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lT 3fCR' 311Wff, ~ ~ ~. 31!;\"lc\l<lle\-111 311~cfct l<1ll &RT mRT ~ ~ :AHM-CEX-003-ADC-JN-
009-012-18-19 Rt : 31-12-2018gfr

Arising out of Order-in-Original: AHM-CEX-003-ADC-JN-009-012-18-19, Date: 31-12-
2018 Issued by: Additional Commissioner,CGST, Div:RRA,HQ, Gandhinagar
Commissionerate, Ahmedabad.

'cf 31 q'iwbctf crcf~ <bT .:rr=f i:rcf 'Cfc1T

Name & Address of the Appellant & Respondent

M/s. DeepKiran Foods Pvt Ltd

~ clffcm ~ 3"Jtfu;r 3TrnT \9" 3R:fffi1'f 3f:r,cf ~ t m % ~ 3TrnT <ff >ffTI zqenfe#fa Rt aaT ·Tg am 37fer»rt
at r4la znr g+rur ala wgra aar & I

I. Any person aggrieved by this Order-In-Appeal issued under the Central Excise Act
1944, may file an appeal or revision application, as the one may be against such order, to the
appropriate authority in the following way :

\'lfficf mcbR <bT~a,ur~
Revision application to Government of India :

(1) #tr sq« res arf@fr, 1994 ml 'efRT 3m,fct- ~ <ffiTIZ ~ l'!flwIT <ff <ITT q@ta rr cp]" \jlf-'e[ffi <ff
>I~~<ff 3Rfl"@ Tffia=ruT ~ '3lcR~. 'lfficf mcbR, fcmr~. ~ fc'riwr, "EIT~ +flt@, ~ cft1r
-i,cr;=r , -m,qmf, { flcRt: 110001 cp)- ml ~ ~ I

(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) ~ l=!ffi ml 6Tf.i" #maa ft anR a»nu fat auerut zn rrarr i m fcITT:rr ~ t'faw suer # ua g; mrf if, m fcpm~m~ if "'efIB cffi fcpm~ if m fcITT:rr~ if m
l=lffi ml >lfcom <ff cftwr si "ITTI

(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.

(a) ra a ate fa@ rg a vbRaff Ta i:ix m l=lffi <ff fclmui ii qir zycas n4 me u 5TT
~ <ff ~ <ff mlffi' if uTI" 'lfficf are ftg ar q2 ii Raffa & !

(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 good}:~~~e exported to any
country or territory outside India. L◊·o-\-;cc•HR..1( GSr&9.s" e{4 + SE9 %2
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(<) zuR zyc nr yam fag fara * ars (iara qr per at) Rafa fha 1fm ,m;i- m 1 ,

(c) In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of
duty. .

'cf 3mi"ll \WlTcR cJ5l" \WlTcR ? * 'TRfPf # fry it spt fee r cJ5l" Tnf % st ha an#r uit z r gi
f.!rwr *~ 3lrpfff, ~ * IDxT "C!Tffif m -wrlf <Rm <IT<f if fer arfefm (i2) 1998 tlRT 109 rr fgr fg ·Tg

tr
(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) ~ \WlTcR~ (3llfrc;r) Awllclt'11. 2001 * R<l11 9 * 3WRr fclAR:1:e w:r::r ~ ~-8 if cn- ma-m if, fiarr uf arr hf feif ftmr # ft pea-3mer vi srf 3met at at-at ujier fa am4aa hr
Gr a1Reg Gr Tr lr z. qr qsrfhf # 3Wffi tlRT 35-~ RrfRa * 'TRfPf *~ * Wl'.:f t'r3iR-6~
cJ5l" mzf 'lfr ~~ 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) WtGR~ * ml'.:f "G!"ITT~~~~mm '3xffl cp1'f mmm 200/-m 'TRfPf cJ5l" ~ 3ITT
"G!6T~~~~if~ "ITT m 1000/- cJ5l" ffi 'TRfPf "cJft ~ I
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.

t#tr zycn, a4ha urr zgca vi hara ar4arr mznf@raw a fa 3rfta-
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) ~ \WlTcR?~. 1944 "cJft tlRT 35- 110-.fr/35-~ * 3WRT:

Under Section 358/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

i:lcrn~Raa ufRb 2 (1) C/)' if ~ 3WfR *m at arft, aft #a #tr grc6, a4trgr
cs v hara 3r9#ta nnfar (Rec) at 4fa hfr ff61, rs<are i aqar ri~Ra, ail
9raGT, 37raT, 310II, I57Ia 380016

To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2nd floor, Bahumali Bhavan, Asarwa, Ahmedabad-380016 in case of appeals other
than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.

(2) ~ \WlTcR ? (3"flfrc;r) Alll-llclt'1l, 2001 "cjft t[Rf 6 * 3Wffi w:f.;f ~.-q-3 # Raif« es srgmar sran (_?
qnf@era@hi a6 n1{ an@ # fs aft fhg ng am2r Rt a uR# #Rea usf sn zyc #t lWT, O<!M "cJft lWT 3lR
'R1T1m 1fm -qr-tf.IT ~ 5 ~ m '3"ffff cp1'f % cffif ~ 1000/- ffi~ 6'rfi I "G!6T~? "cJft lWT, O<!M "cJft lWT
3l'R 'R1T1m 1Tm if ; 6 al4 zIT 50 Gr I m at u; 50o/-m~ 6'rfr 1 "G!6T~? "cJft lWT, O<!M
"cJft lWT 3l'R wnm 1fm uifr T; 50 Gar zn Una vnrr & asi 6u; 1000o/- m~ 6'rfr 1 "cJft m~
fer -;:ir=r if~~~ * wr if x=roi 'ef "cJft uIT<l I <m~ \ffi "'{QTA f04t fa 14a a a ta #
'fflmcITT"ITT

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/ 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 of any
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

-- (3) zuRg arr i a{ a sr?ii rarr sh & at r@tr pa sitarfg cITT :fffiR~ ctrr if
. fmm unrr aRegza k ha g; 'lfr fcv" ~ tJcfl' cf>TlTaa # ft zrenferR ar9it nrnf@our at a 3rf

zut trar pt ya ma fhn unar &l

In cC:ise 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 m~- y -~~I-led to avoid
scriptoria work if excising Rs. 1 lacs fee of Rs.100/- for each. -0-~cENT~~i'~"<;--: ,o ,r,,_ ~Pk ..7,, ,99. ·li:i -> ,,, ),,;.,;;_,.. ~ ,.,,
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a (i)
(ii)
(iii)

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

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 court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) za zit if@r mm#i aot fira ah fnii st 3lR 'lll" eznrr 3naff hat uar ? it vita yen, a€ta
alazyca v ara aft4hr +mraf@raw (ar,ff@af@e)) fa, 1982 # ffea &1

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) tar grca, hfk sen eras vu .aa1cfi.J. .11cfiJ\4~({-ttf8a) '4i" 1lFcr 3ftfu>rr '4i" mm ;ir
.:) .:)

±.t sen sra 3@)fr, 8&g Rt enr 34w # 3iaifa fa#ha(i€zn-.2) 3#f@0fern 2e&g(&g #st
.:)

iczar 29) fcri4: €.e.2cry 5ilf@ft1 3@e0Gr, r8&y #r enrrs a 3iaifa ars at aft rar #Rt"ark, aarafaRr are ra-fer .5tm cITTaTT 3ifar4 k; ssrfar nr '4i" 3@C!@' .5tm cfi'r ~ cm;ft
.... ..~, "

3rh@? erfrar#tswar3@tart
4icrsl)4~ ~wen TJcf <8 a lcfi{ t" JfclCI'@'" marfcl;-Q"az sraas snf?

.:) . .:)

(i) mu 11 t a 3inf feuffa za5HT

(ii) al sm r ft are a1a fr
(iii) acraz sm fez1m a.Ml a fa 6 a 3irafa 2zr as#

» 3m7it qsrf zrzf@rsnranan fa-a (i. 2) 3@0fez1, 2014a 3waraqff@aft3r4#z
qi@rart #argrf@arreflrrarer 3rf vi arr atarasaizit1
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:

➔ 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) z3rar auf 3rl n@lawrher szi sreas 3rarar rca zrus R@al@a zt atark.:) .:)

arz grcaa 10% raarcr3ilsziha avg@aff@agtas '&'Os 'ijl' 10% 3roarrRt sarrat &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 dispute, or penalty, where
penalty alone is in dispute."

II. Any person aggrieved by an Order-in-Appeal issued under the Central Goods and Services
Tax Act, 2017/lntegrated Goods and Services Tax Act, 2017/Goods and. Services Tax
(Compensation to States) Act, 2017, may file an appeal before the approP-riate authority.
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

F.NO.V2/182/GNR/2018-19

.r

\

This order arises out of an appeal filed by M/s. Deepkiran Foods Pvt.

Ltd., 228/2, Dantali Industrial Estate, Village-Dantali, Taluka-Kalol, Distt.

Gandhinagar, a 100% EOU (in short 'appellant1) against Order-in-Original No

AHM-CEX-003-ADC-JN-009-012-18-19 dated 31.12.2018. (in short

'impugned orders') passed by the Additional Commissioner, CGST & Central

Excise, Gandhingar (in short adjudicating authority'.

2. The adjudicating authority has adjudicated following four show cause

notices, the details are as under:

s. SCN period amount Input service in Order of
no. question adjudicating

authority
1 V/19/15 July 5,90,447/ Freight Forwarders Allowed

22/D/OA/2009 2008 services for completely
dated outward
22.06.2009 transformation of

export goods from
factory --

2 V.ST/15 Sept- 20,03,116/ CHA, Port, outward Disallowed
62/Dem/OA/2009 2004 to GTA (Suo moto completely
Dated August- Credit)
22.06.2009 2007

3 V7/15 April- 50,29,275/ Part A-Outward Partly allowed
20/Dem/OA/2010 2006 to Transportation ,
Dated March- CHA for Rs. Allowed Part-
20.04.2011 2007 10,42,416/- A for Rs.

Part-B- Air Ticket 10,42,416/
services of Rs.
408/-, Disallowed
supply of and Part-B of
manpower Rs.
recruitment 39,85,859/
services for Rs.
39,85,859/

4 V7/15 July- 12,78,340/ Part A-CHA, Partly allowed

63/Dem/OA/14 2013 to Cargo handling
15/ dated Dec Part-B- Business Allowed Part-

04.07.2014 2013 Support Service, A for Rs.
BAS & BSS, Repair 2,25,174/
& maintenance,
Part C Disallowed
Telecommunication and Part-B of
, Internate Tele Rs. 10,06,586
communication and Part-C for

Rs. 46,580/

9

O

3. Aggrieved with the impugned order in respect of input service credit
denied, as mentioned at Sr.No. 3 and 4 of above table, the appellant has
filed the present appeal wh. @:.. stated that:

Z.
!,tf. ~
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(i) The adjudicating authority has passed the order without authority and

without following the judicial discipline.

(ii) The adjudicating authority has confirmed the demand of Rs.

20,03,116/- in respect of SCN No. V.ST/15-62/Dem/OA/2009 dated

22.06.2009 on the ground that the appellant had availed suo moto

credit; that the issue of taking suo moto credit which was part of OIO

No. 14/R/2009 dated 09.07.2009 has been stand decided in favour of

the appellant vide OIA No. AHM-EXCUS-003-App-16 to 35-18-19 dated

28.06.2019 by the Appellate Authority and the same order is not

challenged by the department till date.

(iii) In case of sen no. V.7/15-20/Dem/OA/2010 dated 20.04.2011, it is

stated that said sen was issued to protect the revenue in the

eventuality of the appeal filed by the department against OIA No. 86

Q, to 89/2008 dated 18.09.2008 decided in favour of the department;

that the appeal of the department was rejected by Hon'ble Tribunal

vide Order No. A/1493-1508/WZB/2011 dated 18.08.2011. The

adjudicating authority has not given any reason as to why the cenvat

credit in respect of manpower supply service is not admissible. The

admissibility of Cenvat credit on the manpower supply services is a

settled issue and the impugned order disallowing he credit is travesty

of justice.

O

(iv) in respect of scn V7/15-63/Dem/OA/14-15/ dated 04.07.2014, it is

stated that the refund of Cenvat credit rule 5 of Cenvat credi Rules

2004 was filed for the period July 2013 to December 2013 and same

was rejected vide OIO No. 24/CE/Ref/2014-15 and 25/CE/Ref/2014

15 both dated 09.10.2014. The appeal filed by the appellant was

allowed by the Appellate Authority vide OIA NO. AHM-EXCuS-003-APP

164 to 165 16.03.2015 and subsequently the refund was sanctioned

vide oro No. 12/CE/REF/DC/2015-16 dated 12.06.2015.Thus the

issue has attained finality.

4. A Personal hearing in the matter was held on 28.03.2019. Shri M.H.

Raval, Consultant, appeared on behalf of the appellant and reiterated the

grounds of appeal and filed additional written submission. None represented

from the department.

5. I have carefully gone through the appeal memorandum, submissions

made at the time of personal hearing and evidences available on records. I

find that the appellant is3$00%6$j0, and all the goods manufactured were

exported under bond an~~a~ij.r,ed any rebate of duty paid on inputs

~~t ~;? ~-t JfJ" °, a°&""«o Ro" .
k
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used in the exported goods. There was no domestic sale hence they Were

unable to use the Cenvat credit availed on inputs and input services.

The main issue to be decided in the matter is as under:

(i). Whether the suo moto cenvat credit of Rs.20,03,116/- for the

services related to Custom House Agent, Port Services, outward

GTA services in respect of SCN dated 22.06.2009 eligible for cenvat

under CCR,2004 credit or not;

(ii) 'ijhether the services related to Air Ticket services and Manpower
Recruitment Services in respect of SCN dated 20.04.2011 are
eligible for cenvat credit under CCR,2004 or not; and

(iii) Whether the services related to Business Support Service, BAS &

BSS, Repair & maintenance, Telecommunication , Internate Tele

communication in respect of SCN dated 04.07.2014 services are

eligible for cenvat under CCR,2004 credit or not.

6. I take the matter one by one.

Issue-I

Demand of Rs. 20,03116/- in respect of scn No. V.ST/15-62/Dem/OA/2009

dated 22.06.2009.

The appellant has argued that the issue of taking suo moto credit

which was a part of OIO No. 14/R/2009 dated 09.07.2009 was decided by

the appellate authority in favour of the appellant, vide OIA No. AHM-EXCUS

003-APP-16 to 35-18-19 dated 28.06.2019 and the same order is not

challenged by the department till date. I find that in the said OIO, the

Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise, Kalol Division has allowed refund of

certain input service credit and disallowed certain input service credit. The

details are as under:

Table-A

SI. Input services Total admissible amount
No.
1. Manpower recruitment
2. Security Rs. 3,52,379/
3. Labour

House Keepinq
. . . . »

4.

0

Table-B
SI. Input services
No.

Total Reason for
inadmissible inadmissibility
amount

a

1.

2.

CHA Service for export of
manufacturin oods
Frei ht

The Assistant
Commissioner, Central
Excise, Kaloi Division
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0

Services (Outward. 20,79,043/ stated that services
3. GAT (outward shown in the Table-B are

transportation) not an input services as
per definition of Rule 2(i)
of CCR i.e credit of input
service eligible upto the
place of removal.

Further, the Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise, Kaloi Division

also disallowed the refund of Rs. 5,367/- for service tax paid on telephone

services. Hence total inadmissible amount of refund was Rs. 20,84,410/-.
Out of the total inadmissible amount Rs. 20,79,043/- ass shown in the table

B, the amount of "suo moto" credit to Rs. 20,03,116./-taken by the appellant

is also involved. For an easy understanding, how the whole issue interlinked

is tabulated here under.

S No Description Date on which
happening.

1 Cenvat credit on inputs service credit Sept 2004 to August
taken 2007

2 Cenvat credit on inputs service credit 01.10.2007
reversed on pointed out by the
department

3 Cenvat credit taken on inputs service 29.09.2008y,4 ,«

credit as suo-moto
4 Refund claim including suo-moto credit 27.02.2009

taken, filed by the appellant under Rule 5
of CCR

5 Refund claim filed on 27.02.2009 rejected 09.07.2009
6 Show cause notice issued for denying suo 28.08.2009

moto credit taken
7 Appellate Authority allowed refund claim 28.06.2018

rejected on 09.07.2009
8 Impugned order passed by denying suo 31.12.2018

moto credit taken

From the above, it is clearly evident that the eligibility of input service

credit which involves the suo-moto credit of Rs.20,03,116/- taken by the

appellant has already been decided by the jurisdictional Assistant

Commissioner and thereof by the Appellate authority. The eligibility of the

said credit, initially rejected by the Assistant Commissioner was further

decided by me, vide OIA No. OIA No. AHM-EXCUS-003-APP-16 to 35-18-19

dated 28.06.2019 by holding that the appellant were eligible take credit of

input service viz CHA, Freight Forward and Outward transportation and

accordingly, they were eligible for refund under Rule 5 of CCR. It appears

that no further appeal was filed against the said OIA. Now, the question

arises whether the suo-moto credit taken by the appellant in respect of

eligible input service creditisSk" herwise. The adjudicating authority
f s

(
.,_
• 0:

t%
\'4"o +s
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has disallowed the credit taken as suo-moto on the grounds that there is no ..

provision under CCR to take credit suo-moto. I find that while rejecting the

refund claim of input service credit in question vide OIO dated 27.02.2009,

the jurisdictional Assistant Commissioner has not discussed the issue of suo

moto credit, though it was discussed in the facts of the case. The eligibility of

Cenvat credit relatable to the refund claim filed by the appellant stands not

considered by the adjudicating authority in the adjudication of refund

rejection order dated 27.02.2009 and the same stands over ruled by the

appellate authority. Inasmuch as the eligibility of credit has already been

held in favour of the assessee and the refund claim filed on the ground of

eligibility of credit stands allowed, the action of the assessee taking suo motu
credit of the said input service cannot be with held at this stage.

In view of above discussion, I do not find any merit in the impugned
order in this regard.

Issue-II

Services related to Air Ticket services and Manpower Recruitment Services in
respect of SCN dated 20.04.2011 are eligible for cenvat credit under
CCR,2004 or not.

I find that the adjudicating authority has denied the Cenvat credit in

respect of Air Ticket service and Manpower Recruitment services on the

grounds that the said services are not at all connected with the production of

the final goods or the clearance of the same from the place of removal and

hence these services cannot be classified as input services.

I find that the issue involved in the instant matter has already been

decided by the appellate authority vide OIA 82 to 85/2008 and 86 to

89/2008 dated 04.09.2008 in appellant's case. The appellate authority has

held that the cenvat credit availed on the input service in question falls under

the definition of input service as per series of decision by Hon'ble

CESTAT/Court. Further, the Hon'ble CESTAT, has also uphold the decision of

the appellate authority vide it's order No. A/1493-1508/WZB/AHD/2011

dated 18.08.201. in the case of the appellant, has uphold the decision of the

appellate authority (OIA No.82 to 85/2008 and 86 to 89/2008 dated
04.09.2008

Further, in the appeal before the High Court of Karnataka, the Hon'ble

High Court of Karnataka upheld the decision of the Larger Bench of the

Tribunal. As against this order of the High Court of Karnataka, the

department filed Civil Applii v.----.. ~2016 against ABB Ltd. before the

¾
4'o » o
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0

Hon'ble Supreme Court of India. Similarly, the department had also filed Civil
Application No. 11877-11884/2016 against the appellant which were tagged
with Civil Appeal No.11710/2016 filed by CCE, Belgaum Vs. M/s. Vasavadatta
Cements Ltd. The Hon'ble Supreme Court of India vide judgement dated
18.01.2018 [ reported in 2018(11) GSTL-3 (SC)] on the subject matter has
categorically discussed the words and phrase "from the place of removal" as
it stood in the definition of 'input service' in Rule 2(1) ibid prior to amendment
w.e.f. 01.04.2008.

In view of above discussion, the above issue is no more res-integra.
Therefore, I do not find any merit in the impugned order denying the Cenvat
credit on the input services in dispute and accordingly, I allow the same.

Issue-III

Services related to Business Support Service, BAS & BSS, Repair &

maintenance, Telecommunication , Internate Tele communication in respect
of SCN dated 04.07.2014 services are eligible for cenvat under CCR,2004
credit or not.

I find that the adjudicating authority has denied the Cenvat credit in
respect of Air Ticket service and Manpower Recruitment services on the.. , ...

grounds that the said services are not at all connected with the production of
the final goods or the clearance of the same from the place of removal and
hence these services cannot be classified as input services.

I find that the issue involved in the instant matter has also been
decided by the appellate authority vide OIA NO. AHM-EXCUS-003-APP-164 to
165 dated 16.03.2015 in appellant's case. The appellate authority has held
that the cenvat credit availed on the input service in question falls under the
definition of input service as per series of decision by Hon'ble CESTAT/Court.

The Assistant Commissioner has sanctioned refund of Rs. 12,78,340/
to the appellant, in view of above said order of appellate autjhority vide OIO
No. 12/CE/REF/DC/2015-16-Refund dated 12.06.2015.

From the above, it is clear that the sen no. V7/15-63/Dem/OA/14-15/
dated 04.07.2014 issued to the appellant and confirmed the demand of Rs.
12,78,340/- for the in admissible services as stated above is not correct.
Since the matter is settled, the demand of Rs. Rs. 12,78,340/- with interest
is not sustainable. Accordinglt,-I~~t-.aside the demand .

.-r .,, ~ -{;;cfr<h--::--..~/'6 cs, S
I£ o ,, J"s,, ~¢.~[2 gs :e
{s° 2rs, g<' ·>» s,
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ii

7. In view of the above discussion, I set aside the impugned order and r.:

allow the ·appeal filed by the appellant

The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.

Attested:
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Supdt.(Appeals)
Central GST, Ahmedabad.

BY SPEED POST TO:

M/s. Deepkiran Foods Pvt. Ltd.,
228/2, Dantali Industrial Estate,
Village-Dantali, Taluka-Kalol,
Distt. Gandhinagar.

Individual file.

Copy to:-
(1) The Chief Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad Zone.
(2) The Commissioner, CGST, Gandhinagar (RRA Section).
(3) The Asstt. Commr(System), CGST, Gandhinagar.

(for uploading OIA on website)
Guard file
P.A. file.

1f)
(5)
(6)


