“BEFORE DELHI VALUE ADDED TAX, APPELLATE TRIBUNAL DELHI
Sh. Narinder Kumar, Membe_r. {Judicial) & Sh. Rakesh Bali, Member (Admmlstratlve)

MfSC applscatlon No. 247/ATVAT/21

Appeal No.195/ATVAT/2021

Date of Or_der['{:_(,);_z_-__;;—zoz'_l o

-M/s U-Like Fabrics, o
M-217, Shastri Nagar,
Delhi-110052 o "
| : vonnsts Appe!lant -
v | -
| 'Co'mm.i‘rssio_ner'of Trade & ,Taxes," Delhi. R
¥ o w..Respondent -
Counsel representing the Appellant _ Sh. _S.CI. Garg -
Counsel representing the Revenue  : ~ Sh. M.L. Garg
ORDER

1, This. order is to dlspose of Misc. Application No 247/21 frled'-:on.fbeh'alf of

the appe”ant apphcard~ with prayer for addutionai evrdence / documents

2. Inthe apphcatron prayer is that in order to prove factum of export and '

_movement of goods by the dealer- appellant certain documenis are to be

produced on: record

3. Ld.  Counsel for the applicant submits that desp:te applzcatron flled
before the Revenue Department for InSpPCtIOﬂ of record, lt could not beféed
out if all the reqmsrte documenis were flled before Ld. OHA and as. such the

application be aHowed
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4. Record reveals that apphcant ~appellant has already: ﬂled documents-

from page 16-148, wrth Memorandum of Appeal and the same con3|sts of

“copies of returns, invoices etc.

5. The Assessing of'ﬁcel}while framing asses ssment ohserved that. statutory :

‘forms and other relevant documents ywere not filed by the deafer In the

lmpugned order, Ld. OHA observed Lhat no document pertalr;/é exports worth'
Rs. 3373794 were submltted by the dealer. Accordlngly, export. on the said

value was subjected to tax @ 5% with interest.

6. Record reveals that in Para-5 of the grounds of Obj@CtiGﬂS the dealer:-
alleged that copies of sales blll conhrmatron from the importer and copy of

bank statement of the dealer as proof of payments were enclosed

N

7. W|th present apphcatron afﬁdavut of the proprrelor of the dea!er has :
_aIso been ftledma/)«r thereln that afl necessary documents were. dehvered o
b
' hy the deaier to CA Sh. Raj Kumar Bansal In para No. 3 of the afﬂdavrt the |
proprletor has given descrlptlonﬁ of ftems SO dellvered tothe CA.
8. In the course of arguments Ld. Counsel for the Revenue does noidlspute !

-that ali these dowments are relevant for effectlve adjudlcatlon of the matter;[

i.e. on the point.of expOrt

9. - Keeping in view g(the provisions. of Section 5 o{ cST Act, 1956 and alI
the facts and mrcumstances of this case, affidavit flted by the proprietor and;.-_
also the averments in the objections filed before Ld OHA regardmg producllon,_

of documents on the point of export, this apphcation deserves to be aliowed
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and as such documents cnted as Si No 1 of e/mdex and 3 to 6 are iaken on

L

record.

Announced in open Court.
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- (Rakesh Bali)
Member (A)
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{(Narinder:-Kumar)
- Member {J)
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i Appeal No. 19s[atvar! o /MN'M% ' | - Dated: Jﬂn(:«)
Copy to:- )
(1) VATO (Ward-44)  (6) Dealer
(2)  Second case file (7}  Guard File
(3) Govt. Counsel (8) ACL&T)
(4)  Secretary (Sales Tax Bar Association) .
- (5).  PS to Member (J) for uploading the judgment on the portal of
| DVAT/GST, Delhi - through EDP branch. ' |
(9)  Commissioner (T&T)




