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     This appeal has been filed by M/s Fosroc Chemicals (India) Private 

Limited.  The issue relates to classification of products manufactured by the 

appellant. 

2. Learned Counsel for the appellant argued that the entire dispute 

relates to classification of goods and if the assessment is to be made under 

Section 4 or Section 4A of the Central Excise Act, 1944.  Learned Counsel 

pointed out that while the original adjudicating authority has given detailed 

findings on classification of each individual product.  The order of 

Commissioner (Appeals) which has been challenged before Tribunal 

summarily rejects the arguments without giving any findings item wise.  He 

pointed out that the order of Commissioner (Appeals) is vague in nature. 

3. Learned Authorized Representative relies on the impugned order. 
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4. We have gone through rival submissions.  We find substantial force in 

the argument of Learned counsel.  We find that while the order in original 

deals in detail with each item individually. The impugned order dismisses 

the appeal summarily without giving any detailed findings item wise.  It also 

fails to examine the literature submitted by the appellants, HSN Notes, Tariff 

expert advice etc.   

5. In view of above, we find that the impugned order is not a speaking 

order and therefore, the same is set aside.  The matter is remanded to 

Commissioner (Appeals) to record detailed findings item wise on each item 

in respect of which appeal has been filed.  

6. The appeal is allowed by way of remand to the Commissioner 

(Appeals). 

(Pronounced in the open court on 30.06.2022) 
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