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Passed by Shri Abhai Kumar Srivastav Commissioner(Appeals-l)Ahmedabad
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Arising out of Order-in-Original: AS PER ORDER Date: 06.01.2016
Issued by: Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise, Din: Gandhinagar, A'bad-lll.

o arfierat ©d wfqars) &1 A Tg U
Name & Address of the Appellant & Respondent
M/s. Ratnesh Metal Industries Pvt. Ltd.
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Any person aggrieved by this Order-In-Appeal may file an appeal or revision application, as
the one may be against such order, to the appropriate authority in the following way :

WRT TRHR BT GTIET SATae

Revision application to Government of India :

(1) ﬁmwwsﬁﬁmﬂ,m%aﬁwdﬂﬁﬁ%aﬁmwmﬁﬁaﬁﬁ
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0] 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) aﬁ:waﬁaﬁ%wﬁﬁmﬂ@gﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁmmmmﬁ
# a1 Wﬁ@%wﬁmémgwﬁﬁ,mmﬂmﬂwmwﬁ
aﬁa@%ﬂmﬁﬁmﬁﬂﬁwﬁﬁwaﬁmﬁaﬁﬁ@ﬁl

(i) 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-%Wﬁﬂﬁwmmﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁwwmwa%ﬁﬁrﬁwﬁmww
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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.

) ﬁwww%%w%w(ﬁmmwﬁ)mﬁﬁmw
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(c)  In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of
duty. =
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(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) o= Swcd gob Qe Fraamee, 2001 & W o & sidvla faffde nua e
3-8 ¥ <1 Uil o, UfT amew & ufy emew IR fHfe @ AN W @ iR qe-enew ud
afiel IMSY @ q—al Ukrdl @ WY SRId oded fhar S @ifdy | SUe Wi Wi 3. @
gl & ofafd RT 35-3 ﬁﬁaﬁaqﬁa%gfmzﬁmﬁzﬁwaﬁm—ewﬁm
A B afdY )

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) RIS omded @& W W&l e\ BH T o T A T B A A v 200/~

B YA @1 Y SR S8l Gl YA U g ¥ SITET 8 o 1000/~ @ B YIam @

ST |
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.

AT oob, Dl SR Yob U9 HaTdx el <qrnferadvor & ufer ardrer—

Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.
(1) B SR Yo ARTH, 1944 B T 35— 0dT /355 B -
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

(@) ool geaied | R T Al WA Yed, Dl SWIEH Yod UG WATHY
el =rEreRer @1 faeiy Gifce dwe @fe . 3. IR, &, qRA, 7% foell @I U

(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.

@) Swifolead uRess 2 (1) & 4 9aQ ATAR & Al & Jded, el & wrerer & <fir
Yo, DY Seded Yoo Td ware] 3ol =rnfiewer (Ree) @ uRmw ddfm difde,
JEAgEre A 3i—20, ¥ Hed BIRICH HAISTS, FETofl TR, EHGIEIG—380016.

(b)  To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at O-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) @Y SHRd Yo @) e, 2001 @ URT 6 B i uaH su—s ¥ ReiRa
feby srgeR srdieia ~aranfEexsl o1 T sriie & fawg ol fby g amew @ IR afEdt wfka
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mwlaﬁmwmmmﬁwﬁm%wﬁmﬁmaﬁmlw
ST 99 WM $ BT 7T aae=e 85 @ d% @ o @ 8

The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate.i form EA-3 as
prescribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and sha!/be@c P led against
(one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of Rs.1,000/-, foy2 “’" N 0,000/-
where amount of duty / penalty / demand / refund is upto 5 Lac, 5 Lac to’%@ Laqand a QVé 0 Lac
respectively in the form of crossed bank draft in favour of Asstt. Re,gL’ ar of .8 bra -a:of any
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nominate public sector bank of the place where the bench of any nominate public sector bank of
the place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated R

(3) uft 3w ey ¥ B o g B WA T & A TS Ao e B oy B B e Sugw
FT ¥ A W Wiy 39 aea @ B g0 ) 5 o wd o @ wwa @ R wenRuft  adiclw
TRERT B U e AT B TYBR Bl U e fhar o g

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.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) araTerd Yo SRR 1970 e WY @Y oY1 @ Sfdia iR fhy ergew
SE ARET W Yo ARy Ry Fofa wierd & oy A W udE B U6 i W
9,650 I BT =TT Y& [Swe AT BT =AM |

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-! item of
the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) T ol Wt Al @ PR B A Pl @ aiR o g anesfia feear S &
g%?grw, Hil ST Y Ud WareR adiend <At} (@rifai) e, 1982 A
|

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) T o[, AT SeTE Yok T FaERT el MR (¥iee) 2 wfer 3rfielt 3 e 7
eI UG Yot AT, $o¥Y &Y 4T 36 ¥ iR RAAI(EET-2) JTATRTA 1080y &I
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(i) aqrRT 11 &7 & 3iceta RuiRa &

(i)  OeTdc STHT Fr AN A Tl AR
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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.

SProvided 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)()) sw waf ﬁ,wmrﬁqﬁmmﬁma:waﬁaﬁmaﬁmmﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁr
FHfaT AT 1T e & 10% mem“mmﬁamﬁaam%m%wwﬁmmﬁl

(6)(i) 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

o @ItW@Jdispute, or
penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.” / .‘fe@““““’"% AN
9 Z
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ORDER IN APPEAL

t
M/s. Ratnesh Metal Industries Pvt.Ltd., Vill. Ranasan, Vijapur, Mehsana (for brevity-
“the appellant”) has filed two appeals against orders-in-original (hereinafter referred to “the
impugned orders’) passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise, Divn.-Gandhinagar,

Ahmedabad-I1I (hereinafter referred to as “the adjudicating authority”). The details are as under:-

Sr.No. | Appeal No. : 0OI0 No. and date Amount

: : involved (in Rs.)

1 V2(72)77/Ahd-111/2015-16 |7 & 8/Ref/Cex/APB/2015 dated 3,46,416/-
_ 6.1.2016

2 V2(72)78/Ahd-111/2015-16 | 9 to 14/Ref/Cex/APB/2015 dated 24,43,184/-
6.1.2016

’ ! I
2, Briefly stated, the appellant has filed above mentioned refund claims under notification

No. 41/2012-ST dated 29.6.2012, seeking refund of service tax paid on the taxable services,
which were received and used for export of goods manufactured by them. The said notification
grants rebate of service tax paid on specified services, received and used by exporter of goods, by
way of refunding the service tax so paid, subject to certain conditions. The taxable services
involved are: [a] C&F Services; [b] Commission services; and [c] Insurance & Freight services.
The adjudicating authority, vide the impugned order has rejected the refund primarily on the
ground that the appellant being a manufacturer-exporter, the ‘place of removal’ was the “port of
export” for them; and that since these services were rendered upto the ‘place of removal’, refund
ought not to have been allowed in view of Sr. No. 1(a) of notification No. 41/2012-ST dated
29.6.2012, which states that the taxable services should have been used beyond the ‘place of

removal’, in order to qualify for rebate of service tax paid. !

3. Being aggrieved, the appellant has filed the instant appeals, inter alia, stating that the
services utilized by them were related to export of goods only; that the Authority has grossly
erred in relying upon the CBEC Circular dated 20.10.2014 and 28.2.2015 because circulars
cannot go beyond the scope of the provisions of the Act and in the present case as per the relevant

Notification and the Central Excise Act, the place of removal is factory.

4. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 23.08.2016. Shri Vijay B. Joshi, Advocate
appeared before me on behalf of the appellant. He reiterated the submissions made in the appeal

memorandum and referred to the Tenth schedule of Finance Act, 2016.

/&/5 . I have carefully gone through the facts of the case on record and the‘submissions made by
the appellant. The instant appeals are required to be considered in view of notification
No.41/2012-ST dated 29.06.2012, as amended by notification No.01/2016-ST dated 03.02.2016
and definition of ‘place of removal’. Therefore, it is necessary to reproduce the relevant excerpts

of the said notification and definition of place of removal.

AryggnniY

\ §
3 % o




O

-

5 V2(72)77 & 78/Ahd-111/2015-16

6. The relevant excerpts of the notification No. 41/2012-ST are-as follows:

Provided that — : _
(a) - the rebate shall be granted by way of refund of service tax paid on the specified services.

Explanation. - For the purposes of this notification,-
(4) “specified services” means -
(1) in the case of excisable goods, taxable services that have been used
beyond the place of removal, for the export of said goods;
(ii) in the case of goods other than (i) above, taxable services used for the
export of said goods;

but shall not include any service mentioned in su]z—‘clausés (4), (B), (BA) and (C) of
clause (1) of rule (2) of the CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004;

(B) “place of removal” shall have the meaning assigned to it in section 4 of the Central
Excise Act, 1944 (1 of 1944); *

7. As regards ‘place of removal’, the definition in Rule 2 of the CENVAT Credit Rules,

2004, states as follows:

2. In the CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004 (herein after referred to as the said' rules), inrule 2,
after clause (q), the following clause shall be inserted, namely —

‘(qa) “place of removal” means-

() -a factory or any other place or premises of production or manufacture of the
excisable goods; :

(i) a warehouse or any other place or premises wherein the excisable goods have been
permitted to be deposited without payment of duty;

(iii) a depot, premises of a consignment agent or any other place or premises from
where the excisable goods are to be sold after their clearance firom the factory,
from where such goods are removed;’ -

The CBEC, vide its Circular No. 999/6/2015-Cx dated 28.2.2015 has issued clarification,
subsequent to Circular No. 988/2/2014-Cx dated 20.10.2014, that:

6. In the case of clearance of goods for export by manufacturer exporter, shipping bill is
filed by the manufacturer exporter and goods are handed over to the shipping line. After Let
Export Order is issued, it is the responsibility of the shipping line to shiptthe goods to the
foreign buyer with the exporter having no control over the goods. In such a situation, transfer
of property can be said to have taken place at the port where the shipping bill is filed by the
manufacturer exporter and place of removal would be this Port/ICD/CFS. Needless to say,
eligibility to CENVAT Credit shall be determined accordingly. .

8. A combined reading of the notification No. 41/2012-ST dated 29.6.2012, along with the
clarifications issued by the Board on the term ‘place of removal® and the insertion of its definition
/&/into the CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004, clearly leads to a conclusion that the rebate under
notification ibid, is to be granted by way of refund of service tax paid on the ‘specified services’,
which are received by an exporter of goods and used for export of goods. The ‘specified

services’ in the case of excisable goods are those taxable services that have been used beyond the

‘place of removal’, for the export of the said poods and which aie not mel}tioned in sub-clauses
(A). (B), (BA) and (C) of clause (I) of rule (2) of the CENVAT Credit Rules. 2004. Of course,

these refunds are subject to other conditions mentioned in this notification. In light of above,

the Assistant Commissioner has held that the impugned services, the refunds of which have been

claimed, were not rendered beyond the place of removal and therefore the refund was not eligible

to the appellant.
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9. Vide Section 160 of the Finance Act, 2016, read with the tenth schedule, clauses (A) and
(B) of Explanation contained in notification No. 41/2012-ST dated  29.6.2012, were
retl'ospecti\}ely amended for the period 01.07.2012 to 02.02.2016. Section 160 ibid is reproduced

below:

{
160. (1) The notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of
Revenue) number G.S.R. 519(E), dated the 29th June, 2012 issued under section 934 of the Finance
Act, 1994 granting rebate of service tax paid on the taxable services which are received by an
exporter of goods and used foir export of goods, shall stand amended and shall be deemed to have
been amended retrospectively, in the manner specified in column (2) of the Tenth Schedule, on and
from and up to the corresponding dates specified in colunn (3) of the Schedule, and accordingly,
any action taken or anything done or purported to have taken or done under the said notification as
so amended, shall be deemed to be, and ahvays to have been, for all purposes, as validly and
effectively taken or done as if the said notification as aimended by this sub-section had been in force
* at all material times. 2) Rebate of all such service tax shall be granted which has been denied, but
which would not have been so denied had the amendment made by sub-section (1) been in force at
all material times.

(3) Nonwithstanding anything contained in the Finance Act, 1994, an application for the claim of
rebate of service tax under sub-section (2) shall be made within the period of one month from the
date of commencement of the Finance Act, 2016.

THE TENTH SCHEDULE
(See Section 160)

Amendment Period of effect of

Notification No

amendment

G.S.R519 (E), dated
29" June 2012
[No.41/2012-Service

In the said notification,
in the explanation

I day of July 2012 to
2 “day  February,
2016.

Tax, dated 29" June,

2012] a) in clause (4), for sub-clause

(1), the following sub-clause
shall be substituted and shall
be deemed to

have been substituted,
namely:—

()in the case of excisable
goods, taxable services that
have been used beyond factory
or any other place or !
premises of production or
manufacture of the said goods,
Jfor their export;™;

(both days inclusive)

(b) clause (B) shall be
omitted.

10. The effect of the aforementioned retrospective amendment brought into vide Finance Act,
2016 in notification No. 41/2012-ST dated 29.6.2012, is that ‘specified services’ would now
mean taxable services that have been used beyond the factory gate or any other premises or place
Wf‘ production for the period of retrospective e amendment, i.e. from 01.07.2012 to 02.02.2016.
The disputes based on the contention that every service upto the port [which in the case of
manufacturer-exporter was the ‘place of removal’] would not be a ‘specified services’ and
therefore would not be eligible for refund under notification. No. 41/2015-ST dated 29.6.2012,
stands resolved. Now, the effect of the aforementioned retrospective amendment is that any

taxable service used beyond the factory gate or place or premises of production of manufacturing,

etc. would thus be ‘specified services’ as per notification supra, and would thus be eligible for
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3
il In view of retrospective amendment in the notification ibid, the impugned orders become

non-est. Hence, the impugned orders-are set aside and the cases are remanded to the adjudicating

~ authority to decide the matter afresh, in view of the foregoing discussion.

Date: 12/09/2016
far Srivastav)

Commissioner (Appeal-1),
Central Excise, Ahmedabad

Attested

Superintendent (Appeal-I)
Central Excise, Ahmedabad

BYR.P.A.D.

To

M/s. Ratnesh Metal Industries Pvt.Ltd.,
Survey No. 900, Vill.-Ranasan,

Ta. Vijapur,

Dist.-Mehsana, Gujarat.

Copy to:- _ '
1. The Chief Commissioner of Central Excise, Ahmedabad.
2. The Commissioner of Central Excise, Ahmedabad-IIT 1
3. The Additional Commissioner (System), Central Excise, Ahmedabad-1II ¥
4. The Deputy/ Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise, Gandhinagar Divisiog.
\%}ual‘d file. -
6. PA
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