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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

Brief Facts of the Case :

M/s' Star Impex (Legal name - Mangharam Vasumal

Ramwani), C-25, Ground Floor, Sumel Business Park_1/ Raipur/

Ahmedabad 380 002 (hereinafter referred as 'Appellant') has filed the
present appeal on 27.05.2022 under Rule 108 of the c(,ST Rules/ 2017

against the Order-in-Original No. 30/AC/Div-I/RBB/2021_22 dated

29'12'2021 (hereinafter referred as 'Impugned Order') passed by the

Assistant Commiss.ioner/ CGST/ Division _ I/ Ahmedabad South

(hereinafter referred as 'Adjudicating Authority ') .

2(iy Briefly stated the fact of the case is that the appellant

reglstered under GSTIN 24AIOPR0322CIZO had filed a refund claim for

the period of September’2017 on account of R@Ind of clccumulcLted lnput

:Fax CTecnt GTC> clue tD export of Goods & Seruices uRthout payHtent of Tax,

under Section 54(3) of the CC,ST Act/ 2017. The claimant had mentioned

in their claim that they had claimed drawback at higher rate for the goods

exported and therefore, they had filed manual RFD_oIA for refund of
SGST portion of Rs.8/87,232/- only. Further, it was noticed that the

claimant had also availed Input Tax Credit (ITC) on their inputs/input

services during the relevant period. Since/ the claimant had availed higher

rate of drawback in the Shipping Bill for September-2017 on the goods

exported and claimed refund of ITC on export of goods and services

without paYment of tax hence theY were not entitled for refund of ITC for
above said period. As per Section 54(3) of the CC,ST Act/ 2017 %o refund

of input tax credit shall be allowed, if the supplier of goods or selvices or both

lvaits ofdrQLVback irl respect of Cenkat Tcu or .HIS refund of the megrated

tax paId on such supplies' -” AccordingIY/ refund claim was processed on
06.03.2019 as under :

a

a

MaM
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2(iiy Further/ the department has observed that Rule 12 and

13 of the Customs/ Central Excise Duties and Service Tax Drawba(...k Rules.
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/A-

26'07.2017 provides as under during the relevant period/ under the

heading "Notes and conditions" –

<12A) The rates and caps of dratubadt sped$ed in columns (4) CITEd (5} if the

said Schedule shall be appk€.-,able to export of a cowuno&ty or product if the

exporter satisfIes the following concHtionsy namely:_

iCt)A the exporter shall declare, and if necessary> estcLb\ish to the satisf(xcaon

of the Assistant Commissioner of Customs or Deputy Commissioner of
Customs, a? the cas? maY beI that nO input tax credit of the central goods and

services tax or of the integrated goods and services tax has been and

shall- be availed on the expc)a pFodu,ct or on, any of the inputs or input
serulces YsecZ in the manufacture of the export product, or {a) if the goods are

3xporte(i on paYment of integrated goods and sertRces tax, the exporter s tICal

declare that no refund of #aegrcaed goods and sen,aces tax paid, on expol{
product shall be claimed;

(b) the ' exporter shall declare, and if necessary> establish to the

satIs:faction of the Assistant Cowtm,bsioner of Customs or Deputy

Commissioner of Customs) as the case may be) that the expo tIer has not

camed fonvard and shaLI not carrY forward the amou.nl of CerLvat credit on

the export product or on the inputs or input services used in the manufacture

Of the expoFt pro(luck, under the CetL&at Goods and Services Tax, Ac.ty
2017 (12 of 2017).”

The Department has further observed that Circular No. 37/11/2018_(,ST

dated 15.03.2018 issued from F. No. 349/4//2017_GST/ provides as
under :-

'2' Non-avaitment oJ drawback : The third proviso to sub-section (3) of
section 54 of the CGST Act states that no reBmd of input tax c}edit shaLI be

:ak)u;ed in cases wheFe the suppLier of goods or services or both CLVcdts of
(tfatvbacl'; in respect of central tax.

2'1 -Ttus has been da$fled in paragraph 8.0 of Circular No. 24/24/2017 –
GST’ dated 21stDecewtbeF 2017' In’ the sca(i paragraph, reference to „sect{07z

54C3 JW of the CGST Act” is a tYpographical error and it should read as

“section 54(3;@ of the CGST Act”. It may be noted that in the said circular

reference has been made only tO central tCIXy #aegrated taxI State / Uraon

temtorY tax and not to customs dutY teviabie under the Customs Act, 1962

TheTefore, a suppLier availing of draLUbaclc only wah respect to basic customs

dutY shall be eligible for reNnd oJ urtualbed input tax, credit or celur(d tmc /

Uno$ }eFatorY tax / bdegrated tax / compen,satio?I cess tu\cter the

it IS :Matter cladBed that reDn(i of ehgibte credit on accounf of

be available even if the supplier of goods or seruices or both
Q:f cirau;back in respect of central tax.”

0

0

J
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2(lii)- Further/ it was observed by the department that the '

claimant had availed ITC as well as Drawback under Category HAm at
higher rate during the period September-2017. However, the claimant had

mls-declared that theY had not availed ITC at the time of export. The said

mis-declaration .was done before Customs Authority while claiming

drawback at higher rate. Further/ it was at the time of filing refund claim
onIY/ the claimant submitted that they had claimed the drawback at

higher rate for the goods exported. Thus, it resulted into mis-

declaration/mis-statement on the part of claimant that they had not

availed ITC at the time of export/ whereas they had availed the ITC

AccordingIY, the department has referred Section 16 of the c(,ST Act
2017 which read as under :

’16Cl> EverY Fegistered peFson shalt subject to such conditions and

restdchons as may be prescribed and in the manner spedbed in section 491

be erttitte(i to take crecht of input tax charged on amy supply of goods or

services or both to him which are used or intend.ed, to be used in the course or

Nrtherance of his business and the said. am.)u,nt shall be credited. to the

electronic credit ledger of such person. .. .”

Further, the Section 41(1) of the C(,ST Act/ 2017 provides as under :

'41Cl) Every registered person shall, subject to such condtk>us and

restnchons as maY be prescribed, be entitled to avail the credit of eligible {rtput
tax, as self-assessed, in his return and such anlou,nt shan be credited to his
electronic credit ledger. . . . ”

In view of above the department has observed that the claimant has

violated the provisions of Section 16 & 41(1) of the c(.JST Act 2017 in as

much as they failed to ensure the eligibility of iTC while availing Drawback

at higher rate simultaneously.

a

a

2(iv)' Further, while disposing the refund claim/ the
department had rejected the Central Tax portion to the tune of

Rs'21,77,063/- (CGST Rs.887232/- & IGST Rs.1289831/-) and

subsequently issued the PMT-03 on 06.03.2019 as shown in table at para
2(i) above' AccordingIY, in view of above/ the re-credited amount of ITC is

requlred to be recovered from the claimant as the same is not eligible to

them in terms of the provisions and violations as mentioned in above
paras .

2(v)- Further, the department has

74(9) and 122(2) of the CGST Act, 2017 which

dd
.(1)referred

IS repr
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“74(li Whefe it appears to the proper of$cer that any tax has not been paid or

short paid or er70neousty refunded or where input tax credit has been ujrotlqhy

avaited or utilised by reason or fI'(rudy or any uavu1_7n{sstatenlertt or

suppression of facts to evade tax, he shall serve notice on the perSon

chargeabLe with tax tutach has not been so paid, or tu ilk.h has been so shod

paid or to whom the reNnd h,as erroneously been. made, or who has wrongly

auctileci or utilised input tax credit, requiring him to show cause as to tully he

should not paY the amoun,t specifIed in the notice along with interest payable

thereon under section 50 and a penalty equivalent to the tax spedBed in the
notice. . . ”

“74(9i The proper oiBeer shall aBer considering the representation, if any,

made by the person chargeable with taxI determine the ctwtouru oJ tax'> {rtterest

and penalty due from such petson and issue an order.”

“122(2J AnY registered person who supplies any goods or services or both on
which anY tax has not been paid or shod-paid or erroneously refunded, or
where the input tax credit has been wrongly ctva{,led or utaisedy_ . -

(a)

a

tb> :for reason of :frcm.d or any want misstaterrtent or suppression of facts to
evade tax, shall be liable to a penalty equal to ten thousand rup de-s or the
fax: due from such person, whichever is higher. ”

In view of above, the department has noticed that the claimant has

rendered themselves liable for recovery and penal action under Se(..,tion

74(1) & 74(9) as well as SecTion 122(2) of the CGST Act, 2017.
Accordingly, the department has issued a show Cause Notice to the

claimant under F. No. V/Div-1/Ref-GST/02/Star-lrnpex/Drawback/19-

20/Pt.II dated 04.03.2021. The said SCN has been adjudicated by the

acijuciicating authority vide impugned order and passed order as under :

i. :DisaaQweci the wrongLy avaited ITC of Rs.21y77y063/_ (cc,ST

Rs'887232/- arLci rGST Rs.1289831/-) and ,„d,, f.„ „,,.,,,y .f
same under Section 74(1) of the CGST Acl 2017.

RecouerY of interest at appropHa,te ra.te on wrongly auaited ITC under

Section 50 of the CGST Act, 2017.

imposed penaltY Of Rs.21J77,063/- under Section 74(9) read u>Rh

Section 122(2) of the CGST Acl 2017.

a

It.

iii.

3. BeIng aggrieved with the impugned orcier the appellant has

:nt appeal on dated 27.05.2022. The appellant in the appeal
has stated that -

IFtIed the refund of accumuLated ITC ,lu, t, ,xp,rt .f g..d,
uith'out paYment of tax for the pefto(I of September’2017
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=for aT"Qu"t of Rs.30,64,295/- (rGST 1289831/ -, C(,ST 887232/ _, SC,ST'
887232/ -).

TheY have dcdmed higher rate of Drau;ba,ck on th9 goods exported and

clCdWLeci re:hnd of ITC on export of goods & Services uRt}tout payment of

tax. Hence, theY were not entitled for refund of unutUked iTC.

Subsequentk!) theY Fled met,RUc& TeRnci daiWL under GST RFD-OIA for

reNnci of SGST of Rs.887232/ - only.

The Ld' DeputY Commissioner has sanctioned the rdund of
Rs'887232/- and rejected the Refund Of Rs.21377>063/_ (K,ST

1289831/- + CGST 887232/ 1 v tie impugned order and ordered to re-

credit Rs.21,77,063/- to the Electrode Credit Ledger in' F07wt GST PM-T_

03 under Rule 93(2) of the CGST Rules, 2017.

The impugned order, demanding interest and penalty is bad in law and

same IS requtted to be quashed and set aside in the interest of justice.

fheU referred the Section 50 of the CGST A,t, 20r7 in thi, ,,ga,d.

The ITC was not CFedited to appeaaM’s Electronic Credit Ledger till

28'12'21 i'e' a daY pdc>r to issuance of impugned order. ITC availed by

them was alreadY deposited to the Government bB wag of debit to its

Electronic Credit Ledger and there was no loss to the exchequer. Levy bIg

interest on the amount already rece toed win tantamount to coaecaon of

interest on the tax already available with Government. Submitted copy

of Electronic Credit Ledger wherein the amount of ITC wa,s debited on

07'04'2018 and subsequently credited only on 28.12.2021. In this

rega,Hi> refewe(i case of PraUbha Processors Vs. UO I, reported in 1996
(88) ELT 12 (SC’).

The amount of ITC claimed was never utilized bq them. It can be seen

from Electronic Credit Ledger for the period front 01.07.2017 to
37.C)4.2018, there was no uRUzaUon of ITC for pctywtent of T<.IX.es. it is

well settled law that interest is to be pc4d on ututza6on oy iTC and not

mere availment, reliance placed on judgment of Hon'bte High coun of

Karnataka in the case of COWLmissioner of C. Ex. & S. Ta'x, Vs. M/ s. Bill

Forge Pvt. Ltd. reported in 2011-TIOL-799-HC-KAR-CX. AIso relied on

case of Nova Petrochewticcas Ltd. Vs. CCR> reported iR 2017 (49) S.T.R.

125 Fri. Ahmed.), M/s. Commercial Steel Eng#Leering Corporation vs.

the State of Bihar reported in 2019 (7) TIWI 1452.

The Respondent in para 24 of the impugned order has accepted that the

Fe-credit of ITC had not been affected due to technical gUt:ch h system.

a

a

That as soon as the was credited to ic credit

Ledger with the arrtount of ITC u;hick was

,g refund of iTC, the ITC on
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29'12'202 I' Submkted coPY of DRC-03 which, shows payment of ITC on
29.12.202 1 .

The Respondent eFted in imposing penalty upon appeaa.ra when the

appellant bona$deb accepted their urantenaonal mistake and requested

to reNnci onIY SGST amount of iTC and bun\ediate ly made the payment
that was WFongtY avaited but not utilized by them.

The Respondent failed to appreciate that in order to impose penalty
under 'Sdction 74 of the CC,ST Acl it is &np07hrtt that the assessee

mrongty availed or uUtt&ed iTC by reason of fraud> br any uvRVut

wUsstatement: or suppress ipn Or facts tO evade tCtX.. In the presen,t casey

the appe tIan’t has acted in a bona$de wa.g and in no u;a,y has avaaed

ITC bY reason of fraud> or any wittbt TrasstatewLera or suppression of
facts .

Referred case of Pushpam Pharmctceutkacas Comparu} Vs. Collector of C

Ex' BombaY reported in 1995 SuPP(3) SCC 462; Anand Nishacauia co

Ltd. Vs. CoKmRssioner of C. Ex. Meerut reported in 2005 (7) SCC 749

The appeaan't in’ bona-:Me manner has availed ITC, but when {raormed

bY the GST Authoaties, requested to reject wrong refund of iTC. in

respect of IGST and CGST. This cLearly shows that the Appe tIara neue7..

intended to avail ITC wrongly with maIa pde {rttera{,on.

In view of above submissions, there has been no loss of revenue to the

Goventment, there is no iustWca,a)n for irnposing interest and penalty
on the Appeltartt.

In view of above/ the appellant has made prayer that interest and penalty
proceedings be dropped; that the Order-in-Original to the extent of

demanding interest and imposing penaltY may be quashed and set aside.

a

a

4• Personal Hearing in the matter was held on 22.11.2022

wherein Mr, Arjun Akruwala/ C.A. was appeared on behalf of the

'Appellant’ as authorized representatives. During PH he has stated that

theY have nothing more to add to th8ir written submissions made till date.

Discussion and Findings :

5(iy I have carefulIY gone through the facts of the case available

on records, submissions made by the ' Appellant i .in the Appeals

m as well as additional submission made by appellant. I

at in the instant case the appeal has been filed by delay
rrnal period prescribed under Section 107(1) of the CGST

in vlew of Hon’b Ie Supreme Court’s order dated

Memo ran du

'However



r\ 8
F.No. : GAPPL/ADC/GSTP/1722/2022

10.01.2022 in matter of Miscellaneous Application No. 21 of 2022 in .

M.A. 665 of 2021, in SMIW(C) No. 3 of 2020 the present appeal is
considered as filed in time. Accordingly, I am proceeded to decide
the case.

I find that the appellant has filed a refund claim of

Rs.30,64,295/- under category 'Refund of accumulated Input Tax Credit

GTC) due to export oif Goods & SeTt;iCes without payment of Tax’ for the period

of September 2017. While verifying the refund claim the department has

noticed that the appellant has claimed the duty drawback at higher rate
i.e. Rate 'A' on the goods exported and also the appellant has.availed

Input Tax Credit on their input/input services during relevant period.

Accordingly, the appellant has filed manual RFD-oIA for refund of s(,ST

portion of Rs.887232/- only. Accordingly, the department has sanctioned

refund of Rs.887232/- (SGST) and rejected the refund claim of
Rs.21,77,063/- (IGST 1289831/- + C'GST 887232/-) and issued the PMT-

03 a

5(ii). Further, I find that the department has observed that in

terms of Section 54(3) of the CGST Act, 2017 that refund of iTC shall not

be allowed/ if the supplier of goods or services or both avails drawback in

respect of Central Tax or claims refund of Integrated Tax paid on such
supplies. Further, I find that the department has referred the Rule 12 and

13 of the Customs, Central Excise Duties and Service Tax Drawback Rules,
1995 read with Noti. No. 59/2017-Customs (NT) dtd. 31.10.16 as

amended by Noti. No. 59/2017-Customs (NT) dtd. 29.06.17 and Noti. No.

73/2017-Customs (NT) dtd' 26.07.17. According to which, prescribed rate
df drawback shall be applicable if e.,,porter satisfies conditions that no

input tax credit of the CGST or IGST has been and shall be availed on the

export product or on any of the inputs or input services used in the

manufacture of export product. Further, I find that the department has

also referred Circular No. 37/11/2018-GST dtd. 15.03.2018.

Q

5(iii). Considering the above facts, the department has noticed

that the appellant has availed the ITC as well as Drawback under Category

*A’ at higher rate during period September 2017 however, appellant has

mis-declared that they had not availed ITC at the time of export before

the customs authority while claiming the drawback at

it was noticed by department that at the time of fi}a
the appellant has submitted that they had claiml

Further

onlypeFl

higher
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an\

rate for goods exported. Accordingly, the department has concluded that

it is mis-declaration/mis-statement on the part of appellant that they had

not availed ITC at the time of export, whereas they had .availed the ITC.

In view of above facts, a SCN was issued to the appellant and

same was decided by the adjudicating authority vide impugned order,

against which the appellant has preferred the present appeal.

5(iv). I find the appellant in the present appeal mainly

contended that they have availed the ITC but not utilized the said ITC of

Rs.21,77,063/- (IGST 1289831/- + CGST 887232/-). While claiming

refund of accumulated ITC they have debited said ITC on 07.04.2018 from

their electronic credit ledger. Therefore, for the period from 07.04.2018 to

27.12.2021 it was under Govt. custody as not re-credited to them,

Further, I find that the appellant has contended that said ITC was re-

credited in their ITC Ledger on 28.12.2021, however, immediately on

29.12.2021 they have debited the said ITC from electronic credit ledger

vide DRC-03 dated 29.12.2021. In support of their claim that they have

not utilized the ITC in question, the appellant has produced the copy of

Electronic Credit Ledger of relevant period i.e. F.Y. 2017-18 to F.Y. 2021-
22

a

5(v). - On going through the impugned order I find that the
appellant has raised all these submissions before the adjudicating

authority. I find that the adjudicating authority has given findings that
appellant had mis-declared that they had not availed ITC at the time of

export before the Customs Authority thus charges framed under SCN are

beyond doubt. Further, the adjudicating authority has held that the
appellant has not only mis-represented before the department about non-

availment of Cenvat but also claimed higher drawback on export of goods;

that the said facts comes to their knowledge only when appellant filed the

claim in question; that these acts of omission and commission renders the

appellant liable for penal action; that thus, till the date of filing of the

claim, the facts were suppressed from the department by the appellant.

a

5 (vi). In view o’f above facts, -I find it pertinent:' to refer Section

41(1) of the CGST Act, 2017. 1 find that according to said

very much clear that the every registered person has to
availing of ITC about the prescribed conditions and

rding eligibility of ITC. In the present matter I find that
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the appellant has claimed higher rate of drawback and in this regard/
there is condition that no ITC of CC,ST or iGST has been or shall be

availed on the export product or on any of the inputs or input services

used in the manufacture of export product. Therefore/ I find that the

appellant has violated the prescribed conditions and availed the Input Tax
Credit .

+

5Cvii)- Further, I find that it is on record that the appellant has

filed refund claim of accumulated iTC due to export without payment of

tax for the period September 2017 and on being pointed out by the

department that they had claimed higher rate of drawback hence they are

not entitled for refund' AccordingIY/ the appellant has filed revised fresh

manual refund application for refund of SGST portion only. So/ it is very

much clear that the appellant has accepted the view of department.

5(viiiy Further/ I find that the adjudicating authority has

imposed the equal amount of penalty of Rs.21/77/063/_ on the appellant

in the present matter in terms of Section 74(9) read with Section 122(2)

of the CGST Act, 2017. Accordingly/ the relevant provisions are
reproduced as under :

*Section 74. Determination of tuc not paid or short paid or erroneously
refunded or input tax credit wrongly atJailed or utilised by reagc>n of
fraud or any wmfut- misstatement or suppression of facts.-- "
f li Where it appears to the proper officer that any tax has not been pc&d or
shoTt paid or erroneously rejun(led or where input tcu credit has been b7.ong tV
avaited or utilised by reason of $-audy or cluB uRvul_wdsstateme7a-' ;;r
suppression of facts to etJade tax, he shan serue . notice on the person
chatgeab ie with tax which has not been so paid or tuhich has been so short
paId or to whom the reAnd has erroneously been made, or who has turongty
crvc£ted or utilised input tax credit, requiring him to show cause as to whl' A
should not paY the amount specifIed in the notice along with interest pat;clUe
thereon under section 50 and a penalty equiuatent to the tcu specMd in thenotice

74t9> The proper o:FIcer shall after conskierbIg the represeraadon, if any,

made by the person chargeable with tax.> deterrrdne the amount of ta.x.y interest
and penalty due from such person and issue an order.

*Section 122. Penalty for certain offences.-
€2i AnY registered person who supplies any goods or services or both on
tvhich any tax has not been paid or short-paid or erroneously refundedy or
where the input tax credit has been wrongly a,actikd or utilised> :

Ca> for anY reason, other thcur the reason of fraud or any tuRfut
nhsstatevtertt or suppression of facts to evade tax.> shall be Liable a> a
pencIIly of ten thousand rupees or ten per cent.
person, whichever is higher;
(b) for reason of fraud or any wilful
evade tax, shall be liable to a p,
tax due from such person, tvhi,

0

a

}”kb;

of the tax clue from such

suppression of facts to
%Wtousand Iupees or the
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According to above provisions equal amount of penalty can be

Imposed in the matter when input tcu credit tvrongty auailed or utilised by / for

reason of fraud or any willful misstatemera or suppression of facts. Here in

the present matter the appellant has availed the ITC as well as Drawback

under Category 'A' at higher rate during period September 2017 however/

theY have mis-decjared that they had not availed ITC at the time of export

before the customs authoritY while claiming the drawback at higher rate.

Further/ I find that appellant has claimed refund of accumulated ITC due

to export without payment of Tax and when pointed out by department

theY accepted their mistake. Accordingly, I find that it is mis-

declaration/mis-statement on the part of appellant as they have

SUppressed the material facts from the department as discussed in
foregoing paras,a
6- Considering the above facts/ I find that the adjudicating

authoritY has rightIY passed impugned order vide which disallowed the ITC

to the tune of Rs.21/77/063/-' Further, in view of above discussions, I find

that the adjudicating authority has rightly imposed equal amount of
penaltY of Rs'2':L/77,063/-. in terms of provisidns of Section 74 read with

Section 122(2) of the C(,ST Act/ 2017. However/ as regards to ordered for

recovery of said ITC with interest under Section 50 of the c(,ST Act/ 2017/

I find that the appellant is contending in the present appeal that they have

not utilized the said ITC of Rs.21/77/063/- and in support of same

produced the FC)Py of their Electronic Credit Ledger. On going through the

sqme I find that theY have debited the ITC of Rs.21/77/063/_ (IGST

1289831 + CGST 887232) in question on 07.04.20r8.„,'d p,i., t. „id
debit entrY theY have available balance in their Electronic Credit Ledger

more than of -said amount of IGST & CGST' Further, the said debited ITC

was re-credited in their Electronic Credit Ledger oh 28.12.2021. The

appellant immediateIY on 29':1.2.2021 has debited the said ITC in question
vide DRC-03' Thus, it transpire that the appellant has not utilized the said

ITC of Rs.21,77,063/-

Considering the above facts/ I hereby referred ,the provisions of Section 50

(3) of the CGST Act, 20r7, th, „m, i, „ ,.d„ ,

C33 Where the input tax credit ha, b,,„ w„„„ghy ,z„,;it,d and uans,dI the

person shall pay interest on such input tax credit wrongly

at such rate not exceeding tu;erItH_four per cent. as

by the Government, on the reconunenda,dons b/ the c'ourtca>

shaLI be calculated, in such manner as ntay be pregcr{bed

a

tered

EK and utilisedq\+e%
bt®ed
terest

4§
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[As per Section 110 of the Finance Bil1/ 2022 this amendment has beeng

with effect from lst JUIY/ 2017, which has been notified vide Notification

No. 09/2022-Central Tax, dated 05.07.2022.]

In view of above/ it is abundantly clear that interest is leviable

onIY if the Input Tax Credit has been wrongly availed and utilized

However/ in the instant case I find that the appellant has not utilized the

ITC and therefore/ demanding interest under Section 50 of the C(,ST Act
2017 is not justified.

7.
In view of above discussions/ I upheld the impugned, order

confirming the demand of wrongly availed ITC of Rs.21,77/063/- (1(,ST

12,89,831/- & CGST 8,87,232/-) and imposition of penalty

Rs.21,77,063/-. However, I set aside the demand of interest

impugned order is modified to the above extent. Hence, the appeal is
partially allowed and partially rejected,

;HtHqafrra6#4tq{w{?vmMRTtr©ifTH, dO%+MrT„n,njl

of

The

a
The appeal filed by the appellant stands dis abcDOse# 0 ve terms.

!CHr)(
/GUTPtfr Rayki)

{a

Additional 'eommissioner (Appeals)

Date :30.01.2023

Superintendent (Appeals)
Central Tax, Ahmedabad
By R.P,A.D.

M/s. Star Impex (Mangharam Vasumal Ramwani)/
C-25, Ground Floor, Sumel Business Park-1, '
Raipur, Ahmedabad 380 002
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2. The Commissioner, CGST & C. Ex., Appeals, Ahmedabad.
3' The Commissioner, CGST & C, Ex., Ahmedabad-South.
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='_HrHlintendent (Systems)' CGST Appeals, Ah'''d'b'd.
7. P.A. File


