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r arfhaaaf vi 4Rat at 4fT-T 1;[cf 1:fc1T

Name & Address of the Appellant & Respondent

M/s. Clyde Bergemann Controls Pvt. Ltd

nl{ au[ha gr 3flea 3n?gr aria)sr srgra aar ? i) az gr arr uf) renf1f f)a aur ·r rr1 31f@r6r)
cJ51 311\'l d l11 ~~l~l!l ur 3ITTl<i'7 >RWf cox 'TT1ITT! T t I

I. Any person aggrieved by this Order-In-Appeal issued under the Central Excise Act
1944, may file an appeal or revision application, as the one may be against such order, to the
appropriate authority in the following way :

\na al r gheror am4ear
Revision application to Government of India :

(1) cli•xl1"1:!~~~. 1994 q-,"f l:ITTT 3if f)) aarg rg nil ar i qalrr rrr ) vu--Irr B
gem u·gt a 3irfa y=rterur 3mar 'sra ara, art rat, fr iarezu, rura Rurzr, a)sjl ifraa, la1 {)u
a7ar, vie urf, r{ ff : 110001 <ITT ct,"[ ~- 'i!TIT) 'C( I

(i) A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th 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) yf nr 4$t gnf m ii ra }ft elf ara fhn rrsrar zn rr area zur fan ·ugrr )
qi mrwsrn ii m a sa g; mif 1'f. m~-lT 1'fU'51TfR n Tuer i ar? as ffl ala) ii zm f}fl qvsru i )
·Irr at fur a lr gs{ st
(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.

(g) rt s fan#l rz zrr q2gr ii faff m R n mn a fa~far i vqir gca a r u Un1I
yes a Rz mm ita # are fl8) rg ur rg i [fR ?t

(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.
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(Tr) zuf? yes r part fag f@a are (tu ar zqer1 a) Raf fn Ti7.ff T[Rq" ir 1

(c) In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of
duty.

r 3ifsna a6t area zycn yr fv Gil sp@) Re nrn 4) m{ & ail eh arr?r ui zr er vi
f.n:ri:rgt nrzgr, 3NJc,f cf> amRa atI u zn qr Ti fclm 3Tfc'lf.l,:m (;:t.2) 1998 tTF..'T 109 rr Pgar fg ·g
ol 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) Cf)~~~ (3"fllt;r) Pil!•ilq&ft, 2001 cf> f.'ri.rrr 9 er, 3ITl1frr fc!Prftfoe J:lll?! in sg--s ?i t ufai i , )u
3rr?r qf am?r hfRiaftma #a ft ca-mer vi sr4l man 6t ai-al ,fzji merst am4a=r fn
nr alR@ I sr er arr <. I Jargff # 31WITf tfRf 35-~ f feafRa pt a ·yra1 xiWf cf> x'ITQ:f t.l'j-3fR-6 "'r-fl"RP'I
~~ J:lfTI 'lfl· it-.rr 'cffl%~ I .

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) Rfcl"GR ~tjq,'f cf> x'ITQ:f rsf ica ma vs arrqt zn 3r co1f o'r rr'r wrir 200/- Ib"rx-r :fRfA c!J"t \ilTC[ 3t);._r
ufE_i3f irtarg var z ID 1000/- c!J"r Ib"tx'l 1:nnn•f c!J"t uflC[ I
The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the amount involved is 0
Rupees One Lac or less and Rs.1,000/- where the amount involved is more than Rupees One
Lac.

fln zyca, a€laqry vi hara 3rflR)a nrznerswr yR 3r8le­
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) ~<T '3ctllcf1 ~ 3ml'Pmll, 1944 cl?"t tfRf 35- uo.\'l/35-~- cf> 3Rl1Rf:-

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

#Rf@rt uRba2 (1) a aarg arr a ararar dl 3r9), r@)al miiifut zyca, #slu Un
gyces vi @)ara 3r9lf)a =nan~eraser (free) at uf9art fr 8)f0as1, srerrr iarr zifG, nu)
arcrar, 3RfRcIT, 3-l~cHcUisllc,, ~ 380016

To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2nd floor, Bahumali Bhavan, Asarwa, Ahmedabad-380016 in case of appeals other
than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above. Q
(2) cb~?:f~~ (3NJc,i') R!fT-llqcfl, 2001 cb"l 'elm a c!5 3icrf11 J:1'1 '51 ~-C!'-3 ) PeifRa R@lg 3rgtr 3rf)a)u
aarnf@raj 6) n{ rfl a flag 3n9 fh mg arr al ar 4Rif fa usi war yen a) nir, nu $t ir 3il
fl•fll.11 Tf<JI fr us ca zuam & asi 100o/- 1)t )urf) z)f) I uri!r 3qr zycn a) nit, anal 4) uinu
3ik warn nza umfn I; s Gara zr so cru & i s; sooo/- hr ?tarn) ?)ft1 sri ar zycn d) i, a1sl
q,') nit k amn ·TI ufr tu; so era qt Umsnrr ? ai ·{ciq-1:/ 10000/-. $)r 3)r) 3)ft1 a) $)r &Irr4
-1R,r{c.R cf> .-rrrr x='r aft aa gre u ii vizier cl?"t \ilF) 1 1:fB ~11:rc B"x'T ~~ cf> fcnx'rl .-rrfl:rn wcfurPrcn ffl'51 cf> t)',i r~

?Ira at it

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.5,000/- and Rs.10,000/­
where amount of duty / penalty/ demand I 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 Asstt. Registar of a branch of any
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

(3) zf? ga arr # a{ am#ii at vara & at r@ta air a fr 9) at :fRfFl xrcaj<Rr n
fur arm aiRg grr a sh gg f fa frat ,ala[ aa a fg zrnfnf 3rf)tr mrznf@)ar at va 3r9)
nt a€hr lat al vs 3plea fan unrar &t .

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.
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(4) .-lll<llMll ~ ~ 1970 "lfm "frnlimr at rjqP4-1'a siafa fRa fg 3rI Ua 3rr)ea <IT lFf
arr?gr zrenRenf fufr qr@rant 3rag i ? rats al vs uR r .6.so h ar narcza zycs Rea eh
afeg I

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) ~.r;:i- 3Tix x-mlmr T-fflTc,j'f cp]'~r cnx-;c'r c1TB Fl"lfT-l'f cn"t 3Tix ~n 'cl!R 3T[qjfifo fcb.:rr Grat ? vii vr zycas, a·u
"0"ct11c:<1 ~~ \ref i-tcTTcITT'~~ (cn7<r\Fctftl) Fl"lfll, 19s2 1) ~!%er ~- 1

0

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) ~ ~~, 4,cr~4 3c=tfio; ~~ mi '8cllch{ .;-1cf16!)4 i;n~({i)-fdct) ~W 3fCfu>rr ~~'it"
a.4tz 3su yea 3#@Gr, £&gg Rt enr 34# 3iaafa fan(iz-2) 3ff@0fGzra 2&g(2ery #r
ieznr 24) f@ai#: €.c.2erg sit Rt@fl 3#@0fer, 8&&9 #rerr s a3iaafa '8cllch{ cflf ITTTc>ffJT~"are &, zar ef@a #r are ra-@rsir#ca 31Garf t, ~~rc=f f@ zr rr ah 3iaafr srm #lstaft ·- ~ "
3rd@la2r f@ar ailsw a 3@ta=zt
~crt\1<.J~ ~wch" ri :a c11ch{ ~ 3fctCJl'ct""wr~mr ~wch"" -ar~ ~imt>r ta . a

( i) '4lU 11 h a 3iaafa GfiRr aa
(ii) acrlz sm # ft are aaa «fr
(iii) ~ ~ ~ <-l J-1 lcll ks fGarr 6 ks 3iaaia 2zr tan#

» 3mat asrf zrgfhsr erraqanc f@ft (i. 2) 3@1fr1, 2014 a 3car?q4fa4l 3r4Ra
uf@)art aarrf@arrefrrarer 3rsff vi 34hralrasat zttt

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, undP.r
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,0 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)(@) gr32gr#ufr 3r4hru@awramarsi ereas 3rrar areaszn aus faaif@a zt atr fas
mr greah 10% #raatc u3it sziha av Ralf@a gtaavs h 1o% raatqt sarrs#&1

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."

II. Any person aggrieved by an Order-in-Appeal issued under the Central Goods and Services
Tax Act, 2017/lntegrated Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017/Goods and Services Tax
(Compensation to States) Act, 2017, may file an appeal before the appropriate authority.
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

MIs Clyde Bergemann Controls Pvt. Ltd., Suite # 403, 4" Floor, Imperial Heights
Building, Akshar Chowk, Akota, Off O.P. Road, Vadodara, Gujarat (hereinafter referred
to as 'the appellant') has filed the present appeal against the Order-in-original No.
OIO/31/Ref/CEX/NKI2018-19 dated 26.09.2018 (hereinafter referred to as 'the
impugned order') passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise, Division­
Gandhinagar, Ahmedabad-Ill (hereinafter referred to as 'the adjudicating authority').

2. The facts of the case, in very brief, are that the appellant had filed the rebate
claim of Rs. 4,31,845/- under the provisions of Rule 18 of Central Excise Rules, 2002
(CER, 2002) read with Notification No. 19/2004-CE(NT) dated 06/09/2004.The subject
rebate -claim was rejected by the then adjudicating authority vide Order No.
OIO/545/Ref/CEX/APB/2016 dated 22/04/2016 on the grounds that there was no

· endorsement of Customs authority in Part-B on ARE-1 No.89 dated 17/02/2015. The
appellant had filed an appeal before the Commissioner (Appeals) against said 010
dated 22.04.2016. The Commissioner (Appeals) vide OIA No. AHM-EXCUS-003-APP-

. 256-16-17 dated 28.02.2017 remanded the case back to the adjudicating authority with
directions to grant the appellant appropriate opportunity to present the evidence and 3
thereafter verify such evidence of the rebate claim and it is also directed to the
sanctioning authority to verify the validity of letter dated 24.01.2017 issued by CHA. The
Commissioner (Appeals), in his OIA dated 28.02.2017, has directed to the appellant to
get the amendments / endorsements from Customs done in the relevant documents and
produce the same before the adjudicating authority. On the basis of said OIA dated
28.02.2017, the appellant has filed the rebate claim with detailed written submission
before adjudicating authority. The adjudicating authority concluded that appellant has
filed the rebate claim without requisite documents and the appellant has been failed to
comply with the directions of the Commissioner (Appeals) in OIA No. AHM-EXCUS-003­
APP-256-16-17 dated 28.02.2017 and rejected the rebate claims vide impugned order.

3. Being aggrieved, the appellants have filed the present appeal ·before me. The
appellant has filed the present appeal invoking the following grounds of appeal:

1) It is submitted that Rebate Claim cannot be denied on the technical grounds, 0
such as, mis-match between Container Numbers, between Shipping Bill and Bill
of Lading and no endorsement by the Customs Authority, in ARE-1 No. 89 dated
17.02.2015.

2) The appellant has relied on the following citations in support of their argument
that the primary requirement for rebate is that the goods are exported and such
goods were of duty paid character:

► MANGALORE CHEMICALS & FERTILIZERS LTD.vs DEPUTY
COMMISSIONER - 1991(55)E.L.T(437)S.C.)

► UM CABLES LIMITED vs UOI - 2013(293) E.L.T. 641 (Born.)► RAJ PETRO SPECIALITIES vs UOl -2017(345) E.L.T. 496 (Guj.)
► KAIZEN PLASTOMOULD PVT. LTD. vs UOI -- 2015(330) E.L.T. 40(BOM.)
► SHREEJI COLOUR CHEM INDUSTRIES vs CCE - 2009 (233) E.L.T. 369

4. Personal hearing in the matter was fixed on 12.12.2018 but the appellant
requested to pass a speaking order and waive of personal hearing vide letter dated
12.12.2018.

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 the ct\..
Rebate claim that has been rejected by the adjudicating. authority in the impugned order y
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on the ground that the appellant has filed the rebate claim without requisite documents
and the appellant has been failed to comply with the directions of the Commissioner
(Appeals) in OIA No. AHM-EXCUS-003-APP-256-16-17 dated 28.02.2017.1 have seen
para 3 & 4 of 010 which is very clear. I have also considered findings of original
authority in para 15, 16, 17 &18 in details. I find that original authority has taken every
step to verify the rebate claim in spirit of remand proceedings. The findings in para 18(a)
and 18(b) along with others, leaves no scope but to reject the appeal.

6. I have carefully gone through the case laws relied on by the appellants. I find
that circumstances and facts of the case are altogather different and hence not
applicable in the present appeal. I find that the appellant has failed to comply with the
directions of the Commissioner (Appeals) in OIA No. AHM-EXCUS-003-APP-256-16-17
dated 28.02.2017.

7. Therefore, I do not find any reason to interfere in the impugned order and in view
of above discussions, I up held the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority
and reject the appeal filed by the appellant.

8.

8. The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed off in above terms.

g »ow!2
(3#r in)

k@tzra, Iner 3gm (3r4ea)
Date: / /2019

Attested

Superin ndent
Cent. Tax (Appeals)

L

Ahmedabad

BY R.P:-A.D.

To,
Mis Clyde Bergemann Controls Pvt. Ltd.,
Suite #403, 4 Floor, Imperial Heights Building,
Akshar Chowk, Akota, Off O.P. Road, Vadodara.

Copy to:
1. The Chief Commissioner of Central Tax, Ahmedabad Zone.
2. The Commissioner of Central Tax, Gandhinagar.
3. The Additional Commissioner, Central Tax (System), Gandhinagar.
4. The Asstt./Deputy Commissioner, CGST Division-Gandhinagar,

<8'Guard File.
6. P.A. File




