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M/s. Contract Pharmacal Corporation India Pvt. Ltd

al{ a4fr z 37flmer 'B arnffil:f 3Tj'l1Cf aar ? atazmer # uR qenfenf ft al; +T; err 3rf@rat
at arf zur g7terr am4aa FIT <PX x--fcpITT 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 :

\arral r y7terur arr4ear
Revision application to Government of India :

(1) ah4ta Una zyn srf@rm, 1994 c#J" er 3iafaaa mg mmcii a i qa Irr <ITT \jtf-'clRf *
qr wvga siuf gntrur 3ma 'ra fa, qr«ral, fa +inc, urqR@a, q)of ifr, uflr 4lq
·7a, viamf, { fc4 : 110001 <ITT c#i" 'GfA'r~ I .

(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 - 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) zaR mm a zrRmmsra hf zR arm f4 Tuer zu 3rI arm ii za fh# qwsrTau uemnmm ura g f j , at fanwsr z usr i a? ae ft# ran a fa4 rwsr i st
l'{@c#i" WcP<IT * cITTFf ~ NI

(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.

(a) a a are fhft lg znr var f.mfm l'!@ i:rx" m ml faffu i suzitn zyea ma m w 5qr=T

zcnRe ka \illa as fa#t ; zr q2Ruff &I

(b) ln_.e·ase· t>f.'r~ba.te, of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory outside
India of onexcisable material used in the manufacture of the goods which are exported to any
country c5rJ$fritory outsid~ Ipdia.
4l:··

' 'y: ·.. \. ·. - ' ,(+) gR@,gen rgrarr fag;fa mr # are (ua zur qerr al) fufr fur mnr ma st
(c) In ease ofgoods.exported outside India export to Ne al or Bhutan without payment of

duty. .•
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er sift Gara st Un<azcya fg uit spit fez mra t { & sit h mar ut sr er v
mi, *~ ~. 3'j"q@" * IDxT "C!Jfur err "'fll1<I "CR m <rR # fa a4fefm (i.2) 1998 mxr 109 arr fga fh .yq
"ITTI
(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) ht 5arr gr«a (r@a) mra6fl, 2oo4 # fu s # sfaf faff{e vu inz-s # uRii i, )fa
am * ma aimr~~ ,ff cft.r +lIB * -ifuR ~-aimr ~ 3'j"q@" aimr c#l" at-at ufzi mer sf3ma fszu
Gar a1Ry# re1 arr ~- <ITT ~ * 3Tw@ mxT 35-~ # mffur 1!rr * :r@l"f a # er €t3I--6 ular
c#l" ma 'lfr 1W1T~ 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) RR@qt arr pr sf via va ya ar4 qt u sa a t at rat 2oo/- #$l yrar at 'Gll1{" atR
uri iaa va yaarr u'l!]cff "ITT m 1000/- c#l" Wff :r@l"f c#l" 'Gll1{" 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.

ir zycn, €hr sara ya viaa arfta +mrnif@raw1 ma 3'j"q@":
AppeaI to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(«) a?tr sna ggcn a@fm, 1g44 # ear as- voat/as-z # sirfa

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

'3ctt1f&RsluRb 2 (1) Cf> -q ~~* aIBJcIT c#l" 3'j"q@", ~ * l!J+@ # 'R'rrr~. fl<!"~
a vi hara ands#r +nraf@raw (Rec) #r uf?a &harr 4if6mr,nrar i arr zifa, a<mt
9raT, 3FaT, 3TH14Ta, 2=TT 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.

(2) fl<!" ~ ~ (3'j"q@") F141ll<lt'11, 200~ c#l" mxT 6 * 3@T@ 'WBf ~.-q--3 # mTfur fcITT!' 3~ 3fq@Jlf
nrnf@rawi at n{ ar9 a fs 3'j"q@" fcITT!' <Tq 3TrnT c#)-a 4fat fea zi sa zrca t ajrr, G<!l"1 ct>"r ajTr 3lR
WITl!T ·Tar fr nu; s al al6m % '<l6i -wTi! 1000/- #ha 3rf itfy si snr zyca at ajrr, G<!lul c#l" ajTram WITl!T Tar u(far T; 5 TI IT 50 R T5 m m -wrq 50001- #)a 3ft if1 ursi rra zyea # ajrr, G<!l\l1
c#)- ajTr 31R WIT<IT ·Tan if au so la zn Ga vnrr % qzi ; 10000/- hr 3hurt zft I c#l" Wff~
RGrer aha a sire q # ffltf c#l" \Jfm I I& lrU en a f0ft "lffiru. x-114\itf.lcfi !ft';{ * fi'Cf1 c#l"
~ <ITT "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 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 / 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 za arra{ p sn?ii qrrr sh at re@rsp sitar # fr Wff <ITT gar rfair
faant str alRg gaaa st gy ft f far 9di arfaa fr zenRerf 3rf#ta nrzneawr a vs srftc
<IT fl<!" mCf1R qt ya 3ma fhur umar &l

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) nznaru zgcea 3rf@fr 4o7o zqen vis)fer #t sq-+k inf Reiffa s TI Ii
smhr zqnfReff fofu uf@earl # arr i a urea at vs qR w .6.so ha st
a1Reg 1

-.- so a8 •
+.s. tr
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One copy of applicatfon 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 amendEld.

0

(5) ~ 31R~~ cpl" f.rlP-!ur m cnir m-i:rr ~ 3lR 'lft 'c2lR~ fclxrr "1Tffi % ul'r ffiT ~. ~
snra zgca gi hara sr9ta =rznf@aw (asr4ff4f) fzm, 4gs2 # ffe &

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) «flair era, ac4tr3nr ra vivar 3r4)#hr if@aur (ail=la) "1"m~~~ "ir~ ~
achzr 3=na erca 3rf@fun, ?&y Rt enr3era3iaaf facarzr(iczn.) 3f@0fGu 2&g(& #Rt
icz 29) f@eris: €..egg sit Rt fa4hr3r@fer, r&&y fr enrcs ± 3iaifraarsat aftt>JTJrcfi'I°"are?k, aau cf@aa# area-rf@r smTac 3rfarf ?±,rrf fa zr ear± 3iaafasm#tstart

' "
.3r4fa;ra"~rnl"~~~~~~~
a4tarsna ra viaa#3iaala+ ajarfra ~Wq;'" iifarnfi~ ~

(il mu 11 a iafa fee4ff ta#
(ii) z sma st t area ml"
(1ii) adz rr fGaman a fu 6 a 3iaafr era

317tarf rz fazr err#mans fa#hr (i. 2) 37f@0fr+, 2014# 3car ua fat3rfl#hr"
If@ratrherfaarrfl rare3sffvi arr astarasagizti1
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.

0
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(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.

- ,



F.No. V2(GST)174&175/North/Appeals/2018-19

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

Two appeals have been filed before the Appellate Authority under

Section l 07 of the Central Goods and Services Act, 2017 by M/s. Contract

Pharmacal Corporation India Private Limited, Plot No.42, Panchratna

Industrial Estate, Part-3, Changodar, Sarkhej-Bavla Highway, Ahmedabad

382213 [henceforth-'appellant']holding GSTIN No.24AAFCC2957El ZV

against two letters dated 29.04.2019(henceforth, 'impugned letters')

issued by the Deputy Commissioner CGST&CX, Division-IV, Ulariya, Sanand,

Ahmedabad North as detailed below:

Sr. Appeal No. Letter F. No. and date
No.
1 V2(GT)74/North/Appeals/ DIV-IV/GST Refund Contract/100/18

2019-20 19 dated 29.09.2019

2 V2(GST)75/North/Appeals/ DIV-IV/GST Refund Contract/101/18
2019-20 19 dated 29 .09.2019

2. The facts of the case, in brief, are that the appellant filed two

refund claims dated 07.08.2018 in the form RFD-01 A of IGST Rs.14,31,923/

and Rs.13,38,899/- respectively paid by them on export of services during

July and August,2017 being Zero rated supply of Services which was

rejected under order No.105/FINAL and 106/FINAL both dated 24.09.2018

mainly for non compliance of queries raised under deficiency memo

dated 21.08.2018 by the Deputy Commissioner CGST&CX, Division-IV,

Ahmedabad-North. Both the appeals filed by the appellant against said

orders dated 21.08.2018 were also rejected under OIA NO.AHM-EXCUS

002-APP-171 TO 172-18-19 dated 25.03.2019 confirming the findings therein

of the adjudicating authority.

V

0

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned letters, the appellant preferred 0
these appeals contesting inter alia, that the Deputy Commissioner has

erred by not appreciating and considering the observations made by

Commissioner Appeal in OIA dated 25.03.2019 at para 5.3 &5.4; that

clarification available under Circular No.70/44/2018-GST dated 26. l 0.2018

in respect of_use ofearlier ARN (Application Reference No) at the time of

rectified- refund application has not been taken into consideration; that

non granting of provisional refund which is mandated by Section 54(6) of

CGST Act,2017; no time limit has been prescribed for replying to.

deficiency memo; that passing of order RF · · · ion of Circular

No.59/33/2018-GST dated 04.09.2018. Etc.,

4
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F.N.o. V2(GST)174-&175/North/Appeals/2018-19

4. Personal hearing was held on 06. l 1:2019 wherein Shri Rohan
Thakkar, Chartered Accountants appeared on behalf of the appellant,
reiterated the grounds of appeal and submitted written submission dated

06.11.2019 stating mainly the grounds mentioned above.

5. I have carefully gone through the facts of both the cases and
submissions made in the appeal memorandums as well as during personal
hearing. On perusal of records, I observe that initially, under orders

No.105/FINAL and 106/FINAL both dated 24.09.2018 the refund claims were

rejected by the adjudicating authority on the ground that the appellant

did not submitted the reply to deficiency memo dated 21.08.2018 within

stipulated time period. Appeals filed against said orders dated 24.09.2019

were rejected vide OIA dated 25.03.2019. Since, the present appeals

have been preferred against the letter F.O.DIV-IV/GST Refund

Contract/100/18-19 and F.No.DIV-IV/GST Refund Contract/101/18-19 both

dated 29.09.2019, I reproduce contents of said letter below:

1::. No. DIV-1 V"/GS'T,Rcfund/Contruct/101: /1 O· l.Jl.-:-; :').;,- ·
To, _,., , <;:;, .. ::,

Contract. Phr.1rn1ac-nl Coq:,oi·acton fndtu Pvt Ltd
P1ot No 42. Punchr.=u·nn Jndu.ustdal Est;ah:.• Pm·t-3
• Chungoder.Tai. San.:u,d~ Ahnll'!dtibad
Gujarat •38221:-3

Dt. 29.0•1.1<.J

0

Refund applic:u.tfon for the rnonth c.1f Aug. 201 7 for· <.'!:<port cf services rt p3ayrnr f
ntegrated Ta

peso r@for to yru Fette; inted 03.0"1·. Jg rt:?c:o JvccJ by this office on 1.04.1 q ,,n t:hf'!'

above subject.
rn this conncct:iot·,. ft Is l'- t"I • n,entJon thnr rht'.' rt 'l'fund chH111 r·c:nrbrnitted b;· you sn licls~

of the o·tA No. AH1vt-&:XCUS-002~APP-·171 to 172 due! 25.03.19 passed y rhe
Ccunmissfonar (I\). Vidc the said Jetter you have mention@l the rclavant etrarts af pr

5.3 and para 5.4 oft.he snld OfA. However. you fall to npprec}nae the cecision talzt ty the

Commissioner (A) in pra (7) uf the snl<l on:Jm· ..vhlch is reproduces n~; unde1··
"Ii view of th ubvove, I reject the appeal fit) by the pp·ti.amt n uphold be

l1npugncd orders.••

Put·ther. il1 none c.,f thc purnu of rhe sulc! OM, the llon"bll! Cornniissioner (,'\) hos

llrectel to re±ulrtt afresh1 application before this offica.

t view? oF the above, I hereby returned your refund application, d treating )'l

O issue} by this oficen dated 2¢/09/1 sit! val1cl.

,,
I
M._. Encl: Aslave

kl21.
6. I observe that vide above letters dated 24.09.2019, the Deputy

Commissioner has returned refund application to the appellant without
• . . . ... r ,

entertaining. It i~ m·en}iOh,~tH(l said letter that "Further,_ in none of the para of

the said OIA, the.Hon'BleCommissioner(A) has directed to submit a fresh
:4-. 

application bef?TJ~ ftJis office. /n view of the above, l hereby re urned your refund
...... - .

'·e,"
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F.No. V2(GST)174&175/North/Appeals/2018-19

application and treating RFD-06 issued by this office on 24/09/2018 still valid". It is
further observed that above communications is not a speaking order
describing reasons for rejection of refund claim. Whatever has been
communicated under impugned letter relates to returning of refund
application only. Refund claims are neither rejected nor sanctioned

under this communications. In so far as the claims has not been taken up

on its merit by the refund sanctioning authority and no decision on

sanction/rejection of the same has been communicated, it would be
unripe to conclude that refund has been rejected under impugned letter.

I therefore, observe that there is no mention of decision or order of refund

sanctioning authority on merit of the case i.e. decision or order on

sanctioning/rejecting of refund claims is not available. In other word, the

issue of eligibility of refund to the appellant has not been speak to by the

lower authority under impugned letter.

7. In so far as decision/order under impugned letter is concerned, it is
crystal clear that the decision of returning the application is taken therein.

Therefore, the grounds advanced by the appellant against rejection of

refund cannot became parts of the present appeal as impugned letter
deals with the decision of returning of application only. In this- regard, I

reproduce below Section 107 of Central Goods and Service Tax Act,2017

SECTION 107. Appeals to Appellate Authority. - (1) Any person
aggrieved by any decision or order passed under this Act or the State
Goods and Services Tax Act or the Union Territory Goods and Services
Tax Act by an adjudicating authority may appeal to such Appellate
Authority as may be prescribed within three months from the elate on which
the said decision or order is communicated to such person.

7.1 Above provisions states that appeal can be made if any person is

aggrieved by the decision or order passed by an adjudicating authority.

The perusal of impugned letter reveals that it communicates the decision
of returning back of refund application. The appellant was therefore, at
his liberty to file appeal against said decision of returning the application.
However, the present appeal has been preferred against decision of

rejection of refund, which is not in consonance with the above mentioned

provision which deals with appellate forum. It clearly reveals that the
appellant is aggrieved with the decision of rejection of refund whereas
impugned letters deals with decision of returning of refund claims. Looking

to these disparity that the ground taken by the appellant are not related
to the impugned letter against which the appeals have been preferred,

the appeal is not maintainable. I further observe th ,

6
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F.No. V2(GST)174&175/North/Appeals/2018-19

decision on sanction/rejection of refund being the field of the refund

sanctioning authority, such·'C:ispects needs findings of said authority first.

8. It is also argued that the Deputy Commissioner has erred by not

appreciating and considering the observations made by Commissioner

Appeal in OIA dated 25.03.2019 at para 5.3 &5.4. I reproduce below said

paragraphs for better understanding the arguments:

5.3 Said circular also clarifies that submission of application after

deficiency memo shall be treated as a fresh application. It nowhere

provides issuance of issuance of an order in Form RFD-06 in a case where
Deficiency Memo RFD-03 has been issued. It is presumed that once

Deficiency Memo complete in all aspect has been issued, it becomes

mandatory for the claimaint to re-submit the application after rectifying

the deficiencies pointed out therein and if the application is not filed

afresh by the claimant within thirty days of the communication of the

Deficiency Memo, the proper officer shall pass an order in FORM GST

PMT-03 and re-credit the amount claimed as refund through FORM GST

RFD-01 B if claim pertains to ITC unutilized due to zero rated supplies.

Issuance of the order RFD-06 for rejection of refund claim was not

required at the stage for the reasons that no fresh application of refund

after rectifying the deficiencies pointed out has been filed by the
claimant and no show cause notice was issued. Thus, the method

prescribed mandates that one deficiency memo is issued, the claimant
has to apply a fresh within thirty days in absence of which as a

conclusiveness of the refund claim, the amount claimed shall be re

credited in electronic credit ledger of the claimant by the refund

sanctioning authority without passing any formal rejection order. In this

regard I observed that in the deficiency memo dated 21.08.2018 itself it is

mentioned that "you are advised to file a fresh refund application after

rectification of above deficiencies." I find that this remark was sufficient

to communicate the conclusiveness of the refund application status to

the claimant and no separate order RFD-06 at such stage was required.

5.4 In view of these, neither the Rule 93(1) of CGST Rule, 2017 nor the

Circular No. 17/ 17/2017-Central Tax dated 15.11.2017 stipulates for
passing of an order either rejecting or sanctioning the refund by the

adjudicating authority in the FORM RFD-06 in such stage of processing

the refund application. Therefore issuances of both the impugned orders

RFD-06 were premature at such stage. Though the refund has been

denied on accour.1.t,,0f· non compliance of query memo, it would not be<..s ~
proper to consider.that it his been rejected wrongfully. The action of

.8 :.. \
issuance of RFD-O6 order whichas not required at this stage is nothing

but an add#rt conimunication to the claimant as w • IOI
11

error on the part'of.the adjudicating authority.,%.°-.•r

7
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F.No. V2(GST)174&175/North/Appeals/2018-19

It can be seen from the above that the remark available under

Deficiency Memo dated 21.08.2018 was reproduced under said OIA. I

therefore, disagree with the plea of the appellant wherein it is stated that

applying afresh was advised by Commissioner, Appeal under said OIA

dated 25.03.2019. Further, said argument already stands replied by the

Deputy Commissioner under impugned letter stating that- "Further in none

of the para of said OIA,the Hon'ble Commissioner(A) has directed to resubmit

afresh application before this office." I find that this observation is proper as

Commissioner Appeal nowhere under said order dated 25.03.2019

advised to file a fresh application.

10. Further, it would not be improper to mention here that in so far as

remitting the issue back to the lower authority for deciding afresh is

concerned, the position available under earlier provisions are changed

under Central Goods and Service Tax Act,2017. Sub section l1 of section

107 states as under:

SECTION 107. Appeals to Appellate Authority.

(II) The Appellate Authority shall, after making such further inquiry as may
be necessary, pass such order, as it thinks just and proper, confirming,
modifying or annulling the decision or order appealed against but shall not
refer the case back to the adjudicating authority that passed the said
decision or order :

Provided that an order enhancing any fee or penalty or fine in lieu of
confiscation or confiscating goods of greater value or reducing the amount of
refund or input tax credit shall not be passed unless the appellant has been
given a reasonable opportunity of showing cause against the proposed order:

Provided further that where the Appellate Authority is of the opinion that any
tax has not been paid or short-paid or erroneously refunded, or where input tax
credit has been wrongly availed or utilised, no order requiring the appellant to
pay such tax or input tax credit shall be passed unless the appellant is given
notice to show cause against the proposed order and the order is passed within
the time limit specified under section 73 or section 74.

10.1 In view of the above legal provisions meant for first Appellate

Authority, the case could have been also taken up for its fitness on

remanding it back to original adjudicating authority in two situations. One,

if no specific provisions as underlined above were available in the statutes

as existed prior to GST regime and two, the appeal turn out to be against

the decision of rejection of refund, which is not the case here. As

discussed above, the present appeal has been preferred/immerged out

of the decision of returning the application of refund»rm-

decision of rejection of refunds.

8

0

0



F.No. V2(GST)l 74&175/North/Appeals/2018-19

11. In view of the above observations as well as non availability of

findings of refund sanctToning authority on eligibility of the claims on its

merit under impugned letter, I reject the appeals which has been

preferred by the appellant against the decision of returning the refund
application, without going into merit of refund claims.

#€. · Ej:J _, ....
s

Vo ¢ a¥

*

4la4f erra ft +&rft mar Rqz1Gtatfut srar2
Both the appeals filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above•..Ee:-.

Joint Commissioner,CGST,Appeals
Date:

12.

terms.

±
Supe
Cent
Ahm .

By R.P.A.D.
To,
M/s.Contract Pharmacal Corporation India Private Limited,
Plot No.42, Panchratna Industrial Estate, Part-3,
Changodar, Sarkhej-Bavla Highway,
Ahmedabad-382213.

0

Copy to:
l. The Principal Chief Commissioner of Central Tax, Ahmedabad Zone.
2. The Commissioner of Central Tax, Ahmedabad-North.
3. The Additional /Joint Commissioner, Central Tax (System), Ahmedabad

North.
4. The Deputy Commissioner, CGST Division-lV,Ulariya,Sanand,

Ahmedabad-North.
¥'Guard File.
6. P.A. File
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