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Office of the Commissioner (Appeal),

Ml dNTTa, 3TfFBT 3TT%nrav, 31

Central (,ST, Appeal Comnrissionerate, Ahmedabad

3nHI aTqa, lrX@ anTI, 3T;vTur# 3WIRmn 3d.'?q.
CGS’l' Bha\,an, Revell LJC Marg, Ambawadi, Ahmedabad 38ool5

m 07926305065- aab+u07926305r36

3Fjt8 3TT&Qr +kaT Order-In-Appeal Nos. AHM-CGST-001-APP-JC- 176/2023-24

fadi,I, Date :30.14.2023 aTTO cFd th d1 IIu Date of lssud : 08.12.2023

a neW Tam aa dT6 STWF (31=iia) aa nfla
Passed by Shri Adesh Kumar Jain, Joint Commissioner (Appeals)

Arising out of Order-in.Original No. ZF2406230406409 dated 28.06.2023 issued bY The

la 'HriRt(3RD,r) + alfRId cf++ al$F fa7afRlaa dtM at SIgn qTf€FFTO/
qTfqQq-r &T aar© 31:fIn €rvr wt war II
way
Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Apdeat may file an appeal to the appropriate authority in the following

iNdtiona] Bench of Regional Bench 'of Appeljate Tribunal Frame.d und£5F(jSI e£tp/£9ST eEI :in the cases where
jona-if thi issues involVed relates to pla cb of supply as per Section 109(5) of CGST Act, 2017.
I

State Bench or Area Bench of Appellate Tribunal framed under GST Act/CGST Act other than as mentioned in
i para . (A)(i) above in terms of Se-ction 109{7) ofCGST Act, 2017

UH===gU••Wg++-•==V==n•-•+n+U

Appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be file,d. as prescribed underIRu je_110 of CGSJRuLes,30l7 apd :hall Be
a&dbmpini8d with a fee of Rs. One Thousand for avery Rs. One Bl<h o£Tax or InpUt Tqx Cred.it in.vglvgd or L.he
aiff8re'nc8'in-ta>i or Input Tax Credit involved or the imount of fine, fee or pe6a]ty determined in the order
appealed against, subjbct to a maximum of Rs. Twenty-Five Thousand.

i

I ag =A e A Esd : irti E : y = t ?aTi gI I y : rC iss :ng+ E e?a fi Lod e ! q R EaiS IT PtE Tn iI nd gf XU
ag;ah commin borta ias prescFibed unde'r Rule 119 of (GST FluIds, 20i7, ahd ?hall be accornpanied bY a coPY
of 'the order app'ealed ag£inst within seven days of filing FORM GST APL-05 ontine.

i Appdil’tb-tR.iiidd-b'af6Fi'WeTaTfFifLiiIilieRmTlm paYing - -

amount p aid undmm6WfcG§T Act, 2017, arising from the said order, in relation to which
the pppgqUlq$_!)£9nJQ9J]

the 'ee}itfai- abbdf&--SarMta-finRin th ’RiM-CiibTtifnalHdgmJa:26 ifdiTem3IiiaTgbRj3taGkFci
! that the appeal to tribbnal can be made within three months from the date of communication of Order ot

The, 3$taTaR IMdb anwwww'cbic'gov'innt aa aM it
For elaborate,
appellant may

-t ni Mh-4 qRIErl{t ai 3d$1 aMa wa d Ma ally'h. htm al aaIaaF THUd &

{i) Full amount of tax, Interest, Fine, Fee and Penalty arising from the impugned order, as is
idmitted/accepted by the appellant, and

(ii) A turn equal to twenty five per cent of the remaIning amount of Tax in dispute, in addition to the

! date on whIch the President or the State President, as the case may be, of the Appellate Tribunal enters
! office, whichever is later.

appellate authority, thedetailed and latest provisions relating to filing of appeal to the
'efer to the w
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GAPPL/ADC/GSTP/3372 /2023

a ORDER-IN-APPEAL

Brief Facts of the Case :

M/$.Arihant:a (Legal Name : Bajrang ManalaIBothra)
NlaliVa, 217, New Cloth Market, O/S Raipur Gate, Ahmedabadm

Gujarat - 380008(hereinafter referred as' AppeLlant ’) has filed the present

appeal against Order No. ZF2406230406409 dated 28.06.2023 passed in the '

Form-GST-RFD-06 (hereinafter referred as 'impugned order’) rejecting refund

claim of Rs.13,06,690/- issued by the Assistant Commissioner, CGSF & c..'

Ex., Division – I, Ahmedabad South(h9reinafter referred as 'ad ju)heating

authority n .

a
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2. Briefly stgted the facts of the case is that the ' Appellant ’ is holding GST

Registration - GSTIN No.24ABJPB8306J-lZT has filed the present appeal on

23.08.2023. The 'AppeltarLt ’ is engaged in trading activity of goods namelV

Plain RFD Fabrics, Sterile Latex Gloves & Examination Latex Gloves. Thi

applicable rate of tax on these goods is 5'Y, and 12% respectively, .The rate

of tax on input supply remains the same as that of output supplies in. all=

three products and therefore there is no accumulation of Input Tax Credit.'

However, while carrying out its normal trading activity, the appeltant sold

Latex Examination Gloves on the concessional -rate of ' tax in terms of

(Rate) dated 23.10,2017, the rate of tax

lower as compared to the rate Iof tax

ling on outward supplies resulting in the tax rates on input supply and

gupplies created an inverted duty structure,

:b n = g nn : :U
a • +

HP• ' 9 B qt

a a 1

II

ptification No.40/2017-Central Tax

ut:put supply tends to become

. Jh, ,pp,11,,t fi1,d „f„d i, -Fb,m RFD-OI -,, 02.05.2023 f,r '-ii':-:':i..
amount of Rs.13,06,690/- for the period April'2022 to October’2022.' The

proper officer on scrutiny of the refund claim, issued show cause notice

dated 24.05.2023 with the remarks "Value of inverted duty and adjusted

total turnover is incorrect". Further, the appellant was directed to' reply

within 15 days from the date of service of the notice and personal hearing

scheduled on 26.05.2023,Reply to show cause notice was done by the. “'

appellant along with supporting documents such as Statement-IA, GSTR2B,

Anne><ure-B, Declarations, Refund working etc. The Adjudicating Autilrority,

without considering the reply of the appellant reject9d thg refund claim bf

Rs, 13-,06,690/- through the impugned order on the following grounds:

:-.T :-:::lifEl3

(i) The reply is not found acceptable as the ctairnant did not consider

outward supply @ 12% in calculation of refund. Further, Annexure
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B is also incorrect and the claimant have also considered ITC on

input services in calculation of Net ITC. Further, on going through

tbd HSN of outward supplies of the tax payer Whose ITC have

been claimed 'in Annexure-B, the same does not co-relate with

one another. In Annexure-B, HSN mentioned against the tax

payer is different with the- outward supplies of the same tax

payer. Hence claim is liable for. rejection.
I

4. ' Aggrieved with the impugned order the abpellant has filed appeal with

this .office on 23,08,2023 through online on the.following grounds:

(i) The adjudicating authority has violated the principles of natural

justice without providing the appellant with a valid opportunity of

being heard; The authority did not provide any calculation or

methodology used by- them to arrive at the figures mentioned in

the SCN, and .simply stated that "Value of inverted duty and

adjusted total turnover is incorrect." The notice provided in the

present case lacks precision and contains numerous ambiguities;

The Asst:. Commissioner did not providd any reasons for their

discrepancy related to ITC in .the SCN. They simply mentioned

that vajue of inverted duty turnover a-n,d adjusted tot,II turnover .i$

incorrect and later on took on his discrepancy in ITC as one of'the

bases for refusing the refund .

The appellant has relied upon thd judgement .of Hon. Madr,IS High

COUrt in Rarnadas V, Joint Commissioner of C.EX.PUducherry1

wherein it was held that, the very purpose of the SCN issued is to

enable the recipient to raise objections, if dny, to the proposals

made and the concerned authority is required to address such

objections raised. This is the basis of the fundamental principles

of natural justice,
Ongoing through the facts and 'the circurns Ean(_es of all the above

cases your appellant has similar facts and not providing the valid

oppQrtunity of being heard is against the natural justices which

your appellant expects here;

The adjudicating authoritY- erred in 1-aw and facts of the cases by

rejectIng the refund claim without duty considering the

submissions made by the appellant; that they had subrnitted a

reply ' in F9rrn RFD-09 on 05.06.2023 by dttaching all the

docurne’nT:s for substantiat:ing the refund claim, Despite the

appellant’s earnest effOrts to submit the reply in the most

(ii)

(iii)

,/

(iV)

2
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/’--\ appropriate and possible . manner, the Asst. Commtissioner

proceeded in a mechanical manner and issudd the reject -ordef

without considering their reply.

The adjudicating authority has erred in the law and facts of the

cases by issuing the order in contravention of the provisions

stipulated in the CGST Act, 2017 and rules made thereunder; The,

refund claim was made in accordance with the provisions of CGST:

Act, 2017 and Notification and Circular issued in relation to it;

The Adjudicating authority has considered the' total turnover as::}

per the sales register for the purpose of calculation of inverted

rated turnover;the appellant had explained to the Asst:.

Commissioner the rationale behind. not considering the turnover:

arising from trading sales in the inverted rated turnover. Hpwever,-

the same 'has not been considered by them while issujng the

refund order.

The adjudicating authority has contravened the provision

stipulated under Section 54(3) and related rules while .rejecting

the refund; the documents submitted with RFD-01 as per rule-Iii.

89(5) of CGST Rules, 2017; The calculation for arriving at.-the',,')!:.}-

adjusted turnover is specified under Rule 89(5) : - - - .- , .=Fl:':

Maximum Refund Amount ={(Turnover of inverted rated supply ofi
goods and services) x Net ITC / Adjusted Total Turnover} – ta'x'

payable on such inverted rated supply of goods and services.

As the appellant engaged in trading activitiy, the input and output

products remain the same having the same rate of tax and

therefore there arises, no accumulation of FTC on accqunt of

inverted duty structure. Therefore, the turnover arisinb from I

trading activity irrespective of Fate of tax , may it be at 5%, 12Q/o

or 18% in inverted rated turnover. The following figures will

suffice the requirement;

iI I B ) p J

r ! I ) rU 1

a

( vi)

• + -

(vii)

(viii)

eg +
I + ':+$ - i'/b

El+1 :'I

a

BPH

(iX)

Particulars Total
Turnover
13849000

Tax
Pavabl8
13848

0.01%
13849000IDS

Turnover
i-oil
inverted
rate
turnover
Total

bi-47595 27668430 12916025 m591

3596439ii–d4-5ooo gii75-95 1 27668430 46765025

(X) The appellant has relied upon CBIC Circular No.135/05/ 4020-GST

dated 31.03.2020 wherein para 3.2 it is stated that "It is +herebY
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clarified that refund of. accumulated ITC under clause (ii) of sub-

section (3) of Section 54- of the 'cGs-r Act, 2017 would not be

applicable in cases where the input and the outPut supplies dre

the same.

Vide circular no,173/05/2022-GST dated '06,07.-2022, sort of

corrigendu'm in nature to circular mentioned at para-x above, has

allowed the, refund for same goods only when there is

accumulation due to "rate of tax of Output supply is less than the

rate of tax .on inputs at the same point of tIme due to supply of

goods by the supplier under such concessional notification.

Based on the above circulars, in -present, the- appellant has

cOnsidered turnover oF onlV those supplies which are made undel

concessional notification as inverted rated turnover.

With the above grounds .of appeal, the appellant has prayed to

.quash the impugned order and allow appeal of the appellant,

9

(Bi)

(xii)

(xiii:)
i,: : /Ii
i • : bp • I

Personal Hearing :

5. Pe rsonal Hearing in the matter was held on 30.11.-2023 whereinMls.

Raksha Agrawal, C. A. appeared on behalf .of the appellant as authorized

representative. During PH she reiterated the written submissions/grounds of

appeal filed by them.and stated that the Ld. Assistant Commissioner has not

given any reasoning in the C)IO. Further the authority has. taken all the sales

of' goods @ 12% under IDS turnover which is not:' proper and requested to

allow their appeal.

di Ii
CEHr

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS;

. ' iI have carefully gone through the facts of the case i grounds of appeal,

filed the refund application of accumulated ITC duc' Lo Inverted Tax StrucLurc
lunting to Rs. 13,06,690/ - for the period from April’2022 to October’2022on

said refund claim vide. bnj3ugned order. By referring the provisions .of Section

54(3) of tha CGST Act, 2017, the appettaltt in the prQsent appeal has mainlv

contended that without considering their reply to the show cause notice and

without any transparency of the admissible -refund arrived at, the adjudicating
authority has rejected the refund claim,

by the and docunrents available on record. I find chat the appeILal- it has

rate of taX in terms of Notification Nd.'1.0/2017-Central Tut (Rate)

dated 23.10.2017 on 02.05.'2023. The adjudicating autholity has rcjccLcd Lhc

:made

a

c/)ncessional

6.1 First of all, I would like to take up the issue of filing the appeal and

before deciding .the issue of filing the appeal .on rncrits, it is i'mperativc

Ei I T p i

#;}.if.iT?.):iTfit;j
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r~that the statutory provisions be gone through, which are reproduced I

below:

SECTION I07. Appeals to Appellate Authority. – (1) Any person
aggHeved by any decision or order passed under this Act or the State Goods
and Sen/ices Tax Act or the UIlion Tewkory Goods and Seruices Tcvc Act -by an
adjudicating authoHty may appeal to such Appellate Authority as may be
prescllbed tuiUdrt ' three 'morrths from the date on which the said decis ibn or
order is communicated to such person.
(2)
(3)

(4) The AppeILate Authohty may, if he is satisfied that the appellant was
prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the appeal uRthin the aforesaid
-period of three months or six months, as the case may be, allow it tQ be
presented within a further period of one month.

- .:I-r ' -) •q '

P • r
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6. 1 1 observed that in the instaht case that as against the impugned ordef ' of ='}

dated 28.06.2023, the appeal has' been filed on 23.08.2023 i.e. appeal filed in

the normal period prescribed under Section 107(1) of the CGST Act, 2017: 1

proceed Further to decide the case.

7. I find that the appellant in their grounds of appeal have mainly i.

contended that the adjudicating authority nowhere in the show cause notice.

nor the impugned order had given any clarifications-on the grounds of refund:

rejection. In the SCN just a remark stating “Value of inverted du& and

adjustcd total turnover is incorrect” and the impagned order where the ;edna

m has been rejected just states that “ The reply is not found acceptable as

cLaimant did not consider outward supply @12% in calculation of refund.

Annexure B is also incorrect and the claimant have aZso considered ITC

input services in caLculation of Net ITC. Further, on going through the USN of I

outuiard supplies of the tax payer whose ITC have been claimed in AnnexurerB,

the same does not co-relate with one another. In Annexure-B, HS.N meahoned.

against the tax payer is different with the outward supplies of the same -tax

pay' er. Hence claim is liabLe for rejection, The appellant’s main contention is
that the ground has not been elaborately discussed in the impugned order and

the adjudicating authority has merely taken the total turnover from the sales

register and has rejected the refund claim.

.-::Il-,-iI;I.:;;l:::j:::':g?:g
I. jI-iE
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8. Another contention of thi appellant is that the adjudicating audhority

has no! Followed princif)les of natural justice. However, I find from the show

cause not.icc that the date oF personal hearing was sCheduled on 26.05.2023

and whether the appellant attended the said hearing or not has not been

discussed either in the impugned order.The appellant in their submissions has '

stated that the adjudicating authority had not heard them in person and

without considering their reply to show cause notice has rejected their refund

claim. . Hence, I find it relevant to refer Rule 92(3) of the CGST Rules, ?017

li

F ; b : : n: n : iI:: r :+ ;

itIF::I
8 V P

5
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,',-f'H WW%{ '
gccording to which “rLO apphcation8h;®relaud:$haLL be rejected without gil;ing the

CLpptiCal it an oppoaunlty ' of being Eea;'d”.In the present case 1 nnd' that the_

adjudicating authority has offered a-P.H. on 26.05,2023 as per the show cause

notice however, from the contentions of’ the appellant it appears khat they could

not attend the Pl-1 on given date. The acljudieating authority has rejected the

refund application without providjng any further opportunity of PH Lo Lhc

appdllant.

q

9. 1 From the grounds on which the refund claim has been rejected, I find

thati the adjudicating authority nowhei-e in her 6rder has discussed in detai1

with illustrations- regarding the HSIV variations, what is the exact I’l'C as per

records available with the department, what WQUld be the exact calculaLiorl ol

the admissible refund amount etc. etc. Regarding the main contention of Lhc

appellant, that there had not been any transparehcy on how. the adjudicaLing

authority arrived at her apprehensions without considering the . supporting

documents filed by tUg appellant is not forthcoming. In respecl or Lhc

calculation/verification pf the. adjusted turnover, I would like to go through Lhc

provisions of the same which .have been reproduced below;-

ih

li

Sub-ruLe (5) of- ruLe 89 of the pdncipal CGgF ruLe reacts as under:- “in case of

refur(i on account of hruerteci duty sttucture, rejului of input tmc credit shall be

granted as per the fottotuing fonnutae:-

MaxirLum refund amount = {(Tumouer of -hIve,led '„ted supply .r g.o,Ls) X Net

FI'C) / Adjusted total tumquer} – tcu payabLe on such inverted rated supply oy

goods. For the purpose of tt as lute, the expression “.Net rFc”. and “ Adjusted Lot(=d
==4Jd aqa::

(@viv?;nah#;IIIIf#:{:h
means the tunrQuer in a state Of union terlttory, as dey'brect under sub-section

(112) pf Section 2, excLuding the uatue of exempt supplies other than Zero rated

suppLies,, ciuling the releuant perIod.

It

Sub-tide (5) df rule 89 alas later amended t;ide notification no. 21/2018 _ Central

Tcu ciatect 18.04.2018. The amended SubruLe (5) of rule 89 reads as under: _ " ill

tIle qase of reJU.nd on account of' brveaed duty structure>. refuru't of brI>ut tax

credit} sha.ZZ be granted as per the fojk)wing fon7luLa:- Mc,uxjntum Refund Amount =

{(’l’ulliouer of blue,red rat,d $ul,ply ,/ q,od, a„d S.„iC,S) x Net ITC , Adjust,d

Fo£aZ Tunrover} - tax' payabLe on such hue}led rated supply of goods and
sell;ices .

t + b + B :
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'-~ Explanation: - For the purposes of this sub-rule, the expressions - (a) "Net ITC:'

shall mean input tax credit availed on inputs during the relevant period other

than the input tax credit availed for which refund is claimed under sub-rules

(4A) or (4B) or both; and [" Adjusted Total turnover" and "relevant period:' shall -. ,

have the same meaning as assigned to them in sub-rule (4).

10. Now, let us examine the provisior}s contained in this regard under Sec 54

of the CGST Act 2017. The provisions as contained in Sec 54 of CGST Act 2017

Sub-section (3) of Sec 54 of the CGST Act 2017 (herein after referred tQ as Act/)

reads as under:- “Subject to the provisions of sub-section (IO), a registered
person may claim refund of any unutitized input tax credit at the end dJ ' ::ill

any tax period. .Prouided that no refund of uru4ezZized input £a4 credit;- :

shaZZ be allowed in cases other than - aJ Zero rated suppUeb made

without payment of fay; b) Where the credit has accumulated on account

of rate of tax on inputs being higher than the rate of' tax on output
supplies {other than nU rated of fung exempt supplies) except supplies of ,

goods and seruices or both as may be notif'ied by the Government on the'_{

recowLwtendation of the Council. Provided further that no - refund of;;;;

unutilized input tax credit shall be aU.owed in cases where the goods

exported out of India are subjected to export duty: Provided aZso that nd

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

or both awaits of drawback in respect of central tax or claims of

of the integrated. tax paid on such supplies.”

: ••;HH:i H H1: HH ;•Hin: i :afi;I} {} { }H$
F1 : 1 : 1• b !I
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So on Combined reading of the above provisi6ns of the Act, it is cIgar that

of unuti]i2led input tax credit can be claimed for IGST, CGST'} SGST,

charged by thc supplier on Capital goods, inputs and input gerviceg

lying unutilized at the end of any tax period due to the reasons stated -in Sec

54(3) of the COST Act, 2017.. The above provisions of the Act are summarized

as under – a) A registered person .may claim refund of input tax credil
acCumulated due to inverted duty structure aq per provisions of sec 54(3)--.'b) b', I:

ReFund includes refund of unutilized input tUI credit on account of inverted

duLy structure as' per the definition of “refund” stated in clause (1) of

explanation to Sec 54. c) “Input tax credit” means the credit of input tax {refer

Sec 2(63) of the Act}. d) “input tax” means the CGST, SGST, IGST, UTGST etQ

charged by the supplier to a. registered person for supply of goods or-services or

both. Irefel: Sec 2(62) of the Act}. e) “Goods” includes both Capital Goods as well

as inputs (other than .capital goods) {refer Sec 2(59) of the Act.

li

UTGST eLC

S

I e f
+

n •

P-' Til:: + r +•
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12. . Further, the as per para 54 of the Circular No. 125/44/2019-GST dated

1.8.11.20 19 vid<, which it. w,is clarified as under: "Refund of unutilized! ITC in

case of inverted tax structure, as provided in Section 54(3) of the CGST Act, is

availablb where ITC remains unutilized even after setting off of available ITC for

; ':!'!!.::';!Bg
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the payment -of output' tuc liability. Where .thelIe are mtrl,tip19 inputs attracting

dirr,',.t ',t,, ,f t„,, i,I th, b,dwpi@?w®@i+.,„,1, 89(5) 6r the COST Rulcs,

Ih, t,'m „N,t ITC„ ,.,e', -thgVJ&:@Win{1 inputs in th, „levant period,

irfesp4ctive of their rate .of tM." Thus, it is clearly explained in Lhc Circulal

'supraJ! that the Net IT C covers the ITC a\failed on all inpuLs in the relevant

period, in the instant cabe, it covers ITC availed on inputs purchased @ 5%,

12%, 18%.- and sold at concessional rate in terms of Notification No.40/2017-

Central Tuc' (rate) dated 23.10.2017. Correspondinglj, the "Turnover of

inverted rated supply of goods and serviQes" and "tax payable on such inverted

rated supply of goods and services" should also CQver all the 9ut\yards supplies

made by the appellant-.

q

={ . .;:'

}

"'}.j. ' ':.:. I;'!i

!lb1 ;} }: + 9 } • s iT:: J : : : I • :: B

I; ' ' ;',

13.. Further, according to Section 17(2) of the CGST Act, 2017; "Where the

goods .or seruices„ or both are used by the registered pers.on pallty for effecting

tcuabte supplies hrctuciing zero-rated suppLies under this Act or under the

!ntegrctteci Goods cold Seru ices Tax Act and partLy for efFecting exempt supplies

under the said Acts, the amount of credit shaLL be restticte(i to so much of a’Le

input \tcu cts is attdbutabte to the said taxable supplies irLctudb tg zero-rated

supplies ,

14. . ALso, Rule -42 of the COST Rules, 2017. specifies. the mcurner ql

determination of nC in respect of inputs or turnlt serb'ices curd reuersa! thereof.

Sub Rule (1) of RuLe 42 states that: "The input tax credit in respect of inputs or

X){/purposes of business or for eyfecalw taxable supplies."

15. Thus, on going through the above provisions of GS’I' and grounds c)I

appeal submitted from the appellant, it is not. forthcomihg from . Elte in'lpuglrecl

ordcri, on which basis the adjudicating authority has rejected the refund claim

of chd appellant.

16. In view of the above facts and discussions, I set aside the. impugned

order with direction to the Refund Sanctioning Authority for proper scruLirry ol

.the r6fund claim filed 'by the appellant and pass speaking order following

principle of Natural Justice. I also direct the appdllan! to submit gII the

relevant doQufnents/submission before the refund sanctioning authority and

the refund Sanctioning Authority shall verify the facts again and pass order

accordingly.
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17. The appeal filed by the appellant/ department stands disposed of in above

terms.

Joint Commissioner (Appeals)

Supgrinte-nden t (Appeals)

Date : . 11-.2023

Central Tax, Ahmedabad

By R.P.A.D.

M/s. Arihanta
Legal Name: Bajrang .ManalaIBothra
217, Maliya, New Cloth Market,
O /S Raipur Gate, Ahmedabad
Gujarat – 380 008

To',

Copy to:,

1. The Principal -Chief Commissioner of Central Tax, Ahmedabad Zone.
2.. The Commissioner, CGST & C. Ex., Appeals, Ahmedabad.
3. The Commissioner, CCST & C. Ex. j Ahmedabad-South.
4. The Dy/Asstt. Commissioner, CGST, Division-I, Ahmedabad South.
5 . The Superintendent (Systems) , CGST Appeals, Ahmedabad.

her/ Guard File
7. . P. A. File
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