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ANy person aggrieved by this Order-In-Appeal may fite 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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(i) 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, Pariiament Street, New

Delhi - 110 001 under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944 in respect of the foliowing case, governed by first

proviso

o sub-section (1) of Section-35 ibid

i A @ o B e A 99 0 wfReR @m ¥ R weerR 91 3w dRaEE A O
fdl wderTR W TER AvErTR A ATE @ WK gV APt A 41 Rl weerR ar weer A ug av fawi

FRE™
iy 1

another

A 0 =it wueTTR A F1 AT &l Wik & R gE €

h case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a warehouse or to
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.
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case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory outside
dia of on excisable material used in the manufacture of the goods which are exported
t¢ any country or territory outside India.
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W case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of
uty. '
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Gredit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final
groducts 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
¢f the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998,
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he above application shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified under
ule, 9 of Central Excise (Appeals) Rules, 2001 within 3 months from the date on which
e order sought to be appealed against is communicated and shall be accompanied by
wo copies each of the OO and Order-In-Appeal. It should also be accompanied by a
topy of TR-6 Chaltan evidencing payment of prescribed fee as prescribed under Section
5-EE of CEA, 1944, under Major Head of Account.
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['he revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the amount
nvolved is Rupees One Lac or less and Rs.1,000/- where the amount involved is more
han Rupees One Lac.
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Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.
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Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to -
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To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at
Mfioor, BahumaliBhawan, Asarwa,Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004. in case of appeals
than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.




g, 4
L
I’

¢k Sow

QO

(3}

(4)

(73)

3

The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed"in quadruplicate in form EA-3 as

. prgscribed under Ruie 6 of Central Excise{(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be

actompanied against (one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of Rs.1,000/-,
Rs5,000/- and Rs.10,000/- whare amount of duty * penalty / demand / refund is upto 5
Laf, 5 Lac to 50 Lac and above 50 Lac respectively in the form of crossed bank draft in
fayour of Asstt. Registar of a branch of any nominate public sector bank of the place
re the bench of any nominate public sector bank of the place where the bench of
thg Tribunal is situated.
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In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.1.0. should be
pad in the aforesaid manner not withstanding the fact that the one appeal to the
Agpellant Tribunal or the one application to the Central Govt. As the case may be, is
fillgd to avoid scriptoria work if excising Rs. 1 lacs fee of Rs.100/- for each.
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One copy of application or 0.1.0. as the case may be, and the order of the adjournment
adthority shall a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paise as prescribed under scheduled-| item
ofthe court fee Act, 1975 as amended.
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Aftention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in the
stoms, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.
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i AT B I(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act,
1994)
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Fbr an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, 10% of the Duty & Penalty confirmed by
e Appeliate Commissioner would have to be pre-deposited, provided that the pre-
deposit amount shall not exceed Rs.10 Crores. It may be noted that the pre-deposit is a
andatory condition for filing appeal before CESTAT. (Section 35 C (2A) and 35 F of the
Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

nder Central Excise and Service Tax, “Duty demanded” shall include:
(ccii) amount determined under Section 11 D;
(cciii) amount of erronecus Cenvat Credit taken;
(cciv) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.
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Iy view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of
'Y duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where
ye is in dispute.”
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s. Aksharchem (lndia)
_id,|Survey No. 166 & 169, Indrad, Chhatral-Kadi Road, Karannagar. IKadl.

Mehksana- 382 727 [hereinafter referred to as the appellant] against 010
No. C/D.Khatik/27/CEX/Kadi dated 28.12.2020 [hereinafter referred to as
the fimpugned order] passed by Deputy Commissioner, Central GsT. H.Q,

Commissionerate : Gandhinagar [hereinafter referred to as the adjudicating

autBorityl.

2. Briefly stated, audit of records of the appellant was undertaken by
offiders of CGST, Audit, Ahmedabad and they raised an objection vide I'inal
Audit Report No. 404/2019-20/CX-ST dated 30.09.2019 regarding wiong
avallment of input service credit in respect of ineligible input gervices related
to ﬁexport clgarances beyond the place of removal. It was observed in the
coukse of Audit that the appellant had during the period from March, 2016 to
Jure, 2017, availed mmput credit of service received for export of goods
1CID/CFS/Port. The appellant had filed export shipping bills 1CD.
Khbdiyar, and therefore, the place of removal would be ICD, Khodiyay, and

cenivat credit of input service only upto ICD, Khodiyar is admissible. The

input service credit received beyond 1CD, Khodiyar, which is the place of
rerhoval, is inadmissible as the same is not qualified as input service. The
appellant did not agree with the objection raised by the audit. Therefore, the
appellant were issued SCN No. 136/2019-20/CGST Audit dated 30.09.20149
frofn F.No. VI/1{b)-26/Cir-X/ AP-65/2018-19 demanding Service Tax eredil
amounting to Rs.6,68,284/- under Rule 14 of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 20U
redd with Section 11 (4) of the Central Excise Act, 1944 along with interest
unBer Section 11AA of the Central Excise Act, 1944. Imposition of penalty
wds also proposed under Rule 15 of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2001 read with
11AC (1) (© of the Central Excise Act, 1944 read with Section 78 (1) of the
Fihance Act, 1994.

3. The said Show Cause Notice was adjudicated vide the impugned ovder
cohfirming the demand for service tax credit along with interest. Penally wes
osed under Rule 15 (2) of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 read with Section
of the Central Excise Act, 1994,
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Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellant firm has ficd

the present appeal on the following grounds:

4.1

i. The adjudicating authority has erred in facts in contending that
the cenvat credit was with respect to services received beyond the
place of removal. He ought to have appreciated on the face of the
invoices that the services were received by them within the place
of removal. |

ii. The adjudicating authority has erred in holding that they had not
furnished a defence reply despite they having submitted a
categorical submission vide email dated 29.10.2020.

iii. The SCN was issued under the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004, which
was rescinded at the time of issuance of the notice and hence, the
notice is illegal and ultra vires.

iv. The confirming of demand by invoking extended period ol
hmitation is not justified as the revenue failed to attribute
plausible reason and corroborative evidence thereto.

v. The confirming of demand by the £djudicating authority was not
justified as they have already been issued SCN Dbearing
F.No.VI/1(b)-36/AP-69/Cir-X/2018-19 dated 29.08.2019.  The
adjudicating authority was not justified in demanding cenval
credit twice from them.

vi. Demanding of interest was not justified and imposition of penalty
under Rule 15 of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 was also not

justified.

The appellant filed additional written submissions on 27. 12.2021 in the

form| of Synopsis of submissions, wherein it was submitted, inter alia, that:

» In the SCN or the impugned order, it has not been discussed,

deliberated and demonstrated as to now and why the service in

guestion is required to be treated as received by them beyond the place

of removal.

The service involves is an input service as defined in Rule 2() of the

Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004, The service was received by them well
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within the condition of ‘upto place of removal’ contemplated in the said

rule.

S The service was received from Custom House Agents/Clearing and

Forwarding Agents and not from the Shipping Lines or the ports,
Agents were engaged 'to provide services prior to placement of goods
upon the shipping line and, thus be deemed to have been received priov
to the situs of removal. The nomenclatuse under which the service was
provided to them and billed by the agents was of no relevance to

determine the nature and szitus of the service.

- Service provided to them by the agent in relation to the removal and

clearance of goods at or before the Customs House and thus b

regarded as the services received upto the place of removal.

b The place of removal shall be the place at which the export took place

by way of handing over the custody of goods to the shipping line ws
clarified by Circular No. 999/6/2015-CX. For sake of argument. if i s
believed that the service of THS were received by them beyond [CD-
Khodiyar, it is required to be accepted as a matter of fortiori that the
goods were handed over to the shipping line at the port of delivery and
not at the ICD. In such circumstances, the place of removal shall be
deemed to be the port instead of the ICD and they would be eligible to

avail the credit.

3 The issue involved is squarely covered by the following decisions - 1}

Commissioner Vs. Dynamic Industries — 2014 (307) ELT 15 (Guj): 2
Gave Industries Vs. CCE - 2016 (45) STR 551 (Tri.-Chennai): 3)
Kennametal India Ltd. Vs. CCE — 2016 (46) STR 57 (Tri-Bang.): 4}
Nagarjuna Agri Chem Ltd. Vs, CST — 2019 (22) GSTL 96 (Tri.-Hyd): 5)
CCE Vs. Adani Pharmachem P Ltd — 2008 (12) STR 593 (Tri.-Ahm); G}
CCE Vs. Parth Poly Woven Pvt Ltd — 2012 (25) STR 4 (Guj.); 7 Centra
Excise Vs, Inductotherm India P Ltd — 2014 (36) STR 994 (Guj): 8
CCE Vs. ADF Foods Ltd — 2021 (45) GSTL 265 (Guj.) and 9 Jyotindra
Steel and Tubes Ltd Vs. CCE — 2014 (36) STR 672 {(Tri.-Del).

» They submit the list of services and corresponding invoices {rom which

it clearly transpires that the service involved is in the nature of Custom
House Agent service, whereas the revenue has contended the
ineligibility considering the same to be Terminal Handling Charges.

The adjudicating authority has relied upon the decision in the case of

Jyotindra Steel and Tubes Ltd Vs. CCE - 2014 (36) STR 672 (Tri-bed).
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However, in the said case the appeal was allowed in favour ol the
assessee. It was held by the Hon'ble Tribunal that the credit of
shipping services, documentation charges, terminal handling charges
in respect of exported goods is input services and credits were eligible.

»| They had not suppressed any information which was required to be
disclosed to the revenue and nor had they carried any intent to evade
payment of duty. The issue involved had already been decided in theiwr
favour in a catena of decisions and therefore, they had a reasonable
belied to avail cenvat credit. It is no more res integra that the onus to
prove the availability of larger period of limitation lies on the revenue.

They rely upon the decision in the case of Cadila Pharmaceuticals Ltd.

. Vs CCE — 2017 (349) ELT 694 (Guj); CCE Vs. Zyg Pharma Pvt Ltd -
2017 (358) ELT 101 (MP) and CCE Vs. Royal Enterprises - 2016 (337}
ELT 482.

5. Personal Hearing in the case was held on 28.12.2021 through virtual
mode. Shri Rahul Patel, CA, appeared on behalf of the appellant for the
hearing. He reiterated the submissions made in appeal memorandum as well

as inl synopsis submitted as part of hearing.

6. I have gone through the facts of the case, submissions made in the
App¢al Memorandum, and submissions and evidences available on rocords.
I finl that the issue to be decided in the case is whether the Cenvat credit in

. respgct of the service tax paid on various services received for export of goods
at JCD/CFS/Port by the appellant is admissible or otherwise. 1 find that the
depdrtment has denied the credit to the appellant on the grounds that the
varidus services have been provided beyond the place of removal and that the
samé is not covered by the definition of ‘input services’ in terms of Rule 2 ()
of tHe Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 (hereinafter referred to as the CCR. 2000
The relevant Rule 2 () of the CCR, 2004 is reproduced as under :

“ “Input service” means any service, -

used by a provider of output service for providing an output service: or

i)  used by a manufacturer, whether directly or indirectly, in or in relation 10
the manufacture of final products and clcarance of final products upto the
place of removal,

and includes services used in relation to modernisation, renovation or
k-pairs of a factory, premises of provider of output service or an office
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relating to such factory or premises, advertisement or sales promotion,
market research, storage upto the place of removal, procurement of inputs.
accounting, auditing, financing, recruitment and quality control, cuaching
and training, computer networking, credit rating, share registry, securily,
business exhibition, legal services, inward transportation of inputs or
capital goods and outward transportation upte the place of removal;”

6.1 | For denying the cenvat credit, the department has relied upon Cirealar

No.|999/6/2015-CX dated 28.02.2016 issued by the CBIC. Para 6 of the said

circplar is reproduced as under :

“6. In the case of clearance of goods for export by manutacturer
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 ship the goods to the foreign
buyer with the exporter having no control over the goods. In such
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 ol
removal would be this Port/ICD/CFS. Needless to say, eligibility to
CENVAT Credit shall be determined accordingly.”

6.2 I find that the exact services in respect of which the cenvat credit Is
sohght to be denied to the appellant is not specified either in the SCN or in
the impugned order. The denial of cenvat credit without specifying the
verious services, which are alleged to be outside the purview of the defimition

of] 'input service’, is bad in law and the impugned order deserves to he set

adide on this very ground.

6/3 The appellant have submitted a worksheet containing details  of the
ijvoices, the name of the service provider and the nature of the service, I¥rom
+his, I find that the nature of the service has been described to be C&IF.
Hurther, the appellant have also submitted copies of few invoices of the
sbrvice providers wherein the charge for services are indicated to be Freight
(harges, Terminal Handling Charges, Documentation Charges, Bl. Charges,
Repo Charges. I find that these are all services which are in relation to the
dxport of goods from the ICD/Port. The appellant have claimed thal the
¢harges paid by them are in respect of services rendered to them by the
['HA/Clearing and Forwarding Agents and the services were recelved prior to
blacement of the goods upon the shipping line, therefore, received prior to the

blace of removal, In this regard, I find that the invoices for the impugnced

ices have been issued by the CHA/Clearing and Forwarding Agents to the

nt and the services appear to have been provided to the appellant
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‘Leforg and at ICD, Khodiyar. I am of the view that the process for export of
goodq does not get completed until the goods are cleared from the port/1CD,
Accofdingly, the place of removal would be the Port/ICD and consequentlv all
the sprvices relating to the clearance of the export carge prior to its clearance
from [the port/ICD are services rendered in relation to the clearance of goods
upto [the place of removal. This view is also fortified by the Circular dated
28.02.2015 issued by the CBIC. I further find that in the SCN and the
impuygned order, no evidence has been put forth to indicate that the
impygned services availed by the appellant have been provided beyond the
placg of removal., A mere allegation that the services in respect of which
cenvht credit has been availed by the appellant were provided beyond the

. plac# of removal is not, in my considered view, sufficient grounds to denv

cenvpt credit to the appellant.

6.4 | The appellant have submitted copies of some of the invoices pertaining
to the services in respect of which cenvat credit has been availed by them..
On p perusal of one such Invoice No. RCPT1604260266 dated 26.04.2016
issupd by the Container Corporation of India Limited, ICD Khodiyar, I find
that it is in respect of Handling Charges and Freight Charges. This indicates
thaf the Handling Charges and Freight Charges are incurred at [C]).
Khddiyar from where the goods are cleared for export. Therefore, in terms of
the|Circular dated 28.02.2015 issued by the CBIC, the service is availed upto
the|place of removal and consequently, the appellant are entitled to avail

. cenlpat credit of the same.

6.5/ The appellant have relied upon the judgment of the Hon’ble lligh Courl
of (tujarat in the case of Commissioner Vs. Dynamic Industries -- 2011 (307)

ELJ' 15 (Guj.). In the said case, the Hon’ble High Court had held that -

%5, This Court in Tax Appeal No. 22 of 2014 rendered on January 31.
2014 in the case of Central Excise v. Inductotherm India P. Ltd.. wus
dealing with the cargo handling service and the issue was whether the
service of tax paid on cargo handling service was admissible to the
manufacturer as “input service tax credit”. Relying on various judicial
pronouncements, it was held and observed thus

“The question that begs the decision is as to whether cargo
handling services can be said to have been used in or in
relation to manufacture and clearance of final product upto
the place of removal, which is port. Admittedly, there is no
express inclusion of cargo handling service in the definition
of ‘*input service’. However, in ligh. of the decisions
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rendered in this area, such interpretation can be made
holding that in case of export of fin. 1 product, place of
removal would be port of shipment and not factory gate and
therefore, the manufacturer would be entitled 1o avail the
amount claimed towards cargo handling as ‘input service’
under the Cenvat Credit Rules.

Admittedly, cargo handling services are utilized for the
purpose of export of final product where the place of
removal for the purpose of export shall necessarily have Lo
be the port and therefore any service availed by the
cxporters until the goods left India from the port are the
service used in relation to clearance of final products upto
the place of removal. If at this stage, the definition of input
service is recollected, it includes services used by the
manufacturer directly or indirectly in or in relation to
manufacture of the final product and in relation to ¢learance
of final preduct from the place of removal. Definition of
term ‘input service’ being very wide in its expression,
wherein number of services used by manufacturer are
included in the same, used directly or indirectly.

This Court in the case of Parth Poly Wooven Pvi. Ltd
{(supra) has held that when the manufacturer transports his
finished goods from the factory, without clearance to any
other place such as, go-down, warchouse, etc. from where it
would be ultimately removed, such service is covered in the
expression “outward transportation up to the place of
removal” since such place other than factory gate would be
the place of removal. It had been in clear terms held that
outward transport service used by the manufacturer for
transpartation of finished goods from the place of removal
up to the premises of the purchaser is covered within the
definition of ‘input service® provided in Ruie 2(1) of the
Cenvat Credit Rules. Taking this analogy further, the cargo
handling service is availed essentially for the purpose of
exporting the goods and in such case, the services of cargo
handling used by the manufacturer for transportation of the
finished goods from the place of removal shall have to be
essentially the port from where goods are actually taken out
of the country.

Both the authorities have rightly held that tax paid by the
service providers under this category of cargo handling
service, therefore, would be inclusive in the definition of
‘input service’. There is no dispute on the part of the
Revenue that such services were availed by the respondents
in clearing the goods from the factory premises and for the
purpose of export.”

6. As in the case of cargo handling service, in case of all three services
in relation to which substantial question of law has been tramed, there 1s
ro specific inclusion of such services in the definition of “input serviec”.
For the purpose of export of final products, the place of removal us held
in the decision reproduced herein above, is held to be a port of shipmen
and not the factory gate and, therefore, the manufacturer would be
entitled to avail the input services extended towards the custom house
agent service, shipping agent service, container service and overscas
commission service. It is not in dispute that these services are utilised for
the purpose of export of final products and the exporters cannot do
business without these services. Any service availed by the expoiters
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. until the goods left India from the port are the service used in relation Lo
clearance of final products upto the place of removal.

7. Remembering the definition of “input service”, any service used by
the manufacturer, whether directly or indirectly, in or in relation (o the
manufacture of final products and clearance of final products upto the
place of removal, which in the present case, is a port of shipment, these
services would be included in the term “input service”. The Revenuc al
no point of time has disputed the factum that the services in relation o
which the Cenvat credit is claimed by the man-ifacturer-respondent. were
availed for the purpose of clearing the goods for the purpose of expurt.

8. We notice that the nature of services used in the present case are
somewhat different. However, in some of the concluded matters. (he
question was with respect to service tax paid on outward transportation of
goods, Any service used by the manufacturer directly or indirectly in
relation to manufacture of final products and clcaring of final products
upto the place of removal would certainly be covered within the
expression as held hereinabove. In the present case, the place of removal
would be the port.

9.  We notice that in Cadila Healthcare (supra), this Court as referred 10
hereinabove has dealt with the courier service and the question was (hat
the courier when collects the parcel from the factory gate for further
transportation, whether it would fall within the ambit of the term input
service as defined under Rule 2(1) of the Rules and such issue is answered
in favour of the assessee and against the Revenue, Relevant also will be
to refer to the decision of the Cadila Healthcare (supra) and particulaily.
the clearing and forwarding services. Such services provided by the
Clearing and Forwarding Agents in different States in India for activitics
relating to sale of goods in domestic market. According to the Revenue,
such service would commence only after clearance of final products and
the service tax paid in respect thereof was not in relation to manufacture
of final product. According to the Tribunal, the Clearing and Forwarding
Agents had a definite role to play in promotion of sales by storing goods
and supplying the same to customers and, thereby it promotes the sules.
In such backdrop of facts, this Court held that the C & F carries out all
activities right from promotion of sales to its storage and delivery to the
customers, Referring to the expression “upto the place of removal™ as
defined under sub-clause (iii) of clause (c) of sub-section (3) of Section 4
. of the Act, the Court held thus :

“5.4  xxx XXX XXX

(vi) Thus, the <learing and forwarding agent is an agent of
the principal. The goods stored by him after clearance from
the factory would therefore, be stored on hehalf of the
principal, and as such the place where such goods are stored
by the C & F agent would fall within the purview of sub-
clause (iii) of clause (¢) of Section 4(3) of the Act and as
such would be the place of removal. Viewed from that light
the services rendered by the C & F agent of clearing the
goods from the factory premises, storing the same and
delivering the same to the customer would fall within the
ambit of Rule 2(1) of the Rules as it stood prior to its
amendment with effect from 1-4-2008, namely clearance of
final products from the place of removal. However, this
court is not in agreement with the view adopted by the
Tribunal that such services would amount to sales
promotion and is, therefore, an input service. For Lhe reasons
staled while discussing the issuc as regards service
commission paid to foreign agent, the services rendered by
the C & F agents cannot be said to be in the nature of sales
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promotion. This issue stands answered accordingly, in
favour of the assessee and against the revenue.”

10. Considering the role of Customs House Agent and Shipping Agent
for rendering Customs House Agent Service and Shipping Agents and
Container Services, the decision of this Court referred to in the case of
Clearing and Forwarding Agent would apply and the definition of “inpul
service” would also cover both these services, considering the nature of
services rendered by them and the place of removal being the point in this
case, the answer shall favour the Revenue.

12. Accordingly, the substantial question of law raised in respect of the
following three categories of services i.e. (i) Customs House Apents
Services, (ii) Shipping Agents and Container Services and (iii) Services
of Overseas Commission, is answered partly in favour of the assessee so
far as aforesaid category Nos. (i) and (it) are concerned. Insotur s
category No. (iii) i.e. Services of Overseas Commission, is concerned, the
same is answered in favour of the Revenue and against the assessee.”

6| The above judgment of the Hon’ble High Court is squarely applicuble to

the|facts involved in the present appeal. 1 further find that a similar view

wag taken by different benches of the Hon'ble Tribunal in the cases relied

updn by the appellant and which have been cited above. Therefore, the issuc

is 10 more res integra and stands decided in favour of the appellant.

7.

In view of the above the discussions and the decisions of the Hon'ble

High Court and Hon'ble Tribunals and by following the principles of judicial

di

igcipline, I hold that the appellant have correctly availed cenvat credil of the

o

sefvice tax paid on services provided in relation to the export of the gonds at

the ICD/port. Therefore, I set aside the impugned order for being not legal

ar*d proper and allow the appeal filed by the appellant.

FrfrerEhal AT got 2T ITE e T AT IR adreh & foRa S o

The appeali filed by the appellant stands disposed off in above terms.

Ledde:
’

Khilesf K

Commissioner (Appeais)

Date: .01.2022.

&ryanarayanan. Iyer)
uperintendent(Appeals),
GST, Ahmedabad.
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M/s. Aksharchem (India) Ltd, Appellant
Survgy No. 166 & 169,

Indr4d, Chhatral-Kadi Road,

Kargnnagar, Kadi,

Meh$ana- 382 727

The Assistant Commissioner, Respondent
Cenfral GST, Division- Kadi
Comjmissionerate, Gandhinagar

Copy to:
' 1) The Chief Commaissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone.
2 The Commissioner, CGST, Gandhinagar.
3 The Assistant Commissioner (HQ System), CGST, Gandhinagar,
{for uploading the QIA) :

L 4-Giard File.
) P.A. File.




