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"4Rla1a) cfiT a=m=r / Name & Address of the Res.pendent
M/s. Orange Worldwide Pvt Ltd Ahmedabad, Ahmedabad
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Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal to the appropriate
authority in the following way :-

# zyca, qr zyca vi ara 3r9)a uaf@ear ast a7ft
Appeal To Customs Central Excise And Service Tax Appellate Tribunal:-

~~-1994 c#\' 'cITTT 86 cJJ 3R'JTffi ~ <ITT -Pr-,, cJJ -gm c#\' W~:-
Under Section 86 of the Finance Act 1994 an appeal lies to:-

4am &Mita 9l#yen, ra zge vi hara ar4tar =nrnf@raw 3j). 2o, q #ea ztRuza mrsre,
erft u, ;jji;;I-J•Wll<';-380016
The West Regional Bench of Customs, Excise, Service Tax Appellate_,,Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 0-20, Meghani Nagar, New Mental· Hospital Compound, Ahmedabad -
380 016.

(ii) or4t4ta =uraeawr at fahr rf@e,Ru, 1994 .c#\' 'cITTT 86 (1) cJJ 3R'JTffi ~ ffilcR All!-Jlqcll, 1994* frrni:r 9 (1) * 3R'JT@~~~.tr- s ii' 'qR mTillT ii' pl ur ft qi Gr arr fGrr oar #
far«a rf #t n{ it 6 ufii hf #t aeg (6n ya mfra uf 'ITTlfi) 3TI'< w~ ii' m
en i urqf@raw almzqflfr &, cfITT cJJ "ITricl fll4vlAcb tr #a urzaflerr vRzr a ';-J'fl-f

eifama 3a rue a X'icf 'ff '(jj"ITT~ c#\' l=JTlT, G!ll\ii c#\' 1=JTlT 3lTx C'fl1TllT ·Tzar if T; 5 GIT IT \Nm
cpl-f t cfi5i ~ 1 ooo/- ~ 'l@ 'ITTlfi I urrn ffilcR c#l' l=JTlT, G!ll\ii c#l' 1=JTlT 3lTx C'fl1TllT lfllT ~ ~ 5
cl TT 50 r la it it u; 5ooo/- ~~ 'ITTlfi I wn ffilcR c#\' 'l-!T<f, G!ll\ii c#\' 1TT1T 3lTx "WTmT TmT
uifnr nu so aarg zr \Nm curer & asi nu; 1o00o/- #ha 3ht 'ITTlfi I ~ cJJ ~ 3lWcfi't'- 'Cf;! cJJ w~
~ 500/- ~ 'l@61-.fr1

(ii) The appeal under sub section (1) of Section 86 of the Finance Act 1994 to the
Appellate Tribunal Shall be filed in quadruplicate in Form S.T.5 as prescribed under
Rule 9(1) of the Service Tax Rules 1994 and Shall be accompanied by a copy of the
order appealed against (one of which shall be certified copy) and should be
accompanied by a fees of Rs. 1000/- where the· amount of service tax & interest
demanded & penalty levied of Rs. 5 Lakhs or less, Rs.5000/- where the amount of
service tax & interest demanded & penalty levied is is more than five lakhs but not
exceeding Rs. Fifty Lakhs, Rs.10,000/- where the amount of service tax & interest
demanded & penalty levied is more than fifty Lakhs rupees, in the form of cros-sed
bank draft in favour of the Assistant Registrar of the bench of nominated Public
Sector Bank of the place where the bench of Tribunal is situated. Application made
for grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.500/-.
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(iii) Rfa 3ff@If1,1994 # Ir so di vu-qrrii igi (2g) # siafa ar4ta aa

. ~"RT. 1994 m f.,wi 9 (21:1) cf> ~ f-:it11F<rr t!illl i:/"fl.il .-7 ii ct) w x-1cf>lfi -qcf \R-lcf> ml!l
rgr, hr en gas (3rat) a 3n2r a #Ri (0IA)( Uri mt IR ef) sit 'r
31lg#i, err0 / UT 3172gl 31era1 ao a=u war zycn, 3rft4ha urzn@ravr q 3nmr,=[ cl>'<"T
# Rrr ea gg arr (olo) st 4 hu# "ITT1TT I

(iii ) The appeal L.indersub section (2A) of the section 86 the Finance Act 1994, shall be
filed ih Form ST-7 as prescribed under Rule 9 (2A) of the Service Tax Rules, 1994 and shall
be ar,companied by a copy of order of. Commissioner Central Excise (Appeals)(OIA)(one of
which shall b.e a certified copy) and copy of the order passed by the Addi. I Joint or Dy.
/Asstt. Commissioner or Superintendent of Central Excise & Service Tax (010) to apply to
the Appellate Tribunal.

2. 7.111.fff~!Tlmr ~mrwr ~ 3Tfu"f.r,r:r, 1975 clft ~rm (R~-1 cf> 3~ frrmfuf ~
3r~m ·1iz..1 3Tl"&°'-<f -qcf err If@eant # 3ran 6) uR T x;; 6.so /- trn cITT -;mlTIWl ~ femc
WIT '6'Fll 'Erl 1%1:! I

2. One copy of application or 0.1.0. as the case may be, and the order of the
adjudication authority shall bear a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paise as prescribed under
Sclledule-I in terms of the Court Fee Act, 1975. as amended.

3. xfFH ~~. ,:ffq'f?i 1ffel1 -qcf f-tcnclR 31Q'lc.;ft7.r -.=inir1~cp'{T1f tcITT1l'fctfu-) f.i'lfll~fr. 1982 it 'tfRio

vi au id~era mm=ii atf~era aqrnii al 3it fl san araffa Rhn owra &1

3. Attention is also invited to the rules covering these and other related matters
contained in the Customs, E:xcise and Service Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.

4. 4tar area, he4hr 3na era viaa 3nd4tr if)aw (G#la) h Wt'f J{{frcqr ii, mmir ii
c4hr 3=urz nu 31f@/fun, r&yy Rtnr 394n a 3inia far (in-3) 3f@1fzra cg(sty fri f
9) feciia: ·.oz.2y 5sh#fa4r 3f@era, «&&y #r art33iavr #taasa af arq@r are &,r
fffr we qf.-fr 5armaar 3rfarf , rra f 5T II fl; 3@.J)rf ;;rm cl5'i' ;,n.:)- mNf :,n:)fa,a ta ufw
atatz+tu a 3if@rs az

ace4u 3enre eras viharah3iaa " ;n'f;rr fuil!mr~" ;J'I·~ QIITTi<>f I); -
(1) eat 11 ±t a 3iai faurfa znar
(ii adz smr 1 a srf@
(Gt) rd szr frmat ? f@rur 6 3ia ear «a#

c:, :nra1 artz fn g enr hau far (@i. 2 31f@1f1ra, 2014 3rrrartm.n
311:\'rc;fl <T ~mlcrirfr ii, UJHff Fcram'1.!'r., ~~.f'J1.=r 3~ i:._rzj- 31cn-c.r c1il'~.=if,[~ 1

4. For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, it is mandatory to pre-deposit an
amount specified under the Finance (No. 2) Act, 2014 (No. 25 of 2014) dated
06.08.20'14, under section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944 which is also made
applicable to Service Tax under section 83 of the Finance Act, 1994 provided the
amount of pre-deposit payable would be subject to ceiling of Rs. Ten Crores,

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.

c:, Provided furtt1er that the provisions of this Section shall not apply to the stay
applicatioil and appeals pending before any appellate authority prior to the
commencement of the Finance (No.2) Act, 2014.

4(1) zraaf , s 3r2rauf 3rd Ir@rawr h ma1a sri aren 3rear grcas 1 vs
fafer ztatwr fcnlJ mg gr;ea 1o% yrraw 3ll rzjha avg fa1fa &l ra c;usm-
10% 0r=Taru Rt an as#r?I

4(1) In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before t11e Tribunal on
payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or
pe1ially, where penalty alone is in dispute.
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The Assistant Commissioner, Service Tax, Division-II, Ahmedabad
(hereinafter referred to as 'the appellant') has filed the present appeal against
the Order-in-Original number STC/Ref/175/HCV/OW/Div-III/15-16 dated
29.02.2016 (hereinafter referred to as 'the impugned order') passed by the
Assistant Commissioner, Service Tax, Division-III, Ahmedabad (hereinafter

referred to as 'the adjudicating authority') pertaining to M/s. Orange Worldwide

Pvt. Ltd., C-307, Shivalik Corporate Park, 32 feet Ring Road, B/h IOC Petrol
Pump, Satellite, Ahmedabad (hereinafter referred to as 'respondents').

2. The facts of the case, in brief, are that the respondents had filed a
refund claim for 2,05,587/- under Notification number 41/2012- ST dated
29.06.2012 for refund of service tax paid on services used for export. The
adjudicating authority partially sanctioned an amount of 1,20,471/- vide the

0 above mentioned impugned order.

3. The impugned order was reviewed by the Principal Commissioner of
Service Tax, Ahmedabad and issued a Review Order No. 15/2016-17 dated

24.05.2016 for filing an appeal under section 84 of the Finance Act, 1994. The
appellant alleged that the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority
is not legal and proper in as much as 1,922/- has been sanctioned

erroneously out of total sanctioned refund amount of 1,20,471/-. The
appellant claimed that in some input invoices, issued to the respondents by
M/s. Shiv Shakti International, M/s. Acharya Logistics and M/s. Pest Mortem
(India) Pvt. Ltd., either the address of the respondents is not proper or only

the name of the respondents has been mentioned. The appellant claimed that
( refund of the amount of 1,922/- erroneously sanctioned to the respondents,

due to the above mentioned discrepancies, needs to be recovered back along

with interest.

4. Personal hearing in the matter was granted on 21.12.2016 and Shri
Bishan Shah, Chartered Accountant, appeared before me and tabled their
submission. Shri Bishan Shah submitted before me clarification certificates and

revised invoices received from the service providers. Shri Bishan Shah claimed
that the wrong address it is a technical mistake caused due to typographical

error.

s. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case on records, grounds
of appeal in the Appeal Memorandum submitted by the appellant and oral and
written submissions made by the respondents at the time of personal hearing.

Now, let me examine the defence reply given by the responden
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6. To start with, I find that the appellant has filed the appeal on the ground
that in certain invoices either the address is wrong or only name of the
respondents. appears. I believe that this is only a procedural hitch and should
not be the reason for rejection of a refund claim. The main condition for grant
of refund is that the input services should have been utilized for the export of

goods. In paragraph 6 of the impugned order, the adjudicating authority claims
that this condition has been verified by him and he confirms that the said input

services have been utilized by the respondents for the export purpose. The
adjudicating authority also substantiates the fact that unjust enrichment was

not applicable to the case i.e. the burden of Service Tax was borne by the
respondents. In view of the above, all other discrepancies become secondary
and the issue of wrong address mentioned in the invoices is a mere procedural
issue which is very much condonable.

7. In view of the facts and discussions hereinabove, I reject the appeal
filed by the Department and uphold the impugned order to the extent of
sanction or1,922/-.

8. The appeals filed by the appellant stand disposed off in above terms .
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3re (3r4re - II)

CENTRAL EXCISE, AHMEDABAD.

Attested

..
aew7

s.purr)
Superintendent (Appeal-I)
Central Excise,Ahmedabad.
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BY R.P.A.D.
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M/s. Orange Worldwide Pvt. Ltd.,

C-307, Shivalik Corporate Park, 32 feet Ring Road,

B/h roe Petrol Pump, Satellite,

Ahmedabad

Copy to:

1) The Chief Commissioner, Central Excise, Ahmedabad.
2) The Commissioner, Service Tax ,Ahmedabad-.
3) The Additional Commissioner, Service Tax, Ahmedabad
4) The Asst. Commissioner, Service Tax Div-III, APM mall, Ahmedabad.

5) The Asst. Commissioner(System), C.Ex. Hq, Ahmedabad.
6) Guard File.
7) P.A. File.




