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Name & Address of the Appellant & Respondent

Mis. Hitachi Hi-Rel Power Electronics Pvt.Ltd (U-11)

al{ anf zu 3rq mer a arias rra mar ? at as za om2r # m'cr '[f~{1.ffif ~~ <n:/ x=ra-ll'I
31f@era.rt at 3Tqffi m TRT&rur~~ er'< "flcpill % I

Any person aggrieved by this Order-In-Appeal may file an appeal or revision
application, as the one may be against such order, to the appropriate authority in the
following way :

mm 'ffitlffi <ITT~ 3lWcR :
Revision application to Government of India :

(1) ~~~~- 1994 cffr mxr 3lcfT@ ~ ~ <n:/ .,-r:wr'f cB" <ITT" ii ~ mxr cm
u--ent a gm uqa # siftgr 3mar 'sra fa, laal, Ra +inca, zua fmrr, #tell
-i:iftrc;r , m'rcr=r cfrq raa,imf, { Rat : 110001 cm cffr ufRf ~ I
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(i) A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 41h Floor, Jeevan Deep
Building, Parliament Street, New Delhi - 11 0 001 under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944
in respect of the following case, governed by first proviso to sub-section (1) of Section-
35 ibid:

(ii) zufe mra cffr gnf #ma.j ca h ztf nan fa4t uzrI zn r1 arum m M
~~~~lf 1=fIB z;r \r[ffi ~ l=Jl1f lf. a fat uerul z awe i 'i!ffi" cffi" M~ ii m
fa4t quern atm 61 4fa5u a tr g$ &tl

(ii) In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a
warehouse or to another factory or from 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.
(m) ma #a fat lg a 72 ii Riff Ha 1R m m # Rfufu i qzjr zca a Hr 1R
snr zcaRamiit aa ate fhm@Tz zn2rfaff &y

(b) 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.

(TT)

(c) In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without
payment of duty.
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ti' 3ITd1=r '3tcl I Gr! ctl" '1tcl I Gr! ~ cf> 'l_fTc'fFl cf> ~ 'G'IT ~~ lW'lf ctl" ~ ~ 3T1x
ha 3ma Gt z arr qi fr gar srga, 3rft # gr uRa ata T TT
Ef1G' ~ fctm~ (-;:f.2) 1998 mxT 109 ~~ ~ ~ 'ITT I
(d) 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 and such order is passed by the
Commissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under Sec.109 of the Finance (No.2) Act,

1998.

(1) ~ '3tclli:\rl ~ (~) P\lJl·i!ClC'll, 2001 cfi ~ 9 cfi- 3@T@ fclP\Fcffc WT-5! ~
~-a -ij err mctm -ij, fi ~ cf> >ltd ~~~~ cfl<1 lffii cf> 'lffilx ~-~ ~
~~ cffl" err-err mctm r; sf@a 3m4a fa ult al@gt Gr TI arr ~- cpf

~-Lcll~M cf> 3@T@ tfRT 35-~ -ij ~tl"l"ffif 1:!fr cf> 'T@l"f cf> ~ cf> m~ i'r31R-6 'Ef@R cITT >ltd
-if[ 6Rf~ IThe above application 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 010 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.

(2) [fut 3mat # er uni ica van a arr rt zn Ura n 'ITT at qt 20o/­
ffi 'T@l"f at urg ah srei iaa van vs ar a vuar &l m 1 ooo; - cITT -cim=r 'T@l"f cITT

GTg IThe revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the amount involved is
Rupees One Lac or less and Rs.1,000/- where the amount involved is more than Rupees One

Lac.

ft zyca, ta arzrc vi ara 37fl#hr mrqf@raw a fa 3rfl­
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(«) at43re4a grc 3rf@/1, 1944 cITT tfRT 35- uom/35-~ cfi 3@T@:­

Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to:-

(a) affwr earia viafea ml ma ft zrca, ta graa rec v a
a4#ta =nqTferau fa@hs 9fear Nei i. 3. 3ITT. cf>. :Ff, { fact •vi

(a) the special bench of Custom, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal of West Block No.2,
R.K. Puram, New Delhi-1 in all matters relating to classification valuation and.

0

{am) ~.,,R,R,a qRills 2 (1) q; if 'ffiP< ""J"N ,/;= sl't &qJiif, ~ * 'l1lffi if ffl 0
, air swra zrn vi tar r4t4ta =urnf@raw (free) at qfa et#tu fl6al,
3-15'-l<:\lci!IG -ij 3it--2o, q #ea gtRaea arr3re, ivt TT, 3!i3l-1Gi<iil<:\-380016.

(b) To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 0-20, New Metal Hospital Compound, Meghani Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380 016. in
case of appeals other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.

(2) a=ta sarzyea (sr@ha) Ruma6f), 2001 cITT tfRT 6 cfi 3@T@ WT-5! ~:i;r-3 -ij ~tl"l"ffif
fag 3r4ar 3rat1 nzmf@rat # n{ 374l fsg r4la fg mr; arr? #t 'ifR mctm mm,
'1!"ITT ~ ? cITT l=filT, ~ cITT l=filT 3-IT'< c¥fP:IT +Tar uif u, 5 ad qr Ura # % "cfITT
~ 1 ooo / - ffi ~ W11 I hia zca # min, an #t l=fflT 3-IT'< c¥fP:IT TI<TT ~
T, 5 GT4 IT 50 GT l 'ITT at ET s0oo/-- #h hr#t etft sii snra gca t l=fflT,
an a#t l=fflT 3-IT'< c¥fP:IT ·Tut uif 4; 50 Gar zl Gaa unat ? ai ; 1000o / - m
~W11 I cffl" ffi tli31lli:B xRr!tcl'< cfi -;,r-r 'ft aifi aa gr a a "ff6i'cf cITT unif I "ll"6
7vn fa4 fa r4a ITT cFi ~ cITT ~ cpf m

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 accompanied against
(one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of Rs.1,000/-, Rs:§rQ~Q/~nd Rs.10,000/­
where amount of duty / penalty / demand / refund is upto 5 Lac, 5 Lac6Q,Dagand.above 0 Lao
respectively in the form of crossed bank draft in favour of Asstt/1Reg·1starot,/~br1i3nch of any%2
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nominate public sector bank of the place where the bench of any nominate public sector bank of
the place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated

•I is
(3) <l~ ~ 3m l'=ia{ am±ii at mrar star t at r@ta np sitar #a frg#t mr qua rfat
~ ii fcl;m vfRT ~ ~ c'l2ZI cfi sh g; 9 fa frat rd1 ra ii <f'cA cfi ~ "lj~ ~

muff@erau a#st "Q"cP 3NR1 m~ 'flWR cm "Q'cn~ fci;m 'isl@T t I

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each 0.1.0. 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 lacs fee of Rs.100/- for each.

(4) rrzarcru zyca rfefzm 4g7o zrm vigil@rt t~-1 cB" 3@T@~~~
a 3m4ea zr r rr?gr <l2TI°ft-Q.ITT1 Wn:R mmm * 3roT if a r@ta t va JR u
.6.so h at urnzu yea fa am @tr a1Re1

One copy of application or 0.1.0. as the case may be, and the order of the adjournment
authority shall beer a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paisa as prescribed under scheduled-I item of
the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) za cit vii@r mii at fiau av4a fzuii #6t 3lR 'lfr urA~ TTP<TT \JIIBf t
Git Rt zrc5, ah; sari zrca vi tar 3r@Ra +nru@aw (ruffaf@) Ru, 1982 if
Rfea I
Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in the
Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.

(6) «tr era, ac4trsen res vi hara3r4)fr neaswr (fl+aa) av 3rfai h mmch 11-
ac4tr3enra 3@f1 , °&yg Rt nu 3sa 3iafafa#tzriczn-) 3ff@0f4 2e&(2e&¥ ft

..:,

icqr 29) fecaia: s.a.&g sh RRtfa4hr 3#@)fGzr, r&&g Rtrt3 #3iaafa hara as aftrafr
sr{#, aart fefaara{ qa.frsrmat 3fart , ark zrnra 3iaifa smarGr srk art
art@a 2zr frastwzaa@azt
a#c4hr3en eraviaraa 3iaifaft arcraiiRa enf@

..:, ..:,

(1) err 11 gt # 3iaf feuffaa
(ii) a=rd am #t t n{ a1a fr
(it) arz sat fG1ma#ht a fRa 6 # 3iaf 2r m#

_. 3TT"df~ra~rcn~muc);mtnar~ ct. 2)~.2014 <ff 3IT{F3f ~~~ 3Pfufi.:r~ <ff
m;a;~~~mi" arfu;rq;rm-i:_atffew)-1

For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, it is mandatory to pre-deposit an amount
specified under the Finance (No. 2) Act, 2014 (No. 25 of 2014) dated 06.08.2014, 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 provided the amount of pre-deposit payable would
be subject to ceiling of Rs. Ten 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.

(6)(i) .~ 3ror;); l,TTFI°3r4trqfyawr ahrqrsi area srzrar eyesm ?;1Js~o1"m 1ITor~ "JTV \Won
;); 1 o¾ 3l7@laf tRail srzi#ausRaf ztaavg# 1 o¾ 3l7@laf tR cfi'l" ~~ i1

.3 .3

(6)(i) In view of above, 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."
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

This appeal is filed by M/s Hitachi Hi-Rel Power Electronics Private Limited,

(U-3), B-101, GIDC Electronic Zone, Sector 25, Gandhinagar (for short - "the appellant")

against Order-in-Original No. 146/Reb/Cex/APB/2016 dated 01.02.2016 passed by the

Assistant Commissioner of Central Excise, Gandhinagar Division, Ahmedabad-III (for

short - "the adjudicating authority").

2. Briefly, the appellant had filed a rebate claim for Rs. 5,938/- under Rule 18 of

Central Excise Rules, 2002 (for short - CER 02) read with notification No. 19/2004­

CE(NT) dated 06.09.2004, in respect of goods exported vide ARE-ls No. 001/15-16

dated 10.4.2015. On his failure to submit the Bill of export, a query memo dated

7.10.2015, was issued. Subsequently, vide the impugned OIO, the rebate claim was

rejected by the adjudicating authority on the grounds of non submission of Bill of export.

3. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant has filed this appeal inter alia stating that the 0
adjudicating authority had erred in considering the rebate claims filed by the appellant as

claims under export entitlement; that as per Rule 30(5) of SEZ Rules, 2006, bill of export

is to be filed under claim of drawback or DEPB, only; that the Joint Secretary

(Revisionary Authority) has already decided the issue wherein it is held that the

substantial benefit cannot be denied for lapse of not filing bill of export, when the

fundamental condition for granting rebate of duty paid on export goods, stands fulfilled.

4. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 18.11.2016. Shri Vijay B Joshi,

Advocate, appeared on behalf of the appellant and reiterated the submissions made in the

grounds of appeal, and submitted copies of order in the case of Mis. Gujarat Organics

[2014314) ELT 981], MIs. Kei Industries Ltd [2014 (313) ELT 895] and M/s. Nova Sara India

(P) Limited [2014 (313) ELT 898] .

5. I have gone through the facts of the case and submissions made in the appeal

memorandum. The limited point to be decided is whether the appellant is eligible for

rebate claim.

6. In the instant case, it is observed that [a] there is no dispute regarding supply

of goods to SEZ; [b] that this supply was against payment of duty; and [c] about receipt

of the said goods in the SEZ. The only point on which the rebate stands denied is that the

bill of export has not been submitted by the appellant. This issue however, is no longer

res-integra, having been settled by the JS(RA), Government of India, through various

orders.

7. The appellant, has relied on seven case laws, to contend that the rebate has \

been wrongly rejected. Joint Secretary (Revisionary Authority), Government of India, in

the case of MIs. Gujarat Organics Limited [2014(314) ELT 981], [a caselaw.relied upon

by the appellant], in paragraph 9, has held as follows: ~"''t'.t~,,, .2.Ee
' l . . / ~ 1 , . 1' ~ -- \ -,:-_

iEil 3: i..'° Ka 7.·+w -7 5}"<°+y<±>
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9. Government observers that in terms of Para 5 of Board's Circular No. 29/2006-Cus., dated 27-12­
2006, the supplyfrom DTA to SEZ shall be,eligible for claim of rebate under_Rule 18 of Central Excise
Rules, 2002 subject to fulfilment of conditions laid thereon. Government f urther observes that Rule 30 of
SEZ Rules, 2006 prescribesfor the procedurefor procurements from the Domestic Tari.flArea. As per sub­
rule (I) of the said-Rule 30 of SEZ Rules, 2006, DTA may supply the goods to SEZ, as in the case of
exports, either under Bond or as duty paid goods under claim of rebate under the cover ofARE-I form. The
original authority has rejected rebate as theyfailed to produce Bill of Export in term of sub-rule (3) of Rule
30 of SEZ Rules, 2006 and Board's Circular No. 29/2006-Cus., dated 27-12-2006. C.B.E. & C. Circular
No. 6/2010-Cus., dated 19-3-2010 f urther clarified that rebate of duty paid on goods supplied to SEZ is
admissible under Rule 18 of Central Excise Rules, 2002. Government observes that in terms of Rule 30(5)
of the SEZ Rules, Bill of Export should befiled under the claim of drawback or DEPB. Since rebate claim
is also export entitlement benefit, the respondent was required to file Bill of export. Though Bill of Export
is required to be filedfor making clearances to SEZ, yet the substantial benefit of rebate claim cannot be
denied onlyfor this lapse. Government observes that Customs Officer of SEZ Unit has endorsed on ARE-I
form that the goods have been duly received in SEZ. As the duty paid nature ofgoods and supply the same
to SEZ is not under dispute, the rebate on duty paid as goods supplied to SEZ is admissible under Rule I8
of Central Excise Rules, 2002. Commissioner (Appeals) has rightly allowed the rebate claims in these
cases.

8. As is evident, the rationale applies to the present dispute. I find that the issue

0

0

of non submission of Bill of Export stands settled in favour of the appellant, subject to

fulfillment of certain fundamental condition. As in the present case, since there is no

dispute regarding supply of goods to SEZ on payment of duty and about receipt of the

said goods in the SEZ, the rejection of rebate by the adjudicating authority, is erroneous

and is therefore set aside.

9. 3r41sat arra Rra± 3r4titar@qzr 3qhmaha f@au srarkl
9. The appeals filed by the appellant stand disposed of in above terms.

9&sr?­
(srr i4)

317z1En (3r4er -I)
.:)

Date: 22/1 1/2016

"2%%-
(Vinod Lukose)
Superintendent (Appeal-I)
Central Excise, Ahmedabad

BYR.P.A.D.

To,

M/s Hitachi Hi-Rel Power Electronics Pri:vate Limited,
(U-3), B-101,
GIDC Electronic Zone, Sector 25,
Gandhinagar

Copy to:

1. The ChiefCommissioner ofCentral Excise Zone, Ahmedabad.
2. The Commissioner ofCentral Excise, Ahmedabad-III.
3. The Additional Commissioner,(Systems) Central Excise, Ahmedabad - III
4. The Dy./Asstt. Commissioner, Central Excise, Division -Gandhinagar, Ahmedabad-III
5Guard file

6. P.A.
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