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Name & Address of the Appellant & Respondent

M/s. Regent Granito ( India) Ltd.

at{ anf za 3rfl snag arias arra aa ? al a sa oar af qenfenfa fr
aarg ng er 37f@rant al arfta zur g=tar3a wqd tar & 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 :

\ffl 'f!xcfH-< cpT~a=rur 3lNcR :
Revision application to Government of India :
(4) i4ha sra zca 3nf@fr, 1994 cBT ent 3ifa Rh4 au; n; mii # m #
~ 'cTRT cITT \:\Lf-'cTRT rm uqa sifa y=7terr 3m4a 'ara fa, rdT
f@a +iazu, ua f@rm, aft ifra, var cfri:r +ra, ira mf, { fact : 110001 cITT
at aft afeg I

(i) A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4" Floor, Jeevan Deep Building,

. Parliament Street, New Delhi - 110 001 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) zuf mr Rt ztf # sa 4#l znf mgr 'ff 00 ·+1°..sl•II'< ZIT ~ c/51'<\'.511~
i a faRt sorer4r aw quertrma ura g mf #j, a fa# quetr znvs a
'cTIB·cffi 00 cbl'<\'.511~ # ZIT 00 '+1°..sl•II'< # 'ITT lTTc'f cBT >lfcpm cB'a g{ st I

(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.

In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of

duty.

4R gen mr ram fag fan rd # as (are znr [rl #)) frn:rm fcpm ~

lffi>f"ITTI
(c)

(a) r« a az f#z qrqr uffa ma w zn m # Raf#fr i sqitT yo
a4 +,1 3qrzca # RR4 l=£rIB # ila ae fan8 rz qr var i Pilltfaa
2
(b) In c·ase 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.
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tl" ~ '3c'll I ctr! cffl" '3c'll I ctr! ~ cf; 'T@Jrf cfi ~ \Jl1" ~~~ cBl" ~ t 3ITT
~ ~ w ~ l::TRT -qcf ~ cf; jtJIRlcb ~. ~ cf; m tJTfur err ~ "CJx <TT
~ # fcmr~ (rf.2) 1998 l::TRT 109 aRT frrpR=r ~ ~ "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) bra snr«a en (sr#ts) Ruma#), 2001 cfl frn:r:r 9 cf; 3tc=rfu" fclPif4cc >f9?f ~
~-a if m mw:rr , hfa mer # uR arr hf fa#ta cfr.=r 1ffi, cf; ~ ~-~ ~
~ ~ ct\" m-m mw:rr cf; ml2:f ~ ~ Fcnm \Jll"iTT~-1 ~ ml2:f ~ ~- cBT
j(,cll~~~ cf; 3tc=r"@ tfRT 35-~ if ~ cBT cB" 'lj1TclR cB" ~ cB" "ffll2:f tfGITT-6 ~ cJ5l" >ffu
ft at#t a1Reg y

The 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) RFclG-11 ~ cB" ml2l uf vica a s ca q?} zu sma a st at q1 2oo/­
i:if!x:r 'lfTclR at ur, 3jh usf ica va ya al "fl" \i'llRT "ITT cTT 1000 /- cJ5l" i:iflx:r 'lfTclR cJ5l"
GT; I
The 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.

v#tr zrca, hr snla gen vi ara an4l#tu nznf@raw a ,R r@ta­
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) $tr 3qr<a zgens 3rf@fr, 1944 cJfl" 'cfRT 35- uo~/35-~ cB" 3@<@:­

Under Section 358/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

(a) aiffaar qcui iif@era ftm #tar grca, #hr 3area zyca vi fiqlcbx
3r4l#tr nznf@raw at fqgts f)feat az afa • 3. Jm. cfi. ~. ~~ "cbl" -qcf

0

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

(&) '1cfdf8:ifQQa qR=mct 2 (1) cf> i aarg slur # rarat #t 3rft, ar9at # #ma ##
zycan, ht qr zyea vi hara 3rah#tr +nzaf@raw (free) it uf@a e#tu q)feat,
leniaral j sit-2o, qhe srRra an4rug, arft , 3Ii<Iara--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) it sn«a zyca (r#ta) Para6#t, 2001 cJ5l" tfRT 6 cf; 3tc=r"@ >f9?f ~:q-3 if frrmfu:r
fag 314a 3rat nnf@aswi at n{ 3r4la # fag 374la fag mg Gm#t st "'cfR ufii fa
ui sar zca at ir, ans t i=ftrr 3fR C'fl1TllT 1l"llT ~ ~ 5 m m ~ cpl-j" t cffii
~ 1 ooo /- i:if!x:r ~ 51-rfr I ugi sa zyca #t ir, an at i=frT 3fR C'fl1TllT 1l"llT ~
~ 5 m m 50 m 'ffcb "ITT m ~ 5000 / - i:if!x:r ~ 51-rfr I si sen zca at i=ftrr,
~cJfl" +=rrT 3fR C'fl1TllT 1l"llT ~ ~ 50 m m ~ IJ'llRT t azi T; 10000 /- ~
3#ft et I c#i" tifRf fh3lllcb ~~fch! cf>I atf@hi ? rue a xt)q # ~~ cJ5l" ~ I ?:16
ylrz 3 ell a f0ft 71fa ftlcTG'IPicb af?f ?a at™ cBT "ITT

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 sh§)l~be accompanied against
(one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of Rs.1,0Q0P; J~~,iOOO/- and Rs.10,000/­
where amount of duty I penalty / demand / refund is upto 5 Lap;<:s t·a&ip~50~Lac and above 50 Lac
respectively in the form of crossed bank draft in favour ofsstf. Registarofya branch of any
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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

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) rz11az zyca 3rf@fr 497o zen izitf@r at~-1 cB' 3@1"@~~~
a 3mr4a IT a snag zqenfenf ffu If@art k am?r # rt # ya IR u
xi1.6.50 tfff cpf ar1tu zyca fea am star af?g
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) z 3it viif@r ii a fiavr aa cfIB mi:rr al ail ft eznr 3naff fau unar ?
\iTT vat zyca, a#tu ala zca gi iarz rql#tr nzf@raw (aruff@f@,) fr, 1982 lf
Rfea el
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) ftmr arcs, hcftzr3ma areas vi hara3r4arr if@awr (@fa) a134i aii
ah4hr 5en gra 3f@fGzr51, &&¥ cfi'I" err 39# 3ifa fa=fhzr(gin-) 3rf@fRua2sv(2&y #t

.:)

icrr9 fecis: e&.a¢,2y stRt fa=fhr 3rf@fern, r&&g Rtaa a 3irafr aars at aftrar#t
1rf t, a::.am~ cfi'I" 1rf qa-rfgrsiraear3fRarf?,arf fazr erra 3iafasirRt s#arr
3hf@rrrfraailswuva arf@a z
a4tr3ma srvaviharaaaiaafaajarfaaz eraii fG enfa?

.:) .:)

{i) tnU 11 it~~~~
(ii) dz sma t t a$ zrr rfr
(iii) dz srmt fGumanl # fr 6 # 3iaifr 2zra

I
: I

I

-» 3rtarfrs fazarramanRae# (i. 2) 3rf0f%, 2014 h 3cartqfft ar4)tr uf@art a
O ~a;~~~'Qcf 3rclrncli)"m-i:_a!ffewr1

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)
0

~ s.dwR me.,~ 3tmf t'm 3r4tr 7ferawr amarsf areas 3rrar eyeanTr zys faa1R.a ITT 'ffi 1fTof
fcITTr 'JTlr ~n;:<ff t- 10% 3fJrarn" tR 3ITT"~~G"s faa 1R.a "ITT 'ffof G"s t' to% 3fJrarn" tR cfi'r .;rr~~ I

.:) .:) .:)

(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 irf dispute, or
penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute." . .- ",_:.-::~>;:·::.~;;~:,,.
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

This appeal is filed by M/s Regent Granite (India) Ltd., AT & PO Hajipur,

Near Sabar Diary, Himatnagar, Ta.. Prantij, Dist. Sabarkantha Gujarat (for short - "the

appellant") against Order-in-Original No. 484 to 488/Reb/Cex/APB/2016 dated ·

06.04.2016 (for short- "impugned order) 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. 2,81,890/- 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 four ARE-Is during

November 2013 to February 2014. On his failure to submit the Bill of export, a query

memo dated 17.02.2016 was issued to the appellant. Vide the impugned order, 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 adjudicating authority had erred in considering the rebate claims filed by the appellant

as claims under export entitlement; that all the documents except duplicate copy of Bill of

export have been submitted with the claim; 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 17.01.2017. Shri M.H.Raval,

Consultant appeared for the same on behalf of the appellant and reiterated the

submissions made in the grounds of appeal.

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, I observe that the rebate claim in question was returned

back by the jurisdictional central excise officer vide query memo dated 12.12.2014; that

on the basis of the said query memo, the appellant has filed an appeal before the appellate

authority. The appellate authority has, vide OIA dated 10.11.2015, remanded the case as

the jurisdictional officer has not mentioned the required documents in the query· memo.

The appellant has again filed the rebate claim on 12.01.2016 and the same was rejected

on the grounds of non-submission of bill of export.

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 goodsin the SEZ. The only point on which the rebate stap.d's1deni'"eci."tiithat the

. •321.7duphcate copy of ARE- Is and bill of export has not been submittep;_p~r~~~ppeJ!a1\(<;\

,h
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7. The procedure for DTA procurement and clearance to Special Economic

Zones has been prescribed under Circular No.29/2006-Cus dated 27/12/2016 issued by

C.B.E.C., Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue). The stipulation regarding proof

of export in this circular is as follows:

"7. Clearance ofgoods at the place ofdispatch, i.e., at thefactory or warehouse may be,
at the option of the exporter (D'TA Supplier), either 'under examination and sealing of
goods by the Central Excise officer', or, 'under self- sealing and self examination', as is
applicable in the case of export of goods under Rule 18 or 19 of Central Excise Rules,
2002. The manner of disposal of copies ofARE-I, monitoring ofproof of exports, demand
ofduty in case ofnon-submission ofproofof exports, etc. shall be the same as is applicable
in case of exports made under Rule 18 or Rule 19 of the Central Excise Rules, 2002."

The stipulation for Claim of Rebate under Rule 18 of CER, 2002 read with Notification

No. 19/2004-CE(NT) dated 06/09/2014 is as follows:

"The Assistant Commissioner of Central Excise or the Deputy· Commissioner of Central
Excise of Central Excise having jurisdiction over the factory of manufacture or warehouse
or, as the case may be, Maritime Commissioner of Central Excise shall compare the
duplicate copy of application received from the officer of customs with the original copy
received from the exporter and with the triplicate copy receivedfrom the Central Excise
Officer and ifsatisfied that the claim is in order, he shall sanction the rebate either in whole
or in part. "

As per the above stipulations, proof of export in case of clearance to SEZ should be in

form of endorsement, regarding admittance of goods in full into the SEZ, by the

Authorized Officer of Customs posted in the SEZ, on ARE-I and /or Bill of Export. In the

present case there is no dispute regarding the fact that admittance of goods in full into

SEZ have been endorsed on the body of the ARE-1 in all the cases. Therefore, once the

proof of export in the form of such endorsement on ARE-I were available, the non­

submission of Bills of Export is to be treated as a procedural lapse and the substantive

benefit of Rebate cannot be denied.

I
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0 8. This issue however, is no longer res integra, having been settled by the JS

(RA), Government of India, through various orders. The appellate authority has also

settled the said issue through various Orders-in-Appeal. The appellant has relied on

various case laws, to contend that the rebate has been wrongly rejected. I observe that the

Joint Secretary (Revisionary Authority), Govennnent oflndia, in the case of Mis. Gujarat

Organics Limited [2014(314) ELT 981], and in case ofMis Wipro Ltd [2014 (307) ELT

206 (GOI)] has settled the issues relating to non submission of duplicate copy of ARE-1

and Bill of export. The relevant para in the case of MIs. Gujarat Organics Limited is as

under:

9. Government observers that in terms of Para 5 of Board's Circular No. 29/2006-Cus., dated
27-12-2006, the supply from DTA to SEZ shall be eligible for claim of rebate under Rule 18 of
Central Excise Rules, 2002 subject to fi1lfilment of conditions laid thereon. Government f urther
observes that Rule 30 of SEZRules, 2006 prescribes for the procedurefor procurements from the
Domestic TariffArea. As per sub-rule (I) of the said Rule 30 ofSEZ 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-rejectedrebate as theyfailed
to produce Bill of Export in term of sub-rule (3) of Rule 3p,oJ:~ljd_?:,Y{f!fe_~i/J,p.._o6 and Board's
Crcular No. 29/2006-Cus., dated 27-12-2006. C.B.E. & C. @clap?No.62Ql0-Cs., dated 19-3­
2010 f urther clarified that rebate of duty paid on goods suppliecllto.SFZ1JY,,a2lm1.G1ble under Rule

# » %
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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 ofSEZ Unit
has endorsed on ARE-1 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 18 of Central Excise Rules, 2002. Commissioner
(Appeals) has rightly allowed the rebate claims in these cases.

The relevant para in case ofMis Wipro Ltd is as under:

8. Government observes that as per procedure, the original and duplicate copy of ARE-1 duly
completed in all respects is presented to the Customs along with goods at the port of export. The
Customs Officer after being satisfied about thefact that export of said goods is in accordance with
law, he certifies in Part-'C' of both the duplicate and original copy of ARE-I that goods are
exported said shipping bill No. After the said customs certification, customs will hand over
original copy to the exporter and send the duplicate copy either by post or handover to exporter in
a sealed cover for submission before rebate sanctioning authority. In this case the duplicate copy
has not reached the rebate sanctioning authority. But the original copies of ARE-I is submitted
The same customs certification confirming the export ofgoods is available on original ARE-I. The
non-submission of duplicate copy of ARE-I being a procedural lapse cannot be a ground for
denying the substantial benefit of rebate claim. However, the original authority could have made
correspondence with the SEZ Customs authority to either ascertain genuineness of ARE-I
certified copy or get confirmation about receipt of said goods in SEZ. The substantial benefit of
rebate claim cannot be deniedfor minor procedural infractions.

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

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.

0

8.
8.

341aaa zrra fr a{ 3r4tita fqzrt 3qlnathfarsarr
3.8y-

0(3mr gin)

37gr (3r4tr-I
Date:22/02/2017

The appeals filed by the appellant stand disposed of in above terms.

Attested

ego
Superintendent (Appeal-I)
Central Excise, Ahmedabad

BYR.P.A.D.
To,
Mis Regent Granito (India) Ltd.,
AT & PO Hajipur, Near Sabar Diary,
Himatnagar, Ta.. Prantij, Dist. Sabarkantha
Gujarat
Copy to:

1. The Chief Commissioner of Central Excise Zone, Ahmedabad.
2. The Commissioner of Central Excise, Ahmedabad-III.
3. The Additional Commissioner,(Systems) Central Excise, Ahmedabad - III
+. TheDy./Asstt. Commissioner, Central Excise, Division -Gandhinagar, Ahmedabad-III
L_Guard file

6. P.A. I
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