(in UAT)
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On account of tax paid on
advance/refund voucher
25-Jan-2017 (in SIT)

54 GST RFD-02 | Acknowledgment 90 Yes Not Operationa; ETA: 23-
Mar-18, 20-Apr-18
55 GST RFD-03 | Deficiency memo 90(3) Yes Not Operationa; ETA: 23-
Mar-18, 20-Apr-18
56 GST RFD-04 | Provisional Refund Order 91(2) Yes Not Operational; ETA: 23-
Mar-18, 20-Apr-18
57 GST RFD-05 | Payment Advice 91(5) Yes Not Operationa ; ETA: 23-
Mar-18, 20-Apr-18
58 GST RFD-06 | Refund sanction/ rejection order | 92 Yes Workaround RFD 01 B;
ETA:25-Jan-2017 (in
UAT)
59 GST RFD-07 | Order for Complete adjustment | 92(2) Yes Not Operational; ETA: 23-
of sanctioned Refund Mar-18, 20-Apr-18
60 GST RFD-08 | Notice for rejection of 92(3) Yes Not Operationd ; ETA: 23-
application for refund Mar-18, 20-Apr-18
61 GST RFD-09 | Reply to Show Cause Notice 92(3) Yes Not Operationa ; ETA: 23-
Mar-18, 20-Apr-18
62 GST RFD-10 ETA: 25-Jan-18 (in SIT)
63 GST RFD-11 | Furnishing of bond or Letter of | 96A Yes ETA: 25-Jan-18 (in SIT)
Undertaking for export of goods
Oor services
Appeal (in progress)/Transitional Form (All 3 operational)
64 GST ARA- Application Form for Advance | 104 Yes Operational (Workaround
01 Ruling available)
65 GST APL-01 | Appeal to Appellate Authority 108 Yes Not operational
ETA: 5-Jan-18, 8-Feb-18
66 GST APL-02 | Acknowledgment for 108(3) |[Yes Not operational
submission of appeal
ETA: 5-Jan-18
67 GST APL-03 | Application to the Appellate 108(3) | Yes Not operational
Authority under sub-section (2) ETA: 8-Feb-18
of Section 107 e
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68 GST TRAN- [ Transitiona ITC/ Stock 117 Yes
01 Statement

69 GST TRAN- | Detailsof inputsheld in stock of | 117(4)( | Yes
02 which taxpaying document is a)

not available

70 GST TRAN- | Revision of Transitional ITC/ 120A Yes
01 Stock Statement

71 GST TRAN-
03
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Annexure 3

List of Officerspresent duringthe GoM meeting

1. GSTN: The following officers attended the meeting from GSTN:

SI. No. | Name Designation

1 Shri Prakash Kumar CEO

2 Shri Nitin Mishra EVP( Technology)
3 Shri Pankaj Dixit SVP (Infrastructure)
4 Shri Bhagwan Petil VP (Services)

5 Shri Abhishek Singh AVP (PM)

2. CBEC: Thefollowing officers attended the meeting from CBEC:

SI. No. | Name Designation

1 Shri Basavargj Nelagave ADG Systems, CBEC ,Bengaluru
2 Shri B. Senthilvelvan Additiona Director , CBEC

3 Shri Vignan Pattamatta A D Systems, CBEC

3. States: The following officers attended the meeting from States:

Sl. No. [Name Designation
1 Shri M S Srikar CCT, Karnataka
2 Shri Arun Mishra Addl. Secretary, CT, Bihar.
3 Shri M S Reddy Additional Commissioner, Telangana
4 Shri K. S. Basavaraj Joint Commissioner, Karnataka
5 Shri Harshal Nikam Joint Commissioner, Maharashtra
(§] Shri N Sai Kishore Joint Commissioner, Telangana
7 Shri Dipankar Sahu Dy. Comm, Odisha
8 Shri Deepak Giri Dy. Commissioner, Chhattisgarh
9 Shri Mukesh Kumar CTO, Bihar
4. NIC

Sl. No. | Name Designation

1 Shri Nagesh Shashri DDG, NIC

2 Shri Vinaya Kumar SIO, Karnataka, NIC

3 Shri PV Bhat Sr. Director , NIC

5. Infosys: The following officers attended the meeting from Infosys:

Sl. No. | Name Designation
1 Mr. Renga SVP
2 Shri Binod Hampapur EVP
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Mr. Akhil Gandhi

Domain Team

Shri Debapriya Ghosh

3 Mr. P.N. Moorthy AVP (Ddivery Manager)
4 Shri Venkat Narayan AVP

5 Mr. Murali Vasudevan AVP (Release Manager)
6 Ms. Surya Kumari Achal AVP (Test Manager)

7 Mr. Indrasis Dasgupta Program Manager

8

9

Domain Team

*kkkk*k
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Annexure B

Minutes of the 7" Meeting of GoM held on February 24, 2018 at New Delhi.

The seventh meeting of GoM on IT was convened on February 24", 2018 specialy to consider the
recommendations of the Committee of Return Filing, as per decision of the GST Council taken in its
last meeting held on January 18", 2018. Shri Sushil Modi, Hon’ble Deputy Chief Minister, Bihar and
the Convenor of GoM had also invited Hon’ble Finance Ministers of Delhi, Kerala, Punjab and Jammu
& Kashmir for this meeting.

2. The seventh meeting, was attended by the following Hon’ble Members of GoM.

S. No. Name Designation

1 Shri Sushil Kumar Modi  [Hon’ble Deputy Chief Minister ,Convenor of GoM
Bihar

2  [Shri KrishnaByregowda [Hon’ble Minister for AgricultureMember, GoM
Karnataka

3 |Shri Shashi BhushanHon’ble Minister for Finance,Member, GoM

Behera Odisha
4  Shri Amar Agarwal, IHon’ble Minister for CommerciallM ember, GoM
Taxes, Chhattisgarh
3. Shri Etela Rajendar, Hon’ble Finance Minister, Telangana could not attend due to other pressing
engagements.

4, Shri V K Garg, Advisor (Financial Resources) to Chief Minister, Punjab attended on behalf of
Punjab Finance Minister. Finance Ministers of Delhi, J& K and Kerala could not attend due to other
pressing engagements.

5. The list of officers who attended from CBEC/ States, GSTN and Infosysis at Annexure 1 to
the Minutes of 7" GoM Meeting.

6. The agenda items discussed in the meeting are as follows:
l. E-Way Bill System Update:
7. At the outset, Hon’ble Convenor asked the NIC team to present the update on e-Way Bill System

7.1. DG, NIC presented status of e-way Bill project implementation, highlights of which are given
below
a The planned rollout of e-way Bill system on 1% Feb 2018 had to be abandoned after the
system operating from Karnataka Data Centre could not take the load. The design was
based on estimation of |oad by extrapolating the Karnataka figures; however, the same was
proved to be highly inadequate. Accordingly, the Infrastructure (hardware/software) has
been upgraded to handle load of 50 Lakh e-way Bill generation per day.
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7.2.

8.

8.1

a

Training of Master trainers of all States and CBEC has been completed for e-way Bill
system and regular VCs are conducted to resolve the queries of Tax officers. The
integration testing with external agencies like GSTN, NSDL, UIDAI has been completed.
The helpdesks have been established by States in local language for resolving taxpayer’s
queries related to e-way bill system. A national Helpdesk has been started at Delhi by
GSTN.

The load on system for generation of e-way bill is maximum between 4:00 P.M. to 8:30
PM and is about 45% of total daily load.

Load testing is currently under way and a concurrency of 20000 users has been possible so
far. With augmentation of infrastructure and tuning of the software, efforts are on to
achieve concurrency of 40000 users.

The Data Centre at Delhi’s Shastri Park with adequate capacity augmentation has been
made ready where the application is being tested. The current users will be shifted from
Bangalore DC to Delhi DC, after the load testing is compl eted.

Highlights of the discussions, which followed the presentation are given below.

CEO, GSTN informed the GoM that around 198 Crore B2B invoices have been uploaded
along with GSTR-1 in last 7 months. Taking 1/3 of these B2B invoices pertaining to
services, 20 Crores per month will be B2B goods supplies which will mean a daily figure
of 70 Lakh e-way bills. Thisis without taking into consideration consignments carried by
courier companies. If courier companies are required to generate e-way bills, then the
number of e-way bills required to be generated will be much higher. He presented figures
shared by Safexpress which alone will need to generate 4 lakhs e-way hills. He suggested
to go for information return from Courier agencies which could be used to cross check
return data of businesses.

Convenor asked whether courier companies are required to generate e-way bills under
GST. Shri Upender Gupta informed that for e-way bill generation, value of goods above
Rs 50, 000/- in single consignment was criteriaand it is applicable to all.

Hon. Convenor remarked that, e-way bill system should be implemented after proper
testing and completion of al required activities. Since EWBS implementation had to be
postponed from February 1, 2018 due to performance issues, now special care should be
taken to avoid the same issues, ensure proper testing and see that the system is accessible
and available to al the users on the new date of rollout.

After due discussion, considering the end of the current financia year, it was agreed that
the system may be implemented from April 1, 2018 for Inter-State only. Till then taxpayers
may be alowed to generate e-way bills on tria basis and system may be tested on all
accounts like load, integration and application testing.

It was also decided that e-way bill system may be implemented for intra-State in small lots
after the inter-State fully stabilizes.

Discussions on the Recommendations of Committee on Returns Filing.

Presentation by Shri Nandan Nilekani
Shri Nandan Nilekani, Non-Executive Chairman of Infosys and former Chairman of UIDAI

made a detailed presentation on what simplifications could be made in the Return filing system under
GST. Hismain emphasis was on making return filing simple and taxpayer friendly which is embedded
in the business process of an enterprise.

8.2.

The proposal contained in his presentation hinged on following principles
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a A taxpayer will get ITC (input tax credit) only on those invoices which are uploaded by his
suppliers.

b. The input tax credit should be allowed without linking it with whether the tax is paid by
seller againgt those invoices.

C. All invoices will be uploaded by the seller only and there should not be any provision for
provisional credit.

d. The invoices can be uploaded anytime and the buyer can accept the same after which it
can’t be amended.

8.3. A smal demo was made as to how the system will work on these principles. In the demo, the
functionality of upload, acceptance on maobile app, reminder to seller through mobile app etc. were
presented.

8.4. Sh Nilekani further informed that in earlier Indirect tax era, there was no invoice matching and
so time gap to identify fraud was about six months to a year which was long enough for fraudulent
taxpayers to exit from the system.

8.5. It was argued that making buyer responsiblefor tax payment by seller may not be agood practice
and aso possibly an injustice to the buyer. Instead, fraudulent sellers should be discovered for which
the fraud identification system should be strong for identifying and verification of frauds by use of
technology. Businessintelligence and analytics should be used for catching fraudulent taxpayersinstead
of preventing buyers from taking credit.

8.6.  Also, using technology, the fraudulent taxpayers should be identified at early stage for which
following factors may be kept in mind:

a At registration stage only validations like one PAN —many registrations, one email-many
registration, one phone number-many registrations, one address-many registrations should
be identified and such taxpayers kept under watch list to identify frauds at early stage.

b. Identification of related party transactions needs to be under observation

Use of technology to catch real time frauds
d. If allowance of input tax credit to buyer islinked to tax payment into government treasury
by Seller, then system will be complex

o

8.7.  TheFrauds may be of four types

Inflated credit

Reduction in tax liability

Non-payment of tax- Missing taxpayer by issuing bills only
Invoices out of system

oo oo

8.8. Provisional credit should not be allowed to taxpayers because supplier may not upload invoices
on GST portal and in first phase, GSTR1 can be replaced by upload of invoices. In the second phase,
buyer needs to accept the invoices.

8.9.  Shri Nilekani proposed a phased movement from the current GSTR 3B system to the GSTR 3
which would be auto generated by the system, in an approximate 6-month timeframe. In the subsequent
stage, GSTR-3B will be discontinued and auto generation of GSTR 1 will start based on invoices
uploaded along with other information. The data quality will be high if we go aong with invoice
acceptance by buyers, which could be a daily phenomenon.

0. Presentation by Convenor of Committee on Return Filing
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9.1.  Shri Manish Kumar Sinha, Commissioner, CBEC presented Model agreed by the Committee
on Return filing.

9.2. He stressed on 2 aspects viz. securing revenue and simplification of processes for al
stakeholders. He emphasized on the linkage between input tax credit claimed by buyer and tax paid by
seller as per GST Law.

9.3.  Thefacility of continuous viewing and offline utility may be provided to taxpayers. The main
return proposed was only one- having summary of invoices uploaded and liability thereon and the input
tax credit claimed as a lump sum. The buyer will be required to reconcile the credit claimed and what
accrues to him based on invoices of suppliers forming part of valid return. For reconciliation, a period,
say three months was proposed to be provided after which the taxpayerswill have to pay tax on the non-
reconciled amount.

94. He further stated that if there is no linkage between tax paid by seller and credit claim by buyer
then it is anticipated that:

a The officers will have to be given discretionary powers to follow defaulters and collect
revenue and more enforcement activity will be required and self-policing will not be there.

b. Therewill be IGST settlement issues and States will have to pay to Centre and other States
even if revenue is not paid by seller into government treasury and this will create many
issues.

9.5. Healsostated that theissue of inverted duty structurewill be high risk area. Theissue of missing
taxpayers’ credit will be high due to which there could be loss to exchequer.

10. Highlights of the discussion which followed the presentations:

10.1. If buyerisfreeto claim credit then self-policing will go away and thisisagainst present position
inthelaw. Asper legal provisions under section 16(1) (c) credit will be allowed to buyer, only if money
is deposited in government treasury by seller.

10.2. The Case of Bombay High court, Gujrat High court and Delhi High court were discussed and it
was stated that courts have also agreed that credit will be allowed only if tax is paid by seller into
government treasury.

10.3. Shri V K Garg, Advisor (Financial resources) to Chief Minister, Punjab quoting recent
economic survey report stated that only 25000 taxpayers pay about 75% revenue and so we should
identify risks involved with these taxpayers. He stressed on combining positive sides of both models.
He stressed that the main risk is wrong claim of input tax credit by fraudulent exporters which could
happen even if provisiona credit is linked to tax payment by the Seller. Hence this risk remains
irrespective of the model chosen and he supported that the model proposed by Shri Nilekani.

10.4.  ShriJ. Syamala Rao, Commissioner, Andhra Pradesh highlighted that in the Nilekani’s proposal
tax administration may not be able to track total credit claim by buyers and the tax paid by sellers and
thus States may lose out in the process.

10.5. Chairman, GSTN stressed that law provides that buyers’ credit be linked with payment of tax
by the sdller. If this provision isremoved and buyer is allowed to claim credit without seller paying tax
to government treasury, then level of fraudulent bills may increase manifold which will affect revenue
of the Govt.

10.6. Shri M.S. Srikar, CCT, Karnataka, brought out that it would be necessary to assess about
allowance of provisional credit and aso how the trade and industry will react to disallowance of

Page 173 of 191



provisional credit. He also advised to assessthe political falout of either of the decisions. He also asked
that the Ul of the applications be user friendly, simple to use so as to avoid backlash from the trader
community.

10.7. Hon. Finance Minister of Chhattisgarh raised that issue that presently taxpayers with annual
turnover less than Rs 1.5 crore are alowed to file quarterly Return and wanted to know whether they
will requireto file monthly turnover in new scenario. It was clarified that such taxpayers will be required
to file monthly returns. He also asked why buyer should be denied credit if seller has not paid tax and
suggested that with help of analytics, the scrutiny within two months from filing of returns could help
detect fraudulent transactions.

10.8. Hon. Finance Minister of Odishaproposed that provisional credit should be allowed to taxpayers
and credit to buyers should be linked to tax payment by seller into government treasury.

10.9. Representative of Govt of Gujarat opined that if input tax credit is allowed without tax payment
into government treasury then State revenue will be negatively affected. He gave examples of the trade
where carousdl trading is difficult to detect, enforce and also to prove in court of law. Revenuethat is
lost by fraudulent means is extremely difficult to recover and hence he recommended that provisional
credit must be linked to tax payment by the seller. He also opined that if the linkage of provisional
credit and tax claim by buyers is removed, then tax officer-tax payer interactions will increase (this
would be because to avoid revenue | oss, the tax officerswould frequently track the transactions of buyer-
seller). Thiswould in turn lead to loss of ranking in the Ease of Doing Business.

10.10. Hon. Shri Krishna Byregowda opined that the results on compliance are not encouraging and
the liberalization has not happened as expected. He highlighted that IT has not been able to give
information regarding what is happening inside the system. He further stated that analytics have not
helped as compliance is dipping as data provided is not actionable. He suggested that while he
fundamentally supports simplification and liberalization but in practice it has not been delivered and
hence the Nilekani model could become arisk. If a system could help in ease of compliance while at
the same time be able to plug the revenue leaks that would be ideal. He aso mentioned that the buyer
should not be made accountable for seller not paying tax.

10.11. Officers of CBEC explained that the two scenarios of buyer colluding with seller and buyer not
colluding with Seller should be treated differently. They stated that the erstwhile Service tax regime
was different from the GST regime and even a5 % tax credit mismatch, in cases of frauds, would be a
huge revenue loss to the Govt. They emphasized that the proposed system enhances stakeholder
participation and minimizes distortions and missing tax payer who intend to perform frauds. The
distortions would be minimized and enhance compliance, while minimizing revenue losses. They
guoted examples of the HMRC system where the onus of conducting business with fraudulent sellers
was put on the buyers dueto collusion. Also, it was experienced that proving collusionin acourt of law
itself was a very onerous task.

10.12. Shri Nandan Nilekani, put up two issues before committee and asked to decide on same.

a The political decision is required about whether buyer should be responsible for payment
of tax or the supplier should be responsible for payment of tax.
b.  To decide about whether provisiona credit is necessary or not.

11. Closing Remarks: The meeting concluded with following closing remarks from the Group of
Ministers.
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11.2. Hon. Finance Minister of Chhattisgarh opined that law is for protecting honest tax payers
and simple systems should be available such that buyers should not be made accountable for acts of
sellers.

11.2.  Hon. Shri Krishna Byregowda, Minister of Agriculture, Karnataka stated that: The buyer
should be protected and seller should be accountable for unpaid taxes.

I Sellers having genuine difficulty in business should be differentiated from those willfully
defaulting on taxes. Collusion and connivance between seller and buyers must be detected
and action taken as per law.

ii. If tax payment is delinked with allowance of credit, then provisional credit should not be
given.

iii. Since no clarity is emerging in the meeting, the GST Council would be asked to take a
decision on the final Model.

11.3.  Shri Nandan Nilekani opined that more meetingswill not be able to solve an issue which needs
apolitical decision on whether the buyer has to be made responsible for aseller not paying tax. Since
the trade and industry in his interactions have asked for simplification and not provisional credit, the
decision on the proposed model needs to be taken by the Govt.

11.4. Closing remarks by Hon. Convenor. Hon’ble Convenor of GoM made the following
concluding remarks at the meeting.

i That the Law Committee and GST Council will be appraised of discussions of Seventh
GoM meeting.

ii. He stated that earlier the GSTR 1/2/3 Model was devel oped which failed and taxpayers are
put to inconvenience. Therefore, if anew system isbeing proposed for reducing the number
of returns, then adequate precautions need to be taken before implementation.

iii. He emphasized that the focus should be on simplicity. He recalled the example of his
meeting and discussions with taxpayers in Patna, where the demand of taxpayers was that
they do not want provisional input tax credit but that buyers should not be responsible for
acts of sellers (and sellers should be punished for not paying tax). He also brought out that
the Reverse Charge M echanism was protested against so much that it had to be withdrawn.

iv. He concluded that the decision is not hinging upon whether seller’s tax payment should be
linked to the buyer getting provisional credit. He urged al to be flexible and also not to
complicate the system. Frauds are not avoidable but system should have provisions to
monitor through dashboards and reports. He asked why a six-month cycle should be
provided for tax reconciliation and why it could not happen in 1 or 2 month cycles. The
system should be such that fraudulent seller is captured real time or at earliest and should

be punished.

V. He again emphasized that it is time to simplify without rigidity and flexibility and
simplicity are the key.

vi. He concluded that since there are divergent views in this Seventh meeting, the decision

would be left to the GST Council for adoption of final Model of Return filing model.

12. The meeting ended with Vote of thanks to the Chair.
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Annexurel

List of officers’ present in the GoM Meeting

. GSTN: The following officers attended the meeting from GSTN:
S. No. | Name Designation
1 Shri Prakash Kumar CEO
2 Ms. Kgal Singh EVP( Services)
3 Shri Pankaj Dixit SVP (Infrastructure)
4 Shri Bhagwan Petil VP (Services)
5 Abhishek Singh AVP (PM)
6. CBEC: The following officers attended the meeting from CBEC:
Sl. No. | Name Designation
1 Shri Mahender Singh Member , CBEC
2 Shri Upender Gupta Commissioner (Policy —GST)
3 Shri Manish Kumar Sinha Commissioner
4 Shri G D Lohani Commissioner
5 Shri S. Thirunavukkarasu ADG, Systems, Chennai , CBEC
6 Shri Vignan Pattamatta A D Systems, CBEC
7. GST Council
Sl. No. | Name Designation

1

Shri Dheergj Rastogi

Commissioner, GST Council

8. States: Thefollowing officers attended the meeting from States:

Sl. No. |Name Designation
1 Ms. Sujata Chaturvedi CCT, Bihar
2 Shri MS Srikar CCT, Karnataka
3 Shri J. Syamala Rao CCT, Andhra Pradesh
4 Ms. Sangeetha Sudarshan CCT, Chhattisgarh
5 Shri Arun Mishra Addl. Secretary, CT, Bihar.
6 Shri Laxminarayan Additional Commissioner, Telangana
7 Shri Anand Tiwari Additiona Commissioner, CTD , Delhi
3 Shri N Sai Kishore Joint Commissioner, Telangana
9 Shri Dipankar Sahu Dy. Comm, Odisha
9. NIC
Sl. No. | Name Designation
1 Ms. NeetaVerma DG, NIC
2 Shri R.S. Mani Senior Technical Director
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3 Shri Dipankar Sengupta Senior Technical Director

10. Infosys: Thefollowing officers attended the meeting from Infosys:

Sl. No. | Name Designation

1 Shri Nandan Nilekani Non-Executive Chairman
2 Shri Venkat Narayan AVP

3 Mr. Indrasis Dasgupta Program Manager

4 Shri Abhishek Kumar Domain Team

*kkkk*k
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Agenda ltem 10: Decision of date of reintroduction of e-Way Bill requirement

In 23" Meeting of the GST Council held on 10 November 2018, it was decided that the e-Way
Bill system could berolled out from 1 January, 2018 in a staggered manner in State after State and could
be implemented across the country from 1 April, 2018. In 24" Meeting of the GST Council held on 16
December 2017, it was decided that the e-Way Bill will be launched from the 1st of February, 2018 for
inter-State movement and the States were to decide their own schedule for implementation of e-Way
Bill for intra-State movement of goods on any date before 1% June, 2018.

2. The e-Way Bill software designed as per GST Law/Rules, was first made operationa in
September 2017 in Karnataka State by hosting the application on servers at NIC’s Karnataka State Data
Centre. Thereafter 3 more States viz. Rajasthan, Kerala and Uttarakhand joined in December 2017 and
the system was opened to all States for trial on voluntary basis on 16 January 2018. The underlying
infrastructure continued to be the same albeit with augmentation to handle 26 lakhs e-Way Bills per day.
This load estimation was done by NIC based on data of Karnataka VAT System which had both inter-
State and intra-State permits. On an average, 1.3 lakh permits were generated per day. Taking note that
Karnataka accounts for 6% of al-India tax collection and has 6% of all-India Tax Payers, and
extrapolating this data, all India e-way bills were estimated at 26 lakh per day.

3. In the meantime, the IT infrastructure was procured and installed at National Data Centre of
NIC at Delhi with disaster recovery site at Pune. Thetesting of infrastructure and software on the same
was taking time and hence the e-Way Bill system was opened for regular use for al States for Inter-
State and intra-State for few States on 1% February 2018. It was noticed that number of States which
notified intra-State e-Way Bills went beyond what was intimated earlier. The augmented State NIC
infrastructure could not withstand the load and it crashed within few hours of operation. That day only
4.5 lakhs e-way hills could be generated whereas more than 7 |akhs were being generated till 31% January
2018 during trial phase. Asaresult, the implementation of e-Way Bill had to be kept in abeyance.

Challenges on L oad Estimation:

4, Failure of System led to are-look into estimation of load on the e-way hill system aswell asits
design. Since data on both inter-State and intra-State movement is not available from States, widely
varying estimates have emerged which are given below:

i Karnataka generates 1.3 lakh e-Way Bills for both inter-State and intra-State. Karnataka
taxpayers constitute 6% of total taxpayers in the country and aso tax collected by
Karnataka is 6% of national tax collection. Hence, all-India figure was estimated to be
21.67 lakhs (1.3 lakh X 16.67 (100/6)). Putting a safety margin of more than 100%, NIC
came up with peak load as 50 lakh e-Way Bills per day for the revamped system.

ii. The GST System got 198 croreinvoicesin GSTR-1 during last 7 months. Assuming service
invoices as 1/3 of total, one is left with 20 crore invoices of goods per month for B2B
only. This makes 67 lakh transactions of Goods for B2B sector per day. If an average of
two changesistakenin part-B of the e-Way Bill on account of change of mode of transport
or assignment to a new transporter, the stakeholders will be touching the system 2 crore
times per day. Thus, the daily requirement of e-Way Bills including updation of Part-B
comesto 105 lakh. [As per transporters associ ation, 90% trucks run with part load and only
10% carry full load of one consignor]
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iii. Estimate of transport industry on the other hand is around 2 crore e-Way Bills per day
including part-B updation on account of change of vehicle/mode of transportation or the
transporter.

Recommendations of GoM:

5. These estimates as well as status of IT Infrastructure deployment and testing were presented
before GoM in its 7" meeting held on 24" February 2018. The recommendations of the GoM are given
bel ow:

I The NIC should upgrade the capacity of the system to handle 75 lakh e-Way Billsper day
in place of 50 lakh per day
ii. E-Way Bill system (EWBS) should beimplemented after proper testing and completion of
all required activities. Since EWBS implementation had to be postponed from February 1,
2018 due to performance issues, now special care should be taken to avoid the sameissues,
ensure proper testing and see that the system is accessible and available to all the users on
the new date of rollout.

iii. After due discussion, considering the end of the current financia year, it was decided that
the system may be implemented from April 1, 2018 for inter-State only. Till then taxpayers
may be allowed to generate e-Way Bills on trial basis and system may be tested on al
accounts like load, integration and application testing.

iv. The eWay Bill system may be implemented for intra-State in small lots after the inter-
State fully stabilizes.

Status of E-Way Bill System Implementation:

6. E-Way Bill software has been revamped by NIC and the software has been depl oyed on the new
infrastructure which has been further augmented by moving equipment from Pune Data Center. The e-
Way Bill system was upgraded for 50 lakh e-Way Bills per day. Based on directions of GoM, NIC is
working to improve the throughput of the system to 75 lakh e-Way Bills per day including updation of
Part-B. The status of various activities related to e-Way Bill deployment is given below:

Hardware (Server, storage, network) installation completed
2 Software (Operating System, Database) installation completed
3 Security Audit of the application completed
4 Integration with external agencies (UIDAI, GSTN, NSDL, completed
SMS, email)
5 Application testing on new infrastructure completed
6 Oneround of load test has been completed and 15 lakhs completed

EWBs are generated in an hour

7 Full load test Ongoing

6.1.  Duringtria phase following pattern of e-Way Bill generation was observed:
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I Design of e-Way Bill system takes care of this skewed load distribution.
ii. Load testing is currently under way and a concurrency of 20,000 users has been achieved.
Efforts are on to increase this to 40,000 users.

iii. A central helpdesk by GSTN and helpdesks at State level by States have been established
for resolving taxpayer’s queries related to e-Way Bill system. Also, weekly VCs are
conducted with Statesy CBEC officers for resolving issues.

iv. Training of Master trainers of all States and CBEC has been completed for e-Way Bill
system and regular V Cs are conducted to resolve the queries of Tax officers.

Following are placed before the GST Council for approval:

I As recommended by GoM on IT, e-Way Bill may be implemented from April 1, 2018, for
inter-State transactions only. Till then, taxpayers may be allowed to generate e-Way
Bills on tria basis and system may be tested on all accounts like load, integration and
application testing, by GSTN and NIC.
ii. To start with, daily load of 75 lakh transactions will be taken up.
iii. Opening of intra-State e-Way Bill will be done after examining the usage pattern and the
system performance for inter-State e-way bills for first three weeks. As per data of trial
period, ratio of inter-State and Intra-State is 1:3.
iv. Intra-State e-Way Bill could be taken up for States as per following groups based on the
feedback taken from States by the Council’s Secretariat.
1% Lot
Andhra Pradesh; Kerala, Karnataka, Uttar Pradesh, Telangana and Gujarat
2" | ot
Bihar, Haryana, Jharkhand, Uttarakhand and Tamil Nadu
39 Lot
Arunachal Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, Meghalaya, Puducherry and Sikkim
4" Lot
Remaining States
V. Keeping in view large number of transaction of B2C supplies, which are largely handled
by courier companies, thereis aneed to consider informational return for such transactions
rather than creating e-Way Bills. Law Committee may be asked to examine the same.

*kkk*k
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Agenda Item 11: Status of e-Wallet scheme for exports and decision on continuance of payment
of IGST through advance authorization, EPCG, etc. /exemption to EOU and SEZ units

In its 22" Meeting held on 06.10.2017, the GST Council had taken a decision to resolve the
difficulty of cash blockage of exporters on account of having to upfront pay GST / IGST on the required
inputs, raw materials etc. /finished goods imported /procured for purposes of exports. The interim
solution that was approved upto 31.03.2018 was to re-introduce the pre-GST tax exemptions on such
procurement/imports. The permanent solution agreed to by the Council was to introduce an e-Wallet
scheme with effect from 1 April 2018. The e-Wallet scheme envisaged the creation of e ectronic e-
Wallets for the exporters and their suppliers, which would be credited with notional or virtual currency
by the DGFT. The national / virtual currency would be used to make the payment of GST / IGST on the
goods imported / procured by the exporters so that their funds are not blocked.

2. The aforementioned decision of the Council was implemented by the issue of various
notifications and circulars whereby the pre-GST exemption on imports / domestic procurement was
effectively restored. Further, for merchant exporters, a specia scheme of payment of GST @ 0.1% on
their procured goods was introduced. Finally, some categories of domestic procurement such as supplies
made under Advance Authorization, EPCG, EOU schemes were recognized as deemed exports with
flexibility that either the suppliers or the recipients i.e., the exporters could claim a refund of GST /
IGST paid thereon. In line with the decision of the Council, all these avenues have been made available
upto 31.03.2018.

3. In order to implement e-Wallet, immediately after the Council’s decision to this effect on
06.10.2017, internal meetingswith stakeholders such as DGFT and GSTN took place. Thereafter, GSTN
floated a concept note on the subject which paved the ground for further discussion. Subsequently, on
16.12.2017, Union Finance Secretary constituted a Working Group with representatives of Central and
State Governments to examine how to operationalize the e-Wallet scheme with effect from 1 April 2018.
The Working Group is chaired by Chairman, GSTN. The Working Group has since been deliberating
on the subject and the Union Finance Secretary too has from time to time reviewed the progress.

4, TheWorking Group hasidentified some of the challengesinimplementing the e-Wallet scheme.
Firstly, a firm commitment is necessary on the part of DGFT, Department of Commerce to take
ownership of the scheme. Secondly, there are technical issues as the e-Wallet would rest on an
independent IT platform but with strong linkages with GSTN on one side and Custom IT system on the
other. The IT related changes in GSTN are of particular importance to make e-Wallet work. Thirdly,
there are legal and administrative issues in determining the quantum of credit of virtua currency in e-
Wallet, thetransfer of creditsfrom the exportersto suppliers, accountal of subsequent exports, validation
of entriesin ledger etc. There would certainly be other issues which arise and would need to be resolved
on the road to implementing e-Wallet.

5. Whereasthe Working Group isexamining the matter initsentirety, onefinding that has emerged
isthat the complex issuesto be resolved would require time. The Working Group is also sensitive to the
fact that mgjor IT changes are in the offing on account of the current discussions on a modified return
mechanism. The introduction of eectronic e-Way Bill with effect from 1 April 2018 is another factor.
Also, on practical considerationsthetime is simply too short now to implement the e-Wallet scheme by
01.04.2018. Thus, the Working Group would need more time to compl ete its task.

6. In view of the circumstances explained above, the matter is placed before the Council for
consideration and approval to:

(@) Defer theimplementation of the e-Wallet scheme by 6 monthsi.e., upto 01.10.2018; and
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(b) Extend the present dispensation in terms of exemptions etc. which is available up to
31.03.2018, for afurther 6 monthsi.e., upto 01.10.2018.

*kkkk*k
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Agenda ltem 12: New system of Return Filing

A detailed write-up on return simplification is enclosed (Annexure 1) which proposes that
the following two policy decisions may be approved by the GST Council —

(1) The tax payment and credit link provided in the law shall continue.
(i) Provisional credit shall continue to be available.
2. Conseguent to the approval of the above two policy issues, GST return suggested by the revenue

officers may be approved as the IT design is incompatible with the above policy decisons. The
sequential steps of the proposed return design suggested by officers are as follows —

(i)

(i)
(iii)
(iv)
(v)

(vi)
(vii)
(viii)
(ix)
()
(xi)

(xii)
(xiii)

(xiv)

(xv)

There shall be monthly returnfor al taxpayers except those who are composition dealers
(quarterly returns) and those who are required to file NIL (no inward or outward
supplies).

This main return shall consist of summary return like present GSTR 3B and as its
annexure invoices for outward supplies and inward supplies attracting reverse charge.
There would be no system-based matching of individual invoices but matching shall be
done by the buyer and seller offline.

Facility would be available for the buyer to continuously upload the invoices and to the
seller to continuoudly view the invoices.

Facility for the seller to lock his own invoices or for the buyer to lock the invoice
uploaded by the seller would be provided. L ocked invoice cannot be withdrawn from a
return and would be mandatorily added to calculate the tax liability.

The steps at S No. (iv) and (v), uploading and locking, shall be available as mobile
application also.

An offline utility would also be provided which would allow information to be extracted
from accounting software and prepare the draft return. This offline utility would also be
capabl e of downloading invoices shown to the buyer.

Partial Payment of tax on the declared liability in areturn shall be allowed.

Individual invoices shall be identified astax paid on the basis of self-assessment of the
seller and declared in the return where he pays partial liability.

Tax payment of invoices would be shown to the buyer after the return has been filed
and taxes paid by the seller.

Return filing date shall be spread out. Taxpayers having turnover upto Rs. 1.5 Crore
shall be required to file return by 10" of the next month, whereas taxpayers having
higher turnover shall be required to file return by 20" of the next month. Taxpayers
having NIL return for six consecutive months can file one six monthly return.

Once the main return is filed, the buyer would be given IT facility to add missing
invoices, to keep the tax administration and seller informed.

There would be continuous facility availableto the seller to add missing invoices or pay
tax on unpaid invoices of the past period. This facility would be available for three
months after the due date for the filling of return and if not paid, then such credit will
be auto-reversed at the hands of the supplier.

Within the said rectification period of three months, after two months, a notice on the
credit availed in the main return, credit available as per the invoice visible and non-tax
paid invoices shall be sent to the buyer. He would thereafter get another month to
mandatorily report the missing invoices and get from the seller the missing invoices
added or tax paid on the non-tax paid invoices.

After the period of three months, a reconciliation statement shall be shown to the

taxpayer in those cases where credit availed in the return for any tax period is higher
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than the tax available as calculated through uploaded invoices which are tax paid.
Excess credit taken shall be required to be reversed by the taxpayer.

(xvi) GST Council shall have power to extend the period of rectification and the date on
which the excess credit shall be auto-reversed.

(xvii) Onthebasis of above decisions, it approved, complete design of the GST Return, draft
law and rules shall be submitted to the GST Council for approval.
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Annexurel

Detailed write-up on Return Simplification

I ntroduction: The Committee for Simplification of Return Design under Chairman, GSTN met
fromtimeto time for internal discussions. It also had extensive consultations with the trade. Officers of
the Return Committee and the IT Committee had a meeting on 2™ February, 2018 where the broad
contours of Return Design were agreed upon. For ease of reference, thisdesign would be called Revenue
Design hereafter. An alternative design was presented by the Infosys team which was discussed at
variouslevelsin the Ministry of Finance by the Infosysteam. For ease of reference, this design hereafter
would be called IT Design. Presentations were made on both the designs before the Group of Ministers
(GoM) constituted to monitor and resolve the IT challenges faced in implementation of GST on 24™
February, 2018 in Delhi. GoM desired that both the designs be presented in the next GST Council
meeting along with the key policy issues which need to be decided. Accordingly, this agenda has been
moved to decide key policy issues stated in paragraph no 9. Once the policy issues at para 9 are decided
as suggested, the approval for the Revenue Return design shall follow as a consequence.

21 No system-based matching — The Committee on Return Design examined various models of
invoice matching in operation in the States. In one design, all buying and selling invoices are captured
with the return and they are cross-matched on various parameters like GSTIN number, taxable Value,
tax payable etc. In the aternative possible design, the invoice is captured only from the seller’s end and
using that as principa information, the input tax credit availed by the buyer is reconciled. Noting that
the design in States can throw up 30-40% mismatch and removing this level of mismatch can involve
very high compliance load, the Committee recommended that the alternative possible method of credit
matching be used.

2.2 Seller’s invoice necessary for input tax credit: The Committee also recommended as a
supplementary decision to para 2.1, that the invoices uploaded by the seller be the only document
recognised in law for availing input tax credit. The key difference between Revenue Design and IT
Design isregarding tax payment status of the invoice and also that ITC isnot available unless seller has
not uploaded the invoice. In the Revenue Design, besides matching of invoice, tax payment against that
invoice would continue to be a necessary condition for finalising the provisionally availed input tax
credit. Thisis already provided in Section 16(2) (c¢) of the CGST Act, 2017 and corresponding SGST
Acts. This was also the position obtaining in VAT laws of many States. This is consistent with the
fundamental GST policy of self-policing. However, inthe IT Design, matching of invoiceis considered
as enough for availing input tax credit without examining the tax payment status of the invoice at any
stage later. In the Revenue Design, ITC would be allowed on provisional basis even if the invoice has
not been uploaded by the supplier which would bereconciled at alater date. IntheIT Design, ITC would
not be admissible unless invoices have been uploaded by the supplier.

2.3 Continuous viewing of invoices: Recipient would be able to continuoudly see the invoice
uploaded by the supplier (akin to 2A viewing facility). The viewing facility would be akin to monthly
ledger meaning that an invoice uploaded later than the date for main return shall also be shown in the
viewing facility for the month to which the invoice date rel ates.

24 Offline Utility - An offline tool will be provided to the buyer to download the invoices shown
to him and compare with B2B purchasesin his own account. This effectively takes matching out of the
IT systems. This offline utility would also provide facility for extracting information from the
accounting software and prepare draft return.

2.5 Return Stages: In the Revenue Design it is proposed that the return would be one only but
opportunity would be provided to add, modify or correct the missing invoices. After a period during
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which these corrections are carried out, the input tax credit would be reconciled with the suppliers’ tax
paid invoice. The output tax liability gets declared and paid in one step but the input tax credit gets
finalised in three steps, namely -

(i) Main return: This would be a summary return with outward supply invoices and reverse
charged inward supply invoices captured as annexure to this main return. Liability declared in
the main return would be validated but credit would be availed on self-declaration basislikein
the present GSTR 3B return on purchase invoices. The requirement of receipt of goods under
cover of an invoice would continue to be the necessary condition in law for availing credit.

(ii) Rectification platform: Once the main return is filed, buyers are expected to check the tax
payment statusinvoices uploaded by the seller. Optional facility would be provided for missing
invoices to be communicated by buyer to the seller through the IT platform. Seller would be
ableto continuoudly add missing invoices, credit note and debit note for the past period and pay
tax liahility thereon to remove the difference between credit availed and credit available. This
facility would be available for three months. Within this rectification period of three months,
after two months, a notice on the credit availed in the main return, credit available as per the
invoice visible and non-tax paid invoices shall be sent to the buyer.

[Note: These two steps are common to both the return designs]

(iii) Reconciliation for input tax credit mismatch: The taxpayer thereafter would get another
month to mandatorily report the missing invoices and get from the seller the missing invoices
added or tax paid on the non-tax paid invoices. After the period of three months, areconciliation
statement shall be shown to the taxpayer in those cases where credit availed in the return for
any tax period is higher than the tax available as calculated through uploaded invoices which
aretax paid. Excess credit taken shall be required to be reversed by the taxpayer.

3. Provisional Credit: Provisiona Credit means credit availed by the buyer on the basis of
invoices relating to a tax-period for which taxes have not been paid by the seller. When the invoice for
the month of say April issued by the seller is used for availing credit in the month of April itsdf, it leads
to availing provisiona credit as taxes are unpaid by then. As of now, provisional credit exists in the
system. Examination of data on credit utilisation pattern indicates that almost 80% of the tax base
consists of traders and they need provisional credit to pay taxes. Removal of provisiona credit would
lead to equivalent cash requirement in the economy and stress. In Revenue Design, provisiona credit
continues. In Revenue Design, provisional credit is allowed to buyer even when the supplier has not
uploaded the invoices which is not proposed to be allowed in IT Design.

4. Phased implementation: Animportant learning fromthe GST roll-out has been that whichever
of the two aforesaid designs is finalized, it needs be implemented in a phased manner, starting with a
few smple steps and adding more features over a period of time.

5.1. Number of returns and periodicity: The number of returnsis proposed to be kept at 12 in a
year for both small and large taxpayers. Effectively it would be a monthly return called GSTR return.

5.2.  The Rectification activity on reconciliation platform is not to be counted as an independent
return. It actually is a facility for taxpayer to correct his mistake and would not be needed by the
taxpayers who make no mistake while filing the main return.

5.3. Reconciliation Statement is proposed to be sent to the taxpayer on rolling basis after the expiry
of the rectification period. The liability flowing from the same shall be added to the liability of the tax
payable in the next month.
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6. HSN: For taxpayers having annual turnover below Rs 1.5 crore, HSN code shall not be
mandatory and therefore they would report liability at the rate level whereas taxpayers having higher
turnover shall report liability at HSN code and rate level.

7. Spreading the date of return filing: Return filing dates shall be spread out. Taxpayers having
annual turnover upto Rs 1.5 crore shall be required to file return by 10" of next month whereas taxpayers
having higher turnover shall be required to file return by 20™ of the next month. Taxpayers having NIL
return for six consecutive months can file one six monthly return.

8. Further simplification: The information intended to be collected in GSTR 1/2/3 process needs
to be closely examined as GSTR 1 had 13 tables, GSTR 2 also had 13 tables and GSTR 3 had 15 tables.
Thisiswhen GSTR 1A and 2A isignored. The information purported to be collected may be examined
while working out the details of the return and where possibl e either be dropped from the return or taken
to the annual return.

0. Key issuesto be decided by GST Council: Two key issuesto be decided by the GST Council
are-

(i) To achieve smplification of return design, should the credit-tax link asavailablein the
current GST laws be removed?

Suggested decision: The credit-tax link should continuein thelaw. There are disadvantages
in breaking tax credit link in five key areas, namely — controlling default in tax payment, refund
of accumulated input tax credit, intrusive power to the inspectors, encouragement to the missing
trader frauds leading to huge revenue loss, and IGST settlement on one hand without receipt of
tax at the other hand.

(ii) Should the provisional credit be removed to achieve smplification?

Suggested decision: Provisional credit should continue in GST. The cash flow problem
which would get created due to remova of provisiona credit would be explained in the
presentation. The IT design has provided a clear transition plan to address thisissue.

10.1 1T Design attributes namely, the facility of buyer uploading the invoice and seller accepting
on a mobile application can be provided as an optiona IT facility in either of the designs. This would
allow the Revenue Design to mergeinto IT Design at alater date.

10.2  Adopting analytics: Default in tax payment and Missing Dealer Credit problem needs multi-
pronged strategy including use of analytics. The development of analytics suggested in the IT design
should be one of the areas of focus to improve compliancein GST.

11. Detailing: Once decision is taken on the two key issues as above, detailing of the return design
would be completed. Thiswould involve, designing the form and drafting of the law and rules. Example
of onereturn cycleis enclosed.
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Example for the month of April —

April and the tax payment period for April

Three-month opportunity for rectification by sellers in relation to missing
invoices of April to either add invoice or pay tax on missing invoice.

N1 Notice for reconciliation for the month of April.

R1 Reconciliation Statement for the month of April.

A Addition in the next return of the excess credit taken.
*kkkk*k
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Agenda ltem 13: Applicability of Goods and Services Tax on Extra Neutral Alcohol (ENA)

Briefly stated, an Agenda Note for GST Council on the taxation of rectified spirit/Extra Neutral
Alcohol (ENA) under GST was considered in the 20" Meeting of GST Council held on 05.08.2017,
wherein the Council, had recommended:

a) for the time being status quo should be maintained regarding taxation of ENA for
manufacture of alcoholic liquor for human consumption.

b) legal opinion of the Attorney General of India may be sought regarding whether within the
prevailing constitutional provisions, GST can be levied on supply of ENA for manufacture
of acohalic liquor for human consumption or not?

C) representatives of States who wish to participate in briefing to the Ld. AG may also be
invited for such briefing.

21 Accordingly, the issue of applicability of GST on supply of rectified spirit/ Extra Neutra
Alcohol (ENA) for manufacture of alcoholic liquor for human consumption within the prevailing
Constitutional provisions was referred to Ld. Attorney General . Further, asdesired by theLd. Attorney
Genera of India, a number of States had sent detailed notes on applicability of GST on rectified spirit/
ENA for manufacture of alcoholic liquor for human consumption, which were forwarded to the Ld.
Attorney General. Thereafter, representatives of Tamil Nadu, Karnataka, Haryana, West Bengal, Andhra
Pradesh, Rajasthan and Maharashtra also met the Ld. Attorney General and briefed him on the issue.
ThelLd. Attorney General, after considering the note submitted by the States and the briefing of States
representatives to him on the issue has rendered his opinion on the matter, through Ministry of Law and
Justice, as under:

i.  Thereisno dispute between the Centre and the States asto thelevy of GST onindustrial acohol
(i.e., denatured ENA); there is divergence of opinion in regard to ENA that is used for
manufacture of ‘alcoholic liquor for human consumption.’

ii. A note containing the views received from the State of West Bengal, objects to the levy of GST
on ENA by relying on the judgment of the Supreme Court of Indiain Bihar Distillery v. Union
of India (1997) 2 SCC 727. The State contends that no GST can be levied on ENA that is used
to manufacture a coholic liquor for human consumption and the power to regulate and impose
taxes on ENA isvested exclusively in the States.

iii.  The representations received from the Government of Tamil Nadu, Rajasthan and Andhra
Pradesh also place reliance on the judgment of the Supreme Court in Bihar Distillery (supra) to
contend that no GST can be levied on ENA.

iv.  Attherequest of the Ministry of Finance, a conference was held with the representatives of the
States of West Bengal, Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Tamil Nadu, Rajasthan and Maharashtra.
During the conference, these States have once again placed reliance on the judgment of the
Supreme Court in Bihar Distillery to submit that the power to levy tax on ENA would vest
exclusively with the State Governments and therefore, no GST can be levied.

v.  Even though the judgment of the Supreme Court in Bihar Distillery (supra) does hold that the
States have the power to control rectified spirit removed for manufacturing potable liquors, this
judgment cannot be used as precedent for the proposition that the States have absol ute power to
impose taxes on ENA that is used to manufacture ‘alcoholic liquor for human consumption’.
Thisis because:

a) Thecourt in Bihar Distillery was not concerned with the power of the State to levy Excise
under Entry 51. To that extent, the court did not deal with the meaning of the words
‘alcoholic liquor for human consumption’ as used in Entry 51. On the other hand, the Court
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b)

d)

€)

f)

was only concerned with the regulatory power of the State under Entry 8 of List I1. Entry 8
in its entirely reads — ‘intoxicating liquors, that is to say, the production, manufacture,
possession, transport, purchase and sale of intoxication liquors’. Nowhere does Entry 8 use
the phrase ‘alcoholic liquor for human consumption’
The meaning of the term ‘alcoholic liquor for human consumption’ has been dealt with
categoricaly in Synthetics and Chemicals v. Sate of UP (1990) 1 SCC 109 (7 judges) and
Sate of UP v. Modi Didtillery (1995) 5 SCC 753 (3 judges). In Synthetics, the Court has
held that the expression ‘alcoholic liquor for human consumption’ means that liguor which
asit is consumablein the sense capable of being taken by human beings as such as beverage
of drinks. In Modi Ditillery, the Court held that_ethyl alcohol (95 per cent) was not an
acoholic liquor for human consumption but could be used as a raw material or input, after
processing and substantial dilution, in the production of whisky, gin, country liquor, etc.
The two-judge bench of the Court in Bihar Distillery (supra) has not referred to the three-
judge bench decisionin Modi Distillery wherethe Court, dealing with the power of the State
under Entry 51 List II, clearly held that “by common standards, ethyl acohol (which had
95 per cent strength) was an industrial alcohol and was not fit for human consumption.”
The Supreme Court has subsequently overruled Bihar Digtillery on the very question of
imposition of excise duty by the State on rectified spirit. In Deccan Sugar & Abkari Co.
Ltd. V. Commissioner of Excise, A.P, (1998) 3 SCC 272 the Supreme Court once again dealt
with the question of the power of the State to levy Excise duty on rectified spirit and after
noticing the judgment in Bihar Distillery, the Court referred the matter to alarger bench for
consideration of the question whether any excise duty can be levied by the Sate on the
manufactured rectified spirit which may ultimately be used for production of potable liquor.
At Para 4 of the judgment, the Court held:
4. It is to be kept in view that the aforesaid decision rendered in Bihar Distillery
case[(1997) 2 SCC 727] by a bench of two learned Judges of this Court was strictly
concerned with the question whether the Sate could cancel licenses given to a
digtillery manufacturing rectified spirit on the grounds as alleged to be relevant for
such cancellation. Therefore, strictly speaking there was no occasion for this Court
in Bihar Distillery case[(1997) 2 SCC 727] to consider the wider question whether
any excise duty can be levied by the Sate on the manufactured rectified spirit which
may ultimately be used for production of potable liquor. Even that apart the
aforesaid observations made in Bihar Distillery case [(1997) SCC 727] by the
Divison Bench of this Court prima facie run counter to the scheme of legislative
competence as examined by the Constitution Bench of this Court as well as in the
three-Judge Bench of this Court in Modi Distillery [(1995) 5 SCC 753] .
Consequently, in our view these mattersarerequired to be placed for decision before
a larger Bench of three learned Judges of this Court for reconsideration of the
judgment in Bihar Digtillery case [(1997) 2 SCC 727]. We therefore direct the
Registry to place all these appeals for disposal before a larger Bench of three
learned Judges....’
Thereafter, a three-judge bench of this Court was constituted. This bench considered the
matter on 13" February 2002 and in a judgment reported in (2004) 1 SCC 243 it held that
“the state can levy excise duty only on potable liquor fit for human consumption and as
rectified spirit does not fall under that category the State L egislature cannot impose any
excise duty”.
Lastly, in State of Bihar v. Industrial Corporation, (2003) 11 SCC 465, the Supreme Court,
while dealing with the question of the power of the Stateto levy apenalty for loss or wastage
of molasses, rejected the argument of the State that molasses were diverted towards
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manufacturing liquor which is fit for human consumption and held that ‘no penal duty could
have been imposed on rectified spirit’. At Para 23 of the judgment, the Court, after referring
to Bihar Distillery (supra) has held:
“24. How far and to what extent the said observations are correct need not be
considered by us but suffice it to point out that this decision had not noticed the
earlier decision given by a Bench of three learned Judges in Modi Distillery. Modi
Didtillery applies on all fours to the facts of the present case and we are bound
thereby...

vi.  ENA typically contains 95% alcohol by volume and as such, is not fit for human consumption.
Under Article 246A (1) read with Article 366 (12A), GST cannot be levied on the ‘supply’ of
‘alcoholic liquor for human consumption’. ENA that is used for the manufacture of alcoholic
liquor is not supply for the purpose of human consumption as it is not consumed directly, but
goes through a process of manufacture.

2.2 For the reasons mentioned above, Ld. AG is of the opinion that the judgment of the Hon’ble
Supreme Court in Bihar Distillery does not denude the Centre or the States of the power to levy GST
on ENA that is used to manufacture ‘alcoholic liquor for human consumption’.

3. The abovementioned opinion of the Ld. Attorney Genera was circulated among States vide
GST Council email dated 16.01.2018.

4, The above issue was discussed in the GST Core Group Meeting held on 1% March, 2018, where
it was decided that in view of the opinion of the Ld. Attorney General, the issue may be placed before
the GST Council for its consideration and necessary recommendations.

5. Accordingly, the GST Council may liketo consider theissue of applicability of GST on rectified
spirit/Extra Neutral Alcohol (ENA) for manufacture of alcoholic liquor for human consumption and
make suitable recommendations.
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