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ORDER IN APPEAL
M/s.Maruti Denfm, Block n0.371, Paldi Kankaj Gam, Daskroi Taluka, Ahmedabad 382
425 (hereinafter 1*efer1'ed_ to as ‘the appellant’) has filed the present appeals on dated 22-11-2021
against Order No.ZY2403210428748 dated 30-3-2021 and Order No;ZX2403210428837 dated
30-3-2021 (hereinafter referred to as "the impugned orders) passed by the Deputy Commissioner,

Division IV, Narol, Ahmeabad (hereinafter referred to as “the adjudicaling authority).

5

2. Briefly stated the fact of the case is that the appellant registered under GSTIN
24ABMFM1290K1Z1 has filed refund application for Rs.10,94,162/- and Rs.10,33,332/- for
refund of ITC accumulated due to inverted tax structure under Section 54 (3) of CGST Ac.t,
2017. The appellant was issued show -cause notice Ref No0.782403210359748 and
ZR2403210360004 both dated 25-3-2021 proposing rejection 01 claim on the ground that ITC of
job work/input services/maintenance services availed. 1. The adjudicating authority vide impugned
orders held that refund is inadmissible due to the reason thatv ITC of job work/input
services/maintenance Se'}'vices availed.

5 Being aggueved the appellant filed the present appeals wherein they contended that they
had applied for reﬁmd under inverted tax structure ; that they a processing unit so their tax slab
for output is 5% and mput of chemical and other raw materials at higher ratg ; so the fall in
accumulated ITC in every month and claim refund ; that their claim was. rejected by the
adjudicating authority mentlomng ITC of job work/services/maintenance work claimed ; that
they deny this 1'eject10n as they claimed only ITC which are used for production of goods. In

view of above submission the appellant requested to consider their appeal and grant them refund.

4 Personal hearing was held on dated 30-3-2022. Shri Sanni Shah, authorized

epresentative appeared‘ on behalf of the appellant on virtual mode. He stated that they have
X

nothing more 0 add to their written submission till date.
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input services/capital for arriving claim amount the sanctioning authority is empowered to
sanction refund considering ITC availed on input only, rather than rejecting the entire amount

of refund.

7. - Inview ofwabove, I find that the adjudicating authority has rejected refund claim filed by
the appellant without considering the actual facts and figures of the claim and thereby wrongly
rejected the entire claim on the grounds mentioned in the impugned orders. Therefore, I hold that
impugned orders are not legal and proper and deserve to be set aside. Accordingly, I set aside the

impugned orders and allow the appeals filed by the appellant.
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8. The appeals filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.
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