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The Court: Learned counsel appearing for the applicant/respondent 

has filed an application being IA NO: GA/3/2026 stating that in terms of 

Section 35G(3) of the Central Excise Act, this Hon'ble Court is empowered to 

formulate additional substantial questions of law, if it is satisfied that such 

questions arise from the order of the Tribunal and are necessary for the just 

and complete adjudication of the appeal. The learned counsel further 

submits that apart from the questions already framed, the following 

substantial question of law also arises in the present appeal, which goes to 

the very maintainability of the appeal itself. In view thereof, the learned 

counsel prays for formulation of the following additional substantial 

question of law: 

"Whether an appeal under Section 35G of the Central Excise Act, 

1944 is maintainable against order passed by the Hon'ble CESTAT 
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in miscellaneous application filed by the Respondent under Rule 

41 of the CESTAT (Procedure) Rules, 1982 for issuance of direction 

for payment of interest consequent to the Final Order dated 9th 

August 2024?" 

 

Perused the substantial questions of law formulated earlier and the 

new substantial question of law as suggested by the learned counsel for the 

applicant/respondent. 

As the new substantial question of law suggested by the 

applicant/respondent raises the question of maintainability of the present 

appeal, the same is admitted and reproduced hereinbelow: 

"Whether an appeal under Section 35G of the Central Excise Act, 

1944 is maintainable against order passed by the Hon'ble CESTAT 

in miscellaneous application filed by the Respondent under Rule 

41 of the CESTAT (Procedure) Rules, 1982 for issuance of direction 

for payment of interest consequent to the Final Order dated 9th 

August 2024?" 

The application (GA/3/2026) stands disposed of. 

Learned counsel submits a compilation of documents, which 

according to him is necessary at the time of answering the substantial 

question of law formulated above. The said compilation is also taken on 

record. 

Let this matter appear again under the heading “Hearing” in the 

Monthly List of March, 2026. 

 

(RAJARSHI BHARADWAJ, J.)  

 

(UDAY KUMAR, J.) 
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