, S\ - MOST URGENT
(bﬁ‘u \q/\\ RTI MATTER

\' ! 2 0 pec 2R

GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL COMMISSIONER OF CGST & CENTRALTAX:
KOLKATA- NORTH COMMISSIONERATE. CGST BHAWAN: ’)
1°" FLOOR: 180. SHANTIPALLY, RAJDANGA MAIN ROAD. EM BYPASS KOLKATA-700107 a2

C. No. V(30)184/RTI/HQ/CGST & CX/KOI~N0rth/2019/ Dated: - g

To D)
Shri Ram Ratan Roy,

Joint General Manager (Credit Control), M\»\//

Electrosteel Castings Limited, >

G K Tower, 19, Camac Street,
Kolkata-700017.

Sir/Madam,
Sub: Information under the RTI Act, 2005 — Regarding.

Please refer to your RTI application dt. 29.11.2019 received by this Commissionerate on
03.12.2019. Subsequently the said RTI application was registered at this office vide Registration No.
160/RTI/KOI-North/19 dt. 03.12.20109.

The desired information as received from the Deputy Commissioner (T&R) on 17.12.2019 under
C.No. V(30) 64 / T&R / GST/ Kol (N) / RTI1 / 2017-18 / 24417 dated 17.12.2019 and from the Assistant
Commissioner (Legal),CGST & CX. Kolkata North Commissionerate on 06.12.2019 under C.No. V(30)22 /
Law/RTl/CGST&CX/KoI-North/2019/ 23449 dated 06.12.2019 are enclosed herein,

If you are aggrieved or dissatisfied with the above information, you may prefer an appeal within
30 (thirty) days of receipt of the information before the 1° Appellate Authority namely Sri B.S.Meena,
Joint Commissioner, CGST & CX, Kolkata-North Commissionerate, O/o The Principal Commissioner of
CGST & CE, Room No. 102, Kendriya Utpad Shulk Bhawan, 180, Shantipally, Rajdanga Main Road, Kolkata-
700107.

Enclo- 02 (two) Sheets.
Yours faithfully,

sdi—

(Samiran Roy)
CPIO & Assistant Commissioner
CGST: Kol-North Comm’te

C. No. As above/ / 2 l” C? 7’7 Dated :

Copy ferwarded for information to: -

\/l./Q::eAssistnatCommissioner (Systems),Computer Cell, CGST & CX, Kolkata North Commissionerate
with a request to upload the RTI application submitted by Shri Ram Ratan Roy dt. 29.11.2019
along with the desired information as mentioned above (enclosed eight sheets).

[/ Denme ) 19 I
(Samiran Roy)

CPIO & Assistant Commissioner
CGST: Kol-North Comm'’te.



 _ECTROSTEEL CASTINGS LIMITED

A0, B. T, Read, Khardah, P. O. Sukzhar, Kolkata 700 115, India
Tei: 191 833-71014300, 71014450 Fax : +91 33-71014501 to 4504
CIN =1 273100R1925PLC000310

Web : www.electrosiesicastings.com
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* APPLICATION FOR SEEKING INFORM; :ON et
UNDER SECTION 6(1) OF THE RIGHT TO INFORMATION ACT, 2005 e

Ref No. RTI/19-20/69

\"‘\ To 0
The Respected Central Public Information Officer (CPIO),
/ OFFICE OF THE PR. COMMISSIONER,
CGST & C. EX,, KOLKATA NORTH,
GST Bhawan; 2nd Floor,
180 - Rajdanga Main Road; Shantipally,
| KGLEATA - 7900 107

Dear Sir,
[ am a citizen of India.

‘pcﬁo "—"\ Relating to Exemption Notification No. 108/95- CE Dt. 28.8.1995 it is on
\ ,.;}Q\ record that in the Departmental appeal case before the Hon’ble CESTAT, ERB, Kolkata
»Q (Ex. Appeal No.752570f 2017) arising out of Order-in-Original No.12-17/Commr.
4] /CE/Kol. 1l /2016-17 dated 08.11.2016 passed by Commissioner of Central Excise,

KOL- Il read with Ex. Mise. Application (EH) No0.75342 of 2019 : CO-75656 of 2017, in

the matter of [Cosmiissioner, CEx., Kol - IIi, 180, Shanti Pally, Rajdanga Main Read,

i Kolkata-70Gi07 , Anslizant - Vs, - M/s Electrosteel Castings Limited, 30, B.T.Rcad,
A Khardah, P.0.- Sukctai, Kolkata-700115, Respondent] , the Hon’'bie CESTAT, ERB,
Kolkata in Misc. Grder No. 75645-75646 / 2019 read with Final Order No.

75461/2019 Dated 16.4.2019 has rejected the Departmernt’s Appeal & upheld the said

T Order-in-Original No.12-17/Commr./CE/Kol. I11/2016-17 dated 08.11.2016 which was
passed by the Commissiorer of Central Excise, KOL-II against revenue nullifying
proposed demand, interest & penalty made earlier under six periodical SCNs. The
g decision under the 0/C was <o taken in the back drop that the exemption from duty

— &% g . 2 - )

il could not be denied tn terms of the settled law and Board's subsequent clarification.

B o Hon’ble CESTAT thus » held the C/0 and rejzcted the department’s Appeal.

S © ‘

= in this regard, copv of the Hon'bie CESTAT, ERE, Kclkata's subject Final Order
% No.75461/2019 Dated 10.4.2019 is attached for r=ady reference please.

Now, reference to above, please provide the short information spezified below:
E

Information required: *
g i

{a)  Whether ‘Department has ACCEPTED the above Final Order No.
75461 /2019 Dated 10.4.2019 pronounced by the Hon'ble CESTAT,
Kolkata ‘OR Department has preferred any further Appeal against the
said Order before any higher forum;

Faolicy: ine Electrosteel Group on
B P "‘—."}
ﬁ : =. .

ﬂ'a] ingM .O;

* .+ H.O.- 1% Camac Stre=t. Kolkats 700 017
Toi: %0 DR7I0% 2400, 2283 2000, Fax : +01 33-2789 434G
Rzgd. Cffice: Natd Colony, Raigangpur, Sundercarh, Odisha 770 04




& " CTROSTEEL CASTINGS LIMITED

30, B. T. Road, Khardah, P. O. Sukchar, Kolkata 700 115, India
Tel : +91 33-71014300, 71014450 Fax : +91 33-71014501 to 4504
CIN : L273100R1955PLC000310

Web : www.electrosteelcastings.com
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(b)  Please provide copies of the relevant file note-sheets of review action
ACCEPTING / NOT ACCEPTING the subject decision of the Hon’ble
Tribunal, as the case may be;

(c) If not accepted, please provide present status of Department’'s appeal
against the CESTAT's said Judgment, if any.

To the best of my knowledge and belief, the above information does not relate to
section 8 & 9 of the RTI Act, 2005 which are exempted from disclosure.

Whether the information sought concern the life and liberty of a person? NO.

Details of fees paid: Fees of Rs. 10/- for the application plus fees of Rs. 40/- for
documents - totaling to Rs. 50/- paid vide IPO No. 78G 232173 dated
22.10.2019 in favour of A.C.A.0. CGST & CX KOLKATA NORTH. Fees Payment-
Document in this regard is also attached.

Additional fees for providing photocopies of the information, if any further
required as per law, would be paid promptly on receipt of written direction from
the Department in this regard please

Joint General Manager (Credit Control)
Electrosteel Castings Limited

G.K. Tower, 19, Camac Street,
Kolkata-700017, Mob: 9903911379,

< email: rrroy@electrosteel.com>

Attached:

(i) Feespayment document &
(ii) Copy of the CESTAT’s Final Order No. 75461/2019 Dated 10.4.2019

as above.

Follow the E!ec‘trosreeI.Gmup on
. |
H ] % O.J

H.O.: 18, Camac Street, Kolkata 700 017
. Tel:+91 33-7103 4400, 2283 9990, Fax : +01 33-2289 4340
Regd. Office : Rathod Colony, Rajgangpur, Sundergarh, Odisha 770 017

PIONEERING

e




Website : www.cestatnew.gov.in
Mail : cestatkolkata@gmail.com

CUSTOMS, EXCISE & SERVICE TAX APPELLATE TRIBUNAL
169, A.J.C. Bose Road, 7¢{h Floor, Bamboo Villa, Kolkata-7000:4
Order Forwarding Letter

CROSS Application No. : F/ACROSS/75656:2017
EH Application'No, * !"-flA(nH).’.';Mlun‘» [-.!MA EH)/76260,’"0F

Apper) No. 1E/7527 ¥2017-DB *

Ta, . e RS 2 L d k &
Appellant BN Respondeni
COMMISSIONER Ot CENTRAT Electrosiee! Tasimngs Ltd

EXCISE Koinata-'it
| am directed to send herewith a \ certified Lupv 5F the pMisc, Order Nos. ’7.’544-’15646:'20!3 & Fira! Order No.

75461 / 2919 dated on /1040474519 ,passed by the Tribunal under Sevvion 129 B of the Cugtoms Act
. 1962/Section 35C of the Central Excise Act 1944/Section 86 (7) of the Finarce Act ]99;4/ “"-ltr"“'
g Deputy Registrar)
Daed. 3 9 2 p
PSERS R 1 g8 CESTAT, EZB, KOLKATA
To: %

5 é‘OMMl-SSiDNiFR OF CENTRAL EXCISE-Kolkata-iii
20 (1 FLOO -SHM\THIPAL._r

“ LKATA-, \KE"T BENGAL-700001

g Elcctrosleet Castings Ltd
20 B T Roes Sukichar Khardah
24POSON)
WEST BENGAL

.Cnpy g e “jsdvocate/Consuitant N‘. Auvird Baheti, C.A.
2 J CDR CESTAT Kolkaia
3 Ve 3er Assos ainon
4G wd Fle
M s Centes Tubbication (7 Lid 5128, Davshu Pramah Marg. Jpposi= Suchdeva PT. Colopy. New Delbi- 110003
£ izxme- Allid Servies(T) Lid $0732, Mow Rohtak Road. Neve Dein ' 13005

7 C apygeany Lovs Ing { tre o7 rdia Py Lid No 2 (B'n No 26), Vaunvaram Strest, Thyagarsye Magar Chennat-
LWIT

s Mark Profsssions! Sarvices Pvi Lid. 7.1 £:8/EV/I0R. Fla, No, 108, Everest Block, Acitya Enclave, Ameemel,
Fye srabad-S00024

9 N s Casy Service Tax or'ine Dot Com Pyt i, 407 A Iscos Mall, above Slgr Inata Racaar, Salellite Road,
b sedabad-15, Ourn

5 () Led., Law House, 1-8, Sector 10, Faricabad-121003 (Haryana)

f"([)cputy Registrar)
CESTVAT, EZB, KCLKATA

161 s LawCrux Adiescs,

I 24d Folder.



L)

IN THE CISTOMS, EXCTSE & SEMVICE TAX APYELL AT E TRIRURAL,
KOLNnT A

REGISNAL BENCH —.COLRT ND2

I,

Ex.Mivc. Applicarion (€1 No.735242 of 2013, CO-) 5056 ¢f 2017
Ex.Appeal Nc.75257 of 2017

(Arising out of Order-in-Original No.12-17/Commr./CE/Kel.1ll/2016-17 dated
08.11.2016 passed by Commissioner of Central Excise, Kol.III)

CCEx., Kol.III
180, Shanti Pally, =
Rajdanga Main Road,
Kolkata-700107
~oplicant (3}
VERSUS

M /s Electrastae! Castings Limited
30, £.7.Roac, ~hardar,
P.0.- Sukchar,

Koikata- "”“15 )

: : i A Tiggondaent (5}
APPEBANTE ;
Shri A. . D"va_": mn"wrizr: N “prec,::;atlve for the ,wpehd. .

Shri Arving Baheti, C.A. for the Resno-uent
CORAM:
Hp‘a‘g_'EliLE ME. P.LK.CHOUDHARY, MEMBER (JUDICIAL)
HON’BLE MR.V. PADMANABHAN, MEMBER (TECHNICAL)

MISC. ORDER NO.7Z%.64:57; ?5445/”973
FINAL ORDER NO. ?5‘}6.1(1 i e

Date of Hearing _ : 10.04.2019
~ : Date of Decision : 10.04.2019 3

PER V. PADMANABHAN :

Th= present Misc Application for early hearing of th2 appeai, has
been fiiecz by the Respondent-Depariment on the ground that e
Departrnanit has a strong case on merit and =52 revenus iz nvolved in
the presenr case - Accordingly, the 1d.D.R. for e R_-e\‘e‘r"':e. prays for

out-of turn hearing of the zopeal,



X eal No.75257/17

In view of the above, the Misc.Application for early hearing is
alicwed. We find tnat the present matter lies in a narrow compass and
the same is-taken up for final disposal with the consent of both sides.

2: . if L ; :
Original No. i?r-17’/Cd.’:".mr./CE/Koi.=f?,,’201b- i7 dated 08.11.2016.

3. The reifondent is 2 manufacturer of Ductile Iron Spun Pipes and

2 The predent appeal is filed by the Revenue against the Grder-in-

othe: types of Fimes falling under Chapter 73 of ‘the Schedule to the
Central Excise  Tariff Act, 1985. Thé”dispute in ‘the present case
revolves arcund cleararce made by the Resp}&’mde‘nt ‘during the period
2006-2007 to August, 2015 by availing: exemption benefit under
Notificatiorn "Nn.108/95-CE dated 28.08.19S5. The said Notification
grants exemption from excise duty in respect of the goods supplied to
projects funded by an International Organization, approved by the
Government of India subject to meeting the conditions prescribed
therein. The Reaspondent obtained Project Authority Certificate (PAC)
duly countersigned by the Principal Secretary in the concerned State
Government that the goods adre required. for execution of the said
project anc¢ %hat the sald project has been duly approved by the
Government ¢ Indic for ;mplementaticn' ov 'the concerned State. The
Départment ¢aticec that the cldarance of the goods mate by the
Respandent in rtermis of PAC, were made to itne project site in the name
of the contrzciors ¢ngaged by -the Project Implementing Authority
‘P1R). The Cepartment took the view that ihe.benefit of Notification
cannot be 2x:ended to the Respondent since the gocds were not
sdpphisd to ’h':,’ PIA. Bv issue of six cericgical show-cause nétices, the
Department proposed to deny the benefit of Notification aveilied by the
Respondent d-uring the disputed period. The Adjudicating Authority
finalized the show-cause notices issued through the impugned order in
which she dropped the entire demand. This is challeriged by the
Revenue in the oresent appeal.

4. The grounds of appeal ars reiterated by the Id.D.R. on behalf of
Revenue

>. ihe Rusinndent is represenfed by Snivi Arvind Baheti, 1d.C.A.. He

submitted that the Zoods dispotehad were covercd by PAC duly



Ex.Appeal No.75257/17

a A

countersigned by the F-.'-"'pal Secretarv tc the Stete Government zs

required under the Notification. "e 5ubrn,Lte-= that tm. bereiit of
Notification cannct be den'sd only for the reason that the Jcsds have
been dispatched to the contractors engagec by PIA aru not to the
Implementing Authority itself. In this régard, he relied on the various
case laws, in which identical question has been congidered and settled
in favour of the assessee. In particular, he referred to fhe decision of
: the Tribunal in the case of H.Sarkar & Cofnpany Vs. CCEx Kol.II
reported in 2008 (226) ELT 119 (Tri. Kolkata) and also th e decision of
the Hon'bie Madras High Court in the case “ECEY,, Ponzicherry Vs.
Caterpillar India Pvt. Ltd. reported in 2013 (297) ELT 8 (i4ad.), which
has been approved by the Hon’ble Supreme Court and reported as 2016
(335) ELT A27 (S.C.). He also submitted that the issue has been
clarified by the CBEC Ly issue of Circular F.MN0.334/8/2016-TRU dated
29.02.2015 at Para (4). : ‘

6. We nave heard beoth s f'es and perused the recoids,

7 The moot ;Jci{*-t to be jEC|CP~" in this apy -.:I, ic_WhHBtRE! the
exemptizn under “'-ﬂtifca'::n Ne. —"‘8/9_1 -CE “gsted 231081395 s
available V\-']e'—'l the goods have bEt_']r mfpau'h in‘U‘-&-'nami of
contracLo; approved and ,msxgned with the project worii oy the Project
Authority. AF er going through the case laws cited by th2 Respondent,
we find that the issue stands already settled and decided i faveur of
the Respondent. It is also seen that the Adjudicating .-'iuthority has
axtended the benefit on the basis of the decision in fasour of the
Resoondent i the ¢ ses- of H.Sarkar & Compénv A Caterpi l~ india Pyt,
itd. {supra). The Adjudiceiing Authority, herself, in ti2 imnugned

crder, hizs obszived as follows

“d.4.1 In thic regard, I rely on H. Sar+g: & Co. Vs
Commissioner of Ceriral Excice, Koikata-Tl (2028 ¢228) C.L.T.
112 (Tri.-Kalkaial, whciein ths (d. Triburzi coined a0 e chis
case ihe Appeiiznis higve substantially fuiniicd the cundiriviss of
the imaugned Notification No. 1U2/1995 2ng the impugned guuds

have Dbeen utiizec for the inicnzed purpzse, A such, the



~

Toris . Ex.Appeal No.75257/17

exemotion cannot be denied which ‘is well deserved by the
Appel ar ts having vctilized the impugned goods for the specified
project.”” &

4.4.2'I alsa reiy on Caterpillar India pvi. Ltd. Vs. Commissioner of
Central _Excisé, Pondicherry, [2005 (185) E.L.T. 430 (Fr.-Del. )],
[2013 (297) E.L.T. 8 (Mad.)]. One of the substantial questions of
taw answered by 'the Hon'ble High Court in the said case, which
has a di-ect bearing on the instant issue, was as under.

Wether or not the impugned goods supplied to the
individual contractors executing the “Project” qualify as supplies
to the Project to avail exemption under Notification No. 108/95
The Hon'ble High Court answered the above question in favour of
the assessee and against the revenue by holding in para 8 as
under:-

& We do not find any justifiable ground to interfere with
rhe order of the CESTAT based on & factual finding and there was
no material piaced by the Revenue on the allegations of the
possizie misuse of the gooads for unintended purposes by the Sub-
Contrzctors. Secoadly, being the peneficial Notification issued in
public intarest and the project itself being ex_ecuted fully by the
Contiscrors as per the directions of the Project - implementing
Authcrily, the fact that the machineries were not given directly to
the nroject implementing authority but given to - the agency
execLting the work in fact cannot go against the assessee’s claim.
Thus ultimately, as the machineries had been put in use by the
sub-contractors, who were given the job of execution the claim
for exemption cannot be denied. The use of the ‘phrase ‘supplied
to the projects financed by the said United Nations or an
Interrational Organization and approved by the Gaovernment of
India’ clearly shows that the condition for grant of exemption is
supp'v of the goods towards the project and nothing beyond.”

YThus with all the conditions satisfied, the beneficial
Notfﬁcf:-:f:'on applies to the case on hand. In the circumstances, we

do not find any justification to introduce any condition or read in a



Ex.Appes] N0.75257/17

restrictive manner. Consequently, the Pevenue’s apgeal fails and

herce, the same is dismissed.”

The Hon'bie Supreme Tourt d:SmiSilu &f ;l' petit;oa for
Speciai Leave lo Aopeal {c) No. cspe of 2his Hed by
Commissioner of Cenrral Excise, Pondizheiry [ Co:Fr?f::foner Vs,
Caterpillar India Pvt. Ltd. 2016 (335) E.L.T. AZZ G
The above view has also been a:firmed-in I8 [ngia Pvt. Lta. Vs

Commissioner of Central Excise, 2008 (223) ELi 429 (T) and

2016 (335) ELT 211 (Mad.).

4.5 In this regard, I also draw support from th= clarification
lssued vide D.O.F. No. 334/8/2016-TRU dated 29.02.+216, issued
by Government- of India, Ministry of Finance, erartment of
Revenue, Tax Research Unit {TRU).: ‘ .

wNotification No. 108/95-CE dated 28 August, 199

provides full exer:pien from excise duty to aocds supplied to &5

projecis financed Ly ihe UN r= an internaticiie! orls jzaticn andG

e W T - R I S e
ap@Icyes By wic Lot pmens of dig Huod&tt W0 Tt Aty D)

&

ihe suthorities concerned thef the said guuds are r2giires or the
execution of the Laid sroject.

A doubt has been raised as io whether tize beqefit of axcise
duty exemption 15 intended to Le restricted to direct supplies by
the contractor to the project.

In this regard, it is clarified that the exemption from excise
duty, urder notification No. 108/95-CE dated 28.C5.'G35 is alsc
availzbie to sub-contractors for manufacture and s 1.1 «f goorls
tor or 6 behalf of the rmain cuatractor{(wna has -.-.rclr' 7 cundract
for the suppiy of goods o ihe projects financed by ti= LU~ or ar
i.r?temérionaf organiczation and approved by the Governmesit of

Inagia) for executicn of the saic project, subject 2 comp!iahce o

% ’.'-

(P

other specified cunaitions, if anv.

P
e



Ex.Appeal No.75257/17

On issuance of the said clarification in this regard by the board,
the impuaned issue deserves to be finally put to rest.

Therefore, after careful consideration of the issue in hand, I
find that the éharges made in the Show Cause and demand
Notices issued under C. No. (s) (i) V (15)33-CE/Adjn/Commi/Kol-
111/2011/10488 dated .02/08/2011 and corrigendum issued vide

! o Na (l5)33-CE/Ajdn/Commr/Ko!-HQOl1/10978 dated
10/08/2011 (ii) V(l5)52/CE/Adjn/Commr/KoI-II/ZOl2/7683 dated
8.5.2012 (iii) V (15) 42/CE/K0!-HI/Commr/Adjn/ZUl3/7376 dated
06.05.2013 (v) Vv (L3) 29/CE/KOI-IH/C0mmr/Adjn/Z014/6479
dated 02.05.2014 (v) v (15)99/CE/Kol-
III/Commr/Adjn/2015/1833 dated 24.02.2015 and (vi) V(15)
36/CE/K0!—UI/C0mmr/Adjn/EC/ZOl5/13445 dated 21.12.2015
have neither been substantiated by the department nor the
fulfillment of all eligibility criteria l;y the noticee has been
disputed ” :

8. In view of the above, we find no reason to interfere with the
findings of the Adjudicating Authority. Accordingly, the impugned order
is 'uphei'd and the appeal filed by the Revenue is rejected.

(Dictated and pronounced in the open court)

e (P. K. Choudhary)
: Member (Judicial)

(V.PadmanabM
Member (Technical) :

£ it e
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GOVERNMENT OF INDIA
OFFICE OF THE PR. COMMISSIONER OF CENTRAL GOODS AND SERVICE TAX & CX
KOLKATA NORTH COMMISSIONERATE, HDQR. TRIBUNAL & REVIEW UNIT
CGST BHAWAN, 180, SHANTIPALLY, RAJDANGA MAIN ROAD, KOLKATA-700107
C. No: V(30)64/T&R/GST /Kol(N)/RTI/2017-18/ /, v GI7 Dated:

P | 7 DEC 2019
Jia}:

The CPIO & Assistant Commissioner
HQ RTI Cell
CGST, Kolkata North Commissionerate

Sub: RTI application dated 29.11.2019 filed by Shri Ram Ratan Roy,
Kolkata - 700017, transferred under Sec.5(4) of RTI Act 2005 —
reg.
Please refer to your letter under C. No. V(30)184/RTI/HQ/CGST&CX/Kol
North/2019/ 23017 dated 04.12.2019 in connection with the subject above.

The file is under process. So, no copies of relevant note sheet pages could be
furnished at the moment.

This is for your kind information and necessary action, please.

A

(s \ U[\'L‘
(BISWARUP DAS)

Deputy Commissioner (HQ. T&R)

CGST & CX, Kolkata (N) Comm’te



GOVERNMENT OF INDIA

OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL COMMISSIONER

CENTRAL GOODS AND SERVICE TAX &EXCISE, KOLKATA NORTH COMMISSIONERATE
GST BHAWAN, (2nd Floor), 180, SHANTI PALLY \
RAJDANGA MAIN ROAD, (R.B. CONNECTOR), KOLKATA-700107 Q%
Phone No.2441-7026 Email- stkol.legal@gmail.com

Y

gt

N

L.
C.No. V(30)22/Law/RTI/CGST & CX/Kol-North /2019 /, » Date: . -
23045 o 6 DEC 208
To
The CPIO & Assistant Commissioner,
HOQ, RTI Cell,
CGST & CX,
Kolkata North Commissionerate
! Sir,
4
" Sub:- Seeking information under the RTI Act, 2005 in the case of Shri Ram

Ratan Roy, Kolkata-700017- Reg.

HRAKKKKRKIKIIRF

Please refer to your letter issued under C. No. V(30)184/RTI/HQ/ CGST/Kol
North/2019/23018 dated 04.12.2019 on the above subject.

——————

| The information sought by the applicant is related to the CESTAT cases which
are dealt by Tribunal & Review Section.

| Therefore, the desired report is respect of legal section of CGST & CX, Kolkata

North Commissionerate is treated to be ‘NIL".

Yours faithfully, -~

ssistant Commissioner (Legal)
Kolkata North CGST & CX Commissionerate



