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URT 39 & JAAd Gof v a5 Idfelt & Goasl F gy wia = & 33 @ 3 wiRlad & w7
# fogFa o o ¢

In pursuance to Board’s Notification No. 26/2017-C.Ex.(NT) dated 17.10.217 read
with Board’s Order No. 05/2017-ST dated 16.11.2017, Shri Chandrakant Valvi,
Commissioner , Central GST & Excise, Bhavnagar has been appointed as Appellate Authority
for the purpose of passing orders in respect of appeals filed under Section 35 of Central
Excise Act, 1944 and Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994.
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| NI ZaRT SRIATGT SRy o e & o
Arising out of above mentioned OIO issued by Additional/Joint/Deputy/Assistant
Commissioner, Central Excise / Service Tax, Rajkot / Jamnagar / Gandhidham

13} sfawar & 9faadr & a1 vd uar /Name & Address of the Appellants & Respondent :-

ﬁ M/s. Adani Power Ltd., Shikkar, Nr. Adani House, Mithakhali Six Road, Navrangpura, Ahmedabad -
2l -380 009,

$H ICUEM) § ARG WS AP FefafEd als F suggad witsdy / wiwwer & gwet
3rdrer g T gl g/

Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal to the appropriate authority
in the following way.

a 3N YA/ GIFA IIFA/ SUREFA/ TS YT, Foeid Ie9ig Yehl HATHT, TSADIT | FHAIR

(A) A qow [ FE 3G e U Fart NN FEiftERer & gfa e, FE 5 e
FRAHIH 1944 1 O 35B & AaNd vd  faca @A, 1994 H umr 86 & el
FAff@a serg & 31 aehar &

Appeal to Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal under Section 35B of CEA, 1944
/ Under Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994 an appeal lies to:-

@) @ Aedieed W wEEfoud @l AETR WA g, FAAT 3cUGe ok Ud dare ey
FATATAHIOT 6T [qAY @15, ITT slleh o 2, AR, F. WH, TS Eeell, FT T et ofge 1/
The special bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal of West Block No. 2,
R.K. Puram, New Delhi in all matters relating to classification and valuation.

(i) IRFT INTBE 1(a) # IAC AT FPAT & orar AW W AN W Yo, FAF 37U YeH UG
WWW(@@Q@[WWW,,WW,WWW
EACIEIG- 3¢o0%E @] &y FET =gy I/

To the West regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at,

2nd Floor, Bhatumali Bhawan, Asarwa Ahmedabad-380016 in case of appeals other than as
mentioned in para- 1l(a) above




(iii)

(B)

(i) -

FAET FrafeEor & @Het Al Tedd e F fv edrg 3edlg Yok (3rdien) fergaredy, 2001,
& e 6 & sicela PeiRa U 9 Jux EA-3 @ R gfaat F & frar Sem @il | s @
FH Y FH 0F YT & A1, S ScUe Yo b A FAST H AT IR SR a7 SFHEAT, TIC 5
TG AT 3HY FA, 5 @ TAC AT 50 off@ YT dh YAl 50 TG YT A AW § Al HAM
1,000/- &9, 5,000/~ 9 3r0@T 10,000/~ #9¥ & ARG ST ek & ufd Helewt A iR
Aech & IPTATA, T AT —arfteor H or@r & Fgde ISR & J17 F oo
m%%%mmmﬁméﬁmmmmmlmamww,
d% &1 39 rar A g wifgu SRl Hetd oy Sariaser dr orer fRud § | e aneer
(T 3AEY) & U 3MdeT-99 & @Y 500/- F9C &7 R e ST a=w grem 1/

The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3 / as
prescribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise (Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be accom}(j)amed
against one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 1,000/- Rs.5000/-,
Rs.10,000/- where amount of duty dern_and/mterest/fpenalty/refund is upto S Lac., 5 Lac to
50 Lac and above 50 Lac respectively in the form of crossed bank draft in favour of Asst.
Registrar of branch of any nominated public sector bank of the place where the bench of any
nominated public sector bank of the Elace where the bench of the Tribunal is situated.
Application made for grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 500/-.

FATATYRIOT & FHeY 3Wel, Tdcd A9g#H, 1994 & 41 86(1) & Fad daex
forgeardlr, 1994, & e 9(1) F dgd uRa wa3 S.T.-5 F O ufaat & & ar gl vd 398
oy o seyr & fasg 3rdier v ardl gl 3@ gfd @y # gele HU (39A ¥ vs ufd gafog
gl a@ifge) IR 5 ¥ &7 & FA Uk Uia & Y, ST daren] hr Al [, &Arer T Fer 3T AT
T SAR, TIC 5 @ A SEY HA, 5 AW FC I 50 @ IC d& 3T 50 AG TIC {
A& g ar e 1,000 ¥99, 5,000/~ T4A 3r¥ar 10,000/ T &7 fAefiRer s@w geeh & uf
Hereel &yl IR qedh &l Erare, Haftd el warfeaRor #1 A & Jge Joee &
AT R ofr WS &1 F S gawr ol Y@ifha 3% gue qar R ST wiRe | geta
T T 9P, S HT 3T m@r H g wiRv Sgt Gefa rdeliy sarnfeor & erar feua ¥
T G (¥ HR) F A0 a7 & Ao 500/~ F9¢ 1 FARA e s HET gen

The appeal under sub section (1) of Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994, to the Appellate
Tribunal Shall be filed in quadruplicate in Form S.T.5 as prescribed under Rule 9(1%) of the
Service Tax Rules, 1994, and Shall be accompanied by a copy of the order appealed against
(one of which shall be certified copy) and should be accompanied by a fees of Rs. 1 00/-
where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty levied of Rs. 5 Lakhs or less,
Rs.5000/- where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty levied is more
than five lakhs but not exceeding Rs. Fifty Lakhs, Rs.10,000/- where the amount of service
tax & interest demanded & penalty levied is more than fifty Lakhs rupees, in the form of
crossed_bank draft in favour of the Assistant Registrar of the bench of nominated Public
Sector Bank of the place where the bench of Tribunal is situated. / Application made for
grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.500/-.

faca fafags, 1994 1 arr 86 & IT-UNBH (2) vd (24) & 3add gof Hr IR e, JaET
fagaareh, 1994, & o9 9(2) vd 9(2A) & dgd @AUIRE uaa S.T.-7 &F §r 51 wHof vd 3u&d @
NG, Feig IcUle ek IUAT YT (o), Hdld 3cUg Aok g@ny uika Jger i wfaar
Heldel X (37 § Uh 9fd yafora gl a@ifee) 3K 3ged gaRT dereh g 3rudl IUrgHd,
SR 3cUE Yeh/ FaTRY, B AR FARATUFIOT H JHTAEH &of el 1 AT ot arey Faer &
gty ofr @rer 3 dereT T g |

The appeal under sub section (2) and (2A) of the section 86 the Finance Act 1994, shall be
filed in For ST.7 as prescribed under Rule 9 (2) & 9(2A) of the Service Tax Rules, 1994 and
shall be accompanied by a copy of order of Commissioner Central Excise or Commissioner,
Central Excise (Appeals) (one of which shall be a certified copy) and copy of the order passed
by the Commissioner authorizing the Assistant Commissioner or Deputy Commissioner of
Central Excise/ Service Tax to file the appeal before the Appellate Tribunal.

AT oeh, Hald 3cute Yo U FareR ey Wit (FweE) & 9fd adel & A F S
3care Yeoh HATATH 1944 T ORT 350F & A, S facdy AT, 1994 #r any 83 &
AT FAE H S A A AS B, 38 ISy F U ardiehw wfetor F e s @ee 3cae
YeH/ATT T AT & 10 G (10%), 5o AT vd AT fdaiea g, ar =, s@ e S
fqarfea &, 1 spraer far oo, St & 50 4 & 3Edd S % S arelr sufdd & ufY g
F3 T § & o g
FET U Yooh Ud FATRT & 3 “HFT R 10 ek A et enfder §

(i) aRT 11 & & AT A

(ii) HaAde ST #I ot 318 e iy

(iiiy  Verde ST fATAESy & Age 6 F AT U W

- @t FF & 5@ onT & yigune ey (d. 2) sifRfaas 2014 & 3R & g e srdelr

iRl & qHeT faarreds wuers M vd e @ o) 6 gy

For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, under Section 35F of the Central Excise Act,
1944 which is also made applicable to Service Tax under Section 83 of the Finance Act, 1994,
an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10% of the duty
demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone is in
dispute, provided the amount of pre-deposit payable would be subject to a ceiling of Rs. 10
Crores,

Under Central Excise and Service Tax, “Duty Demanded” shall include :

i) amount determined under Section 11 D;
i1 amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
1i1) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules

- provided further that the provisions of this Section shall not apply to the stay
application and appeals pending before any appellate authority prior to the commencement of
the Finance (No.2) Act, 2014.
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R TFR HY YAETOr 3T :

Revision a%plication to Government of India: = _

3H MG W YAUETT AR [AFATET Al H, ST 3G Yok AWWIH, 1994 & GRT
35EE & 9UH Yl & 3iadd Ay afad, AR TR, Geator e Seie, faeq FARE, ToTEd
faswrer, Tl Afe, Sltaar AT 1@+, TOT A1, 73 Roell-110001, FF fhar S @ik /

A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Government of India, Revision
Application Unit, Ministry of Finance, De artmenf of Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Deep

Building, Parliament Street, New Delhi-110001, under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944 in
respect of the following case, governed by first proviso to sub-section (1) of Section-35B ibid:

T A & (AT ThATA & JAS H, S§1 THare Al Jor &l el @ & $H8R I6 & I
& e a1 Rl 3 e ar R RRE T BN 9E ¥ guY 1SR IF URee & i, a1 e
SN 75 F AT SISHOT F A F FEEHOT & e, Bt FRaw ar B sisR ap A A & e
& AT FU/ 7

In case of any loss of %oods, where the loss occurs in transit from a factory to a warehouse or *

to another factory or Irom one warehouse to another during the course of processing of the
goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehouse

AN & e faredll vz W & B AT A W@ A & Al F aged #ed e oo gl o
FIT 3cTe e & o (RdT) & Ama A, S 9 & a1ge fhdl Tsg ar &7 & @i &1 ol gy
/

In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory outside India
of on excisable material used in the manufacture of the goods which are exported to any
country or territory outside India.

Il 3 Yo A IR [FU Qa1 IR F ag, 9Tl AT el @ Ao At fear war g

In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Ehutan, without payment of duty.

GARYT 3cule & ITUIG Yok & A & fIv S 3y FEe W A v sud e
gt % ded AT F a8 ¥ MR T amewr o amged (e $ qanr faed e (@ 2),
1998 &I &RT 109 & ARy gl dr 98 anig rar darartafer ov ar ae & gia feo s g/

Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards paIyment of excise duty on final products
under the provisions of this Act or the Rules made there under such order is passed by the

/C\otmgrbiséloner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under Sec. 109 of the Finance (No.2)
Ct, & B

IS JMdeer T & gfdAal guT @' EA-8 W, S 1 HeSId Icuied e (3dier) fergaraed,
2001, & ge 9 & 3adad fRAfse &, 34 3y & Wwwr & 3 " & Jadd f1 s wiRe |
IS 3TAGeT & WY Ael HIGY T A INGer & 2l Uidam Foeed @7 e aiigul W @ dead
3care; e JfAfATH, 1944 1 aRT 35-EE & dgd UG ek &1 sereh & wew & dv w
TR-6 &1 Ui Helost &7 amelt @fRw) /

The above aEppl_ication shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified under Rule, 9
of Central Excise (Appeals) Rules, 2001 within 3 months from the date on which the order
sought to be appealed against is communicated and shall be accompanied by two copies each
of the OIO and Order-In-Appeal. It should also be accompanied by a_copy of TR-6 Challan -
evidencing payment of prescribed fee as prescribed under Section 35-EE of CEA, 1944, under
Major Head of Account.

GAALIEIOT e & @y Frfaf@d PeiRa eew 1 serel & smwh ok |
St WoweT @ TS o ®UY A IEY HA & o FUA 200/- F P A Fme 3 Afy woe
@A T ol §9I & SI1ET 1 @ §94 1000 -/ & 1T fhar v |

The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 200/- where the amount
involved in Rupees One Lac or less and Rs. 1000/ where the amount involved is more than
Rupees One Lac.

I 50 Y H FI HT N F GHEY § A GAF HA IR F AT ek H qpErard, 39
O A TRar oo oY) 39 av & g e o & o ol F ¥ guer & v agirenfy s
AATGOT FI Uh FNT AT HAT WHR Hl TF 37T AT ST § | / In case, if the order

covers various numbers of order- in Original, fee for each Q.1.0O. should be paid in the
aforesaid manner, not withstanding the fact that the one appeal to the Appellant Tribunal or
the one application to the Central Govt. As the case may be, is filled to avoid scriptoria work if
excising Rs. 1 lakh fee of Rs. 100/ - for each.

TYTHMET I rery Yo ARIATH, 1975, & IeTgE-1 & ITAR Hel e UF TUIT I AT
uf W AUiRE 6.50 T & FARET Aed i e giel AT

One co.{)y of application or 0.1.O. a8 the case may be, and the order of the adjudicatin%
authority shall bear a court fee stamp of Rs. 6.50 as prescribed under Schedule-I i terms o
the Court Fee Act, 1975, as amended.

€T o, FA 3oue Yo Ud Jarat el sranfaetor (@ faf) fraamach, 1982 # afvid
T 3o ETUd AFGT F GIEATHT ST ater ot T 3T o e aneRia favar siar &1

Attention is also invited to the rules covering these and other related matters contained in the
Customs, Excise and Service Appellate Tribunal {Procedure) Rules, 1982.

3og Fl Wl 1 3 AR T F G 9w, faega i addds gawnat & faw, |
3rdyerelf fasmeir d9a1se www.cbec.gov.in 1 3W THI & | /

For the elaborate, detailed and latest ;f)rovisions relating to filing of appeal to the higher
appeliate authority, the appellant may refer to the Departmental website www.cbec.gov.1in







Appeal No. 326/RAJ/2017

:: ORDER-IN-APPEAL ::

Being aggrieved with the letter F. No: V(18)4135/2017/Ref
dated 20.04.2017 issued by the Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise
Division-I Rajkot (hereinafter referred to as “impugned order”) M/s.
Adani Power Limited, Shikhar, Near Adani House, Mithakali Six Roads,
Navarangpura, Ahmedabad, (hereinafter referred to as “appellant”)

has filed the present appeal.

2. The appellant is a Co-Developer of multi product épecial
Economic Zone which has been set up near villages Tunda and Siracha,
Taluka: Mundra, Dist: Kutch, Gujarat, to undertake generation of power
as per authorized operation in the SEZ, for which they have set up 4620
MW power plant in the SEZ. Further, as per Section 26 of Special
Economic Zones Act, 2005 and Special Economic Zones Ruleé, 2006,
théy are entitled to procure into the SEZ all the goods and services
required for undertaking authorized operations, without the same

suffering any tax / duty liabilities .

3. The appellant had procured into SEZ stores, spares and
consumables from units falling under the jurisdiction of the Assistant
Commissioner of Central Excise Division-I Rajkot (hereinafter referred
to as “the Lower Adjudicating Authority”) for which théy did not claim
any exemption, drawback or concession, therefore in pursuance of Rule
47(5) of Special Economic Zones Rules, 2016, inserted vide Notification
dated 05.08.2016, they filed the claim on 29.03.2017 seeking refund of
Rs. 23,38,661/- being the amount of Central Excise duty paid by their

suppliers.

4., The Lower Adjudicating Authority noticed that neither the
registered office nor the thermal power project / plant of the appellant
falls under the jurisdiction of their Office i.e. Central Excise Division-I
Rajkot. Therefore, Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise Division-]
Rajkot vide impugned order dated 20.04.2017 returned the refund claim
to the appellant for submission before the proper authority after due

rectifications of the observations cited in the impugned order.

5.1 Being aggrieved with the returning of their refund claim vide

impugned order, the appellant has filed present appeal, inter alia , on the

¢
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grounds that lower adjudicating authority has not followed the principal
of natural justice. ‘
5.2 The appellant further stated that the Lower Adjudicating Authority

has erred in holding that he was not correct jurisdictional authority since

as per Rule 47(5) of SEZ Rules provides that the refund, demand,

adjudication, review and appeal with regard to matters relating to
authorized operations under SEZ Act, transactions and goods and
services related thereto, shall be made by the jurisdictional Customs and
Central Excise authorities in accordance with the relevant provisions of
the Central Excise Act, 1944, the Customs Act, 1962 and the Finance
Act, 1994; that the expression “jurisdictional Excise authorities” would
obviously refer to the jurisdiction in which Central Excise duty has been
paid as the Special Economic Zones are outside the purview of Central
Excise Act, 1944 and hence there cannot be jurisdictional Central Excise
. officer of SEZ; that they placed reliance on the case law of Oswal
Chemicals and Fertilizers Limited - 2015 (318) ELT 617 (S.C.)
wherein it has been held that the refund can be claimed in the

jurisdiction in which tax has been paid.

5.3 The appellant while relying on the case laws of Fujitzu
Consulting Private Limited - 2016 (41) STR 728 (Tri. Mumbai),
Devasthan Vibhag - 2008 {10) STR 415 (Tri. Del) and Sahara Power
Products - 2015 (40) STR 536 (Tri. Bang) stated that even though the
refund claim is lodged in a different jurisdiction the same cannot be
rejected only for the want of right jurisdiction and ought to have been

forwarded to the officer having jurisdiction.

5.4 The appellants while summing up their arguments requested
that the Lower Adjudicating Authority be directed to sanction the refund

claim considering the legal position.

6. The Central Board of Excise and Customs vide Notification
No: 26/2017-Cx(NT) dated 17.10.2017 read with Order No: 05/2017-
Service Tax dated 16.11.2017, has appointed undersigned as Appellate
Authority under Section 35 of Central Excise Act, 1944 for the purpose of

passing orders in this appeal.

7. ~ Appellant did not appeared for personal hearing, despite

personal hearing notices were issued, wherein personal hearing was fixed

(



Appeal No. 326/RAJ/2017

on 15.02.2018, 07.03.2018, 20.03.2018 & 10.04.2018, hence I take up

the present appeal for deciding on the basis of the records available with

the present appeal.

Discussions & Findings :

8. I have gone through the facts of the case, Impugned Order i.e. the
letter dated 20.04.2017 issued by the Assistant Commissioner, Central
Excise Division-I Rajkot vide which the refund claim filed by the
Appellant was returned to the Appellant. I have also gone through the
Appeal memorandum, including the Grounds for Appeal filed by the
Appellant on 19.06.2017 in this case.

9.1 [ find that the limited issue to be decided in this matter is whether
the Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise Division-I Rajkot has

correctly returned the refund claim filed by the Appellant. -

9.2 The Appellant is a Co-developer in Special Economic Zone (SEZ)
and has been authorized by the Board of Approval (BOA) for generation
of electricity as their authorized operations for which they have set-up a
Power Plant in SEZ. They procured Central Excise duty paid goods from
DTA suppliers for authorized operations in SEZ. As provided under SEZ
Act, 2005 and the SEZ Rules, 2006, they are entitled for duty free
procurement of goods. Hence, they filed application before the Assistant
Commissioner, Central Excise Division-I Rajkot (hereinafter referred to
as “the Lower Adjudicating Authority”), for refund of Central Excise
duty amounting to Rs. 23,38,661/- paid on excisable goods receive:d from

DTA in the SEZ for authorized operation.

9.3 I f{ind that the Lower Adjudicating Authority, vide Impugned Order
i.e. letter dated 20.04.2017 returned ( “not rejected” as stated by the
appellant in the grounds of appeal at Para.2 ) the said refund claim of

the Appellant, on the ground , mainly, that neither the registered office

nor the thermal power project/ plant of the appellanf falls under the

jurisdiction of his office i.e. Central Excise Division-I Rajkot and
requested to file/submit the same with the proper authority after due

rectifications as stated in the impugned order.

9.4  The present appeal has been filed by the Appellant mainly on the
ground that while returning their claim, the Lower Adjudicating

Authority did not follow principles of natural justice. In this regard, I find
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that the refund claim of the Appellant has been returned by the authority
without issue of any notice. In large number of decisions, various higher
appellate authorities have held that grant of refund is a quasi-judicial
proc'eedings and application for refund filed by any person cannot be
rejected without issue of a show cause notice to the said person. The
Lower Adjudicating Authority has returned the claim filed by the
Appellant without providing him an opportunity to explain as to why his

claim should not be rejected/returned.

9.5 I find that the Central Board of Excise & Customs, New Delhi, has
prescribed procedure for grant of rebate of Central Excise duty on goods
exported (which include goods supplied from DTA to SEZ). As per
guidelines p.rescribed in Chapter 8 of the CBEC’s Central Excise Manual,
the rebate claim can be sanctioned by Deputy/Asstt. Commissioner of
Central Excise having jurisdiction over the factory of production of export
goods or the warehouse; or Maritime Commissioner; that a deficiency
memo should be issued in case the claim is not complete. Further, the
Board vide Circulars No. 6/2010-Cus., dated 19-03-2010 and
1001/18/2015-CX.8, dated 28-04-2015, have issued clarification in
respect of payment of rebate of duty on goods cleared from DTA to SEZ,
which have not been considered by the Lower Adjudicating Authority in
this case. The Lower Adjudicating Authority is bound to follow the
instructions of the Board, whereas, he has ignored the norms fixed by

the Board and returned the claim to the Appellant without following

- principles of natural justice.

9.6 I further find that the Lower Adjudicaﬁng Authority has returned
the refund claim to the Appellant without going into merits of the case,
on the ground that the address of the Appellant Unit is not falling under
his jurisdiction. In this regard, the Lower Adjudicating Authority should
not have returned fhe refund application to the Appellant; instead the
refund application was required to be transferred to the appropriate

jurisdictional Assistant Commissioner of Central Excise.

10. Therefore, to meet the ends of justice, I set-aside the impugned
order of the Lower Adjudicating Authority on the grounds that it has
been passed without observing the principles of natural justice and in
light of the decision in the case of Singh Alloys (P) Ltd -~ 2012 (284)
ELT 97 (Tri. Delhi), and remand the matter back to Lower Adjudicating

Authority i.e. Assistant Commissioner of Central Excise Division-I Raikot,
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with a direction to decide the matter afresh on merits by following

principles of natural justice.

11. In holding this, I also rely upon the case law of Honda Seil Power
Products Ltd.- 2013 (287) ELT 353 (Tri. Del.) wherein a similar view
has been taken as regard inherent power of the appellate authority to
remit back the matters under the provisions of Section 35A(3) of the
Central Excise Act, 1944. Further, Hon’ble Gujarat High Court, in Tax
Appeal No. 276 of 2014, in the case of Associated Hotels Ltd. has held
that even after amendment in Section 35A ibid after 10-05-2011,

Commissioner of Central Excise would retain the powers of remand.

12. Accordingly, without expressing any opinion on-admissibility of the
refund or otherwise, the appeal of the Appellant is disposed by way of
remand with a direction to the Lower Adjudicating Authority to decide
the refund claim of the Appellant on merits after following principles of

natural justice.

F.N. V2/326/RAJ/2017 ) -
T (CHAND ANT VALVI)

Dated: 04.05.2018 COMMISSIONER

By Speed Post

To,

M/s. Adani Power Limited,
Shikhar, Near Adani House,
Mithakali Six Roads, Navarangpura,
Ahmedabad-380009

Copy to:
1. The Chief Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Ahmedabad Zone, Ahmedabad.
2. The Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Rajkot
3. The Additional Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Rajkot -
4., The Assistant Commissioner, GST & CEX, Division-I Rajkot
. Guard File.




