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3r19T  /o3] (ir.r.) 1~,aijct ?0°.° T1 'l   3ii1bi 31TT 

o/o-1t 1~o-iict ..°?t9 311u1 f, 't ct,d-1k 31Nc4-d, io-çl c-c1 .c1Ic, 

thTTT t IccI 311ZIT ?SS TU5, IRT 5çIC 1c-4 311P ?S *I c.ITU 3 31cIdcJ 

r  .314rft .3iir 'iifli  i .ir 3141w iIc*i1 fctci fTr 

irr . 

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 Sunil Kumar Singh, 
Commissioner, CGST & CX, Gandhinagar 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. 

T 3N 31Icfd/ .14ctd 31I.1c4-d/ i.1Ncl-c1/ I'1* 31Rlctd, -çl'l 3ct.IC, 1 c.dnI , lc1Ict,(, &i,iictk I olid1a1dii. 

I miri m   ii1 r 31TT 1ici: / 
Arising out of above mentioned 010 issued by Additional/Joint/Deputy/Assistant 
Commissioner, Central Excise / Service Tax, Rajkot I Jamnagar / Gandhidham 

T 314 lciI & 11cii1 T alto-I i 11T /Name & Address of the Appellants & Respondent :- 

Om Siddh Vinayak Impex Pvt. Ltd.,, Shed No. 369, 370, Sector-N, KASEZ, 
Gandhidham, 
'1 31Tt(3111 Zfl ct  o)1 11d Ft'1 1ctc1 i1'T'r / im)uT 

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

'd-1I 1ccb 3ct-IIC 1i' t1 , 1Icl,i 3i4)c a-.iiit1ct ,&ui i sf 3141w, -c jc'-ite iect 

31fT ,1944 *r im 35B i .3-ldild i i 31Tr, 1994 ir m 86 
dff1cbc Il 

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:- 

(i) ci41cui ok- oi r't d-IlHc '1l -ç4 3c-lIcal ]c4 lIct 31)c 
a- t.ii1iclt t 1r '4'lô, c.iTct 2, 3fl °l I~,cc4, t *ii1) tii1 1 
The special bench of Customs, Excise & Service ''ax Appellate Tribunal of West Block No. 2, 
R.K. Puram, New Delhi in all matters relating to classification and valuation. 

(ii) 3I.4.1cf(-I 1(a) ctdIL. 1V 3fThft 3TlThT T't 314T '1lo-u 1c'4, IRT .ic'-IIC 14 t1 
jc4  3i4)cl a-I4I1quI (f-èc.) t TfT 1?11'tZT  4)1~*i, , o-nc41 iT 3ff1T1 

oo i-  *r  i1 I! 

N ç the West regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Ta Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at, 
nc1 Floor, Bhaumali Bhawan, Asarwa Ahmedabad-3800 16 in case of appeals other than as 

\rntioned in para- 1(a) above 

(A) 



(iii) I'tc'Il E99 311f 1'-dd cto1 flv o-clI 5c-'1I 1c  (3t1) l-1icic, 2001, 
1d-I 6 3T9T ftT f  dI 4'.1f EA-3 t EIT i1k1 c  fzrr lta1I t1I11! I a1d 

tF '1i icLUC T<b & d-dl ,1k1 Et T 34 çdIIfl  dIj v 5 
iii ir 3-I , 5 'ni iv ZIT 50  3fTT 50 ii 311 9 - r: 

1,000/- .&i),_5,000/-  3TTT 10,000/- '&'1 T ft1ift[ 1diI 1c1' *I 4.-Ie1do-f J fT'ftftT 
14) T 1dIçtIo-1, J1IC1 31tic a-i1k4I1ict 1JI r 1ii1 *il1 al!d-1 
1iI1a-tct 4i cf  cctRr 1I' IIC1 ..4 cc1I'(I 'lIo-II t1L. I .1GIIç1 1tF T dIc1Jo1, 
cl r r iisi tfv   ii1Iui r iui tTr Tr .31Tr 

( 3tI*) ¶lV 31ia1tT 1Tr 500/- &,yI.! ft[   jd-fl cMo-1I ')dJ  I! 

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 acconjpanied 
against one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 1,000/- Rs.bU00/-, 
Rs. 10,000/- where amount of duty demand/interest/penalty/refund is upto 5 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 bencI of any 
nominated public sector bank of the place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated. 
Application made for grant of stay shall  be  accompanied by a fee of Rs. 500/-. 
3L ç 4 1TT 31tflR, lcc1 311r, 1994 r cTU 86(1) 3T11 , c1lct,,& 

1994, fi  9(1) i cid if S.T.-5 1T iili'1 511 i1l tT 3 
f  31TT ¶ 3TT *r d14) t, .ji4  ITT   ( t2 

fr tiif) 3 cb'H V ii icb. r JlldI *t O'-III 3ft 1dII1J 
dIJf i-ioii, '"-I 5 cB 11 3f I, 5 eiII '4V ZIT 50 c'4I'sl '&'1V dcl' 31TET 50 ci&  
31 t ir: 1,000/-  Li,_5,000/-  3TT1 10,000/ -  t"F) T 1.1ifT idii )ec41 

c4da1 I 1WtT ]ccl' T 1dIdlo1, FsIR1cI 3141c1 ok4I1l'UJ i1i- 
olld-1 f-1 t IcTjc4, ' ci cciii fizrr iIa1i ii1t I 

dIç1Ia1, 4, 3 ]Isfl 10-ii i.ii1t. ii 1II1d a- I iin fr I 
31TT ( 3) 1R! 3fla1t.fl * lT1 500/-  T 1r 1ccl, ..,i-i1 co 1/ 

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 Shaill be accompanied by a copy of the order appealed against 
(one of which sha'l be certified copy) and should be accompanied by a fees of Rs. 1000/-
where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penäilty levied of Rs. 5 Lakhs or less, 
Rs.5000/- where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty levied is mqre 
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/-. 

fcci 311rT, 1994 Rr 86 t (2) I2 (2A) 31ff c  *r dl4'  31t, ,cl'4 

1cic4'I, 1994, 1*i 9(2) 9(2A) cici 1tIThT Ni S.T.-7 t 51T 1~rd1 3f TI 

31Vd, o-ç1 3c'1IC, 1c 31TT 31Icc1 (3Ttr), iaç ic-ii 1*' TU '.1I1c1 3HT *I 1i1 
dal cl'. (iai i2 4 -1II1d t tfl1L) 3T 31k.1c4-d C,ckI 1I1* 31k1cfd 3TT iYI'4'1-d, 

3c-t-flc, ]c/ 1Icl', 3141(4'k-1 If1cl'Uf t 31ca1 q, T 1r ?o-1 c1k 3ffT 

 1/ 
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. 

I 1(4', 'o-çI jctllC, ç cl' t2 Ic1Iq,( 3i41c 'ii1ciui (-a.)   3T4ft 
.i-ic  3111rTr 1944 *r Tu 35v 3rd, ft r 1c-c1 31rr, 1994 4r c.TU 83 i 
3Jf[ cjc 1i t dI 31[ i  4' ç 4(cJ,U 3ft[ cl' ç ZT jct.( 

T  * 10 1T[ (10%), d-fldj 1 ,7jd1I I II~.cl , Z11 IJ1iaiI, 5 f 

fI1~d , r dIçfla fizir  f r m 3TTf fru ii   31ftT tfft 

'1fia-çk4 .ic-'IIC., 1ccl'  V Icl' 31FF "1-jid I' 4" S-ai ii 

(i)  

(ii) a1 ló-tI TfF[ i% 

(iii) 'iiti * fJdf 6 31dJ'Ud Zf  

fRrth;T 3T tr 3T1 ç.iij 1/ 
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; 
ii) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken; 
iii) 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. 

(B) 

(i) 



(C) iim *itqit TtYTUT 31TF: 
Revision app1iation to Government of India: 

31Tf rT t1TUT FlcI,I -"i11kIcf d-fl) 7J 5cLI c , TFV 3T liT, 1994 c11 PTT 
35EE fTr dch 31T 31 TFtP 'd.cbk, 1fTT 31T1 t[ IjI-c 
f1T, iftt 1[ clY -iibooi, ct iir fn,' 
A revision application lies to the Under Scretary to the Government of India, Revision 
Application Unit, Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Deep 
Buildmg, 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: 

c-1chio1 d-flJ- , lI ii'-1Ia 'j d-fl ç  c d l4kdI,-Io1 
(i) ? f5 3fZl cj,kJ ff d 1H d lT 1r 

dJ ZjT RDT J-fl ç f cik.SIIO R 1f o- Io1 
d-Hd 

In case of any loss of goods, where the loss occurs in transit from a factory to a warehouse or 
to another factory or Irorn 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 

(ii)  
3çL4, ()ii   ic1 c  TZ 

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. 

(iii) Zff 3c'-11 C lccb idol ¶V ft Tf tlTl[ ZIT c 3Jf i d d / 
In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or hutan, without payment of duty. 

cIC,ol lif dIdlol fQ il $ 
lTTrft dd J-flo- 41 3-ft 3Tlf ' 3lkId '(31h11f) iii tf 3TRif (T 2), 
1998 4) .TTT 109 cc1tj f d,  dI1I 31TT olNI11i t[  ZT t1-jft f - j/ 
Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final products 
under the provisions of this Act or the Rules made there under such order is passed by the 
Commissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under Sec. 109 of the Finance (No.2) 
Act, 1998. 

3'-H'l'td 31TRT cl t 44j W-1 l&II EA-8 , ,i'l 41 o-c ir'-1lc,ol ]c.ct, (3T4l[) IJ-iIcc), 

31T[ flTT dHc 31T[ 3Rt 31Tf 41 t cldol c  31T 'ilT1i IT irçk1 

ic1Ic, fT 3TZf, 1944 c) TT 35-EE dd 1fII lcb l 3Id1l d'I. ttT 
TR-6 c  w1 -Icdol c 1fl1171 / 
The above application shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified under Rule 9 
of Central txcise (Appeals) Rules, 2001 within 3 months from the date on which the order 
sought to be appealed against is communicated and shall be aecompanied by two copies each 
of tIle 010 and Order-In-Appeal. It should also be accomjanied by a copy of TR5 Challan 
evidencing payment of prescribed fee as prescribed under Section 35-EE of CEA, 1944, under 
Major Head of Account. 

(vi) qv 3fT rf.T -olId *r   l 31ckd)) cl Iu41 rn1 I 
1i ç do IR li 1ITI[ tFt U 3i d1 ft FtFf 200/- dldlo-i rr jlW 3ft z .{.j coido 

L r'-1lC,l t 11t 1000 -I [ I-ldldiol 1ir jIIV I 
The revision application shall be accompaniedby 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. 

?11   3T11 Jc'1 3flft i& [IRTI I1 W11F  3T1T tlV 1r4i ilf dldlo-1, .3L4-c1 (D) 
cdl fl ,llolI ifi i T%RT cl  4  flfF tg'r ilS1 t irf 31'1 
iRIitiFUJT c  icli 3P1'W IT Zr W4iI ch1 i.c4 31TT 1T ildl I / In case, if the order 

covers various numbers of order- in Original, fee for each 0.1.0. should be piid in the 
aforesaid manner, not withstanding the fad that the one appeal to the Appellant I ribunal or 
the one epplication to the Central (jovt. As the case may be, is filled to avoid scriptoria work if 
excising Rs. 1 lakh fee of Rs. 100/- for each. 

(E) 1hT a1KIlrl 1c'4 31PT, 1975, 3lo11-I 3TR1T J-lc'l 3lTf cl f-fThT 31T1 4 
111r ftftr 6.50 trf r i i ç'.j d ff / 
One copy of application or 0.1.0. a the case may be, and the order of the adjudicating 
authority shall bear a court fee stamp of Rs. 6.50 as prescribed under Schedule-I in terms ol 
the Court Fee Act, 1975, as amended. 

'I- -çld4 3c'-lI, ] ç -cf 1? cll'1i( 3ft'hZf o iiFlcitii (R ff1) 1-iIcic11, 1982 I (F) 
I 3TZf 1TIf d-ftd-icul ch 4d-lIld ol' 1Tf kIol'I ci1 3 ft 21Iol 3lIc4iid 1Zff  '1ldi l / 
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. 

(G)   3l'-i)cl i1iIc1il1 c41 3ftIhif C,iicl ol' llId cIl'.lcb, I -cd 3 olc)'ldJ-1 lTET111 

31IT%t [[iThT al.dlc. www.cbec.gov.in  c4i llf HEF I / 
For the elaborate, detailed and latest provisions relating to filing of appeal to the higher 
appellate authority, the appellant may refer to the Departmental website www.cb..c.gov.in  

(iv)  

(v)  



Appeal No: 567/RAJ/2010 
F.No: V2/567/RAJ/2O1O 

:: ORDER-IN-APPEAL::  

Being aggrieved with,the Order-in-Original No: 54/ ST/ 

Refund/2010 dated 19/20-05-2010 (hereinafter referred to as 

"impugned order"), passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Service 

Tax Division, Rajkot (hereinafter referred to as "Adjudicating 

Authority"), M/s. Om Siddh Vinayak Impex Pvt. Limited, Shed 

No. 369 & 370, Sector-IV, KASEZ, Gandhidham, Kutch 370 230 

(hereinafter referred to "the appellant"), have filed present 

appeal. 

2. The appellant filed a Refund claim on 30-09-2009, 

under Notification No: 9/2009-ST dated 03.03.2009, as amenced 

(hereinafter referred to as the "said notification"), seeking 

refund of Rs. 76,015/- being the amount of Service Tax paid by 

them on shipping line charges like terminal handling charges and 

bill of lading charges. 

3. During scrutiny of the said rebate claim, it was 

observed by the Adjudicating Authority that the said refund claim 

was filed beyond the period of 6 months, as required in terms of 

clause 2(1) to the Notification No. 09/2009-ST dated 03.03.2009. 

Further it was observed that the claimant had not enclosed copy of 

the list of specified services required in relation to the authorised 

operations in the Special Economic Zone, as approved by the 

Approval Committee, as per clause (g) to the Notification No. 09/ 

2009-ST dated 03.03.2009. Subsequently, on demand, the claim.nt 

had submitted the copy of letter dated 0 1.10.2009 forwarding list of 

specified services approved by the Approval Committee, which 

meant that the approval letter was not with the claimant on the day 

of filing the refund claim. Thus, the Adjudicating Authority had 

rejected the refund claim since the above conditions of the 

Notification No. 09/2009-ST dated 03.03.2009 were violated by the 

claimant. 

4. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellant 

have filed present appeal on the grounds that the Adjudicating 

Authority had absolutely erred in rejecting the said refund claim as 

neither any show cause notice was issued to them for clarifications 

nor they were even heard. 
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5. The said appeal was transferred to call book in the 

month of Sept, 2010 on the basis of the Tax Appeal No. 353 of 2010 

filed by the Department in the Hon'ble High Court of Gujarat 

against the order of Tribunal, as reported at 2010(17)S.T.R. 134 (Tn. 

Ahmedabad) in the case of Cadila Health Care Ltd. v/s 

Commissioner of Central Excise, Ahmedabad. Subsequently, the 

said appeal was retrieved from call book on 28.09.20 17. 

6. Accordingly, a personal hearing in the matter was fixed 

on 31.01.2018; 20.02.2018; 16.03.2018 and 05.04.2018. But 

neither the appellant nor any of their representatives appeared for 

PH nor had they made any correspondence in this regard. Further 

from the documents available on record, I find that prior to 

appointment of the undersigned as appellate authority, PH of the 

appeal was fixed on 28.09.2010 and 31.10.2017 which was also 

neither attended by the appellant nor any of their representatives. 

7. I have carefully gone through the appeal memorandum. 

I find that since the appeal is against rejection of refund claim, 

therefore there is no need for compliance to requirement of Section 

35F(i) of Central Excise Act, 1944. I also find that vide letter dated 

27.08.2010 Adjudicating Authority was asked to submit parawise 

comments on the points raised by the appellants, but till date the 

same has not been received. 

8. I find that limited issue required to be decided in this 

case is whether the impugned order rejecting the refund claim is 

just and proper or otherwise. 

8.1 I find that appellants in their Appeal Memorandum have 

placed forward the argument that they were neither issued SCN for 

clarifying the matter nor were given an opportunity to be heard in 

person. From the impugned 010, I find that the contention of the 

appellant is correct. In large number of decisions, various higher 

appellate authorities have held that grant of refund is a quasi-

judicial proceedings and application for refund filed by any person 

cannot be rejected without issue of a show cause notice to the said 

person. The Adjudicating Authority has rejected the claim filed by 



—.-... .;/ 
, 
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the Appellant without providing him an opportunity to explain as to 

why his claim should not be rejeàted. 

8.2 I find that it is undisputed fact that as required in terms 

of clause 2(1) to the Notification No. 09/2009-ST dated 03.03.2009, 

the claim for refund has to be filed, within six months or such 

extended period as the Assistant Commissioner of Central Excise or 

the Deputy Commissioner of Central Excise, as the case may be, 

shall permit, from the date of actual payment of service tax by such 

developer or unit to service provider. I find from the impugned 010 

that since the payment to the Service Provider has been made on or 

before 31.03.2009, the refund should have been preferred much 

before 30.09.2009, which is not so in this case. However, the 010 is 

silent whether the appellant had sought extension, for filing the 

captioned refund claim, from the Assistant Commissioner of Central 

Excise or the Deputy Commissioner of Central Excise, as the case 

may be, as per the option available with him in the said clause. 

9.1 The rules of natural justice do not supplant the law of the 

land but only supplement it. It is now firmly established that in the 

absence of express provisions in any statute dispensing with the 

observance of the natural justice, such principles will have to be 

observed in all judicial, quasi-judicial and administrative 

proceedings which involve civil consequences to the parties. Natural 

justice recognizes three principles: 

(i) Nemo debet essc judex in propria causa - which means that 

nobody shall be a judge in his own or in a cause in which he 

is interested; 

(ii) Audi alterem partem - which means to hear the other side; 

(iii) Speaking orders or reasoned decisions. 

9.2 Section 33A of the Central Excise Act, 1944 provides 

opportunity of being heard to a party by the adjudicating authority 

from time to time with grant of adjournment to the party not more 

than three times. Further, CBEC vide its Circular No. 1053/ 2/ 

2017-CX dated 10.03.2017, has further on the question of personal 

hearing has clarified as follows: 
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14.3 Personal Hearing: After having given a fair opportunity 
to the noticee for replying to the show cause notice, the 
adjudicating authority may proceed to fix a date and time for 
personal hearing in the case and request the assessee to 
appear before him for a personal hearing by himself or through 
an authorized representative. At least three opportunities of 
personal hearinq should be qiven with su(ficient interval of time 
so that the noticee may avail opportunity of being heard.  
Separate communications should be made to the noticee for 
each opportunity of personal hearing. In fact separate letter for 
each hearing / extension should be issued at sufficient interval. 
The adjudicating authority may, if sufficient cause is shown, at 
any state of proceeding adjourn the hearing for reasons to be 
recorded in writing. However, no such adjournment shall be 
granted more than three times to a notice (emphasis supplied). 

10. Therefore, to meet the ends of justice, I set-aside the 

impugned order of the Adjudicating Authority on the grounds that 

it has been passed without observing the principles of natural 

justice and is non -speaking, in light of the decision in the case of 

Singh Alloys (P) Ltd. - 2012 (284) ELT 97 (Tn. Delhi), and 

remand the matter back to Adjudicating Authority, with a direction 

to decide the matter afresh on merits by following principles of 

natural justice and also justify! issue a speaking order with respect 

to the said refund claim in terms of Notification No. 41/2007-ST 

dated 06.10.2007. Adjudicating Authority must mention in the 

order details of hearing given with a reasonable time. 

11. In holding this, I also rely upon the case law of Honda Seil 

Power Products Ltd.- 2013 (287) ELT 353 (Tn. 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 Adjudicating Authority to 

decide the refund claim of the Appellant on merits after following 

principles of natural justice. The appellant is also directed to 

submit their submissions raised in the present grounds of appeal 



ifrrni.  
drit (t 
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before the adjudicating authority, so as to enable adjudicating 

authority to decide all aspects inv1ved in the matter on merits 

13. The appeal is accordingly disposed off in above terms. 

F. No. V.2/567/RAJ/2010 
Place: Ahmedabad. 

Dated: 10.05.2018 

- 

(SUNIL KUMAR SINGH) 
COMMISSIONER (APPEALS)! 

COMMISSIONER, CGST & CEX, 
GANDHINAGAR 

By Speed Post 

To, 
M/s. Om Siddh Vinayak Impex Pvt. Limited, 
Shed No. 369 & 370, Sector-TV, 
KASEZ, Gandhidham, Kutch 370 230. 

Copy to: 
1) The Chief Commissioner, Central GST & Central Excise, 

Ahmedabad Zone, Ahmedabad. 
2) The Commissioner (Appeals), Central GST & Central Excise, 

Rajkot. 
3) The Commissioner, Central GST & Central Excise, Kutch. 
4) The Assistant Commissioner, Central GST & Central Excise, 

Division - 
5) The Assistant Commissioner (Systems), Central GST & 

Central Excise, Rajkot 
6) The Superintendent, Central GST & Central Excise, AR- 

7) PA to Commissioner of Central GST & Central Excise, 
,andhinagar. 
Guard File. 




