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Membem (J) and Sh. Rakesh Bali, Member (A)
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rtain to all the four qudr'ters of the year 2013.

; to pay a sum of Rs.
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tity - Ld. VATO (Ward 70) vide orders dated

the app-ellaﬂt-applidam to pay a sum of

M, Colston Bath & Spa Prvate Limited .. App_eﬂam”__ T
05, Rajasthah Udyog Nflgar, :
G.T. Karnal Road '
t ] 111&110111;)1111 |
| %De]}l;n — 110 033. -
| _.
[ .: -CO]TilIIliSSiOIlGI of _Tréda & Taxes, Delhi. RETEITRRRYe Respondem
- Cqunsel fortheAplf;ellant_ ~ Sh. M. L._'.G_arg."
. Cdunsel for the Reverjue Sh. N. K. Gulatt.
Ll JUDGMENT
- 1| The above ca@tmned four appeals have been filed chaliengmg |
ordér dated 16/9/2Q2( pqssed by VATO (Ward No. 70) - learned
Objéection Hearing Auihomty (QHAL under Central Sales Tax Act
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" gtr.; to pay a sum of Rs. 31,83,181/-, for the

.tlonal tax and inter ast, under CST Act. |
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Vlde order- daied 16/09/2020, Ld. OHA reduced the demand 0 -
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* Hence, these aiapeals.

ect of all the four quaﬁéfé, kﬁéeping' in view th"‘atr"éo_ﬁ“iéfo‘f theC&

rms were prod.uce? before him during objections, and also taking

consideration the missing statutory Forms.

Al guments heeud F1le perused.

Leamed counsel for the appellant v/ﬁP’J}i‘ﬂ%ﬁfﬁi submﬂs that |

subsequent to the dsposal of the objections by leamed OIIA |
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vellant received certain statutory forms (C-Forms) which the-

appella,m has placed on record, and that the same be aflowed to' be
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ms filed in these

1sidered by the Ass sssing Authority.

- Learned counseJ for the appellant has submitted that the C-

appeals could not be earlier submitted by the

appellant due to Suiﬁ(:lent cause. The contention is that the appeal be
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posed of for re- as%ssment by the assessmg Ofﬁcel 1<:eepmg n

ew the Cnforms now pmduccd.

Learned counsel for Reveﬂue 11’15 gone ‘Lhrough ihe list of

submiﬁed by the appeﬂam bef01e this Tribunal and -
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In this 1"egéu‘d’ it

=1bm11”Lc—>d Lhal the - appeﬂant has not so far filed C-forms worth Rs.

1,2

is pertinent to men.tio_n here that the appellant

s

deposned tax to| th.

> tune of Rs. 1,182/~ by way of 'pre.—_dcposit__ u/s

;7.6"‘(‘4) of the Act.

- whi

¢h have been rece

Para B-3 of tl:fle'

memorandum of appeal depicts the C-forms

ved subsequently i.e. after the p%ssing‘ of the

| inpugned order by leamed OHA. This table also desm ibes the value

'Commlssmneﬂ of Sal

me

ided by Hon’bleiH

manner as :-

dealers than ’Lhc

support of claim
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| “The St_'a‘te is ent
When the Salles"

| claimed in respect of sales affected in favour of registered

allow the Iegltnnate deduction. .

d

~of the C-forms which-are still missing/ have not so f"r been received
by t_he appellant.

. | _ S
8] I the case ot /s Kﬂﬂ(}skas leetric  Co. Litd. Vis.

s Tax, 1991 Vol. 83 of Sales Tax Cases, 485,
1gh Court of Delhj, II_on ble Judge observed in

itled to the tax which is legitimately due to it.

Tax Act provides that a deduction can be

deduction should be allowed. The pi‘oof in-

ing the deduction is the production of the S.T. 1
" forms. Even tliough the 5.T. 1 forms Were-produced after the

assessment had been completed It Wll]. not.be fair or just not to
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‘In the light of the |

judgment of Hon’ble Delhi High Court in M/s |

yskar Electric Company Itd., appellant herein deserves another

.)rtunity to submifn (-forms, referred to above.

Acce1dmg1y, tlle<e ‘appeals.. are . dlsposed of s0.as to allow
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‘anothel opportunity  to
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nority, Staiu.tmy for
unal. The Assgss
fication (including

consider, sufﬂom.el

the appe,l.la,m o present befoxe 1,he Assessmg
ms, copies whereof have been filed before this
ing Authority. shall subject these C-forms to
ruling out _of aﬁy possibﬂﬁy of 'dﬁpli'cacy) and

it cause, if any, for non filing of the said C-
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ms, now filed b
vc—:ssmnal

Sh in accor dance

bfore this Tribuﬂal, before allowing the

rate of tgx to the appeliant, while making assessment

with law. 'App'ellant is hereby directed to -

a@peal before the Assessing Authom'y on 15/9/2021.
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Copy- of the o_rder be Supplled, to both _the parties as per rules.

copy be sent Ld the concerned authority. Anothei" copy be

rned website.
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(Rakesh Baii) (Nfu inder Kumal)
Member (A)
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Dated: 2 /a /21

(o)

| DVAT/GST, Delhi -

through EDP bmnci

Copy to:-
(1y | VATO (Ward- 7o) (6)  Dealer
(2) | Second case file (7)  Guard File

{3y Govt, Counsel (8) _ ACLED

{4y -Sc,metmy(Sﬂeg Tax|Bar Association) . IR
(53PSt Member (§) fot uploading the judgment on the portal of

REGISTRAR .




