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Board of Revenue, Bihar, Patna

Excise Revision Case No.- 13 of 2016
Dist.:-Nalanda

Lo

PRESENT :- Sunil Kumar Singh, [LA.S.,
Chairman-Cum-Member.

M/s Spicy Beverage Pvt. Ltd. - Petitioner/ Appellant
Versus

The State of Bihar & Ors - Respondent/ Opp. Party
(The Excise Commissioner, Bihar, Patna)

Appearance :

For the Petitioner : Sri Satyabir Bharti, Advocate.
For the OP : Sri Shambhu Prasad, G.P.

TE YelelT ae foien Ueeerl, diciear @ 3MeeT SUih- 489
fai®-11.02.2016 & fa>g a=R fear o= 21

3@ IYd g U dR afea @R fafdes 2oft er@ g vd
ITT BR3A A IS Faoel B IR Gild BN I UG Sirg Rur
Adftra Faeal @ FHfUd wRars @ fau #onm ™| 3ded gRI
fafafa Qeft et &1 aggen fadid- 06.09.12 & Jufga fear amr
o of SiawRia foafRa wes @& sgsu @@l uenr o) g
AAes o I A ISAS BT WBR B Aord @I eifd ygarr B
Td I B ATH UGN &1 FA DRY HAEA @l o HIID
fodaer vd ferwr gearg 3ae afdfeerar @t eamr 42 (h)(i) @ 3el®

F 3deds A B 1,12,82,328/— €Us ST HiaT fpar|

) -
L o
\;Y[\Ai' Page 1 of 3



Fge 14 -

GRA ST 562

mder @ e WO
3 arg

1

ander 3 ueltierd ® e
2

aeer 4T B WL
wRas @ are i
ogoft arfley afée

3Mies & 3o RY B [og 3¥ ued # gadler aie Ho-
33/2012 AT R oT| U8 SARITE 3ded gRI 3o o faregart
A aTEHd B gU g JeEd!, eliciedt @ FHewen Remand foa
e | et s siter feaa 8-

"] have perused the record and the statement of facts -submitted by the
Collector. Nalanda, and have considered the submission and argument of both
parties. The petitioner has produced no evidence material to convince that the
liquor were not manufactured by him. However [ find substance in the
petitioners submission that the calculation of loss sustained by the state needs
reconsideration, specially with regard to inclusion of movements fee.

Hence. the case is remanded to the court of the learned Collector, Nalanda
with the direction to have a fresh look on the issue of calculation of the
quantum of penalty and decide the quantum after proper hearing of the

petitioner and as per provisions of law."
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" We further set aside and quash the order, dated 02-10-2012, passed by the
Collector, Nalanda, and direct that the Collector, Nalanda shall undertake afresh
exercise to determine if the seized samples has been manufactured by the
petitioner Company. Depending Upon the answer which may be found by the
Collector, Nalanda, he shall pass such further or other orders, in accordance

with law, as may be warranted in the facts and circumstances of the case."
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