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Arising out of Order-In-Original No. 13/AC/CGST/2018-19 dated 25.05.2018 passed by the
Assistant Commissioner, CGST & C.Ex., Division-Kadi, Gandhinagar Commissionerate

(®)

‘Office of the Assistant/Deputy Commissioner, CGST

erdTCrst 1 AT A7t / &  CE Division-Kalol, Gandhinagar
(&) | Name and Address of the :
Appellant Commissionerate, 2 Floor, Janta Super Market,

-Kalol, Gandhinagar-382715

SRETE @7 AT 8 aT / M/s Sunrise Remedies Pvt. Ltd., Block No. 2244,

(=) | Name and Address of the Opp. Shah Steel, Santej, Talula-Kalol, Gandhinagar,
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Gujarat-382721

TS SRR T STUTA-SQST & STHAIST AT HLAT & Al 98 56 asT F I ey N2 sarg 1e agw
ST T STUT STAAT TS ATAGT Teqd he HhdT §, 9T T3 T e« F g g aaar gl

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. '

HIRT TR HT Ww'snaa?r:—

Revision application to Government of India:

(1) e e s ATaH, 1994 Hi &M 3ad = aqrg T K] & X § GAH g7 H
SU-ETRT & TH YT o Savia GrLieror siaee srefia di=e, W 9T, o samed, Teied [,
=reft wlRrer, sfew S wa, dag ant, 75 [l 110001 &7 Y st =Ry -

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 :
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._3\ as;brescrlbed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be

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. '

(@) 9T & arge ot g ar e § R wa ue ar are & Rt § e ge w5y A )
SeTE ek o TXale & ATHe # ST A1 & arge fhell Ty am weor F Faifa 2

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.

(T)  TTe oeh 1 T g fawT ST 3 amge ([Tt A e ) Rrata R war ae gn

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

() ST SeTee o FerTeT e & ST F g ST e qdt $Re wem Y € § i W e o 5w
YT UE [F99 F qarras gsh, erfier & g qTRa A weE wX Av are § B sfafew (7§ 2) 1998
gL 109 gRT Ay fhg T En

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.

(2)  FeEIT TR g (37dier) M, 2001 % Faw 9 % siwiq R g gear sg-8 # &Y
gfaat , I emder & g snaer AT Rets F 7 7 & faxger-eandy g adfier speer i ey
sferal & arer ST aree T ST =R SEF Arg wrar 3 a1 ger AT F sfaa arg 35-% §
R T 3 et % Tga & qry A6 = A I oft g =1iRw

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 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.

(3) ﬁﬁaﬁwﬁﬁmqﬁﬁﬁwmwmu &Y AT 39 FF gidl ©IF 200/ - B AT %t
ST MR ST HTUHA T AT o SATer grar 1000/ - & e qEram Y s

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.

T (oo, TRl STITa o Ud 9aT HiT el =marfaenor & wi srdien-
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) e IeuTaw e srfgria, 1944 6 ey 35-§1/35-% & sfaia:-
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

(2) ST TR=9E A aqQ ATER & FEATaT A AN, ANl F qreer F e AT, TRl
ICITEA [ U YaTehT AU Ieiid Ao (Rreee) & 9ivaa eefiy fifsesr, srgagreme § 2nd Ay,

q@Hlvﬁ o, raxaT, FIRERATR, AZHIIATR-380004 1

To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2ndfloor, Bahumali Bhawan, Asarwa, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad:
380004. In case of appeals other than as mentioned above para.

The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruphcate in form EA-

accompa‘;med against (one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of
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Rs.1,000/-, Rs.5,000/- and Rs.l0,000/— where amount of duty / penalty / demand /
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) zrf%wsn%wﬁm%q&raﬁszﬁaﬁfmﬁﬂ IaT & a1 Seh T SSer 3 g e &l ST Sud<h

& BT ST =9I 3w e ¥ g g¢ o B et udt w1 § s=v & g gaRafy snfiefy

<)

s i) ?fe,

FATATERTIT hT Teb ATl IT hesi 19 GREATR 1 o ST [T STl gl

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.1.O.
should be paid in the aforesaid manner notwithstanding 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) EEE gEE AREE 1970 TAT HUITET 6l ggat -1 % sfava Heiia 6y srqar 3%
AT AT gareyr guTiRafy Mofam widewrd % arew ¥ & vdw i ¢ 7R € 6.50 & w7 =R
QI Teehe &I BT =TTy |

One copy of application or O.1.O. as the case may be, and the order of the
adjournment authority shall a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paise as prescribed under
scheduled-I item of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) = X GTET ATHeAT N = = arer MaAT il T AT eaT et R Strar g S e
L, Fald ITTET e Ta Hare srfiete =amarieene (wraifafd) Faw, 1982 4 RiRa 3l
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)  HIHT o, Hrald IcaTad [ Ud FATHT rqiend =qrartereer (Reee) Wor wia STfier & Jreer
¥ sefer®i (Demand) U &€ (Penalty) #7 10% Y& STHT AT HaTH 1 gTeAiTeh, Afeehas qd ST
10 73S ¥IT 81 (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994) '

Fra T ITATE Qe ST FATHT & AT, TTHW T Faed i 79 (Duty Demanded)|
(1) @% (Section) 11D ¥ dga Metia Ti; '
(2) foraT srerq Gede shise & i,
(3) TTae Fwige Rt & a9 6 % Tga 37 Tidn
Ig & STHT ¢ wfed sl § g5 qF ST i gt 37 ordfier arferer s & g g ord ey e

AT gl

For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, 10% of the Duty & Penalty
confirmed by the Appellate Commissioner would have to be pre-deposited, provided
that the pre-deposit amount shall not exceed Rs.10 Crores. It may be noted that the
pre-deposit is a mandatory condition for filing appeal before CESTAT. (Section 35 C
(2A) and 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance
Act, 1994).

Under Central Excise and Service Tax, “Duty demanded” shall include:
(i) amount determined under Section 11 D;
(ii) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken,;
(i)  amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

(6)(1) = SHraer & W ardier STREhTOT & Twer STEt owh e ok AT v FaTied gy Ay /i g g
L F 10% T U 30T gt hae v [AaTied a1 ad g€ & 10%. SaT U< i ST Tehay gl -

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on

‘gﬁﬁi':zi,'?pgyment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute,
o
=

enalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.”
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- F.No. GAPPL/COM/CEXD/31/2022

3R 31 / ORDER-IN-APPEAL

This appeal has been filed by the Assistant Commissioner , Central GST,
Kalol Division, Gandhinagar Commissionerate [hereinafter referred to “the
department”] in terms of Review Order No. 19/2018-19 dated 10.09.2018 issued
under Section 84 of the Finance Act, 1994 from F.No. IV/16-22/010/Dem/18-19
by the Commissioner of CGST, Gandhinagal'; against Order-in-Original No.
13/AC/CGST/2018-19 dated 30.05.2018 [hereinafter referred to as “the impugned
order”] passed by the Assistant Commissioner of CGST & CX, Kadi Division,
Gandhinagar Commissionerate [hereinafter referred to as “the adjudicating
authority] in respect of M/s Sunrise Remedies Pvt. Ltd, Plot No.2244, Santej,

Taluka-Kalol, Dist. Gandhinagar (hereinafter referred to as the “respondent™).

2. Facts of the case, in brief, are that the respondent were holding Central
Excise Registration No. AADCS9605BXMO001 and engaged in manufacture of
P.P. Medicine falling under-Chapter 30 of the CETA, 1985 on their own account as
‘well as manufacture of P.P. Medicine for various loan licencees under their brand
names. They were availing value based SSI Exemption under Notification No.
08/2003, dated 01.03.2003, as amended, during the period F.Y. 2001-02 to E.Y.
2005-06. They were also availing CENVAT credit of duty paid on the inputs used
for branded goods manufactured on behalf of loan licencees and on their own
goods after crossing the SSI exemption limit of Rs.100 Lakhs in respective
financial years. The respondent were falling Withih the definition of Rural areas as
defined in Pbara 4 of the said ﬁotiﬁcation, which envisaged that “goods
manufactured in Rural area’ and cleared under others brand name are eligible
Jor inclusion in SSI exemption up to a clearance of Rs.100 lakhs in any financial
year”. However, the respondent opted to pay Central Excise duty at full rate (16%

adv.) on the goods bearing the brand name of others.

2.1  During the‘period F.Y. 2001-02 to F.Y. 2005-06, the respondent did not club
the clearance value of goods manufactured for various loan licénqees under various
brand names with the clearance value of their own goods to calculate the limit of
Rs.100/300 Lakhs for availing the benefit of SSI exemption. It appeared to the
| jurisdictional officers that the respondents have availed value based SSI exemption

for their own manufactured goods only and thereby contravened the provisions of

f'_f-'R-‘.LILg\AQ 6, 8, 10 and 11 of erstwhile Central Excise (No.2) Rules, 2001/Central
\ 5
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Excise Rules, 2002 read witﬁ Para-4 of Notification No. 08/2003—CE, dated
01.03.2003 by not clubbing the clearance values of the goods manufactured for
various loan licensees and by availing SSI exemption for the period F.Y. 2001-02
to F.Y. 2005-06. Central Excise ;iuty liability of the respondent was calculated as
per the table below : |

Financial Amount of Differential | Amount of Differential Duty Payable (in Rs.)
Year (F.Y.) | Value (inRs.) BED Ed.Cess Total
2001-02 23,63,806/- 3,78,209/- 0 3,78,209/-
2002-03 30,96,846/- 4,95,495/- 0 4,95,495/-

1 2003-04 . 34,10,435/- 5,45,670/- 0 5,45,670/-
2004-05 29,64,854/- 4,74,377]- 0,488/- . 4.83,864/-
2005-06 38,38,576/- - 6,14,172/- 12,283/- 6,26,456/-
Total 1,56,74,517/- 25,07,923/- 21,771/- 25,29,694/-

Show Cause Notice No. V.30/15-20/Dem/OA/2006-07 dated 14.08.2006  was
O issued by the Additional Commissioner, erstwhile Central Excise & Customs,

Ahmedabad-IIT (SCN for short) to the respondent proposing demand and recovery
of Central Excise Duty amounting to Rs. 25,29,694/- under proviso to sub section
(1) of Section 11 A of the Central Excise Act, 1944 along with interest under
Section 11 AB of the Centarl Excise Act, 1944. Penalty was proposed -under
Section 11 AC of Central Excise Act, 1944,

3. - Meanwhile, in an identical métter in respect of M/s Rhombus Pharma Pvt
Ltd, the Commissioner, erstwhilé Central Excise, Ahmedabad-III, vide Order-in-
Original No. 10/Commt/2007 dated 20.04.2007 had dropped the proceedings
O initiated by show cause notice on grounds of limitation and ingredients of
invocation of extended period being not apparent. Being aggrieved, the department
had filed an appeal before the CESTAT against the said Order of the
Commissioner dated 20.04.2007 vide Appeal No. E/7732007 dated 19.08.2008.
Accordingly, the show cause notice dated 14.08.2006 issued to the respondent was
transferred to call book on 04.’10.2007_alongwith other 18 cases in terms of
Board’s Circular No. 719/35/2063-CX dated 28.05.2003. The SCN issued to the
respondent was retrieved from call book alongwith other SCN’s by order of the

Commissioner on 28.09.2009.

3.1 The Hon’ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad vide Order No. A/11397-11397/2015
dated 08.10.2015 rejected the departmental appeal and concluded that the demand
~——Qf duty for the extended period of limitation is not sustainable. However, the

T ‘\.c\{éigand of duty for normal period of limitation was upheld with interest. This

ARt \\.’;3 ' .
7 oderjof the CESTAT was accepted by the department on merits.
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3.2 In terms of CBEC Circular No.1049/37/2016-CX dated 20.09.2016, a
Con‘igendum dated 25.10.2016 was issued to the SCN vide which the SCN was
made answerable to the Deputy/Asstt. Commissioner, Central Excise, Division-
Kadi , Ahmedabad-III. Consequently, in compliance of above referred order of the
Hon’ble CESTAT and CESTAT Order No. A/1330134/2009 dated 07.01.2009, in
case of Pharmanza India, wherein it was held that “the duty already paid on
branded goods are required to be adjusted against the duty demanded from the
assessee and directed for re-quantification of such duty”, the show cause notice
was decided vide impugned order wherein the demand of Rs. 19,03,238/-
pertaining to extended period of limitation ( for period F.Y. 2001-02 to F.Y. 2004-
05) was dropped as time barred and the demand of Rs. 6,26,455/- was corifirmed
with interest, being within normal period. Adjustment of duty amounting to Rs.
1,03,750/- was ordered against the demand confirmed. A penalty of Rs. 50,000/-
was imposed against the respondent company and penalty proposed against the

director was dropped.

4.  Being aggﬁeved with the impugnéd order, the Appellant Department has

preferred this appeal on the grounds as mentioned in the subsequent paragraphs.

4.1 Following the Hon’ble CESTAT Order No. A/11396-11397/2015 dated
08.10.2015, the adjudicating authority has re-quantified the demand vide Para —
23(15) of the impugned order. However, the re-quantification has been done
without any basis and without giving any facts, figures Aand period. The
adjudicatir‘ig authority has also not mentioned as to how the period of limitation
~ and normal period Wés arrived at, in as much as he has failed to ascertain the actual
date of filing of Returns for the period covered in the SCN, which is relevant for
computation of normal period of demand as per explanation' 1(b) of Section 11(a)
of CEA, 1944. Therefore, these shortcomings of the impugned order has rendered

it a non-speaking order.

4.2 The adjudicating authority has failed to mention the duty payment
particulars for the period of adjustment and he has not given any detailed
calculation for the amount confirmed and adjusted. Hence, the impugned order is

cryptic and non speaking being devoid of merits.

5. The re.spondent, vide letter dated 29.10.2018, informed that they have
: ,’T'Ték;gtl.lg\nged the impugned order vide SCA No. 12543 of 2018 before the Hon’ble
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High Court of Gujarat and the Hon’ble Court vide order dated 14.08.2018 has
granted stay in the matter. Acfcordingly, they requested to stay the appeal
proceedings. Further, the respondent had, vide letter dated 10.01.2019, informed
that the Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat has decided the matter vide ordér dated
18.12.2018 and és per the order of the Hon’ble Court, the appeal has become
infructuous. Relevant portions of the order of the Hon’ble High Court are

reproduced as under :

[6.1] The Department has failed to put forth awny justification or show any
explanation for delay in adjudicating the show-cause notice even after it had
retrieved the case from the Call Book on 28.09.2009 till the passing of the order
impugned in this petition. As such, it has to be adjudicated within reasonable time
and in absence of any proper explanation thereof, it is unlawful and arbitrary as
held by this Court in the case of Siddhi Vinayak Syntex Pvt. Lid (Supra) and other
decisions subsequent thereto. Hence, the show-cause notice and the Order-in-
Original passed pursuant thereto cannot be sustained.

[7.0] For the foregoing reasoms, the petition succeeds and is accordingly
allowed. The impugned Order-in-Original _No.13/AC/CGST/2018-19 dated
25.05.2018 issued om 30.05.2018 as well as the show—cause-notice dated
14.08.2006 bearing F.No. V.30/15-20/Dem/QA/2006-07 are hereby quashed and
set aside. Rule is made absolute with no order as to costs.

In vie\.z;/ of the above, it was clear that the Hon’Ele High Court, has followed the
decision in the case of M/s Siddhi Vinayak Sybtex Pvt.Ltd. Vs Union of India
reported as 2017 (352) ELT 455 ‘(Gujarat).

6.  Personal hearing in the matter was held on 30.01.2019. Shri Nirav Shah,
Advocate, and Shri. J. Malviya, Directof of the respondent, appeared for hearing.
The Ld. Advocate reiterated the facts of the case and pointed out the order of
Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat suf)ra.

7. Special Leave Petition (Civil) [SLP(C)] No. 7193/2019 was filed by the
Department before the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India against the decision of the
Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat dated 18.12.2018 and this SLP was clubbed with
SLP(C) No. 18214/2017 also filed by the department against the decision of the
Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat in the case of M/s Siddhi Vinayak Sybtex Pvt.Ltd.
Vs Union of India, which was admitted and pending for final decision.
A?co1'dingly, the .above appeal, ﬁied'by the appellate department, was transferred
to Call-Book on 19.02.2019.,

T o\,

'J\I\ : he Hon’ble Supreme COU.l't of India has decided the SLP(C) No.
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It is brought to our notice that in the main proceedings the demand of tax amount
against the respondent was only Rs.1,00,75,528/- (Rupees One Crore Seventy-
Five Thousand Five Hundred Twenty-Eight Only). As the adjudicated demand is

- less than the prescribed amount in terms of Circular No. 17/2019
(F.No.279/Misc.142/2007- ITJ(Pt) dated Sth August, 2019 - issued by the
Department of Revenue, Ministry of Finance, the question of maintaining this
special leave petition would not arise.

From tﬂe above, it is clear that the SLP filed by the Department was disposed on
ldw monetary grounds in terms of CBEC Circular No. 17/2019 .dtd.08.08.2019. It
was also observed that the SLP(C) No. 7193/2019 filed in the instant case was
categorized under Category-II of the Revised Order dated 25.02.2022 of the Apex
Court. Therefore, the appeal filed by the department in the instant case was held as
dismissed and consequently, the order of the Hon’ble Gujarat High Court dated
18.12.2018 in SCA No. 12543 of 2018 prevails. In pursuance of fhe order of the
Hon’ble Supreme Court, the instant appeal was retrieved from Call Book and taken

up for decision under intimation to the respondents.

8.  Personal hearing in the matter was held on 09.03.2023. Shri S.J.Vyas,
Advocate, appeared on behalf of the respondent for hearing. He stated that the
adjudicating authority had correctly dropped the demand on limitation. The

respondent submitted a cross objection during personal hearing.
8.1  Vide the cross objection the respondents have submitted that :

e The appeal filed by the department speaks of only non-application of

extended period of limitation.

o The issue relates to value based SSI exemption and since they have
manufactured goods with brand name of another person, they had paid
applicable duty on the said clearances. However, the SCN alleged that since
the manufacturing unit of the respondent were located in ‘Rural Area’, the
said condition was not attracted and therefore the value based exemption

was recalculated.

e Since the two ingredients for invocation of extended period of limitation i.e
(1) location of the unit in rural area; and (ii) claim of value based SSI
exemptioﬁ . were well within the knowledge of the depaﬁment, therefore
extended period cannot be invoked.

——~a_As the adjudicating authority has properly analysed the situation in the»

A :vd ?";//,;,y._
[ 7 >“impugned order, departmental appeal is required to be dismissed.
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9. - I have carefully gone through the facts of the case and submissions made by

the department in their appeal and also the submissions made by the respondent as
cross objection. It is observed that as a result of a éeries of litigations at various
stages in the matter, the Order passed by the Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat dated
18.12.2018 in SCA No. 12543 of ?018 prevails and has attained finality.

9.1. It is observed that the impi;g’ned order passed by the adjudicating authority
has been quashed and set aside by the Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat, vide Order
dated 18.12.2018, in SCA No.12543 of 2018 filed by the respondent before the

Hon’ble Court. The relevant portion of the said order is as under:

“[6.1] The Department has failed to put forth any justification or show

O ‘ any explanation for delay in adjudicating the show-cause notice even
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after it had retrieved the case from the Call Book on 28.09.2009 till the
passing of the order impugned in this petition. As such, it has to be
adjudicated " within reasonable time and in absence of any proper
explanation thereof, it is unlawful and arbitrary as held by this Court.in
the case of Siddhi Vinayak Syntex Pvt. Ltd (Supra) and other decisions
subsequent thereto. Hence, the show-cause notice and the Order-in-
Original passed pursuant thereto cannot be sustained.

- [6.2] So far as issuance of notice as claimed in the affidavit-in-reply by
respondent no.2, though disputed by the petitioner, it is desirable that it
is not probed further as the order impugned in this petition pursuant to
the show-cause notice is required to be quashed and set aside on the
ground of delay in adjudication proceedings. Since the impugned order
is quashed and set aside on the ground of delay in adjudication
proceedings, the argument of alternative remedy raised by the
respondent is rejected as the proceedings itself is vitiated for delay in
adjudication proceedings. There is no need to relegate the petitioner to
the alternative remedy as the order impugned is held to be
unreasonable and arbitrary.

[7.0] For the foregoing reasons, the petition succeeds and is
accordingly allowed. The impugned Order-in-Original
No.13/AC/CGST/2018-19 dated 25.05:2018 issued on 30.05.2018 as
well as the show-cause notice dated 14.08.2006 bearing F. No.V.30/15-
20/Dem/0A/2006-07 are hereby quashed and set aside... ”.

9.2 In view of above, and in compliance with the Order of the Hon’ble High

Court of Gujarat, as the impugned order and the SCN in question fails to exist, the

instant appeal filed by the department becomes infiuctuous. Accordingly, the

/,_...\
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5 ,,.fé;pp;@%l filed by the department is dismissed.
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10.  3TdTelehcll §RT &of T 918 31Tel T TAUERT SURIH aiih & RAar sar &
The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.
( Akhilesh Kumar )
Commissioner (Appeals)

Date: 6™ April, 2023

Superintendent (Appeals),
CGST, Ahmedabad.

. By Regd. Post A. D

1. The Assistant Commissioner APPELLANT
CGST, Division- Kalol,.
Commissionerate — Gandhinagar

2. M/s. Sunrise Remedies Pvt Ltd RESPONDENT
- Plot No.2244, Santej, Taluka-Kalol, -
Dist. Gandhinagar

‘ .Copy to :
1. The Pr. Chief Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Ahmedabad.
2. The Commissioner, CGST, Commissionerate - Gandhinagar.

3. The Deputy/Asstt. Commissioner, CGST, Division-Kadi, Commissionerate -

Gandhinagar. .
4. The Deputy/Asstt. Commissiorer (Systems), CGST, Appeals, Ahmedabad
(for uploading)
\yGuard file

6. PAFile
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