[2025:RJ-JD:37891-DB]
HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT
JODHPUR
D.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 14729/2025

M/s Gulshan Steel Industries, through Proprietor Noshad Ali S/o
Syed Harun Ali, aged about 33 Years, r/o near Pandit Dharam
Kanta, Kothari Hospital, Pratap Basti, Bikaner, (Rajasthan).

----Petitioner
Versus
1. Union of India, through Secretary, Finance, Ministry of
Finance, North Block, New Delhi 110001.
2. The GST Council, through the Chairman, Secretariat, 5th

Floor, Tower IInd, Jeevan Bharti Building, Janpath Road,
Cannaught Palace, New Delhi - 110001.

3. Deputy Commissioner, State Tax, Circle-C, Bikaner.
4. Appellate Authority, State Tax, Bikaner.

----Respondents
For Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Hemant Solanki

Mr. Vikas Rakecha
Mr. Gajendra Sharma

For Respondent(s) :  Mr. Mahaveer Bishnoi, AAG

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DINESH MEHTA
HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE SANGEETA SHARMA

Order

26/08/2025

1. By way of present writ petition, the petitioner has challenged
the order dated 01.07.2025 whereby the Appellate Authority has
rejected petitioner’s appeal by observing the same to be time
barred.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the
Appellate Authority was not legally justified in rejecting the
petitioner’s appeal on the ground of delay as there were valid

reasons justifying the delay.
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3. On Court’s query as to what were the compelling reasons for
which the petitioner could not prefer the appeal within the
prescribed time, learned counsel was unable to show any reason,
let alone satisfy - he submitted that due to lack of knowledge, the
petitioner failed to prefer the appeal in time. Learned counsel has
also failed to show application (if any) seeking condonation of
delay.

4, If the order impugned dated 01.07.2025 is perused, it is
apparent that the petitioner himself had requested the Appellate
Authority to reject his appeal. It will not be out of place to

reproduce relevant part of the order:-
“ardreredl @EaERT IR fAHIe 30.06.2025 T URIAI-UF UK ox Faed fhar 1

o Iaa srdiad 120 fa77 91 SNUW.EL. UIca W 3 A8 T B3 I8 & | 37
MUY ded 2 fh Sad ordicr 1 PRI B &1 q{uT &, difds AT AR

Iod RRITAT H MdeT B D |

ATeATll §RT U U JffAfad & aRI— 107(1) | afold Uraem= & gAR

FeiRa Taef & uwad uwgd @ T 2| fRfEE @ gaR—107(1) @
ﬂ -

“Any person aggrieved by any decision or order passed by
any decision or order passed under this act or State Goods and
Services Tax Act or the Union Territory Goods and Service Tax Act
by an adjudicating authority may appeal to such Appellate
Authority as may be prescribed within three months from the date

on which the said decision or order is communicated to such

person.”

YRl gRT URd Sad AU JfR=H # aftid graumi & ogaR FeiRd

FHATER § UK el bl AT & | o o I(UleT 3 WS I 3P Bl o A TRR

fPd S & BRUT SRAIHR (Reject) @1 ST & 1”7
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5. In view of the facts obtaining in the present case and
considering that no reason for the delay has been furnished by
the petitioner, the writ petition is dismissed being bereft of

merits.

(SANGEETA SHARMA),J (DINESH MEHTA),J

10-amit/-



