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Passed by Shri Akhilesh Kumar, Commissioner (Appeals)

T Arising out of Order-in-Original Nos. 05/AC/DEM/2020-21 dated 27.10.2020, passed by the
Assistant Commissioner, Central GST & Central Excise, Div-V, Ahmedabad-North.

g frerERdl BT ATH TE U Name & Address of the Appellant / Respondent

Appellant- M/s. Bhagwati Autocast Pvt. Ltd., Survey No. 816, Village: Rajoda, Near Bavla,
Dist: Ahmedabad.

Respondent- Assistant Commissioner, Central GST & Central Excise, Div-V, Ahmedabad-
North. .

Fle AR §H oMl AR A AHAT GHT FXa1 £ @ I8 34 oy & ufd auRefy R
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Any person 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 :

' ART EGR BT FTOEOT A4
Revision application to Government of India :

)y g IETed Yow AR, 1904 @ U™ Soa AR S TN AMEl $ IR # g 917 B
JU-ERT B VAW UIR(E B ST AR e o wfw, TR WeR, R HAen, InRd
faumr, =@l wfora, Sew € waa, Sag 9rf, =2 Rl - 110001 @ @ G wWfdy

(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, 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 :

G G e A w D A 4 v e e eRER ¥ AR SR A o REr A @
frell oerTR | qEY WUermR d wie o Wi g¢ Anf § ar W 9sTR W wueR H e gy fhe
FEH § @ fF e # 8 A1 o 9fem @ kM g8 8

‘trr}\uln case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a warehouse or to
/ ‘anothag factory or from one warehouse to another during the course of processing of the goods in a
" warehouse or in slorage whether in a factory or in a warehouse.
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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 cutside India.

afe Yo @1 WA f&U B uRa @ awe (e a1 qom oY) et B o Aoy

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

3ifom SEIEE @ SerEA Yo @ gaE @ foag o sy o A @ o d ok O oy S 3w um @
fFm & gafde  amygea, add @ g™ wiRa @ w5 W a1 98§ faw afdfre (72) 1008 e 109 g
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Credit of any duty aillowed 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.

FEIY e oo (o) Frvmaed, 2001 @ fram o & sieia fafafde gum @ gu—s W @ ot 4
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Sfad sagA far arm arfde | 9@ @1 @I g @ [ @ arie uw 35—3 A Pifa # F gram
B qga B TR AAR-6 A W A N g e

The above application shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified under
Rute, 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 accormpanied by
two copies each of the OlO and Crder-In-Appeal. It should also be accompanied by
copy of TR-6 Challan evidencing payment of prescribed fee as prescribed under Section
35-EE of CEA, 1944, under Major Head of Account.
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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.

At gep, BEY IWEF Yd GG qaaR Je e @ g andre-
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.
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(a)

B IOTER Yod AW, 1944 B Uy 35—/ 35-3 B Hanfa—
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to -

gaferRaa o= 2 (1) & # T AR D emar @ adrer, srfiel & " A WM ges, W
A e Od Aare anfiela Ao (Rreke) @ aRtew e difde, ammemae 7 2™ A,

T SEA AT RO, e 380004

Teo the west regionat bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at

_,,21" floor,Bahumali Bhawan Asarwa, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004. in case of appeals

other as mentioned in para-2{i) (a) above.
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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 / penaity / 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.

I 0 anewl A &3 g Rl & HIw g & Al U 4d AW & AU oW @ Tae s
@1 W fora oA wifRy gw cem @ g gy W b fon ot o @ aun & fon aaiRerfd anflefry
IIRERRT @ Uk i A1 Besld HIER B U e [ Fre g |

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.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.

Ty ok AR 1970 ven wefa & srgfu—1 @ it Fuifa feg sgw SR wndws ar
7@ ey gl Fofus mited @ ondw A T T B U@ 9 W we.s0 YW W RIARE YRR
fewe o B AifE |

One copy of application or O.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-! item
of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

5 aiR Weld Ael @ Froavl av are R a9 e W e e R s @ o die g,
HNY JUGT Yo Yo Qarar (AT IrfERy (Grifal) fam, 1982 F ffgw 21

Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in the
Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1682.

WM o, 1A IR Yed Ud AiHR s ety (Reee), @ ufy afied & #a 3
Fded AR (Demand) U4 &8 (Penaly) & 10% 98 FAT &A1 Fo@mT § | graits, ariavrs qd SrAY
FOFFIT T |(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Secnon 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act,
1994)

Firy 3a1e A AT BaT FT & waaa, A § "wasw AR (Duty Demanded) -
{i) (Section} @8 111y & aga uifa ofa:
(i) o Irere Aade iR iy ufi;
(iii) Werde Fidz fort & A o % aga g ofi

og g s wifae ardier # wger & St A g A, andier afle & Rv qd ud e R o

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, provided that the pre-
deposit amount shall not exceed Rs.10 Crores. 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:
] amount determined under Section 11 D;
{in) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken,
(i)  amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

ww%rtmmmtwaﬁ!mmawmmﬁmﬁaﬁmmﬁwwa;?m"

= 10% ST X AR T AW qvs R @ @ aUs & 10% e WA el ¥
TN

n view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of

ione is in dispute.”

10% of %he duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where

penaity
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ORDER IN APPEAL

This appeal has been filed by M/s. Bhagwati Autocast Ltd. , Survey No-816, Village
Rajoda, Near Bavla, Ahmedabad (in short ‘appellant’) against the OIO No:
'05/AC/Dem/2020-21/BK dated 27.10.2020 (in short 'impugned order') passed by the
Assistant Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad North (in short ‘the adjudicating
authority ' ). i

2. The facts of the case, in brief, are that during the course of audit of M/s. '
Bhagwati Spherocast Pvt. Ltd.,, 132/1, Odhav, Ahmedabad, conducted by the officers
of Central GST Audit, Ahmedabad, it was observed that the appellant sends
inputs/raw materials to their sister concern M/s. Bhagwati Spherocast Pvt. Ltd.
(hereinafter referred to as ‘the job worker') for job work. From 'Notes to Accounts’ &
‘Disclosure of related persons transaction’ of the audited Balance Sheet for the F.Y.
2013-14, it was observed that; '

a) The job worker had earned an income of Rs.13,96,644/- & Rs.1,39,77,239/-
during the F.Y 2012-13 & F.Y. 2013-14 respectively, towards machining of un-
_ machined castings supplied by their principal manufacturer (i.e. the appeliant).

b) The appellaht had sent un-machined cast articles for machining process on job
work under the provisions of Notification No. 214/86-CE dated 25.03.1986.

¢) The job worker after carrying out the machining process returned the goods .
“back to the appellant, who in turn removed the same on payment of

appropriate central excise duty.

d) The job worker charged service tax on the job work charges and the appellant
in turn availed the CENVAT credit of service tax paid on such job work charges.

e) The activity undertaken by the job worker is machining of the cast articles
which is subsequently used for manufacture of dutiable final products by the
. appellant. The said activity does not attract service tax as it is exempted by
virtue of Notification. No. 08/2005-ST dated 01.03.2005 (upto 30.06.2012) &
Notification. No. 25/2012-ST dated 13.03.2012 for the period from 01.07.2012 o
onwards, therefore CENVAT credit of service tax paid on such job work ;hérges
appeared to be inadmissible to the appellant. |

Audit observed that the activity of machining of the cast articles does not
attract service tax as the same is unconditionally exempted by virtue of Notification
No. 08/2005-ST dated 01.03.2005 (upto 30.06.2012) & Notification No. 25/2012-ST
dated 13.03.2012 with effect from 01.07.2012. Consequently, the amount charged and
_collected by the job worker cannot be considered as service tax / duty under Section
73 A of the Finance Act (F.A), 1944 and hence the CENVAT credit of tax paid on job
work charges under Business Auxiliary Service was inadmissible to the appellant.

3. . Based on-audit observation, a Show Cause Notice (SCN for brevity) SCN No.
HNI/DSCN/Bhagwati Autocast/99/2016-17 dated 14.07.2017 was issued to the
appellant invoking extended period of limitation and proposing; recovery of CENVAT
it ount of Rs.24,53,125/- under Section 11A(4) of the Central Excise Act (CEA),

credit 2
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' 1944 read with the provisions of Rule 14 of the CCR, 2004; recovery of interest on

aforesaid demand under Section 11AA of the CEA read with Rules 14 of the CCR,

2004. Imposition of penalty under Section 11A (1)(c) of the CEA,1944 read with Rules
15 (2) of the CCR was also proposed. The said SCN was adjudicated by the
adjudicating authorlty vide the impugned order, wherein he confirmed the demand
of CENVAT credit amount of Rs.24,53,125/- alongwith interest and imposed
equivalent penalty of Rs.24,53,125/- under the relevant provisions.

4, ‘Aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellant preferred the present
appeal, mainly on following grounds:-

a. Notification No. 08/2005-ST dated 01.03.2005 is a conditional notification as it
provides option to the job worker to either avail exemption or to pay service
tax on job work activities. The job worker in the instant case has opted to pay
the service tax and the credit of the same was passed to the appellant on
prescrlbed documents, hence the credit cannot be denied on the ground that
job work - activities are exempted When the payment of service tax is not
disputed, the credit availed on cenvatable documents prescribed u/r 4 & 9 of
the CENVAT Credit Rules (CCR), 2004, cannot be denied. Reliance has 'been
‘placed on 2017 (47) STR 79 (Tri-Del), 2015(40) STR 499 (Tri-Del). '

b. Though the facts were in the knowledge of the department, SCN for the period
01.12.2012 to 30.06.2014 was issued on 14.07.2017, hence the demand is time

barred.

¢. The issue involves interpretation of exemption notification, hence penalty u/s
11AC not invokable. Reliance placed on 2007(210) ELT 84 (Tri-Ahd}; 2007(207)
- ELT 241 (Tri-Bom); 2005(187) ELT 119, 2015 (322) ELT 198. :

5. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 17.09.2021 through virtual mode. '
Shri Vipul Khandar, Chartered Accountant, appeared on behalf of the appe!la_nt. He
reiterated the submissions made in the appeal memorandum and those made in the
additional submissions made during hearing.

6. I have carefully gone through the facts and circumstances of the case, the
impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority, submissions made in the
appeal. memorandum as well as at the time of personal hearing and evidences

‘available on records. The issue to be decided under the present appeal is whether

the credit of service tax paid on job work charges is admissible to the appellant.

7. It is observed that the credit of service tax paid by the appellant on job work
activity covered under Business Auxiliary Service was disaliowed by the department
on the grounds that the appellant was not liable to pay service tax as the said activity

T owere exempted under Notification No.08/2005-5T and Notification No. 25/2012 ST,
u wfn\h granted absolute exemption. The appellant on the other hand have contended

'_ th“at both the said notifications provide for conditional exemption, therefore when
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the job worker has opted to pay the service tax, the credit of such tax paid and
passed to the appellant on prescribed documents, cannot be denied.

8. After going through the facts on records, 1 find that the appellént were

sending goods to their sister concern M/s, Bhagwati Spherocast Pvt. Ltd, for job work

activity of machining the cast articles. The job worker after carrying out the required

process returned the goods to the appellant (principal manufacturer) who in turn -
used these processed goods in the manufacture of their finished preduct and these

finished goods were subsequently cleared on payment of excise duty. There is no

‘ambiguity that the job worker is working upon raw materials to complete the

. processing of goods for the appellant and such activity is covered under the scopé of

‘Business Auxiliary Service' defined sub-clause (v) of clause {19} of erstwhile Section

65 of the Finance Act, 1994. These are undisputed facts. '

8.1 Now, to examine whether the job worker was required to pay service tax on
said activity and whether the credit of such tax paid was admissible to the éhpellant
or not, relevant extract of Notification No. 8 of 2005, dated 1-3-2005 and Notification
No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 are reproduced below;

Notification No. 8 of 2005, dated 1-3-2005;

“In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 93 of the finance
CAct 1994 (32 of 1994) (hereinafter referred to as the Finance Act) the Central
Government, on being satisfied that it is necessary in the public interest so to do,
hereby exempts the taxable service of production of goods on behalf of the
client referred in sub-clause {v) of clause (19) of section 65 of the said Finance Act
from the whole of service tax leviable thereon under section 66 of the said Finance Act

Provided that the said exemption shall apply only in cases where such goods are
-produced using raw materials or semi-finished goods supplied by the client and

- goods so produced are returned back to the said client for use in or in relation to
manufactire of any other goods falfing under the First Schedule to the Central
Excise Tanff Act 1985 (5 of 1986} as amended by the Central Excise Tariff
{Amendment} Act 2004 (5 of 2005} on which appropriate duty of excise is payable.

Explanation - For the purpose of this notification, -

D the éxpression “production of goods” means working upon raw materials
or semi-finished goods so as to complete part or whole of production, subject to
the condition that such production does not amount to “manufacture” within the
meaning of clause () of section 2 of the Central Fxcise Act, 1944 (1 _of 1944)

(i ,'apprbpﬁate duty of excise” shall not include ‘Nil’ rate of duty or duty of
excise wholly exempt.”

Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012;

In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 93 of the Finance Act
1994 (32 of 1994) (hereinafter referred o as the said Act) and in supersession of
notification number 12/2012-Sefvice Tax, dated the 17th March 2012, published in the
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part I Section 3, Sub-section (i) vide number G.S.R. 210(F),
- dated the 17th March 2012, the Central Government, being satisfied that.it is necessary
\H in the public interest so to do, hereby exempts the following taxable services from
. '\t(be whole of the service tax leviable thereon under section 668 of the said Act,
“ mamely - .
A

.5
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1. Services provided to the United Nations or a specified international organization,
2. Health care services by a clinical establishment, an authorised medical practitioner
or para-medics; .

* 4 ¥

30 Carrying out an intermediate production process as job work in relation to -

{a} agricufture, printing or textile processing;

[1:)] cut and polished diamonds and gemstones; or ......mérals, falting
“under Chapter 71 of the Central Excise Tariff Act, 1985 (5 of 1986);

) any goods on which appropriate duty is payable by the
principal manufacturer; or

) processes of electroplating, zinc plating, ... during the preceding
financial year;

On plain reading of above notifications, I find that in terms of Notification No.
08/2005-ST dated 01.03.2005, the job work which does not amount to manufacture
was exempted from payment of service tax, provided the job worked goods are
further used in the manufacture of final products on which appropriate duty of excise
. is discharged by the principal manufacturer. Subsequently, vide Notification No.

25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012, with effect from 01.07.2012, as per S.n0.30(c), carrying

out any intermediate production process as job-work in relation to any goods on

which épprqpriaté duty is payable by the principal manufacturer was exempted from
_ the whole of service tax leviable under Section 66B.

8.2 Both these notification have been issued under Section 93(1) of the Finance
Act, 1994 and exempt the taxable services of processing/production of goods on . .
behalf of the principal manufacturer from the whole of service tax leviabie under
Section 66 of the Finance Act. In terms of proviso to Notification no.08/2005-ST,
exemption to taxable service of production of goods on behalf of the client shall
apply only in cases; '

“where such goods are produced using raw materials or semi-finished goods supplied
. by the client and goods so produced are returned back to the said client for use in or
. ' m relation to manufacture of any other goéds falling under the First Schedule to the
Central Excise Tariff Act 1985 (5 of 1986}, as amended by the Central Excise Tariff
" (Amendment) Act, 2004 (5 of 2005), on which appropriate duty of excise is payable.”

Similarly, mega exemption notification grants exemption, provided appropriate duty

is payable by the principal manufacturer. Thus, the exemption shall apply only in

cases where such goods are produced using raw materials or semi-finished gbods

supplied by the client {principal manufacturer) and goods so produced are returned

back to the said client for use in or in relation to the manufacture of other goods on

which appropriate duty of excise is payable. Therefore, the exemption granted under

the said notification is conditional as the applicability of this notification shall be

subject to the condition stipulated therein. Any job worker, who undertakes services

of processing, is not free to avail the benefit of the said notification unless the

‘recipient of the services pays appropriate duty of excise on the goods returned back

- \\by\ the job worker. The payment of appropriate duty of excise, by the recipient i.e., the
“".._ prihgipal manufacturer, is a pre-requisite for availing the benefit of the notification by
‘ A'the‘-j\pb worker. Therefore, the condition stipulated in the notification establishes that

i

g Y
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it is a conditional notification. If the job worker is not sure whether the principal
manufacturer will discharge his duty liability, he is free to opt Hot to avail the
exemption and pay appropriate service tax. In the instant appeal, the job worker
exercised his option not to avail the benefit of said Notification, instead discharged
his service tax liability and passed on the credit, which I find he was free to do so.

8.3  Further, the adjudicating authority while denying the credit has also relied on
Board's Circular No. 940/01/2011-CX,, dated 14-1-2011 wherein board in view of the
specific bar provided under sub-section (1A) of Section 5A of the Central Excise Act,
1944, clarified that the manufacturer cannot opt to pay the duty in respect of
unconditionally fully exempted goods and he cannot avail the Cenvat credit of the
duty paid on inputs. I find that both Notification No. 08/2005-ST and No. 25/2012-
ST, were issued under Section 93(1) of the Finance Act, 1994 and not issued under
Section 5A (1A) of the CEA, 1944, therefore, the clarification of the said circuiar
cannot be applied to the present case. The Hon'ble High Court of Karnataka in the
case of CCE Bangalore-Il vs M/s. Federal Mogul TRP India Ltd. [2016 (334) ELT 476
(Kar.)] also held that Section 5A(1A) of Central Excise Act, 1944, cannot be made
applicable to service tax as there is no specific provision akin to Section S5A(14) in
Finance Act, 1994. The relevant portion of the order is reproduced below:-

" 11, Section 5A(1A} of the Central Excise Act provides for power to grant exemption from
duty of excise. Section 5A(1A) of the Central Excise Act specifically provides that “for the
‘removal of doubts, it is hereby declared that where an exemption under sub-section (1} in
respect of any excisable goods from the whole of the duty of excise leviable thereon has

- been granted absolutely, the manufacturer of such excisable goods shall not pay the duty
of excise on such goods”. :

12. The words “shalf not pay* enumersated in the said provision specifically denotes that it is
the mandatory requiremernt on the manufacturer of such excisable goods not to pay the
"duty of excise on such goods in respect of which an exemption under Section 5A(1A) has
been granted absolutely. Such a mandatory requirement of "not to pay” the duty of excise
on goods exempted under sub-section (1) of Section 5{A} is not found in Section 93 of the
. Service Tax Act Section 83 of the Service Tax Act provides for application of certain
provisions of Central Excise Act, 1944 in relation to service tax under Finance Act 1994,
Absence .of Section 5A of Central Excise Act in Section 83 of the Finance Act 1994,
Indicates that the provisions of Section 5A of Central Excise Act, is not applicable to the

Finance Act 1994."

9. . The appellant -have also placed reliance on the decision of CESTAT Principal
Bench, New Delhi passed in the case of SKS Ispat and Power Ltd reported at
2017(47)STR 79, wherein hor'ble Tribunal held that Notification No.8/2005-S.T,,
dated 1-3-2005, provides option to the job worker either to avail the exemption or to
pay the service tax on the job work activities. When job worker paid Service Tax and
lissued valid cenvatable documents to the respondent prescribed under Cenvat credit
scheme, credit cannot be denied on the ground that the job work .activities were
exempted from payment of service tax in terms of the above notification.

10. In view dfl the discussions held supra, 1 find that both, Notification No. - .
08/2005-ST and Notification No. 25/2012-ST, are conditional notifications hence the
‘provisions of Section 5A (1A) of the Central Excise Act cannot be made applicable to
-the fac?c_‘s\of the present case, in view of the above judicial pronouncements. When
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" there is no compulsion on the job worker to avail the exemption notification unlike
the notifications issued under Section 5A (1A) of the Central Excise Act, department
cannot force the job worker to opt for an exemption notification thereby denying the
credit to the appellant unless it is mandatory to be availed as in Section 5A (1A) of
the Central Excise Act. In the absence of such mandatory requirement to avail the
benefit of exemption notificat'on, the job worker is free to opt and charge service tax
on job work activities. In the present case, the job worker has opted to pay the service
tax and upon payment of service tax, the credit was passed on to the appellant
through valid documents prescribed under Cenvat credit scheme. Since the appellant
has taken the Cenvat credit, on the basis of the proper documents, the same cannot
be denied. I therefore, find that there is no contravention of the provisions of Rule 3
and Rule 9(6) of the CCR, 2004, as the credit was taken on the basis of the proper
documents. Consequently, I find that the demand confirmed on the above grounds is
not sustainable on merits. When the demand is not legally sustainable, question of
interest and penalty does not arise.

11. Inview of the above, I set-aside the impugned order and allow the appeal filed

by the appellant.

12. il gRT gof @Y 9§ A A RATERr sRiaT g § R T )
The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed off in aboye terms.

%"M% i

Commissioner (Appeals)

Date: .10.2021
Attested :

{Rekha A. Nair)
Superintendent (Appeals)
CGST, Ahmedabad

By RPAD/SPEED POST

To,

M/s. Bhagwati Autocast Pvt. Ltd,, - {Appellant)
Survey No. 816 : '

Village Rajoda Near Bavia

Ahmedabad

The Assistant Commissioner, - (Respondent)
CGST, Ahmedabad North
Ahmedabad-380009
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Copy to:

1. The Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone.

2. The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad North.

3. The Assistant Commissioner (H.Q. System), CGST, Ahmedabad North.
{(For uploading the OIA)

&7 Guard File.
5. P.A. File
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