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Passed by Shri Akhilesh Kumar, Commissioner (Appeals)

T Arising out of Order-in-Original Nos. GST-06/Refund/01/AC/JRS/DEV/2021-22 dated
12.04.2021, passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Central GST & Central Excise, Division-VI,
Ahmedabad-North.

g arTetdhal T -8 Ud Yol Name & Address of the Appellant / Respondent

Appellant- M/s. Dev Procon Ltd.,, Dev House, Besides Rajpath Club, Sarkhej-Gandhinagar
Highway, Ahmedabad-380054.

Respondent- Assistant Commissionér, Central GST & Central Excise, Division-VI,

Ahmedabad-North.
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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 :

IRA TRBR BT YAQE0T e

Revision application to Government of India :
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(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, Nfew
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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(i) 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 orin a warehouse.
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(A) 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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(B) In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of
duty.
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(c) 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. : '
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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 OlO 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) RS oMdeT & Wl SEl Wel™ IHA Th o SR AT I BH & A BIY 200/ — B A DI WY
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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 Yo, BEId SeuTed Yoo Td WA AUTeld AT @ i et —
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) HET IATET Yo AR, 1944 P GIRT 35—d1 /35-5 D Sfici—

Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-
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(a) To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at
2" floor,Bahumali Bhawan,Asarwa,Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004. in case of appeals

other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.
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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) Il 3w e # B A AR DT FHEY BT ¥ A AP ol NS B I B BT AT SUGeRT
T W far ST AR 39 d2g & B gy N 6 foran Ul B W ge & faw genRefa  srdiett
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In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.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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One copy of application or O.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) =7 IR W AMel B FEHer B gl R # ok A s simfie fhar ST § T Yo,
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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) W g, DR SeUed Yob Td WaTHR ey =rnfever (RRee), & ufd freAT & AT H
Fered |19 (Demand) Td &g (Penalty) BT 10% ET\E(f STAT HAT 3rforary § | gTerifer, 3rience q“'c{l' SIHAT 10
FE FUT 3 I(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act,
1994)
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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 2
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:
(1) amount determined under Section 11 D;
(if) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
(i)  amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

s S AR ¥ GRY e TIRGTOT & WHAT SR Yo JruaT Yok AT &S fafed @ ar At R e ew
?10%3531?!1?“3???337%?‘3@%&%?3?@33710%8_1‘-’H1Ffwﬁm'\q‘ﬁ-ﬁ%l

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of
of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where
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F.No.GAPPL/COM/STP/1607/2021-Appeal

ORDER IN APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s. Dev Procon Ltd., Dev House, Besides :
Rajpath Club, Sarkhej-Gandhinagar Highway, Ahmedabad-380054 (in short ‘the
appellant’) against the OIO No: GST-06/Refund/01/AC/JRS/DEV/2021-22 dated
12.04.2021 (in short ‘impugned order’) passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Central
GST, Division-VI, Ahmedabad-North (in short ‘' the adjudicating authority”).

2. The facts of the case, in brief, are that the appellant are engaged in the business
of Real Estate Agent, Construction of Residential and Commercial Complex and were
holding Service Tax Registration for providing-said services. The appellant had filed a
refund claim for an amount of Rs. 49,64,682/- on 03.03.2021, in respect of the amount
paid by them towards Service Tax on the advances received against bookings, which
have been subsequently cancelled. The adjudicating authority has vide impugned
order, rejected the said refund claim filed by the appellant, on the basis of the findings

as reproduced below:

» The Form No. SVLDRS-4 is issued under the category of “Litigation” depicting
Tax dues as Rs. 55,77,793/- which pertains to ST FAR No. 2306/2018-19 dated
13.08.2019 covering the period from April, 2014 to June, 2017. Accordingly, the
period under the refund claim is overlapping the said period of litigation.
Hence, it is clear that the refund claim is already the part of the litigation for
which the appellant has availed the benefit of Sabka VishWas (Legacy Dispute
Resolution) Scheme, 2019.

> The appellant had filed refund claim earlier too which was withdrawn by them
vide letter dated 10.12.2019. It is concluded that SVLDRS-4 Certificate was

issued only after said claimant had opted for withdrawal of their erstwhile claim.

> Section 130(1)(b) of Chapter V of Sabka Vishwas (Legacy Dispute Resolution)
Scheme, 2019 provides that any amount paid under the scheme shall not be
refunded. Further, it is specified under Section 131 that nothing contained in
this scheme shall be construed as benefit or concession in other cases. It implies
that the amount settled under the Sabka Vishwas (Legacy Dispute Resolution)
Scheme, 2019 is full and final and not subject to Refund under any
circumstances. Therefore, the amount settled under the said scheme can not be
reopened under any circumstances and the refund claim is contrary to the

provisions of Sabka Vishwas (Legacy Dispute Resolution) Scheme, 2019.

3. Aggrieved by the impugned order, the appellant has filed appeal on the
_grounds that;
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F.No.GAPPL/COM/STP/1607/2021-Appeal

> The adjudicat»ilng authority has erred in facts and in law in rejecting the claim of
refund of Rs. 49,64,682/— in respect of the Service Tax involved in cancellation of
bookings.

> The adjudicating authority has erred in facts and law in considering that refund
claim cannot be entertained because the appellant has opted to pay tax under
SVLDR Scheme 2019 and the Form No. SVLDRS-4 is issued under the category
of litigation.

» The adjudicatfi_‘ng authority has erred in facts and law in keeping strong reliance
on Section 130 and Section 131 of the Sabka Vishwas (Legacy Dispute
Resolution) Scheme, 2019 whereas the same is not applicable in this case.

> The adjudicating authority has erred in ignoring all material evidence on record
including the“earlier refund order passed in the case of appellant for the same

facts of the case.

) 4. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 22.03.2022 through virtual mode.
Shri Nitin D. Thakker, Advocate, and Shri Vijay N. Thakkar, Consultant, appeared on
behalf of the appellant. He reiterated the submissions made in the appeal
memorandum as well as in the additional written submission made through e-mail on

22.03.2022.

4.1 The appellant made an additional submission dated 22.03.2022, as reproduced

below:

» The adjudicating authority failed to appreciate the fact that the appellant have
discharged their Service Tax liability for the year 2010 to 2014 during the course
of investigation initiated by DGCEI, Ahmedabad Zonal Unit (Now DGGI) and the
same stood appropriated in the OIO0 No. AHM-SVTAX-000-COM-002-16-17
dated 28.07.2016 issued by the Hon'ble Commissioner. Accordingly, the only
amount remained unpaid was penalty of Rs. 3,78,71,302/- and disputing the
said penalty imposed on them under Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994, the
appellant had filed an appeal before the Hon'ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad
registered as Case No. ST/12054/2016.

The appellant had filed SVLDRS-1 declaration for waiver of penalty and interest
which remained unpaid. SVLDRS, 2019 was notified for reducing litigation and
allowing relief to the tax payers towards "Amount in Arrears” and “Tax Dues”
and complete waiver of Penalty and Interest. In the case of appellant, it has no
tax dues as the amount was already paid and appropriated by the Hon'ble
Commissioner' in Order-in-Original. The appellant filed an appeal against the
unpaid penalty. Therefore, the perusal of the definition of amount in arrears and
tax dues clearly suggests that the case of the appellant is not falling under any
of these terms.
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> In the case of the appellant, no tax was remained to be paid under SVLDRS,
2019, the appeal was filed in CESTAT for penalty imposed in the Order-in-
Original by thé Hon'ble Commissioner. In this case, the applicable provisions for
claiming relief will be governed according to Section 142(1)(b) relief available in

the case where the tax dues are relatable to a show cause notice for late fee or

penalty only, and the amount of duty in the said notice has been paid or is nil,

then, the entire amount of late fee or penalty.

> In the present case, there was no tax dues/arrears at the time of submitting
SVLDRS-1, however it was arrears in call as the tax paid was already
appropriated in OIO and appeal was filed in CESTAT for penalty only. The
combined reading of Section 121, 123 and CBEC's Circular No. 1071/4/2019-
CX.8 dated 27.08.2019 and Circular No. 1072/05/2019-CX dated 25.09.2019,
clearly grants; relief or complete waiver of penalty under SVLDRS, 2019.
Accordingly, the appellant has filed SVLDRS-1 was filed for waiver of penalty
and interest and not for tax dues/arrears of tax, as tax paid by the appellant was
stood appropriated in the OIO itself and was not in dispute by the appellant in
the CESTAT. From the SVLDRS-4 issuéd, it can be seen that they were not
required to discharge any amount for the SVLDRS-1 filed and they got full -

waiver of penalty only.

» The amount claimed as Refund was not forming part of amount paid under
Section 124 of the Finance Act, 2019. Various buyers of the appellant cancelled
the booking of units at different point of time to whom they have paid back
their entire bboking amount alongwith Service Tax. Accordingly, the appellant
has filed refund claims enclosing various documents. Neither their refund claim
was hit by bar of unjust enrichment nor the adjudicating authority has disputed
merit of the refund claim. The Service Tax so refunded to the buyer were part of
the Service Tax which has been paid by the appellant during the investigation
by DGCEI and was subsequently appropriated as per OIO and not the amount
paid by availing relief under Section 124 of SVLDRS, 2019. As the appellant have
not paid any amount under SVLDRS, 2019, as evident from SVLDR-4, the
reliance on Section 130 and 131 by the adjudicating authority is factually and

legally misplaced.

5. I have carefully gone through the facts and circumstances of the case, the
impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority, submissions made in the appeal
memorandum as well as in the submissions made at the time of personal hearing and

the records submitted by the appellant. It is observed that the issue to be decided

= . ~under the present appeal is as under:
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i) Whether the refund claim for an amount of Rs. 49,64,682/- rejected by the
adjudicating ?uthority in the facts and circumstances of the case is legal &

proper or otherwise?

6. As per the facts available on record, it is observed that the appellant has filed
claim of refund amounting to Rs. 49,64,682/- on 03.03.2021, being the amount paid by
them towards Service Tax on the amounts received from the buyers at the relevant
time i.e. F.Y. 2013-14 and F.Y. 2015-16 and such bookings have been subsequently
cancelled by the respective buyers during F.Y. 2017-18, 2018-19 and 2019-20. The
adjudicating authority has denied the claim and has observed that SVLDRS-4 was
issued in case of the appellant under the category of “Litigation” depicting Tax dues as
Rs. 55,77,793/- which pertained to ST FAR No. 2306/2018-19 dated 13.08.2019
. covering the period from 04/2014 to 06}2017 and the period of the refund claim filed

by the appellant was also overlapping the said period of litigation.

6.1 In the present case, it is observed that the period covered under the audit is
from April, 2014 to June, 2017, whereas the refund claim also pertained to F. Y. 2013-
14, which is not covered under the said audit period, and the same has been rejected
by the adjudicating authority only on the contention that the same was overlapping
the period of litigatibn as per audit. Accordingly, I find that the adjudicating authority
has not examined the refund claim in its totality and rejected the same without

appreciating the facts available on record.

' 6.2  Further, it is observed that the adjudicating authority contended that “Section
130(1)(b) of Chapter V of Sabka Vishwas (Legacy Dispute Resolution) Scheme, 2019
provides that any amount paid under the scheme shall not be refunded. Further, it is
specified under Section 131 that nothing contained in this scheme shall be construed

as benefit or concession in other cases. It implies that the amount settled under the

Sabka Vishwas (Legacy Dispute Resolution) Scheme, 2019 is full and final and not

subject to Refund under any circumstances. Therefore, the amount settled under the

said scheme can not be reopened under any circumstances and the refund claim is

contrary to the provisions of Sabka Vishwas (Legacy Dispute Resolution) Scheme,

2019

6.3 On going through the copy of FAR No. 2306/2018-19 dated 13.08.2019 as well
as Form No. SVLDRS-4 dated 16.10.2019 depicting Tax dues as Rs. 55,77,793/-, it is

observed that the said declaration is filed under the category of “Investigation, Enquiry

udit” and sub-category “audit” and not under the category of “Litigation” as

nded by the adjudicating authority. Further, I find as per the facts available on
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F.No.GAPPL/COM/STP/1607/2021-Appeal

record that no amount of Service Tax was payable by the appellant, at the time of filing
the declaration in Form SVLDRSI, leviable on the advances received from different .
buyers, in respect of their booking made by them at the relevant time. As per SVLDRS-
4 dated 16.10.2019, it is also observed that the estimated amount payable is also

shown as Zero Rupees only.

6.4 Further, as per the facts available on record, it is also observed that another
declaration in Form SVLDRS-1 dated 30.12.2019 (Form No. SVLDRS-4 dated
31.12.2019) filed by the appellant, under the category of “Litigation” depicting Tax
dues of Rs. 3,78,67,302/- which pertained to OIO No. AHM-SVTAX-000-COM-002/16-
17 dated 28.07.2016. I find as per the copy of the said OIO dated 28.07.2016 that
Service Tax amounting to total Rs. 3,78,67,302/- has already been paid by the
appellant, before issuance of the said order which have been appropriated vide the
said order towards the demand of Service Tax confirmed therein and accordingly, no
amount was due/payable towards Service Tax, at the time of filing said declaration
under SVLDRS Scheme. However, the adjudicating authority appears to have not

considered this aspect.

6.5  The relevant provisions of Section 129, Section 130 and Section 131 of Chapter
V of Finance Act (No.2) 2019 are as under:

"129. (1) Every discharge certificate issued under Section 127 with respect to
the amount payable under this Scheme shall be conclusive as to the
matter and time period stated therein, and-

(@) the declarant shall not be liable to pay any further duty, interest or
penalty with respect to the matter and time period covered in the
declaration, '

(b) the declarant shall not be liable to be prosecuted under the indirect
lax enactment with respect to the matter and time period covered in
the declaration,

(c) no matter and time period covered by such declaration shall be
reopened in any other proceeding under the indirect tax enactment ”

130. (1) Any amount paid under this Scheme,—
(@) shall not be paid through the input tax credit account under the
indirect tax enactment or any other Act;
(b) shall not be refundable under an y circumstances;
(c) shall not under the indirect tax enactment or under an )y other Act—
(1) be taken as input tax credit: or
(). entitle any person to take input tax credit as a recipient, of the
excisable goods or taxable services, with respect to the matter
and time period covered in the declaration,
(2) In case any predeposit or other deposit already paid exceeds the
amount payable as indicated in the statement of the designated
committee, the difference shall not be refunded”.
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“131. For the removal of doubts, it is hereby declared that, save as otherwise
expressly provided in sub-section (1) of section 124, nothing contained in
this Scheme shall be construed as conferring any benefit, concession or
immunity on the declarant in any proceedings other than those in relation
to the matter and time period to which the declaration has been made"”.

6.6 In the present case, as per the facts on records, it is observed that the appellant
has filed refund claim for Service Tax refund in terms of the provisions of Section
142(5) of CGST Act,-'2017 and Rule 6(3)-of Service Tax Rules, 1994, as the Service Tax
was paid on the advances received from the buyers as ‘booking amount' in respect of
the bookin’gs made during the period of Pre-GST and such bookings have been
subsequently cancelled during the period, after 01.07.2017 i.e. introduction of GST. The
relevant provisions of Section 142(5) of CGST Act, 2017 and Rule 6(3) of Service Tax

Rules, 1994 are reproduced below:

" Sec, 142 (5)- Every claim filed by a person after the appointed day for refund of tax
paid under the existing law in respect of services not provided shall be disposed of in
accordance with the provisions of existing law and any amount eventually accruing to
him shall be paid in cash, notwithstanding anything to the contrary contained under
the provisions of existing law other than the provisions of sub-section (2) of section
118 of the Central Excise Act 1944 (1 of 1944)".

“Rule 6(3)-Where an assessee has issued an invoice, or received any payment, against a
service to be provided which is not so provided by him either wholly or partially for
any reason, [or where the amount of invoice Is renegotiated due to deficient
provision of service, or any terms contained in a contractj, the assessee may take the
credit of such excess service tax paid by him, if the assessee.- (a) has refunded the
payment or part thereof, so received for the service provided to the person from

. whom it was received- or] (b) has issued a credit note for the value of the service not
so provided to the person to whom such an invoice had been issued”.

6.7 In the present case, it is observed that the issue as regards the leviability and
payment of Service Tax by the appellant in respect of the advances received by the
appellant at the relevant time, has been finally concluded in terms of the discharge
certificates in Form SVLDRS-4 issued in the matter. Further, as per the facts on record, I
find that the instance of refund has arisen on account of the cancellation of booking by
the respective buyers, during the period after introduction of GST. It is pertinent to
mention that the issue of leviability and payment of Service Tax on the advance
amount has neither been disputed by the appellant nor requested to re-open the
same. As per the provisions of the SVLDRS Scheme, 2019, I find it clear in terms of the
provisions of Section 129 of Finance Act (No.2) 2019 that any amount paid under the

scheme is conclusive as to the matter and time period stated under the respective
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F.No.GAPPL/COM/STP/1607/2021-Appeal

6.8 In view of the above discussion, I find that the refund claim in the present case
has been filed by the appellant in terms of the provisions of Section 142(5) of CGST
Act, 2017 and Rule 6(3) of Service Tax Rules, 1994, on account of the cancellation of
the booking by the buyers at a later stage i.e. non-provision of service and such refund
claim has not been claimed, either challenging-or disputing the issue/matter which has
been settled under the SVLDRS Scheme, 2019. Accordingly, I find that the provisions of
Section 130 and Section 131 of Chapter V of SVLDRS Scheme, 2019, as contended by
the adjudicating authority, are not applicable in the present case. Hence, the
contention of the adjudicating authority to that extent and, accordingly, rejection of

the refund claim filed by the appellant is not legally sustainable.

7. Further, it is observed that the adjudicating authority has also contended that
the appellant had filed refund claim earlier too which was withdrawn by them vide
letter dated 10.12.2019 and he also concluded that SVLDRS-4 Certificate was issued
only after the withdrawal of the said refund claim by the appellant. As per the facts
available on record,4I find that the adjudicating authority has neither produced any
relevant documentary evidences in support of the said conclusion nor given any
findings, as to how and under which provisions, the withdrawal of the said refund claim
was relevant or required for issuance of the discharge certificate in Form SVLDRS-4 by
‘the Competent Authority in respect of the declaration filed by the appellant under the
SVLDRS scheme. Accordingly, in absence of any documentary evidences or
justification, I find that the said contention of the adjudicating authority is not legally

sustainable.

8. In the present case, it is also observed that as per the contention of the
appellant that a refund claim for an amount of Rs. 15,70,428/- filed by the appellant,
on account of the similar facts and period, has been allowed by the adjudicating
authority. As regards the said contention, I find as per the facts available on record that
the same adjudicating authority has allowed the said refund claim filed on the similar
grounds by the appéllant on 01.07.2020, vide OIO issued from F.No. GST-06/04-22/R-
Dev/2020-21 dated 24.07.2020 and also, no further appeal appears to have been filed
by the department against the said order. Hence, there appears to be a contradiction
in approach of the adjudicating authority and there appears no justification for ta.king
contrary view in the matter in the case of same party i.e. the appellant. I find that the
decision given by the adjudicating authority in the present case, is not legally

sustainable as per the principles of law, being contrary to the stand already taken by

—.him in the earlier case of the appellant, in facts which appears to be similar.

Page 10 of 12




F.No.GAPPL/COM/STP/1607/2021-Appeal

"o Further, on going through the impugned order, it is observed that the
adjudicating authority has not raised any dispute as regards the merit of the refund
claim filed by the appellant in the pvresent case. I also find that the adjudivcating
authority has not given any findings in the impugned order whether the factual details
submitted by the appellant in support of their refund claim have been verified or
otherwise. Aécordingly, I find that it would be proper to remand back the present case
to the adjudicating authority for the purpose of verification of the factual details
submitted by the appellant alongwith the refund claim, to confirm the genuineness of
the same, and accordingly, to decide it afresh, following the principles of natural

justice.

10.  On careful consideration of the relevant legal provisions and submissions made

by the appellant, I pass the Order as below:

(1) As discussed in Para-6.8, Para-7, Para-8 and Para-9 above, I set aside the
impugned order and remand bag:k the same to the adjudicating authority for
the purpose of verification of the factual details submitted by the appellant
alongwith the refund claim and acCordingly, to decide it afresh, following the

principles of natural justice.

11. STl gTRTaseh TS e T e RIS TSI el (R TS T T |
The appeal filed by the appellant stand disposed off in above terms.
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Date: 29.4.2022

Attested

&\
\d

(M.P.Sisodiya)
Superintendent (Appeals)
CGST, Ahmedabad
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U
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By RPAD/SPEED POST

To, :

M/s. Dev Procon Ltd., - Appellant
Dev House,

Besides Rajpath Club,

Sarkhej-Gandhinagar Highway,

Ahmedabad-380054

Assistant Commissioner, - Respondent
CGST, Division-VI,

Commissionerate: Ahmedabad (North)

Ahmedabad
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Copy to:

1. The Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone.

2. The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad North.

3. The Assistant Commissioner (H.Q. System), CGST, Ahmedabad North.
(For uploading the OIA)

Vll/Guard File.

5. P.A. File
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