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Arising out of Order-in-Original No. MP/2263/AC/2016-17~: 29/07/2016 issued by Assistant
Commissioner, Central Tax, Ahmedabad-South

3r@leaf at Ii uar Name & Address of the Appellant / Respondent
M/s. Vardhman Chemicals

Ahmedabad

at{ afar z art= mar "'ff 3RRffl'f~~ t "ITT a g 3mer a uf zqenfenR ft aalg ng em 3rf@rant at
3r@ta ar g7terr sraa wgd 'PX "flcl>CIT t I

Any person a 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 :

andal r g+terur 3mr4a
Revision application to Government of India :

q; nlga in : File No: V2(28)/58/Ahd-l/2017-18
Stay Appl.No. NN2017-18

~3roi~ Order-In-Appeal Nos. AHM-EXCUS-001-APP-300-2017-18
~ Date : 30-01-2018 '1!RI ffl ~ ~ Date of Issue ___,
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(«) 4ta suraa zgca 3rfefr, 1994 #t arr 3r Ra qarg nmc#ia gala ar at u-nr 7eI uvg
~ 3RflRi~!ffUT~- 3leTR~. 'l,ffif 'fficl>R, far +inrz1,afm, ahtft +#ifGr, fa+ lq 'l'l<A. "ffilq >JT<t. ~ ~
: 110001 <ITT ~ ffl 'cllITT I
(i) A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision Application Unit

QMinistry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4" Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Parliament Street, New
Delhi - 11 O 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:

(ii) ufe m 6 zf #a ua # sr ft zR nan fa#t susr zar 3rg arr i m fcITTfr ~"ff ~
qwgrama a ura si:r >JT<f if, m fcITTfr~m~ if 'c!IB' <ft;~~ if m fcITTfr~if m "I@ ~~~

cflxR ~ 'ITTI
(ii) 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 or in a warehouse.

(b) 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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(a) qrd ars fhat ; ur ragfuffm R zIlml fqffu suzjr zresq HrUr
zycen a Rd amiit ra ars fat znz rrfuffa &

(b) 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 outs,'de India.

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

3ifa 6ala 6l Gura zyca :),Tfffi.-f cB° IBq uit sap@h fez mrr at z& ail ht omr ui sr err gi
Rm # garR@a 3gad, rft rt ufRaat u alqrfa«a 3rf@efm (i.2) 1998 I 109 T
fgar fag ·Tg st I

(d) 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.

(1) ~~~ (wfr<;r) Alli-llclcll, 2001 cfi ~ 9 cf. 3fu<ta" R!Afcf!!c ~ ~ ~-8 B <TT ~ B,
)fa mer # fa am?r hf Rafa a 8 ma f g-mgr vi srft 3r? #l at- uRii # mer
Ura 3r4ea fan uni alRg1 sr# arr rar z. r qerjf if arr 35z ferffa t cTi :fR!R
a rd # mer €tr-s all 6t ,R fl @hf afeg

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 010 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) ~~ cfi "ffi~ Gisiivag cg q} za Ra a 6T at qt 20o/- #h 4Tara#l ug
3jl us ieraa vs ala a vnrar mm 10001- al #lg Juart #l GgI

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.

tr zyc, tu sari yea vi hara 3rfl#tr nrznrf@rawIf r9lea
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) €tu sn ye rfe,fzr, 1944 #l arr 35-41/35-z cfi afu<ta-:-

Under Section 358/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

() sq~fa 4Rb 2 (1) a i a;3a # 3rarar t r4ta, ar@citm #tr zyca, #€tr
Gara zgen vi vara ar4l4tr mrnf@raw (frec) qfj-~·IITTfm~, 315'-IGl€llG if sit-2o,
~51ffqe,c,J cfiJ.ljJ\jU,s, irErrufr ~, 315i-lGl€llG-380016

(a) To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at
0-20, New Metal Hospital Compound, Meghani Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380 016. 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.

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each 0.1.0. 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.

(4)

0
(5)

arzrrca zycn are~r 1o7o gen viz)fert rqP-4 a sifa feffRa fag 1gar sq 3ma U
Tea 37rag qenfe,f fufn ,if@alt am? r?a at va TR u 6.6.so ht n 1arc7u gee
Rea cut hra;[
One copy of application or 0.1.0. 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.

st sit vi#f@ at at frirwav ar frii 8t 3i ft err 3naffa fut urar ? it@ ye,
a4u suer z[ca ya hara 3r4ltd rnf@raw (araffaf@e) fr, 1gs2 ffea al

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#tr zyca, tu qr«a yeas vi hara srgl4tr mrnf@rar (free), # uf r#tat mra i
aacr sir (Demand)i is (Penalty) T 10% qa air ma 3Garf ? 1ri, 31fr#starqa Gm 1o
~~ t !(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act,

1994)

hc&tar3nzrs3itarah 3iaaia, nf@a ~tar "4acerfr in"Duty Demanded) 
.:>

(i) (Section) is 1uphazafffa fr;
(ii) frznrarrrd 3ez #r f@r;
(iii) hr&zhefrat #era 6 4azaer uf@.

> zzuasar'ifar 3rd)r'#uzasrstacti, 3rlr'Raa afr ra era aca fezrr arm&.
.3

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;
(iii) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

sr 3r±er # 4f 3fa qferawr hmar szi rcas srzrar arcas z avg Rafa gt t air fav a ereans ah
10% ara@"lo1 r ailsrzi aa aus RaafR@a it aa vz # 10% ara@"lo1 r Rt sa mas4 &

.:> .:>

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of
10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where
penalty alone is in dispute."
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ORDER IN APPEAL

F.No.: V2(28)58/Ahd-I/2017-18

M/s. Vardhman Chemicals, C-1/58, Phase-II, GIDC, Vatva,
Ahmedabad (hereinafter referred to as 'the appellants') have filed the

present appeal against Order-in-Original number MP/2263/AC/2016-
17 dated 29.07.2016 {hereinafter referred to as 'impugned order')
passed by the then Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise, .Division
III, Ahmedabad-I (hereinafter referred to as 'adjudicating authority').

2. The facts of the case, in brief, are that the appellants had filed a

rebate claim for 1,89,913/- on 27.05.2016, under Rule 18 of Central
Excise Rules, 2002. During scrutiny of the claim and related
documents, it was noticed that the appellants had exported on
11.04.2015 whereas; they had filed the said rebate claim on

27.05.2016. Thus, it was concluded that the rebate claim was liable for

rejection as per the provisions of Section 11B of the Central Excise

Act, 1944 and accordingly a show cause notice dated 27.06.2016 was
issued to them which was adjudicated vide the impugned order. The
adjudicating authority, vide the impugned order, rejected the entire
rebate claim or 1,89,913/- on the ground of limitation of time under
the provisions of Section 11B of the Central Excise Act, 1944.
3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order the appellants have
preferred the present appeal. The appellants have submitted that the
impugned order has been passed without appreciating the facts and
circumstances of the case. They claimed that as there is no dispute

about the export, the substantive benefit cannot be denied to them.
The appellants could not file the rebate claim on time due to non
receipt of BRC from the concerned banks. They had approached the
authorities but no one guided them properly. Thus, it is not the fault of
the appellants. In support, they have cited some judgments from
higher judicial authorities and requested to set aside the impugned

order with consequential benefits.

0

o

4. Personal hearing in the matter was granted and held on
24.01.2018. Shri N. K. Oza, Advocate, appeared before me on behalf
of the appellants and reiterated the contents of appeal memo. 

5. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case on record~-~J-~~-,

grounds or the Appeal Memorandum, the written submission fed y k..» };@}
the appellants and oral submission made at the time of personal 2 "/$/, %;- rs.g?
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4 F.No.: V2(28)58/Ahd-1/2017-18

" hearing. To begin with, I find that there has been a delay occurred in
filing the appeal by the appellants. The impugned"order was issued on
29.07.2016 and the appeal has been filed before me on 21.07.2017.

In view of the above, I find that the claim is delayed by nearly one

year (the delay is of 350 days). The Government has provided certain
facilities, time to time, for the convenience of the assessee. Knowingly
or unknowingly, if one fails to comply with the Service Tax provisions,
then there are rules to facilitate· the assessee under certain terms and
conditions. Assessee, if not satisfied with the demand, may prefer

appeal to the higher authorities [in this case, the Commissioner

(Appeals)] within 2 months from the date of receipt of order from
such adjudicating authority. The Commissioner (Appeals) may allow a
further period of only 1 month, if sufficient cause for late filing of

appeal is shown and proved to him. In the present case, the appellants

seem to be a persistent defaulter as they have late filed the rebate
caim before the adjudicating authority and now in appeal stage too,
the case is affected with the provisions of time bar. Mere accusing the
authorities of not offering proper guideline and the banks not issuing
BRC timely, they are simply trying to shift the blame on somebody
else's shoulders. Thus, in view of the above facts, the appeal filed by

the appellants is time barred and hence, I reject the appeal on the
ground of limitation itself.

6. Accordingly, the appeal filed by the appellants is rejected being time
barred.

7. 34aaf er z#t a{ 3rail a fall z5utan ath fur sar kt

0 7. The appeal filed by the appellants stands disposed off in above
terms.

aaO
(3arr ia)

3irge (3r4rcr)

CENTRAL' TAX, AHMEDABAD.

ATTESTED

SUPERINTENDENT (APPEALs),
CENTRALTAX,AHMEDABAD.



To,

M/s. Vardhman Chemicals,

C-1/58, Phase-II, GIDC, Vatva,

Ahmedabad-382 445.

5 F.No.: V2(28)58/Ahd-1/2017-18
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Copy to:

1) The Chief Commissioner, Central Tax, Ahmedabad.
2) The Commissioner, Central Tax, Ahmedabad (South).

3) The Dy./Asst. Commissioner, CGST, Division-II (Vatva-I),
Ahmedabad (South).

4) The Asst. Commissioner (System), Central Tax, Hq, Ahmedabad
(South).

A5YGuard File.
6) P. A. File.


