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W i v orda ander W\ riaT arpTa wRar A g8 59 iy & uRy wenRafy A wa W e aRwrd B
el A EIDAE BUATT UG TR TN B
‘ Any person a aggrieved by this Order-In-Appeal may file an appeal or revision application, as
ho.one may be against such order, to the appropriate authority in the following way :

T L B E AR ANRAET

inevision application to Government of India :

(1) BT Gl e SIRFIRA, 1994 @Y RT T A JATC T ARG B AR A @l URT B SU-GRT & Y XD

ot L IR A R, TR AR, R A, oRd e, el ik, Shaa Ay e, g wrf, 7 el
yicant By A SIEN @iy

1) A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision Application Unit

Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4" Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Parliament Street, New

belli - 110 001 under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944 in respect of the following case, governed by first

inoviso lo sub-section (1) of Section-35 ibid : ‘

iy Al e A @Y S Y Y wa Y Ef eREn R erTR @ e eREF oA f erR W R
T i miEr A sy g et 3, Rl AerR At o F Wi g8 e e ¥ o fRN memne A @ e @ ofa el
R R

fy, In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factdry to a warehouse or to

“nother [aclery or from one warehouse to another during the course of prccessing of the goods in a |

wrrrhonse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehouse.

| () In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory outside India of

gy e g g R ke & @l (Yo an ger @) Frafa @ 8l

yecountry
&Qa ’\ﬁam?
» ch\lTRAcs)?

on excisable material used in the manufacture of the goods which are exported to
. orteritory outside India.
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. ) R N
by i @ At B RIS T uR % Pyaff wrer R ar wer @ RRwler  SuAl gen Wl et H i s T
RS PP FRRTIRIIS BN I (SR T fael) < ar wdvr A fFraffe &1 .
iy I case of rehate of duly of excise on goods exported to any country or territory oulside
dia of on excisable malerial used in the manufacture of the goods which are enporfod
«; any counlry or lerritory outside india.
T 0 e B {BY Q5] RE & ey (ure A Er ) Frifa @ T e @l .
() In casce of goads exporled outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of
ditly.
sl s W Sedla ges @ A @ g sl sy Bise @ g R aile DN BT G g v
fpe @ iR A, Sfer @ g TG d@r T R Ar arg i e s (12) 1908 HR 09 @k
[t fae g gl :
G Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of cxcise duly on fiil
producte under the provisions of this Act or the Rules made there undur and such orde
1 passed by the Commissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under Hee 104 . .
of the inance (No.2) Act, 1998. .
K PE et e i) (e, 2001 @ Fr o @ aferfa AR Hs dien s0-8 i el atann '
B e bl s fta et @ R @ fiae e ol aifier e 1 dl=dl alanl ' Q
R i far SR TRy | Sd el Wl 8. W el @ sinfa ari 35 < A 1eiia e i
gt aten e o e @) afr oA g =Ry |
e ahove application=shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified under ' -
Rule, O of Central Excise (Appeals) Rules, 2001 within 3 months from ihe dale on which '
e order sought to bhe appealed against is communicated and shall be accompanicd by .
wo copios cach of the OIO and Order-In-Appeal. It should also be accompanicxd by a -
copy of TR-G Challan evidencing payment of prescribed fee as prescribed under Seclion
-1 of CEA, 1944, under Major Head of Account. :
(1) Bl et @ e Sl U W T ol <O AT SR DT TG 200, - WA TREL BE i ‘
S e et i s il 3 ITeT 8@ A 1000/ N R PRI @ S | >
e revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the amaounl
involvisd is Rupees One Lac or less and Rs.1,000/- where the amount involved 15 more
han Rupees One Lac. . <
St b, b et s wl danas A warenfyeeer @ i arfieh—
“Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.
' R PR T R e oA I R EE L R ) {7 36— /368 @ Iferl-
Under Section 358/ 3517 of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to - : -
Dyl uReda 2 (1) @S Ay SERIK & e 60 e, anfiE T o A i 2k, G
Qg Pl W Y 3y wraiewr (Rde) o afdem e Bepr, T oo, ) .
el il drargus, ell TR, SETETIN-380016 :
1 Tu the wosl regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellale Tribunal (CESTAT) al

(1-20. Now Metal Hospital Compound, Meghani Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380 016. in case of

appeals other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.
c o Ay
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i appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3 as
. ;m:-;::nlunf under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be
¢ . - companied against (one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of Rs.1,000/-
?-:-.h,()()(,)h and Rs.10,000/- where amount of duty / penalty / demand / refund is upto 5 |
i b Lac to 50 Lac and above 50 Lac respectively in the form of crossed bank draft in
Lwour of Assll. Redislar 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 situaled.

b e T ng e skl @ R AT T A TR 1T N @ eIy BRI BT AR UTRT
SR C R (Rl S A B gy o0 R foran vl wrt A A o g genfefd ey
S ) e Snlen 2T BRI TRBR DY Teh Jide fhar S 2

in cnse of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.L.O. should be
pand i the aloresaid manner not withstanding the fact that thc one appeal to the

Appellant Tribunal or the one application to the Central Govt. As the case may be, is
. illed to avoid scriploria work if excising Rs. 1 lacs fee of Rs.100/- for each.

et b IR 170 e R @) e @ sfta ReiRa B agER 9aa UG AT
ettt (el b e @ s 4 e @) U R X 6,650 URD BT UMY e
e cnn BRI R :

- @ Sy copy of application or 0.1.0. as the case may be, and the order of the adjournment

anthority shall a courl fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paise as prescribed under scheduled-l item

of the court fee Acl, 1975 as amended. '

e e R o At P o 9 ) earT amefia (@ S & I e,
e e 2l vy aidYelrr =graniREer (epraifaif) Fraw, 1982 RIERES!

Atienfion i inviled o the rules covering these and other related malter contended in the
Casloms, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Ruies, 1982.

Bl et eV el e gl QA e e RiRe), & uR odiel & ma i
B (hemand) U 68 (Penalty) T 10% qa STAT AT Siforar & | reif, 3T g SR o
aof e (Gection 25 |- of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act,

: S P R ATIVE I R TR R T B ¥ sicetar, enfAer gam "aae Al (Duty Demanded) -
‘ Q Y () (Seetion) 4 (1) & dger Brelier iy

' (i T el atde 23T Hrafdy;

iy el i s B 6 3 aee o TR

st gt et i o ey O S v qevan 3, ardver’ s T A v v e ar R Ay

[ o an appeal to be fitacl before the CESTAT, 10% of the Duty & Penalty confirmed by
il 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-depositis a

: “mandatory: condition for filing appeal before CESTAT. (Section 35 C (2A) and 35 F of the
Contral §oecize Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

T ider Gential Excine and Service Tax, “Duty demanded” shall include:
(i) amotml determined under Section 11 D;
(iiv - amount of crroneous Cenvat Credit taken;

{ amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvatl Credit Rules.

, (i) . )
o g Al e W & et STgt redr AT e AT a8 Ry g < At faw e ofww gE
. - - el
C L e L IT e AUE Parfr &) a@ qus & 10% EreTer 91 &y o uadl ¢l

-

s [drs
i view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribupéy Ol Y
o af e duty demanded where duty or duly and penalty are in dispute frép N

oty alone i in dinprite”




F No.V2(38)122/Ahd-South/18-19
ORDER-IN-APPEAL

This appea! has been filed by M/s. M. S. Khurana Engg. Ltd., 2™ Floor,
MSK House, Nr. Passport Office, Panjra Pole, Ambawadi, Ahmedabad
- (hereinafter referred to as “the appellants”) against the Order-in-Original
Qunwber CGST/Div-VI/09/MSK/17-18 dated 29.03.2018 (hereinafter referred
to as “the impugned order”) passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Central
GST, Division-VI, Ahmedabad-South (hereinafter referred to as “the

adjudicating authority”).

2. Brief facts of the case are that intelligence was gathered that the
appellants were involved in the manufacture of “Ready Mix Concrete”
(hereinafter referred to as “RMC”) on site at AMC-EWS, 19 Project, Opp.
Vishwas 10, Vaishno Devi Circle to Gota Overbridge, S. G. Highway,
Ahmedabad for use in construction purpose. However, neither they were
: registeréd with the Central Excise department, nor they were paying Central
Excise duty, by misusing Central Excise Exemption Notification number
12/2012-CE (Sr. number 146) as amended. Thus, a team of Central Excise
preventive officers visited the above mentioned site premises of the
appellants and some documents were withdrawn under a regular
panchnama.. After completion of a thorough investigation, a show cause
notice, dated 08.12.2016, was issued to the appellants which was
adjudicated by the adjudicating authority. The adjudicating authority, vide
the impugned order, confirmed the demand of Central Excise duty of &
1,59,044/- under Section 11A(4) of the Central Excise Act, 1944. He also
ordered o recover interest under Section 11AA of the Central Excise Act,
1944 and imposed redemption fine of <80,000/- under Rule 25(1) of the
CER, 2002 and imposed equivalent penalty of ¥ 1,59,044/- under Section
11AC (1)©of the Central Excise Act, 1944. The adjudicating authority further
imposed penalty amqunting to ¥20,000/- on the General Manager of the

appellants under Rule 26 of the Central ExciseARuIes, 2002.

3. Being aggrieved, the appellants have filed the present appeal before
me. The appellants, in their grounds of appeal, have argued that they were
not given any opportunity to submit their detailed reply to tﬁe show cause |
notice which violates the principles of natural justice. I find that they have

not produced any argument to counter the impugned order on merit.

4, A personal hearing in the matter was held on 20.11.2018 and Shri M.
K. Kothari, Consultant and Shri P. R. Maheshwari, Authorized Signatory

appeared for the same and reiterated the grounds of appeal. They submitted
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5. 1 have carefully gone through the facts of the case on records, appeal
memorandum and submlssmns made by the appellants at the time of
personal hearing. To begin wuth, I find that there has been a delay occurred
in filing the appeal by the appellants. The impugned order was issued on
29.03.2018 and the appellants have filed the appeal on 17.08.2018. Thus,
there seems to be a delay of 51 days even after the lapse of the condonation
poriod. However, the appellants have claimed, in Form EA-1, to have
received the impugned order on 24.05.2018. Though the appellants have not
submiftcd'any documentary evidence in support of their claim that they had
received the impugned order on 24.05.2018, still for the sake of justice, I

agrec to their claim and as per their request letter, along with the appeal

_memo, for condonation of delay, 1 condone the same and proceed to discuss

- the case on merit.

o. At first I would like to explain what exactly is the difference between
RMC and CM. Concrete produced at a location other than the constr'i.lction‘
site is generally called as Ready Mix Concrete or Rock. RMC is produced from *
a batching plant usually of high capacity and good control over the process.
The concrete from the plant is dumped in to a transit mixer for transportation
to the construction site. Alternatively concrete can be produced on site using
a batching plant of Smaller capacity and directly "used. Concrete mixers
deployed at site are used for small volumes. Ready mix concrete is also
(:()lﬁCl'étC from a batching plant but may not be exactly vice versa. Ready mix
concrete is also produced in batching plant only, the difference is that it is

produced away from construction site and brought to site in transit mixers.

,R(,ady mix concrete shall be pumpable concreté which “needs more

" workability and more slump. Ready mix concrete has 12 mm and down size

aggregate and more quantity of super plasticizer to have more slump .
more than 100mm and generally 120 mm to 130 mm to avoid clogging ofA '
pump and piping. Ready mix concrete is also dosed with set retarders or
retarding agents to delay setti‘ng and reach site in heavy traffic conditions
also while concrete is still green. Ready mix plants will have 60 to 90 cubic
meters per hour capacity batching plants where as site mix plants of lower
capacity is sufficient depending on size of the construction site.

Thus, I find that RMC contains super plasticizer to desist it from setting down

at a faster rate. Nowadays, the manufacturers of RMC are adding fly ash to

- increasc its fluidity.

7 From the above, it is quite clear that the above menUoned products

T are different from each other as I have quoted above Lhat Ready Mix

Concrete is also cencrete from a batching plant but Qy’;qg%t\ e exactly vice
versa as they are using some additional suppleme Q;C’@?to,-mé a"%e its fluidity

&8 \z :
and its capacity to settle down. Now I come to éleznal‘(.‘;y e@% 4 of the
|23\ @i )5y
\ ?\g‘{; S}R'J
5
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Notification number 12/2012-CE dated 17.03.2012. The said notification very .

clearly says the goods have to be Concrete Mix (CM) manufactured at the

site of construction. The concerned portion of the said notification is

mentioned below;

Sl. Chapter or | Description of excisable goods Rate | Condition
No. heading or No.
sub-heading
or tariff item
of the First
Schedule

144 38 Concrete mix manufactured at | Nil -
the site of construction for use in
construction work

at such site

Thus, it can be seen that the exemption is given to the product Concrete Mix
and not to Ready Mix Concrete. I find that the adjudicating authority has,
very rightly, quoted the Board’s Circular number 315/31/97-CX dated
23.05.1997 in paragraph 18 of the impugned order, where it is clarified that
RMC and CM are two separate distinguishable commodities. The Board, vide
Circular No. 315/31/97-CX dated 23.5.97, has issued further clarification

regarding the classification of Ready Mix Concrete and the relevant portion of

which reads as under;

%> The Board has examined the issue of "RMC” afresh and finds
that a clear distinction needs to be made between the two types — (a)
concrete mix at site and (b) Ready Mix Concrete. The Ready Mix
Concrete plant consists of stone crushers, conveyors, vibrator screer
to segregate different sizes of stone aggregates, and a sand mill to -
produce sand from stones. A central batching plant is also installed in
which all aggregates are weighed, batched by electrical controls and -
limit switches. Cement from silo is carried to the batching plant by a
screw conveyer operated with automatic weighing gauges. Water is
fed through flow meters after subjecting such water to chemical
analysis. The mixture of stone aggregates, sand, cement and water is
mixed in a mixer. The shelf life of the mixture so obtained Is
increased by addition of chemicals. This mix is loaded on a transit
mixer mounted on truck chassis which is transported to the site of the
customers and the same is discharged at site for use in further

construction of building etc.

3. The qualities 'of Ready Mix concrete, are somewhat different to
mixed concrete. The final product Ready Mix Concrete is a material in -

r%fﬂ@,@ggcjflcf like blocks or

. : 2y WIRAL Go, | T
precast tiles or beams. e SN
PN ?1"".

plastic, wet process state and not a finis
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4. - Ready Mix Concrete /5 thus an eXC/sable product wh/ch has a
separate tariff entry under sub- head/ng 3824.20 of the Central Excise
Tarill Act, 1985. It is also known under the Indian Standard 1S: 4926-
1976, which for the purposes of that standard defines Ready Mix

. Copncrete as concrete delivered at site or_into the purchaser’s

vehicle in a plastic condition and_requiring no further

treatment before being placed in the position in which it is to

stav and harden”.

As per the above clarification and going by the details discussed in the
impugned order, the impugned goods in the present case is liable to be
treated as ‘RMC’ by virtue of the fact that the appellants had installed their
own concrete mix batch plant and produced RMC out of raw materials .such
as coarse aggregates, sand, cement, admixture and fly ash and the RMC was
used onsite for construction work at AMC-EWS, 19 Project, Opp. Vishwas 10,
Vaishno Devi Circle to Gota Overbridge, S. G. Highway, Ahmedabad. This

clarification of the Board has been cited and endorsed by Hon'ble Supreme !

Court in the case of Larsen and Toubro Ltd. vs. C.C.E., Hyderabad [2015

. (324) E.LLT. 646 (S.C.)]. The relevant portion of this decision is reproduced

below;

"y9. We are also inclined to agree with the stand laken by the
Revenue that it is the process of mixing the concrete that differentiates
hetween CM and RMC. In the instant case, as it is found, the assessee
installed two batching plants and one stone crusher at site in their
cement plant to produce RMC. The batching plants were of ful/y
automatic version. Concrete mix obtained from these batching plants
was delivered into a transit mixer mounted on a self propelled chassis
for delivery at the site of construction is in a plastic condition requiring
no further treatment before being placed in the position in which it is to
set and harden. The prepared chassis which was mounted was to
ensure that when the concrete mix is taken to the actual place of
construction, it keeps rotating. It is also significant to mention that for
producing the concrete mix, material used was cement, aggregates,
chemically analysed water and admixtures, namely, relarders and
plasticizers. As the L&T was constructing cement plant of a very high
quality, it needed concrete also of a superior quality and to produce that
aforesaid sophisticated and modernised process was adopted. The
adjudicating authority in its order explained the peculiar feature of RMC
and the following extracts from the said discussion needs to be

reproduced

wyo  central Fxcise Tariff doe7 -‘

Therefore, as per the establish
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necessary to look for the'meaning of this expression as understood in
the market viz., as understood by the people who buy and sell this
commodity. In this connection it would be relevant to refer to the
following excerpts from an article - what is ready mix concrete,
appeffring in 'internet website of National Ready Mix Concrete

Association, USA :-

.

(i) Concrete, in its freshly mixed state, is a plastic workable mixture
that can be cast into virtually ény desired shape. It starts to stiffen
shortly after mixing, but remains plastic and workable for several hours,
This is enough time for it to be placed and finished. Concrete normally

sets or hardens within two to 12 hours after mixing and continue to gain

strength within months or even years.

(ii) Ready Mix Concrete refers to concrete that is delivered to the

customer in a freshly mixed and non-hardened state. Due to its
durab}'/ity, Jow cost and its ability to be customized for different

applications, Ready Mix Concrete is one of the world’s most versatile -

and popular building materials.

(iii) Admixtures are generally products used in relatively small
quantities to improve the properties of fresh and hardened concrete.

They are used to modify the rate of setting and strength, especia//y'

during solid and .cold weather. The most common, is an air-entraining

agent that develops millions of tiny holes in the concrete, which imparts:

the durability to concrete in freeing and thawing exposure. Water

reducing Admixtures enable concrete to be placed at the required
consistency while minimizing water used in the mixture, thereby
increasing the strength and improving durability. A variety of fibers are .
incorporated in the concrete to control or improve aberration and |

impact resistance.”

20. After referring to some text as well, the adjudicating authority
brought out the differences between Ready Mix Concrete and CM which
is conventionally produced. The position which was summed up showing

that the two products are different reads as under :

“From the literature quoted above it is clear that Ready Mix Concrete is
an expression now well understood in the market and used to refer to a
commodity bought and sold with clearly distinguishable features and
characteristics as regards the plant and machinery required to be set-up

for its manufacture and the manufacturing processes involved, as well

@@ ¥y

as its own properties and the manner of delivery. RMC refers t0 @@ . o
@ S 07,

concrete specially made with precision and of a high standard and a“§ §“ .
g

per the particular needs of a customer and delivered to the custome/tt'ﬁ:

T w
v
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his site, Apparcntly dug to the large demapd resulting from rapid
urbanization and pressurea of completing pré}écts on time, consumption
of RMC has steadily grown replacing the conventional/manual
concreting works. Today leading cement companies have entered the
field by setting-up RMC plants in which L&T ECC is one. RMC is slowly
rcp/ac/ng site or hand mixed concrete because of the distinct
advantages due lo technology, speed and convenience. Furthermore,
absence of the need to deal with multiple agencies for procuring and
storing cement, sand, blue metal and water as well as the*absence of
"the need to handle unorganized labour force are factors influencing

customers to go in for RMC in preference to CM.” ' -

2%. In this backdrop, the only question is as to whether RMC
manufactured and used at site would be covered by notificatioh; Answer |
has to be in the negative inasmuch as Notification No. 4, dated March 1,'.
1997 exempts only 'Concrete Mix’ and not ‘Ready Made Mixed Concrete’

and we _have already held that RMC is not the same as C 7

The above judgment was affirmed vide the order dated 24.02.2016 by the
Supreme Court Bench comprising Hon’ble Mr. Justice A.K. Sikri and Hon'ble
Mr. Justice Rohinton Fali Nariman [2016 (336) E.L.T. A135 (S.C.)."

The Suprecme Court in its impugned order had held that quislaturé has
" treated Ready Mix Concrete (RMC) as product different from Concréte Mix
(CM). Whereas CM has generally been covered by exemption notification,
such exemption is not extended to RMC. Classification entries have'also be"en'
enacted accordingly. Further, process of mixing concrefé is different"betwéen
CM and RMC. Accordingly, assessee being RMC manufacturer 'which

manufactured and used at site, was not entitled to benefit of Notification No.

4/97-C.LE.

it was further held that party cannot set up casé which was not made out

before authorities below. In instant case, the assessee till High Court had

contested levy of duty on RMC only on ground of its manufacture at site —
while always admitting that it was RMC. However, before Apex Court, a plea .-

was taken that RMC and CM are one and same thing.

Apex Court also held that although RMC and CM are two different products,
cven if there is a doubt, which was even accepted by the assessee, since we
are dealing with the exemption notification it has to be strict interpretation

and in case of doubt, benefit has to be given to the Revenue.

s S
‘ 6’¢.5Q:NTRAL g:’; ¥,
Thus, the above distinction hetween CM and RMC has been made on ,a/}gtga

hasis and the appellant’s attempt to challenge the impugned order |§§1

<11stainable because the explanation of a wider import of Concrete iMix Ug
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entry 144 of the Notification number 12/2012 dated 17.03.2012, as
mentioned in paragraph 7 above, leads to the erroneous conclusion that CM
also includes RMC, which is contradictory to the law settled on factual basis
that there is a clear distinction between the product CM and RMC as held. by

the Hon’ble Supreme Court on the basis of process of mixing as follows;

“We are also inclined to agree with the stand taken by the Revenue that

it is the process of mixing the concrete that differentiates between CM

and RMC”,

Thus, in view of the above, it is very much clear that RMC and CM are two
different products. There is no doubt that the appellants are engaged in the
manufacture of RMC falling under Chapter Head 38245010. This has becn
stated by the adjudicating authority in the impugned order where he has

confirmed that the appellants were fully equipped with batching plant.

8. Now, I find that the appellants have not} said anything on merit against
the impugned order. Their only plea was that they were not given any
opportunity, by the adjudicating authority, to submit any reply to the show
cause notice. I find that the appellants were awarded only one day i.c.
20.03.2018, to appear before the adjudicating authority. No other day was
allotted to the appellants an‘d the case was decided on 29.03.2018. It seems
that the adjudicating authority was in a hurry to decide the case as per his
own choice and that is why he failed to award additional opportunity to the
appellants for personal hearing in contrast to the principles of natural justice.
This, 1 find, is a clear case of violation of‘principles of natural justice. The
adjudicating authority simply jumped to a conclusion in absence of
supportihg evidence from the appellants. He should have offered the
appellants the opportunity of personal hearing to avoid unnecessary
allegation of injustice. This has converted the entire case into a single way
traffic where one party has all the easy access of the path and the other
party has been barred to even enter inside. When the department has
authorized him to perform the role of an adjudicating authority, he should
shun all kind of personal prejudice against the claimants and decide the

cases with an impartial attitude.

9. Therefore, looking to the allegation of violation of principles of natural

justice, it becomes fit to remand back the case to the adjudicating authority

to decide the case afresh after verifying the reply and related documents
submitted by the appellants. Further, the adjudicating authority should
decidé the case in light of my discussion held in paragraphs 6 and 7. The
adjudica'ting authority is further directed to treat the appellants as per the

»



<E . FNo.v2(38)122/Ahd-South/18-19

© submitted by the appellants. The appellants are also directed to provide all -
possible assistance to the aidjudicating authoﬁty in relation to the above

mentioned claim.

9.  diehdl EaRT o 1 IS e T RUCRT 3WEd i @ fFar ST g

-

9. The appeals filed by the appellant stand disposed off in above terms.

’b‘“ ‘;;))\“W -

Pl

(3T )

CENTRAL TAX (Appeals),

. SUPERINTENDENT,

CENTRAL TAX (APPEALS), AHMEDABAD.

BY R.P.A.D

- To,
® ‘M/s. M. S. Khurana Engg. Ltd.,
, . 2" Floor, MSK House, Nr. Passport Office,

Panjra Pole, Ambawadi,

Ahmedabad-380 OfS.

T Copy to:- _
1. The Chief Commissioner, Central Tax Zone, Ahmedabad.

9 The Commissioner, Central Tax, Ahmedabad-South.

3.  The Dy./Asstt. Commissioner, CGST, Division-VI, Ahmedabad-South.
4. The Asstt. Commissioner, (Systems), CGST, Hq., Ahmedabad-South.
57 Guard, file.

6. P.Afile.







