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Passed by Shri Uma Shanker, Commissioner (Appeals-II)

iJT .3ITTJm,~ xQlc;" ~' (a:isc>f-IV), 3-lt;cHc;laJlc;- II, 3-ll<Jctiic>l<-l WU~

~~~r ~----~---*~ I
~·ising out of Order-In-Original No.71/Refund/2014 Dated: 29/11//2014 / 63L£ef'itid{d,-O l~
issued by:DeputyCommissioner.,Central Excise (Div-IV), Ahmedabad"'II / 13Jo~/ JS

U- 3-14"1e>lclici~nllaclleJ tITT ~m 'CfciT (Name & Address of the Appellant/Respondent)

Mis Crown Laminates Pvt. Ltd.

~~~ 3TTfh;r 31R,"Qf "fl" ~ Jq8rcf cITTc=rr i ill ~ ~ 31R,"Qf ~ Q"frt ~~~
G@N .JT"Q" "ffa=m~ cm- 3TTfh;r ~ :fRT!lJUr ~ m=w, a war ? I

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:

llTT«l "fficITT{ <ITT gertearur 3rdaa :
Revision application to Government of India:

(I) (en) (@) #sftzr 35ur era 3rfnfzr 1994 <ffi" tm 317aa Rt aal av mail h ar <R" WJ1m 'URT

cm- 3u-arr hs rarar uiqa h 3iairgterur 3rd 3rfc fa, llTT«l m-cnR , fear zinzr, rGrva
fcrawr, alt #ifs, siur ts rat,i ari,a fear- I I 000 I cm- cffi" ~~ 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) <lft m Rt gr h ma k sa rfarr f#t 2isra znr 3l-I <hl{@oi <R" m ~
gisra au vista ai m aa gz.a <R",m ~~~ a=isR <R"r a ff <hl{{llloi

i zn fas4aizra ii za nun ala { et]

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

8sQ mna h a fnr lg zu ,er i fc:l,(Maa m CR" m mm h Rafe#for ii 3suzitr re
actmuz5eurza ra h Ratz h ma i si mr h ar far rg zm 2r ii fffaa ?
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(c) In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of

duty ..

3tfwr~ c#\" ~~ * 'T]oR cfi ~~ '11T ~ cBfuc l=!RT c#l" ~ t 3ll'< ~~'11T ~
t1Nr ·qct ~ *~ ~. ~ * mxr -crrmr m ~ -cix m qtc'; # fcrm~ (.=f.2) 1995

eITTT 109 IDxT frrp@ ~ ~ 1TT 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 under .f'f.!c.1~~F
of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998.

(1) a4 war4a zyca (3rfta) Rma81, 2oo1 fzm 9 * 3-iffi fctPtfcfcc WP-f ~~-8 # at ufi
i, )fa srar a IR am?r hf fetal mn a fa pa-3mar vi r4la art #t ai-a
v.fu<IT *~T '3iwf 31N<R fclmr ufAT ~ I ~ x-f[Q;f -mRfT ~- <ITT jM~M * 3Rl11cf tlNf 35-~ #
11tlfffif 1:b"r * 'TfclFl * ~ cf5 -WQ:f i'f3TR-6 'clIBR $ 4fa ft al4t a1Reg I

The above application shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified under 0
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, -~.nder Major Head of Account.

(2) ~ 3~ ~ "fflQ;f \i'l1TT viva va ya Garg q] u \TTffi cp1, 1TT cTT ~ 200/- tJfR:r 'l_fRlFf
<B1 vlW 3ITT vl1TT pica van ya arq a vanr st m 1ooo/- c#l" tJfR:r 'l_fRlFf <B1 ~ 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.

vl zyca, 4a sat zyca viaa 3rah4tu =4raff@rnvT mf[ 3-Tlfrc;r:
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(«) ah4hr saga gen 3rf@)fr, 1g44 at ar 3s-ft/as-z a sift
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

(a) aafjaw qcaria iaf@ ft 4tr zycn, ta Una yen vi vars 3r4)Rn =urnf@rav
ct)- fits q)fear ae it i. 3. 3-TR. ~- ~. ~ ~ <ITT -cfcf

0

(a) the special bench of ·Custom, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal of West i;?jn9k
No.2, R.K. Puram, New Delhi-1 in all matters relating to classification valuation and.

~~2 (1) ;cf) # ~ 3lj'<'ITT * 3@lclT cB1 3Tlfrc;r, 3TCT!m # v# zyea, h4hr
sad zca ga hara ar4la rzmf@aw (Rrec) al ufa %fra 4if6, 3-Wic\lEJtc; # 3-TT-20, ~

##ea fRua qr,rue, uvf TI, 3In,far7-380016.
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.

$=tm~~ (3Tlfrc;r) Ptlll-ltq&tl 2001 cB1 tlNf 6 m 3IB1TT'f WP-f ~.1.;-3 ftfRa fhg 3r
an@Ra =nznf@era@i al n{ oral #f n4la fg ·g amt 6t a ufi fea uiUr« ye
<l~ TfiTI, ~ cBt -i:rM 3ht aura Ir uifn; 5 rs qt sua an %- cfITT ~ 1000/- -cfu-r~
61ll1 1 Ge snr zgc at air, ans at l=fM 3ITT "c,JTITlIT 1Tlff~~ 5 C'fruf m 50 C'IW qcp 1?r en
~ 5000/- #ha ft eh#ti ssi snr gycn at ni, ants #t l=fM 3ITT "c,JTITlIT 1Tlff~~ 50
ala a au vnar ? asi u; 1000o/- -cfu-r ~~ 1TT'fr I 'ctr -cfu-r~ xfti'{-clx * "fR "ff
atf@a an rs a a # viir at srt zr z7re U en # fa4h mi@r var4Ra eta a o
WW <ITT st ui sat =unTf@rawr 6tq fer & I
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eRaia % tve # a ii var #tst zag g#deen a fa4 nfR 1ff 8a a has
~xm- cpl" "ITT \J1"ITTa 5nf@au 6t 4l fer &j

11;(. ,1(.:, . . • :;-<I __.,,,

The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed irf 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) zufk sq am?gr i a{ sr?ii ar rmrhr sh & it re@ sitgr a frg vi cpl" :fillR~
cPl "'{) fcnm rt aRg z a # sit gy g fa frar q8t cITTlf "'{) ffi cB" ~ ll~~ ~
-rnfeaw at a 3r4ta zn ha war qt ya 3ma fhn uirr &y
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.

0

(4)

(5)

(6)

,.,~Illl&lll ~ 3T~Pl<:r=f 1970 zqen izi1fer t srqRr--4 a 3if« fefffa fhg arr at 3r4ar za smr?gr zqenfRenf ffut If@rant a am2gr r@a #t ya 4f 'C!x xii.6.50 tR{ clJl rllllll&lll ~

fez am hra;1
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.

gr 3it iife mm#ii at firu av 'cf@" f.n:rTT ~ 3TR '4)- 'c.l[R 3~TI fcnm 'G'fmT t ~ xtr,r ~.
4zrwna zyca vi hara 3r4l# -mnrf@raw (ariffafen) fu, 1982 i ffe &

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 zycan, 4ta sea zyca gi hara 4l#a =rn@raw (Rec), # uf sr#eat lW@ if
a#car iar (Demand) gd is (Penalty) pl 10%a smar air 31far Izrif, 3rf@rater qa5 1o#ls
~ t !(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act,

1994)

~~~~rc;:cfi3.fi"ntcrr<ITT"fy;~. ~~WIT "cmfufcfitJ:Im11(Duty Demanded) -
.:,

(i) (Section)as 1D has feffuf@;
(ii) farznrarahr&dz 2fez #r uf@r;
(iii) r&dzhe frifafer 6hazr2zr zf@.

c:> ~qa-~ •tffira'3ftl'm1 ughuamsta6ca#, 3r41r' arRraa a fag ua sraa fear ilTmf.
" " .:, "

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.

r ucaaf ,z 3mar a ufr 3r4l sf@rawr a ma s&i areas 3ar 2ye.m ?.Us faafa zt z 1IFf fcl;-1l

"JN la a 10%m tR a il zi aa avg f a f R a @l a ?.Us~ 10%m r #r s aa 1
.:, .:, .:,

:.%.
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."
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ORDER IN APPEAL

The subject appeals are filed by the department (hereinafter referred to as 'the
appellant') Under Section 35(2) Of Central Excise Act,1944, against OIO No.
71/REFUND/2014and No. 03/REFUND/2014[hereinafter referred to as 'the
impugned order) passed By The Deputy Commissioner, Central Excise, Division
IV,Ahmedabad-II,(hereinafter referred to as 'the adjudicating authority) in favour of
M/s. Crown Laminates Pvt. Ltd. 419/1, Radhe Ind. Estate, Tajpur
Road,Changodar,Ta-Sanand,Dist-,Ahmedabad(hereinafter referred as 'the
respondent') the respondent is engaged in the manufacture of excisable goods
falling under chapter 48 of the Central Excise Tariff Act, 1985 [hereinafter referred
as CETA-1985].

2. Briefly stated the fact of the case is, the respondent had filed two refund
claims on dated 27.08.2014 and 18.11.2014, in respect of service tax
paid on CHA Services, Terminal Handling Charges and Goods Transport
Services utilized in the export of excisable goods amounting to
Rs.102939/-and Rs.110616/-under Notification No.41/2012-ST, dated
29.06.2012.itpertains to the exports made during the period
0l.l.2014to 30.6.2014. The adjudicating authority vide above said orders
sanctioned both refund claims under the provisions of Section 1 lB of the
Central Excise Act,1944.
3 . Being aggrieved with the said impugned orders the appellant preferred both the
appeals on the following main grounds.

A. That Order is not legal and proper. Refund has been sanctioned under
the provisions of Not. No.41/2012-ST, dated 29.06.2012 ii respect of services
such as CHA Services, Terminal Handling Charges, and goods Transport
Services utilized 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 said
notification is admissible only for "specified services" as defined under
Notification. (A)"specified services" means;

[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 in sub-clauses (A), (B), (BA)
and (C) of clause (I) of rule (2) of the CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004.

B. 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 clarified vide
Circular No. 988/12/2014-CX dated20.10.2014 as reproduced below:
"It is reiterated that the place of removal needs to be ascertained in
................... is the relevant consideration to determine the place of removal"

0
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c. Further, Board vide Circular No, 999/6/2015-CX dated 28.02.2015 has clarified
that:-"In the case of clearance " of' goods, for export by.
manufacturerexporter ;·.~:' :·: and the.
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 are used up to the port
of export. Thus, the benefit of refund under the said Notification shall not be
applicable to these services as not been used beyond the place of removal.

4. Personal hearing was held on 18-07-16. Shri L,S Modi,advocate, attended
Personal hearing on behalf of .the respondent. He has filed written submissions
dated 18-7-16. 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
by the respondents. I find that. the main issues to be decided is the refund
sanctioned to the respondents vide said orders is correct or otherwise. I find that,
during the course of export, the respondent is availing input services which have
been specified under Notification No. 41/2012-ST dated 29.06.2012.The
respondent has filed said service tax refund claims for the refund of amount of
taxable services used for export of goods. Said refund claims has been verified
and found that the respondent is eligible for service tax refund. The adjudicating
authority vide above said orders has sanctioned both the refund under the

(C) provisions of Section 11B of the Central Excise Act1944.

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 said refund
claims on the basis of records available with me. I find that, vide Notification
No.41/2012-Service Tax dated 29.06.2012 is effective from 01.07.2012 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 exporterfor export of the said goods;

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

0 (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 of this notification,

(A) "Specified services" means-

[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 in sub
clauses (A), (B), (BAJ and (CJ of clause (I) of rule (2) of the CENVAT Credit
Rules, 2004.

y • ·
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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:-" 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 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.

"(i) in the case of excisable goods, taxable service that have been used beyond factory
or any other. place orpremises ofproduction 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.

8. In view of the foregoing discussion and findings, I uphold both the impugned
order of adjudicating authority. Accordingly, I reject both the appeal filed by the
department. The appeal stands disposed of as above.

lal
ro.Ck.sa

Commissioner (Appeals-II]
Central Excise,Ahmedabad.

aced as€
4e"Z...
[K.K.Parmar )

Superintendent (Appeals-II)
Central excise, Ahmedabad.

By Rega. Post A. D

M/s. Crown Laminates Pvt. Ltd.
419/ 1,Radhe Ind. Estate,
Tajpur Road, Changodar,
Ta-Sanand,
Dist-,Ahmedabad.

Copy to:

1. The ChiefCommissioner, Central Excise, Ahmedabad.
2. The Commissioner, Central Excise, Ahmedabad-Il.
3 The Asstt.Commissioner,CentralExcise, Divi$ion-IV, Ahmedabad-II
4. The Asstt. Commissioner (Systems), Central Excise, Ahmedabad-II.

566era me.
6. PA file.
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