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al{ anf g 3r4t 3zr sriitsor mar & a as z am? a tR zjenferfa ft ag n ar 3tf@rant at
3r9la zn grenru area vgd m aar &1

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 :

'lTffif mcnR 'cITT TRlffilTT~
Revision application to Government of India:

(1) tzla zyca 3rf@em, 1994 48t ear 3rad .flit aag nrgmia i qiar err cm '3"tl-~ ~ J;!l2.fl,~

a siafa gr)rut 3r4ea 3ref era, la asr, fa iaca,a f@mt, ale +if, ha tq rqa, ira mi, { fc#t
: 110001 at al ut a1Re y
(i) 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
.Delhi - 110 001 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) zaf mr al ztfma i ura "Qm TRala fat aver ut ru a7van ii a fat arugra qr
'l'fll&ITT #i aura g mf if. <TT fat rue7Ir at aver i a? az fh8tara i a f4 avert i zh m at ufzn #
ara g{ st I
(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.
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(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 territo_ry outside India.
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(ea) qld # are fat rz n q?gr Ruff m u zn ma Rffu sqzitr green 4aa u 3IrazcnRad # T-i "GIT mnraa fa&t z, znr q?gr i Plll1Rle1 -g 1

(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 exporied
to any country or territory outside India.

zrfe ggca n grar fag far 'l=fffif a are (aura zu per pi) mIB fcnaT <Tm ~ "ITT I

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

3if snaa #l snraa zyeagar a fg it spl #feemu t mu{& sit ha am?gr ui sa err v
fa garf@a 3rzgr, ar@ta # err ufRa cfl" x,1-{lf "CR m Eflci if faa tefrm (i.2) 1998 tITTT 109 ~

~~ 1R "ITTI

(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) a€tu snar zres (r4ta) fzura#), 2001 cB" f.=r1:r:r 9 * 3fcFfci" fclPlfcf"c'. 77a in gv-s ii t 4fit i, · Q
mq('f 37rag a 4R an2 hf Reita v TIR ala #a fa pea-3hr vi 3rf@) 3TITTf cJ5T ~-~ ~ * Xi[Q,]" ;

fr am4a fur ua a1Reg1r er rar <. nr 47ff 3ifa err 36-z fifRastqrar
rd rs1 €l3r--s arcana t 4R flz 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-ln-Appeai. 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) Rau arr4ea # er urej icva mm g erg q? zaa st it qt 2oo/- i:mx=r 'T@R cJ5T ~
3Tix Gigi icva va va ca a vuar zt ill 1000 /- cJ5T i:mx=r 'TITfA cJ5T \i'ITT! I

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. · 0
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ft zcn, a4tzr sara zye gi hara srftta zrn@raw k uR 3r4ta
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) ~~~~- 1944 cJ5T tITTT 35-m/35-~ * 3l'wm:

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

() safPua gRa 2 (4)a i aa3r3rarat #t 3ft, r#tit a ma i fr zrea,tr
3glad zyca vi hara a4la +rznf@rau (free) at 4fa 2fr f)feat, rzn&rat i it-2o, , .
#)ec (Rua a,rag, nut ar, 31rald-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 oftlw order co.vers 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) narcru gyca 3rf@)fr 197o zrm viz)fr #t 3gPr-1 # aiafa feifRa fang fir arr 3rr I
pa sir?gr zqenRenf fufr ITf@rah am2 #i a r@ta st -qcf1 >ffu 4 6.6.5o h a1 zu1rye
fez at ii a1Reg y

0 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.

(5) s zit vi«if@er mt#ii at firuraa fuii at it ft an anasffa fzn. sra & sit8 ye,
a€tr 3rz zyca vi hara 3rglt4 muff@rmu (at,ff@f@) fr1, 19s2 ffea &t

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) gr«an, #ta Tr« yea vi hara a@#ta nznf@raw1 (free), a 4fa oral # mrr i
zjur JTTdT (Demand) ~ i:"s (Penalty) qT 1o% qa sa at 31far ? tarifa, 3rf@ram qa arr io
~¥TV % !(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act,

1994)

a5tr3z gra3thaaa3irii, snf@aztar "a{cr Rt ziar"(DutyDemanded) 
.::i. Q (i) (Section) Ns' 11D <t~fa:l'drt«=nlf~;

(ii) ferarr ~adzAfe uf@,
(iii) dz#fez futa4fr 6 aazreruf@.

e zrs 4as 'iRa3fl' iiu uasaat ii, 3rlr' a1Rua av# a#fra grafarrzrznk.
-it.7 "'- '°' ..:> \'\.

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 1s 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 ern;rneous Cenvat Credit taken;
(iii) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

zrsr 3r2r ah fa 3rl qf@awr aa rzi areas 3rar area zu vs faatfea zt ar fa a areas a
10% srarr r ail srzi bar au faatf@a zt aa zug a 10% 3narcT paat l

3 ?

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

M/s Cloud 9 Infraspace LLP, M/s. Addis Infracon LLP, M/s. Addis

Infrabuild LLP and M/s Addor Reality Pvt Ltd; all having the same address i.e.

32, 3rd Floor, Roopa Building, Sona Roopa, Opp. Lal Bungalow, C G Road,

Ahmedabad-380009, (hereinafter referred to as the 'appellants') have filed

the' present appeals against the following Orders-in-Original (hereinafter

referred to as 'impugned orders') passed by the Assistant Commissioner,

CGST,· Division-VI (Vastrapur), Ahmedabad South (hereinafter referred to as

adjudicating authority). Since the issue involved in all these appeals is

common, I take up for disposal by a common order.

Sr. Name of the oro No.& date Appeal No. Amount of Amount
No. appellant refund claim rejected

& . (
1 M/s Cloud CGST-VI/REF V2(ST)85/Ahd 2,15,577/ 2,15,577/

9 42/Cloud-9/18- -South/2018
Infraspace 19 dated: 19
LLP 25.06.2018

2 M/s Addis CGST-VI/REF V2(ST)86/Ahd 4,48,718/ 4,48,718/
Infracon 44/Addis -South/2018
LLP Infracon/18-19 19

dated:
25.06.2018

3 M/s Addis CGST-VI/REF V2(ST)87/Ahd 13,59,620/ 13,59,620/
Infra build 45/Addis -South/2018
LLP Infrabuild/18 ' 19

19 dated:
25.06.2018

4' M/s Addor CGST-VI/REF V2(ST)88/Ahd 8,55,002/ 8,55,002/
Reality Pvt 43/Addor -South/2018
Ltd Reality/18-19 19

dated:
25.06.2018

0

2. The appellants had filed Service Tax refund claims for the amount of 0
Rs. 2,15,577/-, Rs. 4,48,718/-, Rs. 13,59,620/- and Rs. 8,55,002/- as

detailed above, under Section 11B of the Central Excise Act, 1944 as made

applicable in the case of Service Tax matter vide Section 83 of the Finance

Act, 1944 on •the ground that some of their customers who had made their

booking before 1 July 2017 and had paid partial amount for their booking

before implementation of GST law, have cancelled their booking post 1 2July

2017. Since the service tax had been paid but the output service was

cancelled, the service tax was no longer payable and accordingly they had

applied for refund of service tax paid by them.

3. During scrutiny of the claims, the adjudicating authority had found

that the submitted documents/details were not sufficient to verify the

genuineness of the refund claims, therefore the adjudicati 'ty asked

the appellants, vide letter dated 08.06.2018, to pro,y rative
i6
r o.
l uu
- £rC ,-
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0

documents/details which were essential to verify the genuineness of the

refund claims. In reply, the appellants requested vide letter dated

14 .06.2018 that they may be allowed time till 31 July 2018 to submit the

documents asked in the said letter. The adjudicating authority was not

agreed with the request of the appellants to provide them further time till 31

July 2018 and proceeded to decide the case on the basis of available

documents/evidences. The adjudicating authority vide the above mentioned

impugned orders rejected the refund claims mainly on the following grounds:

a) The burden of service tax has not been borne by the appellants. The

appellants had not paid service tax out of their pocket.

b) It also appear from the documents submitted by the appellants that

the BU may have already been issued in respect of the present project

case as some bookings in respect of which refund has been sought

were made in early 2015. Therefore, it appears that the provision of

the service had been completed before cancellation of the bookings

and accordingly the question of refund does not arise.

c) The documents and details asked in the said letter are essential to

arrive at whether pre GST regime booking were genuinely cancelled

and also to see whether refund claim is clear from all aspects.

d) The appellants have been given sufficient opportunity to submit the

· documents, but they failed to submit the same.

4. Feeling aggrieved, the appellants have filed these appeals against the

rejection of the refund claims, on the grounds which are inter alia mentioned

that:

a) Refund claims have been rejected on the grounds of non-submission of

relevant documents to substantiate that the claims are genuine.

b) The documents/details sought by the adjudicating authority were

voluminous and the same could not be provided in a week.

c) They received the said letter on 14 June and they had submitted a

reply on 15 June itself seeking additional time. They have been

denied of law of natural justice by rejecting the refund application

simply on request of additional time.

d) The letter to submit additional details/documents was issued after 3

months from the date of submission of their refund applications and

after that their applications were rejected merely because of failure to

submit such a detailed data within 7 days.

e) The provided data was enough to prove the genu' e claims.

The data demanded vide the letter is either a, ch was
• .' '8

already submitted. 2?
z

\t'
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f) The adjudicating authority has not quoted any facts to prove that the

burden of service tax is not borne by the appellants.

g) The BU for the said project has not been issued till date. Appellants

have not mentioned anywhere that the BU has been issued for the

project. The refund applications have been rejected on false grounds

that the cancellation has been made after issuance of BU.

5. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 06.09.2018 wherein Shri.

Abhishek Shah, Chartered Accountant, appeared on behalf of the appellants

and reiterated the contents of appeal memorandum. He also added that

some additional time had been requested for submission of

documents/details, but the additional time was not allowed; therefore, he

requested to remand the case.

6. I have· carefully gone through the facts of the case on records, grounds

of appeal in the Appeal Memorandum, oral submissions made by the

appellants at the time of personal hearing. I find that issue to be decided is

whether the appellants are eligible for refund or otherwise.

0

0

7. In the present case, I find that the appellants had decided to file the

claims of refund on the ground that some of their customers who had made

their booking and partial payment before 1 July 2017, have cancelled their

booking post 1 July 2017. Since the service tax had been paid but the output

service was cancelled due to cancellation of their booking, they applied for

refund of the service tax paid by them. In view of the above, I would like to

reproduce the relevant paras of Section 11B of the Central Excise Act, 1944

(as made applicable in the case of Service Tax matter vide Section 83 of the

Finance Act, 1944) for proper clarity;

"Sect/on 11B. Claim for refund of duty and interest, if any, paid on such
duty 
(1) Any person claiming refund of any duty of excise and interest, if any,
paid on such duty may make an application for refund of such duty and
interest, if any, paid on such duty to the Assistant Commissioner of
Central Excise or Deputy Commissioner of Central Excise before the
expiry of one year from the relevant date in such form and manner as
may be prescribed and the application shall be accompanied by
such documentary or other evidence (including the documents

· referred to in section 12A) as the applicant may furnish to
establish that the amount of duty of excise and interest, if any,
paid on such duty in relation to which such refund is claimed was
collected from, or paid by, him and the incidence of such duty and
interest, if any, paid on such duty had not been passed on by him
to any other person: ca

CENT
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······································••.•
(2) If, on receipt of any such application, the Assistant Commissioner of
Central Excise or Deputy Commissioner of Central Excise is satisfied that
the whole or any part of the duty of excise and interest, if any, paid on
such duty paid by the applicant is refundable, he may make an order
accordingly and the amount so determined shall be credited to the Fund:

... .................. .. ... ........
11/Emphasis supplied]

o

8. On examining the refund claims in this backdrop I find that 

(a) The appellants have filed the refund claims under Section 11B of the

Central Excise Act, 1944 as made applicable in the case of Service Tax

matter vide Section 83 of the Finance Act, 1944;

(b) The appellants have filed the refund claims within the stipulated time

limit prescribed under Section 11B of Central Excise Act, 1944.

( c) The appellants have filed the refund claims on the ground that some of

their customers who had made their booking and partial payment before 1

July 2017, have cancelled their booking post 1 July 2017. Since the service. ,·

0

tax had been paid but the output service was cancelled, the service tax

was no longer payable and accordingly they had applied for refund of

service tax paid by them;

(d) Sec.11B of the Central Excise Act provides that refund application may

be made. in such form and in such manner as may be prescribed and

accompanied by documentary evidence as the applicant may furnish to

establish that the amount of tax and interest, if any, paid on such tax, in

relation to which such refund is claimed was collected from, or paid by,

him and the incidence of such duty and interest, if any paid on such duty

had not been passed on by him to any other person;

( e) The appellants failed to produce the basic and essential corroborative

documentary evidences before the adjudicating authority to substantiate

their refund claims.

(f) The adjudicating authority has rejected the refund claims mainly in

absence of the basic and essential corroborative documentary evidences

which were essential to substantiate their refund claims.

(g) The appellants have not denied for providing the essential

corroborative documents/details to the adjudicating authority. But, the

appellants have not been given proper opportunity t · the same

and the. refund clai.ms were decided on 6-!S · ~~ vailable

documents/evidences with the department. ::s· i
c·±k

k
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9. Thus, in view of the above findings and in the fitness of things, it

would be just and proper to remand the matter to the Adjudicating Authority

to decide afresh, after considering the submission of the appellants. Needless

to say that, the adjudicating authority shall give proper opportunity to. .

produce the documents/details before passing the order. The appellants are

also directed to put all the essential documents and evidences before the

Adjudicating Authority in support of their contention as well as any other

details/documents etc. that may be asked for by the Adjudicating Authority

when the matter is heard in remand proceedings before the Adjudicating

Authority.

10. In view of the foregoing the aforementioned appeals are disposed of

by remanding the matter back to the adjudicating authority in terms of the

discussion held above.

11. 3r91di arr za#tat 3r4la aT f@art 3qaa ata fan srar kt
11. The appeals filed by the appellants stand disposed of in above terms.

9a$.-
(3mr gi4)

311z1#a (3r4lea)
.:)

0

(Vin Lukose)
Superintendent (Appeals)
Central Tax, Ahmedabad

BY SPEED POST TO: 0
M/s Cloud 9 Infraspace LLP, M/s. Addis Infracon LLP,
M/s. Addis Infrabuild LLP and M/s Addor Reality Pvt Ltd.,
Address- 32, 3rd Floor, Roopa Building, Sona Roopa,
Opp. Lal Bungalow, CG Road, Ahmedabad-380009.

Copy to:
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(1). The Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone.
(2) The Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad South.
(3) The Assistant Commissioner, Central GST Division-VI, Ahmedabad

South.
(4) The Asstt. Commissioner(System), Central GST HQ, Ahmedabad.

(for uploading the OIA on website)blsuare me


