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Applicant : M/s. A. B. Bank Limited.

Respondent : The Commissioner of CGST & Cx, Mumbai Scouth.

Subject : Revision Application filed, under Section 35EE of the Central
Excise Act, 1944 against the Order-in-Appeal No. IM/CGST A-

I/Mum/297/18-19 dated 24.08.2018 passed by the
Commissioner (Appeals-1), CGST & C.Ex. Mumbai.
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FNO. 196/02/WZ/2022-RA

ORDER
The Revision Applications are filed by M/s. A. B. Bank Limited.
(hereinafter as “the Applicant”) against the Order-in-Appeal No. IM/CGST A-
I/Mum/297/18-19 dated 24.08.2018 passed by the Commissioner
(Appeals-[), CGST & C.Ex. Mumbali.

2. Briefly stated, Applicant is engaged in the business of providing
Banking & Other Financial Services. The applicant had filed a refund claim
amounting to Rs.31,89,979/-, in terms of Notification No.39/2012-C.E.[NT)
dated 20.06.2012 for the period April-2016 to Sept.-2C16 which was
rejected by the adjudicating authority under OIO Neo. JD/R- 245/2016 dated
28.02,2017. The Adjudicating Authority had rejected the refund claim
amounting to Rs. 31,89,979/- on the ground that the Applicant had not
filed declaration with the jurisdictional service tax officer and theyv have not
fulfilled the conditions, limitations and procedures laid down under the
Notification No0.39/2012-ST dated 20-06-2012. Being aggrieved with the
010, Applicant filed Appeal before the Commissioner (Appeals-I), CGST &
C.Ex. Mumbai, who vide the impugned OIA rejected the Appeal and upheld

the OlO.

S Being aggrieved and dissatisflied with the impugned order in appeal,
the Appilicant has filed this revision Application under Section 35EE of the
Central Excise Act, 1944 before the Government mainly on the following

commorn groundgs :

1. The Order-in-appeal passed by the Commissioner (A) is beyond the
scope of order-in-original as well as the Show-cause Notice, Thus, the

order-in-appeal is liable to be set aside.

ii.  Without prejudice to the above, the applicant has exported services in

terms of Rule 6A of the Service Tax Rules 19904,

iit. The present case is covered by the judgment in the case of Indian

Overseas Bank 2018 (7) TMI 513 - CESTAT Chennal.
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