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Arising out ofOrder-In-Original No 22/REF/2017-18 Dated: 25/09/2017
issued by: Assistant Commissioner Central Excise (Div-III), Ahmedabad North

tf .:tl4le>lcfii;l~/ l,l'i8qlcfl cfif c=rra=rm tfi;IT (Name & Address of the Appellant/Respondent)

M/sIMBB

at arf s 3rfl 3mer a 3rials 3qra aar ? at a r 3rr h uf znfnf fl
ER'!N ';JTQ"a 31f@)art as 3r4r zn yrtearur 34a1gr raar & [

Any person an 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:

3TT #al nJelaruT 317la :
Revision application to Government of India:

(1) (en) (@) as&tr 35euI eras 3rf@0er1aT 1994 $ mT 31aa ##ta av w mail h aqi nr
as 3u-nr h rzra ug h 3iaiia grtarur 3rla 3rftr #fa, 2a a, fa #inz, I5Ga

faama, =aft ifs,#aa araa,vi mi, a{ fee4t-1 ooo 1 cfi)- $~~ I

A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Government of India, Revision Application Unit,
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Parliament Street, New
Delhi-110001, 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) z1Re mm RR if h mar sa zfe ara a fh#t a-isHJII{ m ~ cliH@dl at m fcn"m
gisrarr a z@ aisran k m om=)- §'J cFflcJT <R",m fcn"m~ m a:fsR <R" ~%~ ciil{@dl
i a fn# sisranr i mR ufazm h ua { &tl

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

sif snr #t ward ca #yurt fg ul st #Rsz m1 #t ·{ & st h am?gr uit z
rrr ifr qaf@a arrzga, sr4la a mxr 'CfTfur err.~· tR m q1q -r fcmr~ (;:f.2) 1998
l:ITTT109a"RT~-~ Tfq'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) #ta arc zyes (r4ta ) [ala6l, 2oofr sifa faRfe qua in zg-s i at ufit
i, hfa ark sf smr hf ffaRtr s er-mgr vi r@ta smar at al-at
,Raif a are fr 3m4a fan ult 1Reg1 Ur# rer Will ~- qjT !;{'l.c./.l~ft~ cB' 3RrIB l:ITTT 35-~ ll
mfur 1l51 * 'T@Fl * ~ * x=!Tlrf €tr-6 arr at qf ft at#t alt
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 . 0
copy ofTR-6 Challan evidencing payment of prescribed fee as prescribed under Section
35-EE of CEA, 1944, under Major Head of Account.

(2) Rf@au 3maa # mrr uref iava van g erg qt zn sqa zit sq1 20o/- #) 4Ia
c#I' nil; 3hi uii icaaa ya arr unar zt err 1000 /- c#I' tJ5Rf~ c#I' "isiW 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.

#mar yea, ala sna yea vi ara 3r9ta =rrnf@raw ,f 3r4ta
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) tr ala zye 3ref1, 1944 c#I' l:ITTT 35-~/35-~ * 3RrIB:-
Under Sectio'.n 358/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :- O

(a) affaa qcaniar a if@r ftmm tr zyc, #hrnaa ye ya hara r4)#hr mrznf@raUr
q,°f fctW-r~ m=c ~ ;:f, 3, 3ITT', #. gm, +{ fecal at vi

(a)

(b)

(2)

the special qench of Custom, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal of West Block
No.2, R.K. P1:1ram, New Delhi~t in all matters relating to classification valuation and.

3afRura 4Ra 2 (1)a iaat; alga # rearar at or#ha, rat # ma ii fr zca, ha
Gira yea vi var r4lat urn@raw (fRez) at ufa 2ftr 9fear, rsnarara ff 3JT-20, ~
~ l31Rtlcci1 i:f>l-91'3°-s, irmuTr "rJ"TR, 3ll3l-Jctl€Jlct~380016.

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

ah Ggraa yc (r4ta) Pura8h, 2001 c#I' l:ITTT 6 * 3RrIB Wl?f ~-~-3 ll~ 'fcpq ~
a7fl#tr =zurznf@era?i. al nu{ arfl fsgsrfl fg mg art ala 4fa]i ife ui sur ye
c#I' <WT, 6l[fiJf c#I' <WT 3lTx WITTlT ·TIT 5far Ty 5 Gr ITaa& aei 6Ty; 1ooo/- tJ5Rf ~. .,
6T1lT I ~ "'3"cCJJCf ~ c#I' <WT, 6l[fiJf c#I' <WT 3llx WITTlT Tzar uif3r u; 5 Gar4 zn soaazt err
~ 5000I- #hr 3urft hftt.siqr zyca at <WT, 6l[fiJf c#I' +IT1f 3llx WITTlT <Im~~ 50
Gila znra unar & asiu4 1oooo/- #hr 3haft stf I c#I' ffl 'f161llcf5 -<fvlx-cl'< * .=rr=T xl



aif@ia an pg a iir al warty zre ire en fh4t if m1au~a a # k#a 6t
-wm cpf "ITT "GfITT \3(@"~c#r .:fto ft-QIB t I

~

The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal sball 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 Hs.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
w_here the bench of any nominate public sector bank of the place where the bench of the
Tribunal is situated. ·

(3) ufa za m? i a{ q sr?zit ar rrr sir t it re@ta p ilr # fg pr rgrar sqjr
±r flu urt alRg <a rzr # std g; ft fh far udt arf a au fg zrenferf 3rft4ta
nrnrf@raw at va 3r4la a #{ral al ya am4aa fa5zn uilar 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) urareru zyca. atf@fr 197o zaen viz)fer at srqfr-4 sif feiffa fag 1j srr 34ar zn
e mgr zmenRe/fa fufzu qf@rant mer i a r@ta #t va sf w ~.6.50 W qJ"'[ rl!llllC'lll ~
ease «+ sir afe&gt

One copy of application or 0.1.0. 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) grail ii@mal at Riasra ar fit c#r 3ITT' ~.&TR~~ '\JJTctT t "G'IT ~ ~.
~\3t4 I di zyean vi hara arftta =urn@raw (a1fRaf@I) frrll+r, 1982 ffea t 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.

0

(6) flt z[can, b€ta sari ya v hara or4tr nrnf@raw (free), a ,Ra 3r4hat # mr #
afar iar(Demand) -qcf cts' (Penalty) cpf 1o%a smr war 3sari 1 rif%, 3ff@raaurqa 5rm 1o#ls
~ t !(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act,
1994)

hr€rzr3n a[a3ik ?tarah3iriia, nf@ star "a4crfr#ia"(DutyDemanded) 
(i) (Section)m 11D ~~~ tlftr;
(ii) fcTTITarrherd3fgz #rrf@;
(iii) ±tr4hffzrait#@zra 6has er@.

> repasar 'ifsarfr' rzrqa srm #staii, 3r4hr' «fr ah af pa raair fur·rze.

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. 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 Ce'nvat Credit taken;
(iii) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

zr war i ,zr arr2ar a ur arf nfswr a mar ai ecas srrar «ea r avsfa?g,ptitairf
"" '\.- ii; 10% "!"""' "' 3!lz ;;r;;T ilioer ..-. f.la,Ra ;'t aor ;,;as ii; 10% '!'@T'< .-{~:~~\

In view of above,. an appeal agai9st this order shall lie bef?re the Tribunal on p~y;;,,ent tf) 0%
of the duty demanded Where duty, or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penal~y, w!J:,er.e0p~nalty
alone is in dispute." · · .:\,.,..,,
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:: ORDER-IN- APPEAL::

M/s. IMBB, 185/186, Chinubhai Tower, Ashram Road,
Ahmedabad 380009, is reg_istered -with the Service Tax Department
having Registration No. AAFFI2770JSD001 {hereinafter referred to as
the 'appellants') have filed the present appeal against the Order-in
Original number 22/REF/II/2017-18 dated 25.09.2017 {hereinafter
referred to as 'impugned order') passed by the Assistant Commissioner,
Service Tax, Division-III, Ahmedabad North {hereinafter referred to as
adjudicating authority').

2. The facts of the case, in brief, are that the appellants had filed
refund claim amounting to 12082/- on 27.06.2017 under Notification
number 41/2012-ST dated 29.06.2012 in respect of Service Tax paid on
services used for export of' goods.

3. During scrutiny of the claim, the adjudicating authority had found
that the appellant had not produced the invoices for which Service Tax
refund is claimed in original. Also there should be a document which
evidences the payment of the Service Tax. In this case the appellant
has been requested to provide original copy of invoices and bank
statement through the query memo dated 08.09.2017. However, the
same were not produced by the appellant . Therefore, the adjudicating
authority uphold the amount of Rs.9168/- and reject the amount of Rs.
2914/- as per Notification number 41/2012-ST dated 29.06.2012 .

4. Being aggrieved with the impugned order the appellants have
preferred the present appeal and filed the appeal to this office on
22.11.2017. The appellants have submitted that they deny the
allegations and contentions specified in the impugned orders. The
appellant sated that the impugned order has been passed . by the
adjudicating authority in utter violation to the principles of natural
justice, as he has not considered the submissions made by the
appellant. The impugned order having been passed in violation of
principles of natural justice is liable to be quashed and set aside.

5. Personal hearing in the matter was granted on 23.02.2018. Shri
N.K. Tiwari, Consultant, appeared before me and reiterated the grounds
of appeal. He pointed out that the adjucating authotity has rejected the
claim of refund of Rs. 9168/- which was eligible as per Notification
number 41/2012-ST dated 29.06.2012 .

6. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case on records,
grounds of appeal in the Appeal Memorandum and oral submissions
made by the respondents at the time of personal hearing.

7. I agree to the contention put forth by the appellant in the appeal \
memorandum that there has been an error in sanctioning the refund

0
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claims under Notification No. 41/2612-ST dated 29.06.2012. The issue
to be decided by me is_that whether the appellants are eligible for
refund of Rs. 12082/- which was rejected vide the impugned orders.

8. Before dwelling on to the dispute, I would like to reproduce the
relevant paras of Notification No. 41/2012-ST dated 29.6.2012 for ease
of reference:

···········~···················(1)(c) the rebate under the procedure specified in paragraph 3
shall not be claimed wherever the difference between the
amount of rebate under the procedure specified in paragraph 2
and paragraph 3 is less than twenty per cent of the rebate
available under the procedure specified in paragraph 2;

If................................................................

o

o

(Emphasis supplied)

9. Under the Notification No. 41/2012-ST dated 29.6.2012, two
procedures have been specified for claiming the refund of service tax.
The first procedure, as stipulated in Para 2 of the said Notification allows
rebate of service tax paid on eligible input services as a percentage
value of the declared Free on Board(FOB) value of the export goods on
the basis of rate specified in the schedule, which is to be claimed from
Customs authorities. The other procedure as stipulated in Para 3 is that
the rebate may be claimed on the service tax actually paid on any
specified service on the basis of duly certified documents, which is to be
claimed from Excise authorities. However, the foremost condition as
stipulated in Para 1(c) of the Notification is that the rebate cannot be
claimed under the procedure as per Para 3, wherever the difference
between the amount of rebate under the procedure of rebate as per
Para 2 i.e. as a percentage on FOB value of goods and rebate on the
basis of documents as per Para 3, is less than twenty per cent of the
rebate available under the procedure as per Para 2. It is evident that if
the difference between the amount of rebate calculated ·as per
procedure laid down under Para 2 and at the rebate claimed as per the
procedure laid down under Para 3, is less than 20% of the rebate
available under Para 2, the rebate cannot be claimed under Para 3.

11. In view of the foregoing, the impugned orders are set aside irn~:... ::.'~[Y- ' . ,·

the appeals are partially allowed.-_.

10. In view of the facts and discussions hereinabove, I find that the
the adjudication authority has righty denied the claim of refund for the
shipping bill number 2936958 where the condition prescribed in the
Notification No. 41/2012-ST dated 29.6.2012, has not been fulfilled.
The appellant is eligible for refund of Rs. 9168/- where the condition
prescribed in the Notification No. 41/2012-ST dated 29.6.20}-~~'\..
been fulfilled. Ji]-'



6
V2(39)54/North/Appeal/2017-18

12. 3r41aaii rr at a{ 3rd ar furl 3alaah fur srar t
12. The appeals filed by the appellants stand disposed of in above
terms.

as"3°
(3#Tr gin)

3rga (3r4tea)

ATTESTED

;34
. D A)

SUPERINTENDENT (APPEAL-II),
CENTRAL EXCISE, AHMEDABAD.

To,
M/s. IMBB, 185/186, Chinubhai Tower,
Ashram Road, Ahmedabad 380009

Copy to:
1. The Chief Commissioner, Central Excise, Ahmedabad zone, Ahmedabad.
2. The Commissioner, Service Tax, Ahmedabad North.
3. The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner, Service Tax, Division-III, A'bad

North.
4. The Assistant Commissioner, System-Ahmedabad North
5. Guard File.

,V· P.A. File.
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