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trd Jrftfrqfr, 1994 fr rrRr 86 fr f,c qRr]ll (2) gd (2A) * liTlrd rJ 6t Tff 3lfrd, n-qr6{ lil{rdrs, 1994, + frTE 9(2) vd
9(2A) * rFd FtltLi cqr S.r .7 * 4l r&-ri (rd Tsfi sFr yErfd, idq rflrd {6 3r.Er }rqiFr tyfiO, iatq ree trtr
-EEr crftd yrtrr 8r cf&{i sf,.a +t (rrt * (... cfi rFrFrd di, Erftg 3ft rr .ari rem r6n-*- rr< .lr* -rca, +#*
rarrd flaT/ tdrrFr, 6t jrffiq -qrqfq-6{sr +t Jniad 6+ rri sI fi{rr tA art:ntli Er efr rt flrtr t fa.a rr* Etlt-r I
The appeal under sub section (2) and (2A) of the sedion 86 lhe Finance Acl 1994, shall be filed in For ST.7 as prescribed
under Rule g (2) I 9(2A) ol lhe Service Tax Rules, 1994 and shall be accompanied by a copy o, order of Commissioner
Central Excise ot Commissioner, Cenlral E)(cise (Appeals) (one ol which shall be a cenified copy) and copy ot the order
passed by the Commissioner authorizing lhe Assistant Commissioner or Depuly Commissioner of Central Excise/ Service Tax
lo fle the appeai before lhe Appellate Tribunal

(i)

frF ll-ci;, *drq 5.trr{ rfi4 (.a t-{rfr{ 3{qffiq crfu6{sr (d€.) + cA irffi fi xllra i #erq rrr,q rfi+ i{ftfrqa 1944 +
um 35(,s +' rflta rt fi laafrq yfufrqF, 1Sg4 fr rrm 83 + .}rdrid d-dr6{ ;Fi afi dEt *.IzrS t, 7i :n*r * cfr ffirq
9llft-fr{sr d'lrerd q{d rm 3?qE Tffit*dr 6{ Era + t0 cfrrrd (to./o). T{ ar4 (ti frxtdr ii-drffd ft, vr adtar, ra *-a-a qatr
ffi t. +r qrrari f6st r,(' .rri ft aq Um & 3iaJra rqr fs art {rff :riB-a tq iFl rs rnE rq(' C ifu+; a air

i;fu rme gF. lri d-{Fr 6 Jiri-d "Fl"r fr\r rq 116' * h-E $fr t
(r) uR- lt * * ]lditd 1+.4

(ii) #c frEr fi & zr$ rraa nfl{l
(iiD ffic rsr B!rytn-dt * frqa 6 * liir/rd Aq afrF
- cri 16 f6 i{ trRr } crErrri ffirq({. 2) J{ftftqs 2014 t }Tix t f4 1+.S jr{r$rq.qrmErfi + EffF FfqRrlri.
trrri 3r.S ('{ 3rfrd' +t drq rfi iHt/

For an appeal lo be liled befor€ the CESTAT, under Seclion 35F of the Conlral Excise Act, 1944 which is also made
applicable lo Service Tax under Section 83 of lhe Finance Act. 1994, an appeal againsl this order shall lie before the Tribunal
on payment of 10% ot the duly demanded whe.e duly or duty and penally are in dispule, or peoalty, vvhere penalty alone is in

dispute, provided lhe amounl of pre-deposit payable would be subject to a ceiling of Rs. l0 Crores,
under Cenlral Excise and Service Tax, "Duty Demanded' shall include :

(i) amounl determined under Section 11 D;

(ii) amounl of e(oneous Cenvat Credit taken:
(iiD amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules

- provided furlher that the provisions ol lhis Seclion shall not apply lo the stay application and appeals pending before
any appellate aulhoraty prio. to lhe commencement of lhe Finance (No.2) Act, 2014.

Fr(d Yr{I{ 6] {ittrq xr+(a :

Rovision lppfic; on to Govehmont of lndle:

ts ffit Ar fitsi'r qtfd-$r Fitfifud airdt i, i"?rq ter( r-16 Jrftfr{ff, 1994 Er rrnr 35EE t rrls ciTfi } rfr,t-d 3r{{

llfrd, rr{a siE r, Iatql1n xrlda ffi, fua rrr"ra rrss fai'm. dftfi rih-r. fdi fic lr{a, dT{ trrd, + t2F-S.1tOOot, 4t
FFqr srar qltNt i
A revision application lies to lhe lJnder Secretary, lo lhe Government of India, Revision Application Unit, lrinistry of F,nance,
Departmenl o{ Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Deep Buildang, Parliamenl Street, New Delhi-110001, under Section 35EE ol lhe
CEA 1944 in respect of the following case, governed by {irsl proviso to suEsection (l) of Seclion-3sB ibid:

qAErd*ffi{6qra+FrFdt,T6rf{.flaf4ifrFr{+TEiff6rqletI.nTrEfiqrrjrrifiat{raqrh;S:ra+rrsrist
Fr-*'Ot o- Tr- rlF t <st trsn rp vrirrra $ et{ri, qr BrS dsn 1rf + r-JEi ri fia * rs8srq * et{ra ffi 6r.qri qr

fs$ ,iER ur6 * nrii i T6{!d + mH At/
ln case of any loss of goods, where the loss occurs in lransil from a faclory lo a warehouso or lo another faclory or from one
warehouse lo anolher dudng lhe course of processing of lhe goods in a warehouse or in slo.age whelher in a faclory or in a

warehouge

t{r{d + 116{ l+Sr rrs( qr et{ 6r frdrd 6{ S frd -+ 
ltffiur fr trT{d 6it ,{rd c{ rfr rd +fr{ rflE T6 t g. (ft-i{) fi

fif,d *, 3t rrld * {rf{ fr{fl oq u atr +} ftqia *r 4di tt i
ln case ol rebale of duly ol excise on goods expoded lo any counlry or territory outside lndia of on excis€ble mate.ial used in
the maouracture ol the goods which are exporled to any counlry or territory outside lndia.

qfe ran-E nda 6r {rrdrd fs(' kfl lrrrd +, qr6r. aqrfr qr rgra +] ara fuid Rcr z|qr et /
ln case of goods exported outside lndia export to Nepal or Bhutan, withoul payment of duly

qffft'{d rflE 6 ranca ?.ro+ + {rrdrd +, fr(' a} rq& **{ fs Jrftfr{ff (,ii f{r$ idftra qrdqrd +, 6d Er fr ,6 t lit{ d
fta if ]lr.Irfi (xfid) + 

-6-dnr ffi }efi-cq ( . 2i, 1998 Er trEI 109 * e{m fr{rd & zr* artfo rnrar sErcrBfu q{ qr arE Ji
crfud l6q ft tli
Credit ol any duty allowed lo be ulilized lowards paymenl of excise duty on linal producls under lhe provisions of this Act or
lhe Rules made lhere under such order is passed by lhe Commissioner (Appeals) on or afler, the d6te appointed under Sec.
109 of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998.

5q1trd 3rrtri 6r <) cfi-qr qEr F6qr EA-8 ,i, d fi k?t{ rdrrrd rf"T (jrtrd) fr{rErd-S. 2001, + fr{E g * 3rf,fd hfrft-c t,
ls 3niT * rincq * 3 816 * nalrd fr sr* Erfrq t Jqrtff 3{rH t sFr Ed lntn s Jrqrfi 3neT fi d cftqi nara fi ir$
qlftqt sFr 6r idq r.cru ?16 .rfufr{fr, 1944 fr rrrfl 35 EE + ir6d Adftd r"r4 6r r|dr{fr + Hrc,! * at{ q{ TR-6 8r cfr
riara *t fi qfrqr / -
The above applicalion shall be made in duplicale in Form No. EA-8 as specifiod under Rule,9 of Cenlral Excise (Appeals)
Rules,2001 nithin 3 monlhs lrom lhe date on $/hich the order sought to be appealed against is communicated and shall be

accompanied by two copies each of the OIO and Order-ln-Appeal. ll should also be accompanied by a copy of TR-6 Challan
evidencing payment ol prescribed fee as prescribed under Seclion 35-EE of CEA, 1944, under Ma,or Head of Accolnl.

fdtxiur xr}{{ + srq ffifud trtrrfi-d rfcE *I irdrlrfi Ar sral qGq 
I

id riara r+'r r.+ rs 5ct cr rc$ a" ai rqt 2967 {r l-rrdr,I i+cr aK'3it{ fi TiTra r6q ('6 aro sqt * wrar dr
aqi looo -/ sr c-rrari f+-q, nr(' r

The revision application shall be accompanled by a fee of Rs. 2OO! where the amounl anvolved in Rupees One Lac or less
and Rs. 1000/- wher6 the amounl involved is mo.e lhan Rupees One Lac.

qla ffi xrtd i66 fd ]lrM r F{ra tA9?t6rt }rAlI + frq q6 +r {Jrda, sq+ff 6a t ffi'qr irir qlftt rE rat
6H $' $ Ar frsr qdi 6Fi t T[l + fr\' qlnfrft rtrrq rqrfufirsr *t r'+ y{ra qr +'frT {r6R +t r'+ jrr+6i frqr irdr t r i
ln cdse, rl lhe order covers vaflous numbers ol order. in Original, lee lor each O.l.O. should be pard rn lhe aforosard manner,
nol wilhstanding the lact lhal lhe one appeal to the Appellant Tribunal or the one applicalion to the Cenlral Govl. As the case
may be, is lilled lo avoid scriploria $/ork if ercising Rs. 1 lakh fee ol Rs. '1001 for each.

qqrsrnfua arqraq !I-F. nfrfr{A, 1975. + rgqff-l * r,rsE {d lnan ('a Frrri 3niT dI cfi q{ Rqifr 6.50 {qi 6r
al{rdq q6 Aft-c ,n drar srFqr /
One copy of applicalion or O.l.O. as lhe case may be, and lhe order of lhe adjudicaling authorily shall bear a courl tee slamp
of Rs. 6.50 as prescribed under Schedulel in lerms ol the Court Fee Ac1,1975, as amended.

drar rIR, idrq rar., rlE ({ f4ls,r rffiq aroff*.ror 1+r{ rdf4 lMt, ls82 f aFrd (.d xa siala rEd} 5t
IrBcFd Fra mt fr{Ei f' 3.lh lfi t:qI;I jrEftd ftqr srar tt i
Altenlion is also invited io lhe rules covering these and olher aelated matlers contained in lhe Cusloms, Excise and Service
Appellale Tribunal (Procedure) Rlles,'1982.

3zq tr+&q crffi 6'1 3rfi erfufr 6rt t {iriQ-i qtm, ftqr 3it{ r{rfrd8 srcrrrit t' ft(, i{4-dnf Mq i{€rfa
www coec gov.rn +r .Lr{ +id.r 6 r /

For the elaborate, detailed and lalest provisions relaling lo filing of appeal to the higher appellate authority, the appellant may
rerer to the Deparlmenlal websrte www.cbec.gov in

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)

(D)

(E)

(F)

(G)



Appeal No: V2l05/EA2l Gilil 2016

3

:: ORDER-IN-APPEAL ::

The Commissioner, Customs & Central Excise, Kutchh, Gandhidham-37O

201 (hereinafter referred to as 'the appettant') has fited the present appeal

against Order-ln-Originat No. Rebatell9l/2016-17 dated 12.08.2016

(hereinafter referred to as 'the impugned order'), passed by the Deputy

Commissioner, Centrat Excise Division, Bhuj (hereinafter referred to as "the

[ower adjudicating authority").

2. Brief facts of case are that M/s. AMW Motors Ltd., 34 Km. Mitestone,

Bhuj-Bhachau Road, Vittage: Kanaiyabe, Bhuj Kutch (hereinafter referred to as

"the respondent") bearing Central Excise Registration No. AAKCA0327REM001

and engaged in manufacturing the exporting of Excisabte goods "Heavy

Commercial Vehicte" falting under chapter No. 87 of the Central Excise Tariff

fited rebate ctaim of Rs. 4,36,020/- on 13.07.2016 requesting for refund of duty

paid on the goods exported, as detai[ed betow:

3. The lower adjudicating authority, after scrutiny of rebate claim, found

that the respondent exported the goods within six months of their ctearance

from the factory; that the rebate claim was fited within one year from the date

of sailing of vesse[; that the ctaim is not hit by the timitation of time as

provided under Section'l 1B of the Centrat Excise Act, 1944; that the doctrine

of unjust enrichment does not come into ptay in terms of provisions of Section

118(2) of the Central Excise Act, 1944; that the respondent had submitted att

the retevant documents in futfittment of provisions of Rute 18 of the Central

Excise Rutes, 2002 read with Notification No. 1912004-CE dated 06.09.2004.

Accordingty, the lower adjudicating authority sanctioned rebate ctaim of Rs.

4,36,0201- in favour of respondent.

4. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appettant fited present

appeal on following grounds:

1. The lower adjudicating authority mentioned that the respondent

5fi

Sr.

No.

ARE.1

No.

Date

&

lnvoice

No. &

Dae

Assessab[e

value/

FOB Vatue

Central

Excise

duty

Duty

payment

particutars

Shipping

Bitt No.

& date

Date of

Export /

Shipment

Amount

of

rebate

01 24/

2'l .08. 1 5

600033,

600034,

600036/

21.08.15

31,54,000

33,54,000

4,36,070 Cenvat

A/c No.

2983t

2'1.08.2015

7860537

25.05.1 5

27.05.16 4,36,020
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has exported the goods within six months of their clearance from

the factory. However, on perusal of ARE-1 No. 24 dated

21.08.2015 and Bitt of Export No. 7860537 dated 25.05.20'16, the

respondent exported the goods after 9 months of their c[earance

from the factory, in violation of Para (2)(b) of the Notification No.

19i 2004-CE(NT) dated 06.09.2004, which is re-produced below for

ready reference:

N oti f i coti on No. 1 9 I 20@1- CE (NT ) date d 06. 09. 2004

(2) Conditions ond limitations:-

(o)

(b) The excisable goods sholl be exported within six months from

the date on which they were cleared for export from the foctory

of monufocture or worehouse or within such extended period as

the Commissioner ol Centrol Excise may in any porticular case

allow.

ARE-1 and Shipping Bi[[, submitted by the respondent, indicate

that the respondent had contravened the conditions provided in

para (2)(b) of the Notification No. 19/2004-C.E.(NT) dated

06.09.2004. Therefore, the [ower adjudicating authority has

erroneousty sanctioned the rebate claim to the respondent.

5. The respondent vide their letter dated 05.12.2017 submitted the

foItowing:

1. The Deputy Commissioner issued a Show Cause Notice No.

V.87(10)l178lRebate/20'|6-17 dated 14.10.2016 as the conditions as Laid

down in Para (2)(b) of Not'ification No. 1612004-C.E.(NT) dated

06.09.2004 is not futfitted.

2. The Deputy Commissioner, Central Excise passed an Order-ln-Original

No. Rebate/35312016-17 dated72.12.2016 rejecting the rebate ctaim of

Rs. 4,36,020/-, which is not tegatty sustainabte.

3. lt is not the case of the department that the goods are not exported.

First fact that the goods have been cleared on payment of duty, for

export under c[aim of rebate and second fact that the rebate ctaim has

been fited within one year from the date of [et export order, are not

denied by the department.

4

2
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4. The adjudicating authority proposed to reject the ctaim for rebate on

the ground that it was barred by limitation, as the exports were made

after six months from the date of clearance from the factory, even when

the rebate claim is fited within one year from the date of export.

5. As per Rute 18 and 19 of the Central Excise Rules, 2002 read with Rute

5 of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004, they are entitted to export goods

without payment of duty and they opted to pay duty on inputs and to

export the goods on payment of duty and thereafter claimed rebate of

duty paid in respect of the exported goods.

6. They rely on the provisions of Section 11B and Section 11A of the

Central Excise Act, 1944 as we[[ as Ru[e 18 of the Central Excise Ru[es,

2002. They also rely on erstwhi[e Rute 12 of the Central Excise Rutes,

1944 which was simitar to Rute 18 of the Central Excise Rules, 2002.

7. They rety on the case law of Raghuvar (lndia) Ltd. reported as 2000

(118) ELT 311 (S.C.), Dorcas Market Makers Pvt. Ltd. reported as 20'15

(321) ELT 45 (Mad.), Everest Flavours Ltd reported as 2012 (282) ELT 481

(Bom.).

8. The rebate ctaim cannot be rejected as the goods have been finatty

exported which is not denied by the department. The effect of six

months period is onty to ensure that the goods are not diverted

otherwise and hence, once it is proved that the goods are exported,

then the rebate ctaim cannot be denied, when it is fited within one year

from the date of exports.

6. Personal hearing was attended to by Shri R. Subramanya, Advocate and

Apeksha Subramanya, Consuttant wherein they reiterated the contention stated

in their letter dated 05.12.2017 and submitted that they witt fite the detaited

written submission but they faited to fite any submission titl date.

FINDINGS:

7. I have carefutty gone through the facts of the case, the impugned order,

the appeat memorandum and cross-objection fited by respondent. The issue to

be decided in the present appeal is as to whether the rebate ctaim sanctioned

by the tower adjudicating authority is erroneous due to condition (2)(b) of

Notification No. 1912004 dated 06.09.2004 or otherwise.

5
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8. I find that respondent cleared the goods under ARE-I No. 24 dated

21 .08.2015 on payment of Central Excise duty. The Bitt of Export No. 7860537

dated 25.05.2016 evidences the physicat export of goods and hence the goods

were exported after a period of nine months from the date of ctearance from

the factory. Rute 18 of Central Excise Rules, 2002 governs rebate of duty on

export subject to the conditions stiputated under Notification No. 1912004-

C.E.(NT) dated 06.09.2004. I atso find that the department contended that the

amount of rebate sanctioned is not in accordance with the provisions of Rute 18

of CER and Notification No. 19/2004-CE (NT) dated 06.09.2004. I wouLd like to

reproduce Rute 18 of Centra[ Excise Rutes, 2002 reads as under:

"Rule 18 - Rebate of duty - Where any goods ore exported, the Central

Government may, by notification, grant rebate of duty poid on such excisoble

goods or duty poid on moteriols used in the monufocture or processing of such

goods and the rebote sholl be subject to such conditions or limitations, if ony,

and fulfillment of such procedure, os moy be specified in the notificotion."

8.'l I wou[d atso like to reproduce the retevant portion of Notification No.

1912004-CE (NT) dated 06.09.7004, which reads as under:-

ln exercise of the powers conferred by rule 18 of the Centrol Excise Rules,2002 and in
supersession of the ltinistry of Finonce, Department of Revenue, notificotion No.
40lzwl-Central Excise (NT), doted the 26th June ZN|,[G.5.R.469(E), doted the
26thJune, 20011in so far as it relotes to export to the countries other than Nepal and
Bhuton, the Central Government hereby directs that there sholl be gronted rebote of
the whole of the duty poid on all excisable goods falling under the First Schedule to
the Centrol Excise Toriff Act, 1985 (5 of 1986), exported to orry country other than
Nepol ond thuton, subject to the conditions, limitotions ond procedures specified
hereinofter,-

(2) Conditions and limitotions: -
(o) that the excisoble goods shall be exported ofter poyment of duty, directly from o
factory or warehouse, except as otherwise permitted by the Centrol Boord of Excise
and Customs by o generol or speciol order;

(b) the excisable goods sholt be exported within six months from the dote on which
they were cleared for export from the factory of manufacture or worehouse or within
such extended period as the Commissioner of Centrol Excise may in any porticulor coseattow; $"t$--
(c) that the excisable goods supplied as ship's stores for consumption on boord a vessel'
bound for ony foreign port ore in such quontities as the Commissioner of Customs at
the port of shipment may consider reasonable;

(d) the rebote claim by filing electronic declorotion shott be ollowed from such ploce
of export ond such date, os may be specified by the Boord in this behotf;

(e) thot the market price of the excinble goods ot the time of exportation is not less
than the amount of rebate of duty cloimed;

(f) thot the omount of rebote of duty odmissible is not less thon five hundred rupees;

(g) thot the rebote of duty poid on those excisable goods, export of which is
prohibited under any law for the time being in force, sholt not be mode.
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9. The above provisions stiputate that rebate of centra[ excise duty paid on

exported goods shatl be granted, subject to conditions or [imitations, and

futfittment of procedure, as may be specified in the notification. Therefore,

the matter comes to [imited issue regarding it's procedura[ aspect in as much

as the goods actuatly exported by the respondent is very wett established. lt is

not the case that the goods were not exported but a case that goods exported

after 6 months of time stipulated in the Notification. Thus, this is a case of

mere a procedural lapse and, due to that, Respondent cannot be deprived of

substantive benefit avaitable to them. The decision reported in 2006 (204) ELT

0532 (ln Re : Modem Process Printers), fulty supports above view. ln the said

decision it was, inter-atia, hetd as under:-

"ln fact, as regards rebate specifically, it is now a trite low thot the

procedurol infraction of Notificotionl Circulars etc, are to be condoned if
exports have really taken place, ond the low is settled now that

substantive benefit cannot be denied for procedurol lapses. procedure

has been prescribed to facilitote yerification of substantive

requirements. The core aspect or fundamental requirement for rebate is

its monufacturer ond subsequent export. As long as this requirement is

met, other procedurol deviations can be condoned".

7 2

10. ln the case of Kosmos Healthcare Pvt. Ltd. reported as 2013 (Zg7) ELT

345 (Cat.), the Hon'bte High Court observed that:

"26. ln Ford tndia Pvt. Ltd. v. Assistont Commissioner of Central Excise, Chennoi reported in
2011 (272) E.L.T. J53 (t ad.), the ltodros High court held that substontiye complionce of
procedural requirements would be sufficient where factum of export is not in doubt.

As held bv the SuDreme Court in Commissioner o Customs (lmDortl. llumboi v. Konkanf27.
Svnthetic Fibres reDorted in 2012 (278) E.L.T. 37 (5.C.1, o beneficial notificotion wos required to
be oiven o [iberal interDre totion. The notificotion inthis case is o beneficial one

28. When there is Droof of exDort as in the instont case, the time stiDulation of six months to
carrv out exDort should not be cons trued within Dedantic risiditu. ln this case , the delov is onlv
of obout two months. The issioner should haye considered the reasons for the delov in a
liberol manner

2.9. lt ulould perhops be pertinent to note that on exporter does not ordinarily stand to gain by
delaying export. Compelling reasons such as delay in finalization and confiimotion ofirport
orders, conceuation of export orders and the time consumed in securing exporc orderstfresh
export orders delay exports.

30. As obser.ved oboye, the notification does not require thot extension of time to carry out the
export should be granted in advance, prior to the export. The commissioner may post facto grant
extension of time.

31. What is important is, the reason for detoy. Even ofter export extension of time moy be
granted on the same considerotions on which o prior applicotion for extension oi time to iarry
out export is allowed. t there is sufficient couse for the delay, the deloy wilt have to ble
condoned_, and the time for export wilt hove to be extended. li my view,'in considering the
causes of delay, the commissioner would hove to toke o tiberat apfroach keeping in mintr the
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object of the duty exemption, which is encouragement of exports

32. Of course, in a case of inordinote unexplained deloy or a case where the delay has coused
loss ol reyenue to the Government or in a case where there is reoson to believe that export has

been delayed deliberately with ulterior intention, for example, for higher gain in onticipotion
price voriation, the delay moy not be condoned."

(emphasis supptied)

11, ln the case on hand, the factum of export is not in doubt. The

respondent exported the goods within a period of nine months and the detay is

for bonafide reasons. lt is widety pronounced in many orders/ judgments that

in respect of incentive oriented beneficial schemes, intended to boost export

and where the substantive fact of export made is not in doubt, [ibera[

interpretation is to be accorded, so that the very purpose of the scheme is not

defeated.

12. ln view of above, I am of the view that there is no justified ground to

deny the refund already granted to the Respondent by the tower adjudicating

authority and appeal fited by the department faits to susta'in. Accordingty, I

uphotd the impugned order and reject the appeat fited by the Department.

ti.t 3TflEs-df E-dEr E-S fi rr+ 3Tfi-d rr ftcdRT sqttrd dfrt t l4iqr snr t I

12.1 The appeat fited by the Department is disposed of in above terms.
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To,

Coov for information and necessary action to:
1) The Chief Commissioner, GST & Centrat Excise, Ahmedabad Zone,

Ahmedabad for his kind information.
The Assistant Commissioner, GST & Centrat Excise, Division, Bhuj.
The Superintendent, GST &. Central Excise, Range-ll, Bhuj.
Guard Fite.

2

3

4

The Commissioner,
CGST & Central Excise, Kutchh,

"Central Excise Bhavan", Ptot No. 82,
Sector-S,Opposite: Ramtila Maidan,
Gandhidham-370201 .
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M/s. AMW Motors Ltd., 34 Km.

Mitestone, Bhuj-Bhachau Road,

Vittage: Kanaiyabe, Bhuj Kutch
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