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Issued by: Additional Commissioner, Central Excise, Din: Kadi, A’bad-Iil.

Name & Address of the Appellant & Respondent

S

M/s. Ambuja Intermediates Ltd.
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Any person aggrievéd by this Order-In-Appeal fnay file an appeal or revision application, as
the one may be against such order, to the appropriate authority in the following way :
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Revision application to Government of India :

(1) o= SURT Yoo ARTH, 1904 B gRT ofmla 9 wEw T AW & AR
TAIRT SRT Bl SU—GRT & JI¥ WRgd B, (et O80T SIaT AaR i, IR PR,
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) A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4™ Floor, Jeevan Deep Building,
Parliament Street, New Delhi - 110 001 under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944 in respect of the
following case, governed by first proviso to sub-section (1) of Section-35 ibid :

(i) ofs w1 B T & A # o W ER BRE ¥ AR ISR 97 9 BRER
H 7 vl HUSTIR | qER WUSIIR § Aol o W gY AN ¥, a7 Rl WUSiIR 41 wqueR
a1 I8 bl B # A f5el averR § 8 A & ke & SR S 9

(iiy " In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a
warehouse or to another factory or from one warehouse to another during the course of
processing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehouse.

(@) W%Wﬁﬂﬁwmmﬁﬁaﬁawwmwzﬁﬁﬁwhrﬁw%
o HE R SeUIET Yob B RIS @ Al H O qRa @ AR ) I w w1y § i
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(b) In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory outside

India of on excisable material used in the manufacture of the goods which are exported to any
country or territory outside India.

(M A ge BT gTE Y RET URT B aR (o @1 yer a) Fafa R T
el B |

() In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of
duty. L e e
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are ¥ R oM (F.2) 1998 RT 109 §RT Fgaw e w1¢ &7} :
(d)  Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final products
under the provisions of this Act or the Rules made there under and such order is passed by the
* Commissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under Sec.109 of the Finance (No.2) Act,
1998.

(1) =i SareT god (endier) frme, 2001 & g9 o & g R wus dwr
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The above application shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified under
Rule, 9 of Central Excise (Appeals) Rules, 2001 within 3 months from the date on which the order
sought to be appealed against is communicated and shall be accompanied by two copies each of
the OIO and Order-In-Appeal. It should also be accompanied by a copy of TR-6 Challan
evidencing payment of prescribed fee as prescribed under Section 35-EE of CEA, 1944, under
Major Head of Account.

(2) RRSH SMaeT & | W8l Aol WA & ARG B0 A1 SHH DA & I w9 200/~

W A @) Y SR oTEf Wer YW U e | ST & dl 1000 /- I B T Bl

SIY |
The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the amount involved is
Rupees One Lac or less and-Rs.1,000/- where the amount involved is more than Rupees One

Lac.
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Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.
(1) PR ST Yo AT, 1944 BT URT 36— U0 /35-% B afeier—
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-
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arfrei =R @ Ry e I wife | 3. AR, @, IRF, 73 ool @ Ud

(a)  the special bench of Custom, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal of West Block No.2,
R.K. Puram, New Delhi-1 in all matters relating to classification valuation and.

(@) Safeaa TRE 2 (1) & # IAC FGAR $ erar @ e, el B A H WA

W,WWWWWWWW(W)H%WWW,"'

IEASTETE # al—20, g Yvcel FNUCH HATSUS, HEMUl TR, AEHAGMEIG—380016.

(b)  To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 0-20, New Metal Hospital Compound, Meghani Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380 016. in
case of appeals other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.

(2) Eﬁﬁﬁuww(m)ﬁaqmﬁ,zomﬁwe%aﬁﬁamsﬁqaﬁﬁa’rﬁa
ey S Srfiey =mfERe @ ¢ erdier o faveg st T Y emeE @1 @R i wfed
Wl ST Yo @I A, =S A AN SR ST T AT WO¢ 5 A A1 $HH B & q8
FIT 1000 /— BN Forel FfY | 8T SeuTE Yew o Wi, @IS P AT SR G W A
HUT 5 NG AT 50 TG @F B A WUY 5000/— WIF A BT | TEl IS Pob Bl OAN,
TS WY AT SR G AT AT WUY 50 of@ I SWH SATGT & g8 WYY 10000 /— W
For Bl @ B GEUe RRER @ AW ¥ Eied §% gue ¢ w9 § gdd @ W | I8

The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadrﬁ’ﬁlfc",a.té in form EA-3 as
prescribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and ﬂs;”allx;béfgégéompanied against
(one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of Rs.1,000M’Rﬁs’.5,~OU0/-‘ and Rs.10,000/-
- where amount of duty / penalty / demand / refund is upto 5 Lac, 5 Lac tq 50 Lac-and above 50 Lac
respectively in the form of crossed bank draft in favour of Asstt. Registar of a branch of any
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nominate public sector bank of the place where the bench of any nominate publié sector bank of
the place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated

(3) R 59 e # B¢ T el BT WA B & @ AE e afew B oy B B g sude
T N S Wiy 3 owew & B gu o 5 R v e ¥ gwY @ R suRefy  adidm
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In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each 0.1.0. should be
paid in the aforesaid manner not withstanding the fact that the one appeal to the Appellant
Tribunal or the one application to the Central Govt. As the case may be, is filled to avoid
scriptoria work if excising Rs. 1 lacs fee of Rs.100/- for each.

(4) ey g AR 1970 FuT WK @ SR @ sfef FwiRa fbu sFER
SR AAET A g AR JRIfy Fofes wiRerd @ akw § ¥ e 9w uR W
%.6.50 U &1 I Yob e o BT ARy |

One copy of application or O.1.O. as the case may be, and the order of the adjournment
authority shall beer a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paisa as prescribed under scheduled-I item of
the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) o o e AE B Fraw B arer Fra @Y o) o e aTRa R S
ﬁ@gw,ﬁnmw@@amaﬁsﬂuw@w(mﬁﬂ)ﬁw, 1982 #
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Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in the
Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.

(6) W e, iy 3euTE yowr va FareR el wiiReoT (e & wier sndtat & s o
FAlT 391G Yo TR, 23y Fir URT 39 & siaeiar R a(@ear-2) R 0ty(R0ty &
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For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, it is mandatory to pre-deposit an amount
specified under the Finance (No. 2) Act, 2014 (No. 25 of 2014) dated 06.08.2014, under
section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944 which is also made applicable to Service Tax
under section 83 of the Finance Act, 1994 provided the amount of pre-deposit payable would
be subject to ceiling of Rs. Ten Crores,

Under Central Excise and Service Tax, “Duty demanded” shall include:

() amount determined under Section 11 D;
(i) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
iii) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

—>Provided further that the provisions of this Section shall not apply to the stay

application and appeals pending before any appellate authority prior to the

commencement of the Finance (No.2) Act, 2014.

(6)() & amear & vl srefier IRV & THAT STET Y YA Yo AT GUS Ry g & Afer e o e
% 10% Serermer o} 31K STet dverer e RarRier g 7 qvg & 10% 8prarer X A o w1

(6)() In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on
payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penality are irydiﬁm{te, or
penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.” SGHIR N

™,




%
F No.v2(24) Ahd-iii/16-17

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

This appeal has been filed by M/s Ambuja Intermediates Ltd., SurveyNo.1152/1 to 3,
Ahmedabad-Mehsana State Highway, Rajpur, Kadi, Mehsana (Gujarat) [hereinafter referred to
s “the appellant”] against Order-in-Original NO.AHM-CEX-003-ADC-DSN-021-022-16-17
dated 22.09.2016 [impugned order] passed by the Additional Commissioner of Central Excise.
Ahmedabad-III [adjudicating authority].

2. Briefly stated, during the course of audit of the records, it was noticed that apart from
manufacturing of excisable goods, the appellant were engaged in generating electrical energy at
three wind mills located at different location and was being sold to Gujarat Energy Transmission
Corporation (GETCO); that they were availing input service credit on common input services
used in manufacture of excisable goods at their factory plant as well as for the generation of
Electricity Energy at three wind mills located at different places; that since the electricity energy
is an exempted excisable products and no excise duty paid thereon, they were required to pay 6%
of the value of electricity energy sold, in terms of Rule (3) of Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 [CER].
It was also noticed that the appellant had availed Cenvat Credit on Maintenance & Repairs
Service and Work Contract Services for maintenance and repair of the said Wind Mills located
different locations, which is not admissible in terms of explanation —II to Rule 6(3) of CER.
Accordingly, [i] show cause notice dated 19.02.2016 for recovery of amount of Rs.21,01,270/-
equal to 6% value of the exempted goods/exempted service in terms Rule 6(3) of CERA and
Rs.4,71,245/- for wrong availment of input service credit on Maintenance & Repairs Service and
Work Contract Services of Wind Mills for the period from April 2014 to February 2015 with
interest; and [ii] show cause notice dated 30.03.2016 for recovery of amount of Rs.25.57.265/-
equal to 6% value of the exempted goods/exempted service in terms Rule 6(3) of CERA and
Rs.5,18,664/- for wrong availment of input service credit on Maintenance & Repairs Service and
Work Contract Services of Wind Mills for the period from March 2015 to January 2016 with
interest. The show cause notices also proposes for imposition penalty under Rule 15(1), 15(2) of
CER read with Section 11 AC of Central Excise Act, 1944. Vide impugned order, the
adjudicating authority has confirmed the demand with interest and imposed penalty of
Rs.12,86,258/- and Rs.3,07,593/- respectively.

3. Being aggrieved, the appellant has filed has filed the present appeal on the grounds that:-

o The electricity energy generated on the wind mills is not the final product but such
electricity is used in relation to manufacture of excisable goods by the appellant in the
factory of them and various goods manufactured by utilizing such electricity have been

removed on payment of excise duty; that electricity energy is not a final product but a

intermediate product further used in the manufacture of excisable goods..

o M/s Gujarat Energy Transmission Corporation Ltd (GETCO) has been allowed to
function as State Transmission Utility under Wind Power Generation Policy 2002 and the

electricity generated on wind mills located at various specified areas is d1§tﬁbfrted by,
GETCO using gnd lmes belongs to State Govemment that any persorﬁWl 55 genexateS"
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- -transferred such electricity through State Government grid line and allowed to the
appellant for beiné utilized in their factory at the specified number of units.

e The appellant is not selling electricity to GETCO but the electricity energy produced by
the appellant at the appellant’s wind mills are allowed to be utilized by GETCO, after
deducting “wheeling charges”, at the appellant’s factory where excisable goods are
manufactured; that the adjudicating authority has formed an erroneous view in holding
that the appellant has sold electricity to GETCO.

e The decisions of Hon’ble CESTAT Mumbai in case of M/s Endurance Tech Pvt Ltd and
CESTAT’s Larger Bench, Ahmedabad in case of M/s Parry Engg. & Electronics Pvt I.td

' [2015 (40) STR 243]has put an end to the controversy about admissibility of Cenvat
Credit of Services used in respect of Wind Mills;

e The demand is time barred and extended period cannot be invoked.

4, A personal hearing in the matter was held on 15.03.2017. Smt Shilpa P Dave, Advocate

. appeared for the same and reiterated the grounds of appeal.

5. 1 have carefully” gone through the facts of the case and submissions made by the

appellant. The following issues to be decided in the instant case.

[1] Whether the appellant is required to be paid 6% of the value of the Electricity said to be
sold to GETCO, in terms of Rule 6(3) of CER or otherwise;

[ii] Whether input service credit on Maintenance and Repair Service and Works Contract

~ Services provided for maintenance and repair of Wind Mills located at different locations

is admissjble or otherwise.

6. As regards [i] above, the adjudicating authority has contended that the Electricity Energy
generated by the appellant at Wind mills located at various locations were sold to GETCO as
revealed from the books and accounts which shown the income as ‘;Wind Mill Income™; hence,
being a non —exciéable goods, in terms of Rule 6 (3) of CER, they were required to pay 6% of
- the value of the Electricity Energy sold to GETCO as they were availed Cenvat Credit on
common input services which were used in both excisable goods and non excisable goods. On
the otﬁer hand, the appellant has contended that they were not selling the said Electricity Energy
to GETCO but the electricity energy produced by them were allowed to be utilized by GETCO.
after deducting “wheeling charges”, at the appellant’s factory where excisable goods are
manufactured, .as per their agreement with GETCO. Therefore, the prime issue (o be decided in
- the matter is as to whether the appellant has sold the said Electricity Energy to GETCO as held
by the adjudicating authority or the electricity so generated were given to GETCO, who
transfér.red such electricity through State Government grid line and allowed to the appellant for

being utilized in their factory at the specified number of units, as argued by the appellant.

7. I observe that the appellant had entered with an agreement with GETCO, wherein
GETCO has agreed to wheel the power on behalf of the appellant in accordance with the Policy

as per terms and conditions filed by the appellant with Gujarat Energy Development Agency

(GEDA) As per the said agreement, 1 observe that GETCO 1s furgclxomng as “State
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Wheeling Power from the Wind Farm to its companies. Para 7 of the said agreement mentioned

that “No duty shall be pavable on the sale of Energy by Wheeling to the group of companies or

directly to GETCO” This clause cleally emphasize that the appe]lant have all right to sale the

Electricity Energy and the income shown in the books of account mentioning “Wind Mill
Income” support that they had received such sort of income. Further, the appellant has not
submitted any clarification in this aspect. Therefore, it indicates that the appellant is not only
using electricity so generated in their manufacturing activities but also selling Electricity Energy
to GETCO/its group of companies. In the circumstances, there is merit in the contention of the
adjudicating authority that apartment from the manufacturing activities, the appellant were
selling electricity charges to GETCO or its group of companies and Rule 6(3) of CER is

applicable in such cases.

8. In the instant case, I observe that the appellant had availed credit on common input
service viz. Banking & Financial services, Business Support Services, Charterred Account
Services, Courier Service etc in connection with manufacture of excisable goods and non
excisable goods viz Electricity Energy. In the circumstances, it was imperative on the appellant.
to either, not take CENVAT credit in respect of input service used in exempted goods or
maintain separate accounts as per Rule 6(2), ibid. However, as is already mentioned, the
appellant took CENVAT credit in respect of input service used in such exempted goods and also
failed to maintain separate accounts. Therefore, the provisions of Rule 6 (3) of CCR clearly

attracts in appellant’s case.

9, Further, 1 observe that the JS (TRU), CBEC, New Delhi has issued a letter no.
334/8/2016-TRU dated 29.2.2016 on the basis of amendment in Rule 6 ibid. The relevant extract

of which are reproduced below:

(h) Rule 6 of Cenvat Credit Rules, which provides for reversal of credit in respect of inpuls
and input services used in manufacture of exempted goods or for provision of exempled
services, is being redrafied with the objective of simplifying and rationalizing the same
without altering the established principles of reversal of such credit.

(i) sub rule (1) of rule 6 is being amended to first state the existing principle that CENTT
credit shall not be allowed on such quantity of input and input services as is used in or in

relation to manufacture of exempted goods and exempted service. The rule then directs .

that the procedure for calculation of credit not allowed is provided in sub-rules (2) and
(3). for two different situations.

(ii) sub-rule (2) of rule 6 is being amended to provide that a manufacturer who exclusively
manufactures exempted goods for their clearance up to the place of removal or a service
provider who exclusively provides exempied services shall pay (i.e. reverse) the entire
credit and effectively not be eligible for credit of any inpuls and input services used.

(iii) sub-rule (3) of rule 6 is being amended to provide that when a manufucturer
manufactures two classes of goods for clearance upto the place of removal, namely,
exempted goods and final products excluding exempted goods or when-a; Lpray Qvider of output
services provides two classes of services, namely exemplted ser’ VIELS Ealu/ m///zu/ services
excluding exempled services, Page 33 of 38 then the nuung’aclw‘cci"ff 1/‘ rovider of the
output service shall exercise one of the rwo options, namely, (Zz) pay ;] _mz/nf equal 10 six
per cent of value of the exempted goods and seven per cent 'oj W rl&: of ih rexempled
B M)

4
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services, subject to a maximum of the total credil taken or (b) pay an amouni as
determined under sub-rule (34).

(iv) The maximum limit prescribed in the first option would ensure that the amount 1o he
paid does not exceed the total credit taken. The purpose of the rule is to deny credit of such
part of the total credit taken, as is attributable to the exempted goods or exempted services
and under no circumstances this part can be greater than the whole credit.

10. I understand that the amendment to CENVAT Credit Rules, is not retrospective.

- However. this amendment reflects the interpretation and intent of the Government. In-fact Joint

Secreiafy himself states that the rules are being redrafied with the objective of simplifying and
rationalizing the same without altering the established principles of reversal of such credit.
Even otherwise to demand an amount under Rule 6 which is more than the CENVAT credil

availed would clearly be against the spirit of reversal.

11..  In view of above, the Cenvat credit demanded is not more than the credit availed. In the
instant case, | observe that the demand of Rs.21,01,270/ for the period of April 2014 to February
2015 and Rs.25,57,265/- for the period of March 2015 to January 2016 were raised on the basis

of percentage of the value of exempted goods which is not correct in view of above discussion.

Since the demand would not be more than the credit availed, the Cenvat credit availed on such

exempted goods is required to be determined. In the circumstances. I feel that this issuc is
required to be considered by the adjudicating authority afresh for determining the Cenvat credit

availed by the appellant on such exempted goods, as such, I remand back the issue to the

‘adjudicating authority for considering the matter in view of above discussion.

12. Now I takes the issue mentioned at [ii] regarding input service credit taken on
Maintenance and Repair Service and Works Contract Services provided for maintenance and

repair of Wind Mills located at different locations.

13. I observe that as per amendment in the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 with effect from
01.04.2011, vide notification No.03/2011-CE (NT) dated 01.03.2011, capital goods includes the
goods used outside the factory of the manufacturer of the final products for generation of
electricity for captive use within the factory. As discussed in above, the undisputed facts revealed
the appellant has installed Wind Mills at different location for generation of eieclricity which
was being used by them in relation to their manufacturing activities. Therefore, nexus with
manufacturing activities are unquestionable. In the circumstances. service availed for
maintenance of fepairs and work contracts service in respect of Wind Mills is very well covered
in the c_icﬁnit.ion of input service and credit availed by the appellant is legally correct. Further. |
observe that the Hon’bleTribunal, Ahmedabad (Larger Bench) has decided a similar issue in
case of M/s Parry Engg. & Electronics Pvt Ltd [2015 (040) STR 243-LB]. The relevant para is

as under:

4. The another Co-ordinate Bench of the Tribunal in the /eme‘;of Endurance
Technologies Pvt. Ltd. (supra) had taken diametrically: oppi ?fwlemwew whzch was
Jollowed by the Tribunal in the case of' Rajratan Global Wz/ ev Pvl m\i\ 7)(}7& (26)

S.T.R. 117 (Tri.-Del.). The learned Advocate on belmlf of !hé appe/lan( S‘I,If)i??l g ‘Uw/ the

;

.J,,
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Revenue filed appeal before the Hon’ble Bombay High Court against the decision of the
Tribunal in the case of Endurance Technologies Pvt. Ltd. (supra) which was dismissed as
reported in 2015-TIOL-1371-HC-MUM-ST (CCE Aurangabad v. Endurance Technology
Pyt Lid,). The question of law before Hon'ble High Court in the cuse of Endurance
Technology Pvt. Ltd. (supra) are as under : -

“I Whether the CESTAT is correct in holding that the assessee is entitled to avail the
CENVAT Credit on “management, maintenance or repair services” provided on services
provided to Windmills installed and situated away firom factory and factory premises?

I Whether electricity generated at Supa and Satara, situated far away, could be said
to have been used for manufacture of the final product of the assessee at Waluj.
Aurangabad.”

5. Hon'ble High Court answered the question No. 2 in favour of the assessee. ...

6. The other issue is whether the assessee was entitled to avail Cenval credit on the
input services namely Management, Maintenance or Repair Service on W ‘indmills
installed by the mamzﬁzctu; er far away from the factory premises. The Hon'ble High

Court observed as under :

"3, On perusal of these Rules, it becomes clear that the management, maintenance and

repair of windmills installed by the respondents is input service as defined by clause "I"-

of Rule 2, Rule 3 and 4 provide that any input or capital goods received in the fuctory or
any input service received by manufacture of final product would be susceptible (0
Cenvar credit. Rule does not say that input service received by a manufacturer must be
received at the factory premises. The judgments referred to above. also interpret the
word “input” service in similar fashion.

In the case of Commissioner of Central Excise, Nagpur v. Uliratech Cement Lid. [cited
supra], the Division Bench of this Court held that the definition of “input service” is very.
wide and covers not only services which are directly or indirectly used in or in relation (o
manufucture of final product but also includes various services used in relation fo
business of manufacture of final product. The expression “activities” in relation o
business is also discussed in this judgment by referring to judgment of Apex Court.

In the case of Deepak Fertilizers & Petrochemicals Corporation Ltd. v. C.C.Ex. Belapur
[Cited supra] the Division Bench held as under :

“The definition of the expression ‘Input service' covers any services used by the
manufacturer, whether directly or indirectly, in or in relation to the manufacture of final
procducts ... ... ... This must be read with the broad and comprehensive meuning of the
expression ‘input service' in Rule 2(I). The input services in the present case were used
by the appellant whether directly or indirectly, in relation to the manufacture of final
products. The appellant, it is undisputed, manufactures the dutiable final products and
the storage and use of ammonia is an intrinsic part of that process.”

7. We find that the Hon’ble Bombay High Court in the case of Endurance Technologics

Pvt. Ltd. (supra) held that Cenvat credit is eligible on maintenance or repair services of

Windmills, located away from the factory. It is well settled that the decision of Hon'ble
- High Court is binding on the Tribunal. It was pointed out al the time of hearing that the
definition of “input service” credit was subsequently amended in 2011. We find that the
present appeals are involving for the period 2006-2007. In any event, this issue is not
before the Larger Bench. Hence, the view taken by the Tribunal in the case of Endurance
Technologies Pvt. Ltd. (supra) is correct.”

33 h
8. Inview of this discussion, we have no hesitation to hold that t% 3 0 5&@4%&‘) Qire
No () is in aﬁn mative. Despzte lhzs .selllea’ posuzon Zea,' ned (,ou ;2 j h—L/ze appellan/

dzsmzssed
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4. . In view ol above, I am of the considered view that the appellant is eligible for Cenval
Credit on service tax paid on inputs service viz. Maintenance & Repairs Service and Work

Contract Service in relation to Wind Mills.

15.  In view above discussion. as regards issue in respect of [i] of para 5 above. I remand the

case to the adjudicating authority for considering afresh according to para 11. As regard issue in

- respect of [ii] of para 5, I decide in favour of the appellant as discussed in para 13.

16.  37dverpcl GRT &t T 978 3ol o7 FIUERT 3UR I ¥ RRaT ST $1 The appeal

filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms. N\
M A !

(T Q)

W(ﬁdl e - 1)
Date : 3.2017

Attested

‘?JA‘;\»
(IMOhanan V.V)

Superintendent (Appeals-I)

- Central Excise, Ahmedabad

By R.P.AD
To

M/s Ambuja Intermediates Ltd.,
SurveyNo.1152/1 to 5, Ahmedabad-Mehsana State Highway,
Rajpur, Kadi, Mehsana

Copy o:-

1. The Chief Commissioner, Central Excise, Ahmedabad Zone .
2. The Commissioner, Central Excise, Ahmedabad-I1I
3. The Additional Commissioner, Central Excise, Ahmedabad-II1
4. The Deputy/Assistant Comunissioner, Service Tax division, Mehsana.
5. The Assistant Commissioner, System-Ahmedabad -I11

\/6/ Guard File.

. P.A.File.
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