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1. Heard. 

2. This petition has been preferred by the petitioner praying for

GST registration in Rajasthan under the Central Goods & Services

Tax Act, 2017 (for short ‘the Act of 2017’). 

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that registration is

not being granted on the ground that the return was not filed by

the Company at Tamil Nadu. He also submits that on the ground

that return was not filed in Tamil Nadu, the GST registration in

Rajsthan cannot be denied. 

4. We have considered the submissions. 

5. The  Act  of  2017  is  parallel  to  the  State  GST  Act.  If  a

Company does not follow the provisions of law and after having

been registered in particular State does not submit its return and

its  registration  is  cancelled  or  put  in  abeyance,  the  Company

cannot be allowed to move an application for getting registration

in another State, instead of complying with the provisions of the

Act. In view of the particular State, the provisions of the Act are

State-centric, at the same time Central- centric. Thus, a Company

which is registered in a particular State and does not comply with

the  provisions  of  the  Act,  would  be  a  defaulter  and  would,

therefore, be denied registration in other State too. 

6. We,  therefore,  do  not  find  any  reason  to  accept  the

contentions advanced by the learned counsel for the petitioner. 

7. The writ petition is, accordingly, dismissed. 
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