To
The Assistant Commissioner / Proper Officer
[Department Name/Address]
Subject: Request for Reconsideration of ITC Disallowed Due to Alleged Non-Compliance of Section 16(2)(b) of CGST Act, 2017
Reference: Notice/Order No. ----------------------------, Dated ---------------
Respected Sir,
This is with reference to the disallowance of Input Tax Credit (ITC) amounting to Rs.[Amount] for the period [Period] on the grounds of non-compliance with Section 16(2)(b) of the Central Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017.
The said section requires that the recipient of goods or services must have received the said goods or services in order to avail ITC.
In this regard, I would like to present the following points for your kind consideration:
1. Goods/Services Received by Me:
I have duly received the goods/services as per the purchase order and tax invoice. The receipt of goods/services can be corroborated by the following supporting documents:
· Goods Receipt Note (GRN)
· Delivery Challan copies
· Proof of payments to the supplier (attached as evidence)
2. Accounting Records and Usage in Business:
The goods/services have been accounted for in my books of accounts and have been used/are intended to be used in the course or furtherance of my business as required under the CGST Act, 2017.
3. No Specific Discrepancy Identified in Receipt:
The notice/order does not identify any specific instance or document to suggest that the goods/services have not been received. In the absence of such evidence, the presumption of bona fide compliance should be upheld.
4. Judicial Precedents Supporting ITC Entitlement:
Courts have consistently held that ITC should not be denied where the recipient has adhered to all substantive requirements of the law, including receipt of goods/services and payment to the supplier. For instance, in Commissioner of Central Excise v. Ralson  Hon’ble Supreme Court underscored that procedural lapses should not defeat substantive claims.
5. Evidence to Support Compliance:
I am submitting all supporting documentation to establish that the conditions under Section 16(2)(b) have been fulfilled.
Prayer:
I respectfully request you to:
1. Allow the disputed ITC for the said period in view of my compliance with the substantive provisions of the law.
2. Provide an opportunity for a hearing, if necessary, to clarify any further queries or doubts.
Thank you for your understanding and cooperation.
Yours faithfully,

Enclosures:
1. Tax invoices related to the disputed ITC
2. Goods Receipt Notes/Delivery Challans
3. Payment proofs to suppliers
4. Other supporting documents
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