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Name & Address of the Appellant & Respondent

M/s. Sureel Enterprises Pvt. Ltd.

al{ anfh gr rft ares arias rqra aoar ? it as sa mer # uf zenfnf f
al; n; Rm 3rf@rat at rf)a u~a=rur 3lOO~ cITT"~ % I

Any person aggrieved by this Order-In-Appeal may file an appeal or revi.sion application, as
the one may be against such order, to the appropriate authority in the following way :

a7rd val l yahgru and :
Revision application to Government of India :
(«) a4tu sari zyca stf@,fa, 1994 at ear aiafa ft sag mg mai m l{
qilarr rrr cm- 'ij'q-'cfffi * rem wvqa # 3i+fa yterv 3at 'sra wra, qdT,
f@a«a iaczu, lua f@mm, aft if0rs, Ra lq +ra, via mf, { fact : 110001 crn-
~ \JIRT~ 1

(i) A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 41h 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 :

(ii) ufa matgrf #m sa 9a rf arara fcITT:ri' '+JU;§llll'< "lfT ~ ¢1-<~l'i
l{ m fcITT:rl' '+-!0-sPII-< "ff ~ '+-!0-s1•11x i?f l=fTc'f ~- '1f@ ~ l=fl1f '{, m fcITT:rl' '+-!o-s1•11x m~ l{
ark a fh4t arar zu fa# ran i it ma# ,fa hr+ g{l
(ii) 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.

(xsl") 'llffif * ~ fcITT:rl' ~ m m :1 Allrfaa l=fTc'f 'Cj7{ m l=fTc'f * fclAl-lt0I l{ ~ ~
a4 +la 'CJx '3 i;'ll I c{1 ~ cB" ftirc cB" ~ l{ \Jl1" 'llffif cfi ~ fcITT:ri' ~ m m l{ A llTRl a
1
(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.

(c)
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tf 3TTff1=f '3ttllc\ii cBI" '3ttllc\ii ~ ~~ ~ ~ \sff ~~ +=ff;=[f cBI" ~ % 3lR
~ ~ \sff ~ tfRT ~ Rwr ~ ~ci1Rli:fi ~. 3Nlc1 ~ m tfWc'f m ~ TR m
.-me; -q fa srfefm (i.2) 1998 SITTT 109 m~ fcpq ~ £TT I
(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 unde-r Sec.109 of the Finance (No.2) Act,
1998.

(1) ~ '3<-Cflc\ii ~ (3fl.fR;r) f.:llJl-llq&Jl, 2001 * ~ 9 * 3Rf1IB fclf.:lfc{1:c ~~
<g-s at ufi i, )fa 3r a ufmr )fa fitft ma ft Te--3rr ya
3rfl 3rat #t at-t uRzji mrr fr 3ma fhzur urn fgi sr# Trer grar • cpl

!ji!..cll~~~ cB" 3Rf1IB 'cTRf 35-~ if frr~ 1:B1" cB" 'l_f@Fl" cB" ~ cB" Wl2:f t'r31R-6 'c!@R 6t fa
~ 6FTf ~ I

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 010 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) RFcl'3iii ~ cB" Wl2:f "GfITT ~ ~ ~ m -wfir <TT "i:fffff cpl, "ITT cTT -wfir 200/
ffi 'l_f@Fl" 6t ulg 3it uj icaan Garg a cur et cTT. 1000 /- cB1 ffi :f@Fl" cB1
GTg[
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.

Rt zrca, a€; 3qrzyc g tar r4hrmrnf@ran qR 3rflG-
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) at sfzrc 3tf@en, 1944 cB1 'cTRf 35- uo-afr/35-~ cB" 3Rf1fu :
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

0

sqfR a qRmct 2 (1) q:: if ~ ~ *m cBt 3fl.fR;r, ~ cB" ~ if x:frrr
zcan, rr suraa zc vi hara sr@a#ta +znznf@err (Rrec) Rt uf?a 2fa 4)f8a, ()
315ffc\lci!IG tr ii-2o, q ##ea zrRca qrqr3as, aruft nu, ii<lard-380016.

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

(2) ~ '3clllc\.-J ~ (3fl.fR;r) Plwt1qcii, 2001 cBt 'cTRf 6 * 3iafa qua <g-3 feffRa
fag 3ra rat6tr nrznf@ravwi #l n{ 3ft f@oz r@la fcITTf <T"cr ~ cBt 'EfR mwrr x=rfITTr
usi sa zyen # i, an at lWT 3it au mm ft ug 5 m m "'3"f!"ff cpl, t cfITT
+; 100o/-t sRt st#tt usf sa zyca at l=JilT, slfM cBt lWT 3-IR ~ 1TllT~
~ 5 mm 50 m (1Cp 5T t u; 5oo/- h a# @tft uii snr zyca at lWT,
ant #t lWT 3it au m7Ir ufI nu; 5o lg IT Uqa vnr & si nu; 1000o/-m
~~1 cBt m f151ll¢ xftlx-::1'< * rITB 'fl ea1ha as gruz # sq i ~'cl" cBt \i'IT<) 1 7:l6
~~ x~ cB" fcnm ".-JTRm t114\JJPl cjj aBr cB" ~ cBt ~ cpl m

The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3 as
prescribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be accompanied against
(one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of Rs.1,000/-, Rs.5,000/- and Rs.10,000/-
where amount of duty I penalty/ demand / refund is upto 5 Lac, 5 Lac to 50 Lac and above 50 Lac ,
respectively in the form of crossed bank draft in favour of Asstt. Registar of a branch ofany·-: :"-l" ..
nominate public sector bank of the place where the bench of any nominate public sect6r .l)c!nk.::of<: ( <\
the place where the bench of the T·ibunal is situated ::.-;·· i/ .;i}.·'\ i, "U:::..:,~;\
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(3) zuf za am i aw{ a am2zii mt mar et & at r@ta sitar a fg #6r r gar srga
,in fu war afe z a #a ea gg ## fa frat uh atj i aa a fey zenfenfa rft@
~cpl" ~~m~ "ffic!i"R cpl" ~~ fclTTlT 'GITTfT t I

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) rrzarGu zgca anf,Ru 1973 rem igjf@ #t~-1 cf>' 3fflTffi mrfu'r ~~
sq Gr4aa u qe 3mgr zqenRerfa f.iffl mcITTfr a s72 vat #l va uf tR
~.6.50 "Cfff cpl .-llllJIC'lll -~ ftcBc "WlT 61rfT ~ I

One copy of application or 0.1.0. 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 cqurt fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) ssh i#fermil at firura q[(Yf.Rlflil at 3it ft en anaffa fhzn GTaT i
\JlT ft zyca, at sq1a zca vi hara 3nqh#tu Inf@ear (a4ff@qf@) fa, 1982 "If
ffea et
Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in the
Customs, Excise & Service Tax Ap::iellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.

(6) #tar area, ac4hr 5eura eravi iara 3r@tr if@awr (ala) h uf34tiamacii
Mc4hzr 35uT era 3f@1fez1, &&yy ft ear 39n a3ii fa#rzr(gin-) 3f@4a 2s¥(ery #t
ii 29) fecri: s&.ec.2cgtR6 far 3f@)fer#, &&y Rt en3 h 3iair aaa at afta#t
nr{&, aea4w{ qa-fr sra aea 3ear{ &, aqraf<r IT m 3t=fat:r am~ aTcf cfRifr
3r)fa ±zr tf@zrat«uu 3rf@rrzt
~~~r.m~m 3t=fat:r ,, a:TTJrfcn'Q-mr~''at~ ~r@rn t

(il cum 11 gt a3ii eeuffa «ma
(ii) ~am~~~ 'Jfc>lrf ~

(iii) ~ am fc-lllcfllcle>il h fGzra 6 cfi 3iaiir 2zr zaa

__, 3r1it aqra zrz fn ET ITm 7Tana f@arr (i. 2) 3r@)f01a, 2014 m 3rrasrqa fa4ft 3rd#tr urf@rarrh
"ff.!1!l:T~~.3w\TlJcf ~cnl"~~~I

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:

(i) amount determined under Section 11 D;
(ii) 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)(i) sr 3an2rah uf 3rdursur ah rag szi gr 3rzrar ra zn au fa1fa ga aim f@+ Ir5
m 10% 2paru 3#lsrzihaavgfafa l Ta c\05m 10%~ tR clTT ar~ i I

(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 penalty are in dispu_~~-'- or
penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute." · .· _,,-d· _', ,··,__
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F.No.V2(34)82/Ahd-lll/16-17

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

l\!1/s Sureel Enterprise Pvt. Ltd., 513-B, National Highway Road, Chattral,

Taluka: Kalol, District: Gandhinagar (hereinafter referred to as 'the appellant') is holding

Central Excise Registration No.AADCS5160KXM001 and are engaged in the

manufacture of Organic Surface Active Agents i.e. Detergent Washing Powder falling

under Chapter Heading 3402 of the first Schedule to the Central Excise Tariff Act, 1985

(CETA, 1985). The appellant has filed the present appeal oeing aggrieved by Order-in
original No.AHM-CEX-003-ADC-AJS-023-024-025-16-17 dated 23/09/2016
(hereinafter referred to as 'the impugned order') passed by the Additional

Commissioner, Central Excise, Ahmedabad-III (herei7after referred to as 'the

adjudicating authority').

2. During the course of audit of Range-IV, Division-II, Ahmedabad-I11 by officers of

CERA, it was observed that the appellant, who had received raw material from NIRMA
Ltd. and had removed goods on payment of duty, had taken CENVAT credit of Service

Tax on inward transportation on the strength of bills raised on NIRMA Ltd. where the

transporters had brought the goods on behalf of NIRMA Ltd. without any obligation to

the appellant, which was irregular input credit of Service Tax paid on inward

transportation. The investigation carried out by department in pursuance of CERA

observation revealed that the appellant had availed CENVAT credit amounting to

Rs.27,01,611/- irregularly during the period of April-2010 to December-2014 in

contravention of provisions of Rule 9(1)(e) of Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 (CCR, 2004)

read with Rule 2(I)(ii) ibid. Three Show Cause Notices (SCNs) viz. (i) SCN

F.No.V.34/15-185/0EM/OA/14 dated . 02/06/2015 demanding CENVAT credit of

Rs.27,01,611/- under Rule 14 of CCR, 2004 for the period of April-2010 to December-

2014, invoking extended period under Section 11A(4) of Central Excise Act, 1944 (CEA,

1944) (ii) SCN F.No.V.34/03-24/SCN-DEM/15-16 dated 09/12/2015 demanding

Rs.4,63,972/- for the period January-2015 to June-2015 and (iii) SCN F.No.V.34/15-

185/DEM/OA/15-16 dated 18/07/2015 demanding Rs.6,83,086/- for the period July-

2015 to December-2015. In all the three SCNs, interest was demanded under Rule 14

of CCR, 2004 read with Section 11AA4 of CEA, 1944 and penalties were proposed to be

imposed on the appellant under Rule 15(2) / Rule 15(1) of CCR, 1944, read with

Section 11AC of CEA, 1944. All these three SCNs were adjudicated vide the impugned

order confirming the demands along with interest and imposing penalties as proposed in

the these SCNs.

3. The grounds of appeal in the instant appeal are as follows:

1) MIs Nirma Ltd., Chattral procured and supplied the materials out of which,: G.;:

detergent was manufactured on job-work basis in the factory of the appell~a'~tt

principle to principle. basis for the purpose of trading without followif~}(e \":i\1 f ~l'j
provisions of Notification No. 214/86 as amended and Rule 4(5) of CCR,2004 /:

A.
"~-:r ,,;,.:;-a :·•; .I'. \ .:?;-

' en.r a.3±

Q.

o
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whereby the liability to pay duty was on the appellant who was the job-worker.

The appellant availed CENVAT credit of duty paid on the materials supplied by

N/s Nirma Ltd. and having discharged Service Tax on inward transportation of

the said materials, availed CENVAT credit of such Service Tax also. As per

terms and condition of the agreement, the charges for manufacture of detergent

on job-work basis are to be paid per Kg of the quantity of detergent manufactured

by the appellant and all the expenses incurred by the appellant on behalf of

Nirma Ltd. were to be reimbursed by M/s Nirma Ltd. on actual basis. Since

inward transportation is related to the manufacturi1g activity of dutiable goods.

the appellant took credit of Service Tax paid on inward transportation. The only

objection by CERA was that the transportation charges were paid by MIs Nirma

Ltd. as the appellant had raised debit notes towards such charges. On perusal of

the ledger account it is evident that the payments towards inward freight is paid

by the appellant and it is factually wrong that the invoices were in the name of

Nirma Ltd. Issuance of debit notes and recovering transportation charges from

M/e Nirma Ltd. is based on mutual commercial understanding and agreement

between both parties and does not have any bearing on Service Tax liability. In

view of the clarification in Board Circular No. 97/8/2007 dated 23/08/2007, credit

of Service Tax paid on GTA can be availed by consignor or consignee who

manufactures excisable goods or provides taxable service. In Elgi Ultra

Industries Ltd.-2010 (19) STR 669 (Tri.Chennai) and M/s Rajasthan Spinning &

Weaving Mills ltd. - 2011 (22) STR 52 (Tri.-Del.) it has been held that credit of

Service Tax paid on GTA service by the recipient of GTA service was available to

them.
2) Even otherwise, on the grounds of limitation also the confirmed demand is not

sustainable and is required to be quashed and set aside. All the details were

available on record for scrutiny of the audit officers. In response to the summons

issued by Range Superintendent, the appellant had furnished the details in its

letter. The appellant had fully cooperated with the department at all times. The

audit officers had not pointed out any discrepancy during audit of their records,

until CERA raised the objection.
3) As regards imposition of penalty under Section 11AC, the ground adduced is that

the appellant had contravened the provisions of CCR, 2004 intentionally by

suppressing the facts from the department. When te demand is not sustainable,

penalty is also not sustainable.

4. Personal hearing in the appeal was held on 20/03/2017. Shri Vikram Singh Jhala,

Authorized signatory appeared and reiterated the grounds of appeal. He submitted that

the appellant is paying transportation charges which are being reimbursed to them by p
Nirma. This is a common practice. As regards limitation, he submitted that regular ~

audits were conducted but the issue was never raised. ' ,.-y~,;!~\~l
•u sy p

- el7
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5. I have carefully gone throug the impugned order and the grounds of appeal filed

by the appellant. The issue to be decided is whether the CENVAT credit of GTA service

for transportation of inputs supplied by Mis NIRMA Ltd., availed by the appellant as job

worker is admissible or otherwise. The undisputed facts are that the transporters had

raised invoices in the name of Mis Nirma Ltd., the payment of freight charges made by

the appellant, along with Service Tax was reimbursed by Mis Nirma Ltd.

6. Rule 2(1) of CCR, 2004 defines input service as service used by a manufacturer,

whether directly or indirectly, in or in relation to the manufacturer of final products and

clearance of final products up to the place of removal and includes inward transportation

of inputs or capital goods and outward transportation up to the place of removal. In

terms of Rule 2(1)(d) of Service Tax Rules, 1994, service tax on GTA service is payable

on reverse charge basis by the recipient who is liable to pay the freight charges. In the

present case, the invoices raised by the transporters are in the name of Mis Nirma Ltd.

and the payment of transportation charges and service tax made by the appellant have

been reimbursed by Mis Nirma Ltd. Therefore, it is clear that Mis Nirma Ltd. was liable

to pay the freight and Service Tax on reverse charge mechanism as they are the

recipient of the said service. Further, in the impugned order in paragraph 23, the

adjudicating authority has reproduced the relevant clauses of the contract between the

appellant and Mis Nirma Ltd. As per clause-7 thereof, the raw material and other goods

for the purpose of job-work shall be sent by Mis Nirma Ltd. to the factory of the

appellant in Chattral village of Kaloi district. On examining the copies of invoices issued

by the raw materials suppliers, it is seen that the buyers of raw materials was 'Mis Nirma

Ltd., Chhatral and the consignee address is shown as the factory of the appellant at

Chhatral. Therefore, the actual consignee of the inputs and recipient of the GTA service

is Mis NIRMA Ltd. and not the appellant. Mis Nirma Ltd. had purchased the raw

materials and arranged that the raw materials are supplied directly by the seller to the

factory of the appellant for manufacture on job-work basis. Such transportation does not

make the appellant the buyers of raw materials or the recipient of GTA service relating

to the transportation of such raw materials. Therefore, the reliance placed on Board

Circular No. 971812007 dated 23/08/2007 by the appellant is not helping its cause

because it is neither the consignor nor the consignee of the raw materials or recipient of

the impugned GTA service. Thus the said GTA service was not for inwards

transportation for the appellant and it was not eligible to avail the impugned credit and

hence the confirmation of demands and interest in the impugned order is sustainable on

merits.

,».o

0

o

7. The appellant has challenged invoking of extended period and imposition of

penalties on the ground that earlier audit parties had not raised the said objection. It is

pertinent to note that that the payment of the freight and Service Tax on inward

transportation of goods was being made by the appellant. Thereafter, the appellant had ~:·_-iz·:/:~\
raised debit notes for freight as well as Service Tax on Mis Nirma Ltd. who had(;?~;,~ '-iL,-j\

-. { {J.~jti ) ", ::'-)'''[ ·a... 5i. ··.r·..·.<·· 1·---'-'
• {3 ', •.\ <..a !z/? A

3. "G. ' +°..4±r
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• reimbursed the said payments. The appellant was under obligation to reveal the facts

relating to the debit notes to the department, which it had not done at any point of time,

even during audit of its excise records. Apparently, what was declared was the fact that

the expenses towards freight and Service Tax for inward transportation was borne by

the appellant and hence they appeared to be eligible to avail the credit. The details of

reimbursement by Mis Nirma Ltd. came to light only on the basis of detailed scrutiny of

the debit notes issued by the appellant. In the case of KRISHNA UDYOG vs

COMMISSIONER OF CENTRAL EXCISE, LUCKNOW - 2016 (343) E.L.T.252 (Tri.-AII.)

as affirmed by Hon'ble Supreme Court in KRISHNA UGYOG VS. COMMISSIONER -

2016 (342) E.LT. A114 (S.C.), it has been held that merely because the classification

list was approved, it did not mean that there was no suppression of facts. The relevant

portion of the Tribunal order is extracted below:

o
4.3 On the issue of time bar, we would agree with the findings of the Commissioner
that once the notification benefit is claimed in the classification which is approved by
the Central Excise authorities, it goes without saying zhat the conditions of the
notification have to be satisfied. It is not possible for Revenue to know beforehand that
the condition will not be satisfied. The decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the
case of Dabur India Ltd. (supra) is based on the fact that the extended period of
limitation would not apply when the classification list has been duly approved. In the
present case approval was given for benefit of the notificat on. But later it was revealed
that the condition of the notification approved in the classification list was not
observed. Neither the Form-IV register indicated that the appellant were receiving the
wires of less than 6 mm dimension; nor the RT-12 returns were shown to us indicating
that wire of less than 6. mm dimension were used. The input gate passes are not
submitted to the Central Excise authorities with RT-12 retums. In the circumstances, it is
impossible for the Central Excise authorities to know that the assessee was using such
wire. It was only after audit was conducted that the true facts came to light. Therefore,
there is clear suppression of facts in claiming the benefit of notification wrongly. The
extended period in such case is invocable.

Further, in the case of COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL EXCISE, AURANGABAD vs

) TIGRANIA METAL & STEEL INDUSTRIES - 2001 (132) E.LT. 103 (Ti.-Del), it has

been held that the burden of proving that the department was in knowledge of facts was

on the assessee availing benefit of a Notification. The relevant portion of this decision is

reproduced as follows:

5. Regarding the suppression of material facts by the respondents from the
Revenue, the Collector had not recorded specific findings. He has simply opined that the
invoices under which the goods were purchased, were shown by the respondents to
Audit Party who visited their factory premises, but when the visit took place and who on
behalf of the respondents, showed those invoices, he has failed to disclose. There is also
no material on record to show that those invoices were initialled or signed by any
member of the Audit Party in token of having gone through or examined the same.
From the mere visit to the factory premises, by the Audit Party, it could not be legally
inferred that the Revenue had the knowledge about the availment of the benefit of
notification in question by the respondents wrongly and illegally. The burden of proving
the Department's knowledge was on the respondents, as they availed the benefit of
Notification No. 208/83. But that burden in our view, they r·ad failed to discharge. ..~:;":"--;~., ,.A.

:/ ' , -( ~/ :,..;.t 1· :; ._.:, lrt as 5ja €e,;
·ZS'St:--"
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In the present case, it is not the claim of the appellant that the details of the debit notes

had been declared to the audit parties. As per the excise records, the payment of freight

and Service tax was made by the appellant. The burden is on the appellant to prove the

department had the knowledge of the reimbursement received towards such freight and

Service Tax paid by the appellant. It is on record that even after the audit was over, the

appellant had not submitted the details of the impugned credit till a summons was

issued and statements were recorded under Section 14 of CEA, 1944. Thus the

ingredients of suppression and mis-declaration are very much existent in the present

case and hence the invoking of extended period and imposition of penalties are

sustainable. Accordingly, the appeal is rejected.

9. 3r41aaai artz#ta{3r4mfart 3qhaa#far star?
The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in the above terms.

s1alwO
....::;J -

(3mr i#)
377z4# (3r4lr-&)

.:,

ate. a}#/017

(K.P ~
Superintendent (Appeals-I)
Central Excise, Ahmedabad.

By R.P.A.D.
To
M/s Sureel Enterprise Pvt. Ltd.,
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