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DEEPAK SIBAL, J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the parties agree that prior to the passing
of the impugned adjudication order dated 14.08.2023 (Annexure P-6), the
petitioner was not afforded any opportunity of personal hearing.

2. In the light of the afore admitted position, we are of the view
that the impugned adjudication order is not only violative of the principles
of natural justice but is also in conflict with Section 75(4) of the Goods and
Services Tax Act, 2017, which specifically provides that before any
adverse action is even contemplated against an assessee, such assessee is
required to be afforded an opportunity of personal hearing. Therefore, not
only the impugned adjudication order dated 14.08.2023 (Annexure P-6),
but also the order dated 23.01.2025 (Annexure P-8) through which the
petitioner’s appeal filed to challenge therein the aforesaid adjudication
order dated 14.08.2023 was dismissed, are set aside. However, liberty is

granted to the State to proceed afresh against the petitioner, in accordance

with law.
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