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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.

T TR T TAUET0T SIS

Revision application to Government of India:

(1) ¥ Scarae g AT, 1994 1 Ry s A 6T ¢ qet R qEe oy
SU-EMRT & TIH IR & aid A e ST g, Ra 9, BT 59e, s @,
el WS, shtew €9 9o, §9e 9, 7% foeedt: 110001 &Y &l St F11RY :-

A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4t 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 : -

(F)  afe ae & g S aed § o9 T gier @ ¥ R $ISTR 41 e we § v R
ST & X SUSTIR & I o ST §T AR &, AT Fefl A0SR 47 A9 § =g ag fohelt e §
77 e} ToSTIR & g 9rer <6t wiehaT % R g2 'l

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 durn}g’,}the course of
processing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a- factory’@r\«mzhk

by s 4
warehouse. g & (




(@) HIRA = &l [E) RIS I L R T R T B AT TSI O E TR PRI ISR S TR RN U B I T B AN

IEUTE S o e & qreel & ST T & g ot g AT e § Ratfaw gl

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.

@M  afe o S AT g T a1 (YT AT g i) At AT & w9 gl

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

(=) SR ScUTeT Fit STUTET {7 & WA & (g ST SYL HIST AT Y S g A Y A S 59
SITRT T TR o aTiaeh Sigh, STier & gIRT U1 af §99 U< a1 97a § o arfa=as (7 .2) 1998 gy
109 g e &g T

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) F=0" ScUTeT e (rfier) Maamestt, 2001 F Faw 9 ¥ siqta RSy v dear gu-8 § &t
siaat 7, I s 3 wia sresr I Reats & i wra 5 faeger-arasr T e sres $i -ar g
o T S SATAGT (64T ST AT S I GIAT 5 &7 G N  Sfavia aRr 35-5 § [aifed & 5
T & G  qT EAR-6 FTATT el T1a HT gl AU

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.

(38) RIS areaT & 91y STgt Gory Thy Ta o1 €93 AT STY &9 il €99 200 /- B T @f
ST SR STgl Gerd<sd T AT o SATET g7 al 1000 /- i HE T ) STl
The revision application shall be accompaniéd 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 [ee, s STaT o9 Td QaT % AU T & YA e
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) el STTET e sttarvas, 1944 &t =T 35-3f1/35-3 & siasia:-
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

(2) SHEEd Ieae § T AT 3 STarar $it edier, srfier & Jrae § 9T 476, eald Scred
I T YA Tlend =rariasner (Reee) it ufzm =iy NS, sgasreare & 2nd 9y, agamt
TET, FEAT, NREATR, AgHEETE-3800041

To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2~dfloor, 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 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. ban& of the

WS




place where the bench of any nominate public sector bank of the place where the bench
of the Tribunal is situated.

(8)  f< <& STQEr § S YoT SHTCRT T AT AT § A1 FeAh T AL o oG I HT A T4
& TR STTAT AR 50 727 6 21 g4 ST 6 orem 96t rdk & sy 3 forg gefRafay srfiefter =rmamfiemor
1 T AN AT Heald LI I Uab SITAGT [T SITAT § |

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) e ek SATATEH 1970 FoT GEITEd 6 srggt -1 & stasta Reiia B sqe o< srae
T AT FATTRAT FRoTa TR % sy § & T 6 T T & 6.50 ﬁ%mww%
FAIT AT ATRY |

One copy of application or O.I.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) S S E{ed AIHEl &l (HA=0r A qrer (w1 f S ST e SahiSa Fohar Srar g S Sr
[, Held SATEH [ Ta HaTh STUIe 1 AT ey (Fraiary) [, 1982 ¥ [fga g

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) T I, Heald ST [ Td QAT STq e 1 ~A AT aen<er ([feee) Toh Sia srdierr & arer &
FAATTT (Demand) T &€ (Penalty) &7 10% T ST HAT STHATS g1 GIeliieh, STfersa™ qd ST 10
Eb'a'.é'm %l (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of
the Finance Act, 1994)

Al ITITS ([ oK YATSH & Siaiar, ATHHE g e i AT (Duty Demanded) |

(1) €S (Section) 11D % Tga MeTa IiLT;
(2) TorT T AIE hise &l R;
(3) F79< shiee Rl & M= 6 & dgd &7 iR

ag qd ST * wfe srfler § vger qF ST T gerr A erdier S e % g @ ot e R
T

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) (i) T smer ¥ WA erdier STTAIRKoT 3 Twer STgf Yo ST e AT ave faeiee & qv /i fhg g
TF F 10% AT I< AR g} et 0 fHaried gy a9 ave & 10% SFTAT I T ST Fadil gl

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the ’I"nbu,nal on"
payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are ;m dlspute,

or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.” ! = _u o
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F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3846/2023

x

ORDER IN APPEAL

M/s. Aculife Healthcare Pvt. Ltd, Village —Sachana, Taluka Viramgam, Ahmedbad-
382150 (hereinafter referred to as ‘the appellant’) have filed the present appeal against
the Order-in-Original No. 05/Ref//VM/2022-23 dated 21.03.2023 (in short ‘impugned
order’) passed by the Deputy Commissioner, Central GST, Division-1Il, Ahmedabad North
(hereinafter referred to as 'the adqjudicating authority). The appellant were engaged in
providing taxable service and were holding Service Tax registration
No.AAMCA8542QEMO01.

2. The facts of the case, in brief, are that the appellant had imported duty free
inputs under Advance License Scheme for supply of the resultant products for export
out of India. Due to pending export remittance in respect of goods exported against
inputs imported under Advance Authorisation License, they were required to pay
applicable Customs Duty which included payment of CVD and SAD.- The total payments
amounted to Rs.1,73,06,139/- was made by the appellant. As in the pre-GST era the
appellant could not avail the Cenvat credit of CVD and SAD, paid post implementation
of GST, they subsequently filed four claims on 20.02.2021, seeking refund of said credit
in terms of the transitional provisions of Section 142(3) of the CGST Act, 2017.

2.1 All the four refund claims were rejected by the adjudicating authority, vide the
orders as detailed below; stating the provisions of sub-section (2) of Section 11B of
Central Excise Act, 1944 read with provisions made under Section 142(3) of the COST
Act, 2017.

Sr.No. | OIO No. & Date of Order/Issue Amount

01 04/Ref/ll/KMV/21-22 dated 30.09.2021/05.10.2021 Rs.9,199/-

02 05/Ref/ll/KMV/21-22 dated 30.09.2021/05.10.2021 Rs. 1, 16,02,346/-

03 3 06/Ref/ll/KMV/21-22 dated 30.09.2021/05.10.2021 Rs.9,99,868/-

04 07/Ref/ll/KMV/21-22 dated 30.09.2021/05.10.2021 Rs.46,94,726/-
Total Rs. I, 73,06, 139/-

2.2 The appellant went in appeal and the Commissioner (Appeals) vide O-I-A No.
AHM-EXCUS-002-APP-56 to 59/2022-23 dated 07.11.2022, held that the appellant in
respect of the imported goods/inputs used in final products exported under Advance
Authorization Scheme in pre-GST period, is eligible for refund of CVD and SAD paid on
such imports in post GST regime. In consequence to said OIA, the appellant had filed
the refund claims on 22.11.2022 totaling to Rs.1,73,06,139/- alongwith applicable
interest. The adjudicating authority vide the impugned order, sanctioned the refund to
the appellant.

3, Being aggrieved with the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority,
the appellant preferred the present appeal on the grounds elaborated below:-

> All the four refund applications were filed on 20.02.2021, which was initially
rejected and against the rejection appeals were filed, these appeals were
subsequently allowed by the Commissioner (Appeals). As'a g—zs&_ [t, under the
impugned Order dated 21.03.2023, the refund was ?bh"«éu 3,
i; =

id under
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Section 11B of the Central Excise Act. However, this refund is paid beyond a
period of three months from the date of receipt of application till the date of
payment of refund amount under section 118B of the CEA. Hence, the interest
payment is mandatory on the part of department for delayed payment of refund
amount beyond a period of three months.

Section 11BB of the Central Excise Act, deals with the interest on delayed refund
and it has been provided that if any duty ordered to be refunded under
subsection (2) of section 11B of the CEA to any applicant is not refunded within 3
months from the date of receipt of application under sub-section (l) of that
section, there shall be paid to the applicant interest at such rate as fixed by the
Government from such duty from the date immediately after the expiry of 3
months from the date of receipt of such application till the date of refund of such
duty. Therefore, as per the provisions u/s 11BB of the Central Excise Act, the
Department is bound to pay the interest amount if the refund is not paid within 3
months from the date of application. Further, an explanation is provided to
Section 11BB which states that the order passed for refund by the Commissioner
(Appeals) shall be deemed to be an order passed under the sub-section (2) for
the purpose of section 11BB and therefore, the interest is payable from the date
beyond 3 months from the date of application. Accordingly, the department is
bound to pay interest after 3 months from the date of filing of the original refund
application i.e. 20.02.2021 till the date refund is paid.

The Appellant has calculated the interest payable in the present case on account
of delayed sanction of refund claim beyond 3 months from the date of
application. As per the calculation they claim they are eligible for interest of
Rs.19,03,201/. They placed reliance on following decisions;

o 2004 (170 ELT 13 (LB) - Rama vision Ltd.

o 2008 (233) ELT 607 - Jayanta Glass Industries P. Ltd.

o 2008 (227) ELT 247 (Ti .)- Tirupati Pipe & Allied Ind.

Appellant submits that, Hon'ble High Court of Gujarat in the case of Purnima
Advertising Pvt. Ltd. vide Order No. 0/12139/2016 dated 2.4.2016 cited as 2016
(42) STR 785 (Guj), held that "on a plain reading of the section 11BB of the
Central Excise Act it is evident that the same provides for payment of interest
from the date immediately after the expiry of the 3 months from the date of
recejpt of refund application till the date of refund of such duty” The
authoritative decision on the subject matter by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the
case of Ranbaxy Laboratories Ltd. vs Union of India cited at 2011 (273) ELT 3 (SC)
may kindly be referred) wherein the Hon'ble Court has held that in terms of
section 11BB interest under the said section becomes payable on the expiry of
the period of 3 months from the date of receipt of application under sub section
(1) of section 11B of the Act. The ratio of the aforesaid decision is squarely
application in the present case. Even CBEC under circular No. 670/61/2002-CX
‘dated 01.10.2002 has already clarified that payment of in,t;eggs;f“':’s:;a\utomatic in
case if the refund is not paid within a period of 3 months/ sk \\
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> On earlier occasions in similar set of facts in appellant own case, wherein initially

the refund claim was rejected against the original refund application and
subsequently, on the basis of the favorable order by the Hon'ble Commissioner
(Appeals) refund was sanctioned by the original authority, however, interest was
not paid. Being aggrieved to the extent of non-payment of interest appeals were
filed before the Hon'ble Commissioner (Appeals). In the decision Hon'ble
Commissioner (Appeals) consistently held that interest is payable u/s 11BB on
delayed refund beyond 3 months from the original date of refund application.
Accordingly, interest was sanctioned and paid, few of the decisions are cited
below: ‘

(a) OIA NO. AHM-EXCUS-002-APP-351-17-18 dated 09.04.2018

(b) OIA NO. AHM-EXCUS-002-APP-374-17-18 dated 05.04.2018

(c) OIA No. AHM-EXCUS-002-APP-84-18-19 dated 20.11.2018
In all the above cases the Commissioner (Appeals) has allowed interest on
delayed payment of refund claim.

> The appellant under letter dated 19.11.2022 requested the learned Adjudicating
Authority to sanction the refund claim along with interest, in the said letter, all
the above cited decisions and Board's circular were produced before the learned
Adjudicating Authority. However, he has not considered the same nor he has
given any findings as to why interest is not payable on belated refund claim.

> The Adjudicating authority ignored the settled law and appellate Commissioner
(Appeals) orders and does not pay interest on delayed refunds compelling the
appellant to approach appellate forum again and again for each case. The lower
authorities are duty bound to follow the judicial discipline and follow the
decisions of the higher authorities, which lower authorities fails to do so and
Appellant has to face unnecessary hardships and to enter into avoidable
litigations in each case. Therefore, most respectfully, your honor is requested to
directed the Original Authority to pay interest due thereon in case refund claim is
sanction and paid beyond 3 months from the date of application.

> There is neither justification not any valid ground to deny the interest. Therefore,
the appeal may be allowed directing the learned adjudicating authority to
sanction and pay the interest from the date beyond three months from the date
of application till the date refund amount was sanction.

4. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 11.01.2024. Shri Vikramsingh Jhala,
Authorized Representative appeared on behalf of the appellant. He reiterated the
submissions made in the Appeal Memorandum and requested to allow the appeal.

5. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case, the impugned order passed
by the adjudicating authority, submissions made by the appellant in the appeal
memorandum and the submissions made during personal hearing. The issue to be
decided in the present appeal is as to whether the appellant is entitled for interest on

the refund sanctioned by the adjudicating authority. //;,:? din
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In consequent to OIA dated 07.11.2022, the appellant vide letter dated

22.11.2022, filed refund claim of Rs.l,73,0.6,139/- alongwith interest. The adjudicating
authority however only sanctioned the refund without passing any order on the interest
sought by the appellant. The appellant is therefore in appeal claiming interest after

three

months from the date of filing of original refund application (filed on 20.02.2021)

till the date of refund sanctioned vide the impugned order.

6.1

Provisions of Section 11BB, governs the question relating to payment of interest

on belated payment of refund and as per the said provisions the liability to pay interest

arises

on the non-payment of refund to the claimant within three months from the date

of such application. Section 11BB is reproduced below;

SECTION [11BB. Interest on delayed refunds — If any duty ordered to be refunded
under sub-section (2) of section 11B to any applicant s not refunded within three
months from the date of recejpt of application under sub-section (1) of that section,
there shall be paid to that applicant interest at such rate, [not below five per cent] and
not exceeding thirty per cent per annum as is for the time being fixed [by the
Central Government, by Notification in the Official Gazette], on such duty from the date
immediately after the expiry of three months from the date of recejpt of such
application till the date of refund of such duty :

Provided that where any duty ordered to be refunded under sub-section (2) of section
11B in respect of an application under sub-section (1) of that section made before the
date on which the Finance Bill, 1995 receives the assent of the President, is not refunded
within three months from such date, there shall be paid to the applicant interest under
this section from the date immediately after three months from such date, till the date
of refund of such duty.

Explanation. - Where any order of refund is made by the Commissioner (Appeals),
Appellate Tribunal [National Tax Tribunal] or any court against an order of the [Assistant
Commissioner of Central Excise or Deputy Commissioner of Central Excise], under sub-
section (2) of section 11B, the order passed by the Commissioner (Appeals), Appellate
Tribunal [National Tax Tribunal] or, as the case may be, by the court shall be deemed to
be an order passed under the said sub-section (2) for the purposes of this section.]

6.2

I find that Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of M/s. Ranbaxy Laboratories Ltd. v.

UOI reported on [2011-TIOL-105-S.C.-CS = 2011 (273) ELT. 3 (S.C) = 2012 (27) S.T.R.
193 (S.C)] has categorically held that interest shall accrue after expiry of three months
from the date of refund application. Relevant extract of the judgment is reproduced as

under;

“9. It is manifest from the afore-extracted provisions that Section 11BB of the Act
comes into play only after an order for refund has been made under Section 118 of
the Act Section 11BB of the Act lays down that in case any duty paid is found
refundable and if the duty is not refunded within a period of three months from the
date of receipt of the application to be submitted under sub-section (1) of Section
118 of the Act then the applicant shall be paid interest at such-rate, as may be fixed
by the Central Government, on expiry of a period of three months from., the daz‘e of
recejpt of the application. ---.Manifestly, inferest under Section f;JfZBBf
becomes payable, if on an expiry of a period of three monthé R
receipt of the application for refund, the amouni claimed is; .s”izj{ nol
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F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3846/2023

Thus, the only interpretation of Section 11BB that can be arrived at is that interest
under the said Section becomes payable on the expiry of a period of three months
from the date of receipt of the application under sub-section (1) of Section 11B of
the Act and that the said Explanation does not have any bearing or connection with

the date from which interest under Section 11BB of the Act becomes payable.
(Emphasis Supplied)

6.3 In view of legal pronouncements and provisions of Section 11BB, the liability of
the Revenue to pay interest under the said provision commences from the expiry of
three months from the date of receipt of the application for refund.

7. The appellant are claiming that they are eligible for interest from three months
from the date of receipt of original refund claim filed on 20.02.2021 till the date of
refund granted.

7.1 Hon'ble High Court of Judicature of Bombay in the case of Lavino Kapur Cotton
Pvt. Ltd. - 2023 (70) G.S.T.L. 229 (Bom.) / (2023) 2 centax 306 (Bom.) held that;

“13. The question which arises for our consideration is whether the liability of the
revenue to pay interest under Section 11BB of the Act commences from the date
of expiry of three months from the date of receipt of the application for refund
under Section 11B(1) of the Act or the date on which the Order of refund is made?

14. The date of filing of application for refund before the Authority is not in dispute.
Assuming that the Assistant Commissioner of Central Excise, in the present case, had
proceeded to accept the claim of the Appellant for refund and proceeded to pass an
Order in terms of Section 11B(2) of the Act, then in case the amount was not refunded
despite such an Order, the Appellant would be entitled to interest on the delayed
payment of the refund after the expiry of three months from the date of such an Order.
Section 11B, therefore, does not at all envisage an application to be filed seeking
refund. The only application, which Section 11B envisages is an application for refund in
terms of Section 11B8(1) and the only Order that the said Section 118 envisages is an
Order under Section 11B(2), where if satisfied, the Assistant Commissioner of Central
Excise or Deputy Commissioner may make an Order for refund of the whole or any part
of the duty of excise and interest if any paid on such duty paid by the Appellant.

15. With a view to ensure that despite an Order being passed in terms of Section
11B(2), the amount of refund is not withheld for an unreasonably long period of time,
Section 11BB envisages payment of interest on delayed refund beyond the period of
three months from the date of receipt of an application under sub-section (1) of Section
11B. The rate of interest which is payable is at a rate not below 5 per cent and not
exceeding 30 per cent per annum, which may be fixed by the Central Government in an
official gazette.

The Explanation appended to Section 11BB clearly takes care of a situation, where an
Order of refund is made by the Commissioner (Appeals), the Appellate Tribunal or any
Court against an Order of the Assistant Commissioner of Central Excise or Deputy
Commissioner of Central Excise under sub-section (2) of Section 11B, such an Order
would be deemed to be an Order passed under the said sub-section (2) of Section 118
for the purposes of Section 11BB, that is payment of interest on delayed refund.

16. A reading of the aforementioned provisions makes it clear that in a case where the
Order is passed by the Appellate Tribunal, as has been done in the case of the
Appellant, by virtue of its Order dated 13 October 2017, the said Order is.deemed to be
an Order under sub-section (2) of Section 118 and interest would bé://é:[f{é’?orbe aid
on delayed refund and therefore, interest would be liable to be pafd g-,"z‘féf@}"o‘ : L

11BB on delayed refund as if it was an Order passed under 5ub—< q@gbf ot
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118 if the amount was not refunded within three months from the date of receipt of the
application under sub-section (1). This issue, however, is no longer res integra.

17. The Apex Court in Ranbaxy Laboratories Limited (supra) has held as under :

In view of the above analysis, our answer “19. to the question formulated in para 1
(supra) is that the liability of the Revenue to pay interest under section 1188 of the Act
commences from the date of expiry of three months from the date of recejpt of
application for refund under Section 11B(1) of the Act and not on the expiry of the said
period from the date on which the order of refund is made.”

18.In our view, therefore, the Tribunal, in its Order impugned wrongly applied the
Judgment of the Apex Court (supra) for purposes of denying the benefit of
interest on delayed refund by holding that it was not entitled to the same from
the date of the application under Section 11B(1), but only after the expiry of three
months from the date of éhe Order of the tribunal dated 10 February 2016, if such
applications were filed in terms of the said Order and were disposed of within
three months thereof.

19. Be that as it may, we allow the appeals and answer the question in favour of the
Appellant.”

6.4 In the instant case, the Commissioner (A) held that the appellant is eligible for
refund. Once, it is held that the appellant is eligible for refund, then the interest on such
refund shall automatically accrue after expiry of three months from the date of refund
application. Considering the above judicial pronouncements, I find that the appellant
shall be eligible for interest after three months from the date of original refund claim
filed and not from the date of Commissioner (A) order. The original refund claim was by
the appellant on 20.02.2021 whereas the refund was sanctioned to the appellant on
21.03.2023. As the refund was sanctioned beyond three months, I find that the appellant
is eligible for interest under Section 11BB from date of filling of refund claim and not
three months from the date of OIA.

e In view of the above, I allow the appeal filed by the appellant on the above terms.

8.  oTUleiehd| GIRT Sl el IT5 STUIAT T [FTeTRT SUXIEHT aieh § [ehdT SITaT gl
The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed off in above terms.
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By RPAD/SPEED POST

To,
M/s. Aculife Healthcare Pvt. Ltd, ' - Appellant



F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3846/2023

®

Village —Sachana, Taluka Viramgam,
Ahmedbad-382150

The Deputy Commissioner - Respondent
CGST, Division-III,
Ahmedabad North

Copy to:

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

2. The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad North.

\/ESI;/The- Superintendent (System), CGST Appeals, Ahmedabad (for uploading the OIA)
. Guard File.
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