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Mis Steefo Engineering Corporation
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Any person an 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:

417algr)arUr 377 :
Revision application to Government of India:

(1) (en) (@) i¢hr 5ur rca 3f@1fer# 1994 Rt ru 3raa at aarz a mart art R qitan ear
cfi1' 3q-nr hs rzra uiaa s 3iair gtrur 3la 3ref Ra,a war, f@a ainz, {I5lq

0 fcr8ITJT,tf #ifs, sjaa tu rua,is mi, re fee@r-1 0001 cfi1' ~~~ I

A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Government of India, Revision Application Unit,
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Parliament Street, New
Delhi-110001, 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) ze mr # zrf h mar ii sa zr ara far iera zI 3fo=lf cf>l{@.:I R m fcnm
sisrar au aisrar a:JTc>r sna gz WT R,m Raft sisra zr 3=isR R ~ ~ fcnm <hl{-Wl.:I

R m fr4sisra ii z ma R am h aha st 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

(4) Ara h a fa#r zag zr Ir #ffa mr w znr mr h fafasr # 5uzitr yr
aa# U3IIII h Raz h ma R a)- ~ ~ ~M~ zr tr a ? I
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(c) In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of

duty.

3iiwf ~ c#l°~~ cfi :r@R cfi ~ 'GIT ~~ 'l=fR:f c#l° 11{ t 3ITT" Z'R ~ 'GIT ~
tJNr ·crct m-.:r cFi gafa rgaa, srf cFi aRr -cnfur ~ ~ -q'{ m ~ lf fclro~ (.:f.2) 1998

TT 10s rr fzga fag T; tl

(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 mqde there under and such order
is passed by the Commissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed underec. 19%2.
of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998. =-Pl-,-. _ e -
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(1) ~~ -~ (3rcTIC1) Pl4l-llqc1"1, 2001 cfi m-.:r 9 cfi 3iWRI Fc'tAFcftt !,fCl?f~ ~-8 if err ~
Tf, )fa are 4fa an?r hf~ "ff ~ "l-{ffi cfi ~ ~-~ ~~~ c#l" err-err
~ cfi 'ITT~~ 3WfcR~ \i'fFlT ~ I \N-fcfi 'ITT~~~- cJ)T jM~M cfi 3RfT@" tlNf 35-~ Tf
~ -q5'r cfi :r@R cfi ~ cfi 'ITT~ €tr-s arr at ,f ft sift afg 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, tnder Major Head of Account.

(2) ~fcrur,:r 31TcfcR cfi 'ITT~ Gs via+aa ala q? awk "ITT cTT ~ 200/- ffl 'ljl"@R
al ug jh ref icaaa ya ala vnar st m 10001- c#l" tifR:r :rmr-=r c#l" ~ ,

C •

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.

0

(1)

(a)

(b)

(2)

a€)u gyca 3pf@nR4, 1944 c#l° tlNf 35-€Tf/35-~ cfi 3@T@":-
'Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

avffan pcnia idf@ft mm 4tr yens, tuqr zcen vi hara an@#tu nrznfrUT
c#l° fcmi:r~~~ -;:t, 3. 3ITT. a. g, { fa4l at v
the special bench of :Custom, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal of West §tD.9k
No.2, R.K. Puram, New Delhi-1 in all matters relating to classification valuation and.

~~2 (1)icp lf ~~ cFi 3@TclT c#l" 3m, ~ cFi -.:w@ lf "ffll:rr ~. ~
art gyca g hara 374#hr nzaf@rauT (Rrec) 6t ufa 2fr f1fem, rza1al& B 3TT-20, 4-
~ i31R4ccii q-,UJh3°-s, _:irmufr .:rrrx, 31i31-!ctl€11ct-380016.
To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 0-20, New Metal Hospital Compound, Meghani Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380
016. in case of appeals other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.

a€ta area zyca (srft) Praft, 2001 c#l" tJNr a cfi 3RfT@" m ~--~-3 Tf ~ ~~
or@)Ra -7znf@raoi at +{ 37fl a fas an@a fag ·rg am?r #t a ,Rit Ra uiUna zge
c#l" l=ftrr, m c#l" -i:rrr 3TR -wrrm <]<:IT~~ s ~m~ 'ctn=r t cfi3i ~ 1000/- tJfR:r 'ffl"
6flfr , sfn zyca #t ir, an at -i:rrr 3ITT C'l<l1m Tnr gift u; 5 Gal TT 5o qr lq m m
~ 5000/- tJfR:r 'ffl" ID1fi 1 \i'l1TT~~ c#l" -i:rrr, m c#l" -i=rrT,::3~~HN1~-:rrr~~ 50
aer ar set carat 3 asi w« 10coo/- sir ho# srf1 $),#fire&t@@fer1r
tea/fa#a as qrse # sq #war oh1 re s em # f@pg@ti@gssyfvfeear a has #t
gar al gt uIr qr uznf@raur #6t i:flo ft-QIB % I ! r;,- ft' 'iu )~J '~, :::I,\i.-,- i,' - nip· rd $7]
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tr zyca, a{r uaa yen vi ara 3rat4tu znnf@rawa uf 3rfl
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.



gf#a a gnu wu ii«er al Gr?1 zryr vn # fa4t if Ifs r # a #
wm cITT "ITT '1feft Ua mrItf@tar at fl fer ?
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.

0

0

(4)

(5)

(6)

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.

·1RI1au yen 3tf@fr 1g7o zren igif@er at 3g-1 cB" aiafa feaffRa fag 3Tjx1R \'lcro 3~ "llTa 3mar zqenfenf fvfu If@rat #a smr v)a at ya if "CJx x'i .6.50 tru" cfiT .-llll!IC'lll ~

fer aim @tr afeg1

One copy of application or 0.1.0. as the case may be, and the order of the adjournment
authority shall a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paise as prescribed under scheduled-I item
of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

za ail via@er mat at jawa crrc;f fruit at it ft ezu 3naff fhzn utar ? uih 4tr yea,
if1nr zgca vi ara nfl4hr mrnf@raw (araff@;) fr , 1oe2 #j fe at
Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in the
Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.

ft gca, a4a sna zyca vi hara an9l4tu Inf@aur (Rre), # 4R arf # ma a
c!icWT;i:rraT (Demand)~ <ts (Penalty) cfiT 10% qasar aar 3fear tzrifa, 3rf@rarer qa5r 1o cnIB.
~ % !(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act,

1994)

~3c'91c;" ~~3-fin=rcrr cfi{ cfi3iiia, en@a star "a+car#t ia"Duty Demanded) -
.:,

(i) (Section) is 1uD hageeffa@r;
(ii) fwrrdfci@~~~'{ITT)";
(iii) dz)Refrat#fr 6#azaerf@.

> agrarar 'ifar3rr'rz uasmRtcar ii, gr4l' afaaa #fez ra raamRrarar&.
C\. C\. .::, C\.

For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, 10% of the Duty & Penalty confirmed by
the Appellate Commissioner would have to be pre-deposited. It may be noted that the
pre-deposit is a mandatory 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)

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.

z af zk ,gr srer 'ij;' ufr 3r4hr fawr a si area 3rzrar res nr avs fcla1Ra m- m wrm
"JN ~~ 'ij;' 10% srarar r ail srzi #a au Rafa zt clGf a:us t" 10% sr·rate u #saa &I

.::, . .::, . .::,

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribu~a~ payment of 10%
of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in disP..H~I~,,~?~· where penalty
alone Is in dispute..ete ·Aj %
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ORDER IN APPEAL

The subject appeal is filed by the department (hereinafter referred to as

'the appellant') Under Section 35(2) Of Central Excise Act1944, against OIO No.

67/REFUND/2014,dated 07.11.2014 (hereinafter referred to as 'the
impugned order) Passed by The Deputy Commissioner, Central Excise

Division-IVAhmedabad-lI,(hereinafter referred to as 'the adjudicating
authority)infavourofM/s.SteefoEngineeringCorporation,12,Newahme
dabadInd.Estate, sarkhej Bavlahighway ,moraiya,dist-Ahmedabad

(hereinafter referred as 'the respondent') the respondent is engaged in the

manufacture of metal rolling mill and rolls under chapter 84 of Central

Excise Tariff Act, 1985 [hereinafter referred as CETA-1985].

2. Briefly stated the fact of the case is, the respondent had filed Service
tax refund claim amounting to Rs.41788/-on dated 27.08.2014,
under Notification No. 41/2012-ST,dated29.06.2012,which pertains
to CHA Services, Insurance Services, Terminal Handling Charges,
Other Port Services, storage and warehousing Services, other port
services and Transport of rail Services used for exports, for the period
from 01.09.2013 to 31.03.2014. The adjudicating authority vide above

order has sanctioned refund claim of Rs. 41365/- under the provisions
of Section 1 lB of the Central Excise Act, 1944and the Finance

Act,1994 read with Nati. No. 41/2012-ST. dated 29.06.2012.

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order the appellant preferred an appeal

on the following grounds:

That Order is not legal and proper. Refund has been sanctioned under

the provisions of Not. No.41/2012-ST, dated 29.06.2012 in respect of
services utilized used in the export of excisable goods. The said
notification provides refund of service tax paid on specified services used
in exports of goods beyond the place of removal. Service tax refund of .

services under notification 41/2012-ST dated 29.06.2012 is admissible only for
"specified services" as defined under Notification (A)"specified services"

means;

t.,
t.

0

0
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[i] 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 1 sub-clauses (A), (B),

(BA) and (C) of clause (I) of rule (2) of the CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004.

In case of export on FOB basis place of delivery is the port

of shipment. Therefore, the services availed up to that point would
become service availed up to the place of removal. The Board has also
clarified vide Circular No. 988/12/2014-CX dated 20.10.2014.

Further, Board vide Circular No. 999/6/2015-CX dated 28.02.2015 has clarified

that:-" 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".Thus, the place of removal in the instant case is port of
export and said services used up to the port of export. Thus, the benefit

of refund under the Notification No. 41/2012 dated 29.06.2012 shall not

be applicable to these services as not been used :.beyond the place of

removal.

4. Personal hearing was held on 19.02.2016, which was attended by Shri
Aatish shah CA of the Appellant. He reiterated the submissions filed by them

earlier .He Submitted Copy of amended Notification No. 01/2016-ST dated 3rd
February, 2016. I have gone through all records placed before· me in the form of
the impugned order and written submissions of department as well as

) submissions made during personal hearing by the respondents. Submissions

made vide letter dtd.29-02-16,and submitted copy of amended noti. No.
01/2016. I find that the main issue to be decided is the refund sanctioned

vide said order is correct or otherwise. I find that, During the course of export,

the respondent has availed input services, which have been specified under
Notification No. 41/2012-Service Tax dated 29.06.2012 .The respondent has

filed service tax refund claim on dated12.07.14 for Rs. 44809/- under the

Notification No. 41/2012-ST dated 29.06.2012 being the amount of
refund of the taxable services used for export of goods. The respondent
had submitted the original refund documents in respect of the said services
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and paid service tax on such charges, for which they had filed refund
claim amounting to Rs.44809 /- for services related to exports. The

adjudicating authority vide above order sanctioned refund claim of Rs.

41365/-.

5. I have gone through refund claim Records; documents for the
exports made during the said period in respect of payment of service tax
made by them on the specified services. I proceed to decide correctness of

the refund claim on the basis of records available with me. I find that, vide

Notification No. 41/2012-Service Tax dated 29.06.2012 is effective

from0l.07.2012 grants rebate of service tax paid(hereinafter referred to as

rebate) on the taxable services which are received by an exporter of goods

(hereinafter referred to as the exporter) and used for export of goods,
subject to followingconditions:-

[a] The exemption shall be claimed by the exporter of the goods for the

specified service received and used by the exporter for export of the said

goods;

[b] The exemption shall be provided by way of refund ofservice tax paid on
the specified service used for export ofthe said goods;

(c) The exporter claiming the exemption has actually paid the service tax
on the specified service as Notification No. 41/2012-Service Tax dated

29.06.2012 is effectivefrom 01.07.2012;

Explanation. - For the purposes ofthis notification,

{A} "Specified services" means-

[ij in the case of excisable goods, taxable services that have been
used beyond the place of removal, for the export of said goods;

0

0

[ii] in the case ofgoods other than (i) above, taxable services used

for the export ofsaid goods;

but shall not include any service mentioned in sub-clauses (A), (B), {BA}
and (C) of clause (I) of rule (2) of the CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004.

6. In case of export on FOB basis place of delivery is the port
of shipment. Therefore, the services availed up to that point would
become service availed up to the place of removal. I also find that the
Board vide Circular No. 999/6/2015-CX dated 28.02.2015 has clarified that:-"

Iri such a situation, transfer of property can be .s•~_··o; _t__~_--:·-::t·1J.ia'v1eh J.,~-:.\r)~:..n t1., J,'l- ✓r7)·rl~ .:;- ~,, ;>
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¢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"Thus, the place of removal in the instant case is port of
export and the said services are used up to the port of export. Thus, the
benefit of refund under the Notification No. 41/2012 dated 29.06.2012
shall not be applicable to these services, as not been used beyond the

place of removal.
7. I find that as per Notification No.41/2012-ST dated 29.06.2012 which is

effective from 01.07.2012; the said credit is not admissible for refund of

service tax to the respondent.
The said notification has been amended vide Notification No. 01/2016-ST

dated 03.02.2016 and accordingly, in the 'Explanation' in Clause (A) for the sub

clause (i), the following sub-clause has been substituted.

0 "(i) in the case of excisable goods, taxable service that have been used beyond
factory or any other place or premises of production or manufacture of the said

goods, for their export;

The said amendment has retrospective effect from the date of application of

the parent notification i.e. from 01.07.2012. Accordingly, I hold that the

respondent is eligible for said service tax refund.

ls--
[ Uma Shanker]

Commissioner (Appeals-II]
Central Excise,Ahmedabad

•Attested ,,-a92
s> 'ser

[K.K.Parmar )
Superintendent (Appeals-II)
Central excise, Ahmedabad.

By Regd. Post A. D

8. In view of the foregoing discussion and findings, I uphold the impugned

order of adjudicating authority. Accordingly, I reject the appeal filed by the

department. The appeal stands disposed of as above.

0

M/s. Steefo Engineering Corporation,

Tajpur road,
SarkhejBavla Road,

Changodar,
Dist-Ahmedabad-382213.
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Copy to:

1. The Chief Commissioner, Central Excise, Ahmedabad.
2. The Commissioner, Central Excise, Ahmedabad-II.
3. The Asstt.Commissioner,Central Excise, Divi-IV, Ahmedabad-11
4. The Asstt. Commissioner (Systems), Central Excise, Ahmedabad-11.

5_Guard file.

+6. PA le.
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