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JUSTICE DILIP GUPTA 

 
  The appeal was filed to assail the order dated 28 

January 2019 passed by the Principal Additional Director 

General (Adjudication), New Delhi.  It is for this reason that 

the said officer was impleaded as a respondent in the Appeal.  

An application has been filed by the Principal Additional 

General (Adjudication) with a prayer that since the Principal 

Additional Director General (Adjudication) is a quasi judicial 
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post the jurisdictional and Principal Commissioner/ 

Commissioner, Central Excise and Service Tax, Delhi may be 

made a respondent to the appeal. 

2.  Such an issue was examined at length by a 

Division Bench of this Tribunal in an application decided on 11 

April, 2019 in Service Tax Appeal no. 52774 of 2018 (M/s. Riya 

Travels & Tours (India) Private Limited Vs. Additional Director 

General (Adjudication), New Delhi) and has been held that in 

terms of Rule 12 of the Customs Excise and Service Tax 

Appellate Tribunal (Procedure Rule) 1982 the Additional 

Director General (Adjudication) would be the competent officer 

to be impleaded as a respondent.  The Bench, therefore, held 

that it was not necessary to implead the Commissioner of 

Goods and Service Tax as a respondent. 

3.  Thus, for all the reasons stated in the aforesaid 

order this application is misconceived, it is accordingly, 

rejected. 

(Dictated and pronounced in the open Court) 
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