W

[A)

L

L]

1]

iB)

TION LI (IdfieR) w1 FwE, ST a6 1@ dE & I R
AX O/0 THE COMMISSIONER (APPEALS), CENTRAL GST & EXCISE,

Zfadm @@, 3 vw & 3E [ 27 Floor, GST Bhavun,
T #8902, / Race Course Ring Road.,

TTERIE |/ Rajkot — 360 001
Tele Fax Wo. 028] = 24779522441142  Email: cexappealsmajkotigmail.com

.'GﬁE‘
Hilte [ WA W ,-*ﬂ HE wkw E Tt |
hppeal ! File Mo ! -’l;: 010 Ma Ciute
VISIBVIVIONT &élﬁ"’ SAC/STAN/DIV2016-2017 08.02.2017

et 33N FEA (Order-in-Appesl No:
BHV-EXCUS-000-APP-084-2017-18

HresT & fer = w3 B Al
Date of Order: ERRLAGS Dhate of issue: 1L.01.2018

FTAR WA, A (Wliew), o gEn i
Passed by Shri Kumar Santosh, Commissioner (Appeals). Rajkot

FUT FICEE AR e USRS EOOE HEEE, SRDU TR W AT, TERE ) ST ) e e setim oh
e w2 i

Arimng oot of above mononed 010 mmed by Addtional oiniDemepiAssisiant Commssinner, Conimal Escesn | Service Tan
Aajlz | Jarragar ¢ Gandhigham

yfrersar & widedr @ 79 8w /Name&Address of the Appellants & Respondent -
M/s Madhu Silica P. Lid. (DU-II), Plot No. 53.54.55-B. GIDC Chitra, Bhavnagar

g ankmianfen 3 eaficn wbf exfiy DTy ohi & yopen wftveh ¢ afbers & wm eSe au s awn fe
Any person aggreved by this OrdersncAppesi may Ble an appeal o the spproprats suthonty in the following way

der e dfhr v weE o fewy il st & oY anlte, Sl mmm e afifoe g4 & oo 358 &
e Tear atfvewl 1age @ omp 85 & wey St sy 0 o wesh By

Appoal o Customs, Enciss B Sernoe Tan Appeiisie Tebunal under Secton 350 of CEA, 1844 Under Saciion BB o the
Fingra Aci. L4 @9 appasl Ses ioc-

nﬂmﬂ@m#gﬁﬂ?mmmw ksl et nem vw e efcttn Erefitean vy fe der osTE S
L W i oy, kb Teed, ) oF ol ol

The specisd barch of Cumoms, Esciss & Benses Tan Appafaie Tribunal of ‘Wesl Biock No. 2, RE Pumm, New Deld in sl
mafters relating W0 clisfration and valuation

mm14memtmmmmm5n.mmmnmmmmm
iFerrt) & witew dve, | ot A, g b me o aeet w8 R ity

To & ‘Weal regional bonch of Costoms, Excise & Seniion Tax Appolsie Treibunel (CESTAT) . 7 Fioor, Breomsi Enswan
Aagiws Ahmadabad IR 0L & case ol appedd oIhei thah &3 manlisned b pels- 1] b

MY F e T 5 OHEE T RHA &5, 5 ai 5 AT FET A gwe 5 =r & ¥it= § oAt e |0l
v, 5,000 s 10,0004 Hﬂnmmm:%mﬂl Bt v & maftra s
man k EpE TiEEE & oA i feah it hl‘l#:‘m‘r:rl'r.']ﬂl:tl:m Bem a3 rfie |
ﬂﬁnmn}um,ﬁﬂnmlmmmmmmﬁmhai TR R (5 Nk
TRy AACRAT & W 5000 Wy & Tl e e e
Thi sgesal 10 fhe Appeilnia Tribunai shall ba filed in quadrupbcmie in form EA-Y ) as prescobed wnder Hube G of Centrad
Expse |Appesf) Roles, 2001 &l il o piiompaniind Sganal one wibeh Al sl shoull Ba accosdanagd by o lee of e
10005 Re.5000/- Re 100000 whers amounl of dofy demandinieresiipecslipiiehe is w0 2 Lec, 5 Lac 10 50 Lac and
aboww 50 Lac respeciively o the form of crossed bank dréll b6 ievoor of Assit Flegsine’ of brendh of sfy nominaied public
sectar bank of ihe place wieve the Boanch of any AoeEnaled pubiic sactor Dasd ol e ace where e Dench & e Tidoned
M ahusied Apphesbon mads b granl ol slay shak ba sccomponmiod By & Tes of Hx G000
wdiifts seraifliere F ween 0E, B aiOEos, 10 8 o 381 & BT dmee e, 19, & B X)) =
Bty wor 575 & wr ot & @ wm mioh w Tel o B mie F B i & e @, ok ofs o @ e e
{5 o ol maftE et Wl b e R v A wE ook T & oA, S dmes @ Al e & e @ s =
e, TR 5 AW U7 T ER, 5 NTE WY o AL MmN VT EE FeE 50 A VT W MNDE § o omare 10000 med, 8000
ﬁnmmmmpw#ﬂmﬂ|% = B, el i e @ e &
T TR & ms B e ol mtnﬂﬂnﬂh mqﬁnm:muhumﬁmnfm
I WA & g i 3 e e @ e Bant ko A mkv (@ skl & B e ko

oopy of the ooder sppesied sgaisl {one of which shall be cenilied copy) and  should be eccomponied by a fess of Ra
o0 parvicE 5 L inlsres? demacded & pamadly vied of R 5 Lakhe or ess, #n 5000  where iha
[ el s wes WAN Nyd lsbPm Dyl Pl oacesding Re Filly Lakns
& nded & peraity levad is mow AN TNy Lecha rupess. o the
fzrm Assistan Aspsinar ol the bench of nomeased Pubic Secor Bank of the place
whesp S bench o Tébusal i3 Eualed | Applicaton made by gemnl of slay shal b acoompaned by o les of FAs.5000

53




L

fia]

()

i

{iy

iy

fiv]

il

bl

(E]

{F

(G}

S EEEH

H

i -
E:
:
i
i
g
]
g
i
E
g
i
1

& gl
Commissores, Contral Excise (Appesis} (ora of which shall be & cedilisd copy| and oopy of the oner
Azm=gzinni Commizsioner or Depaly Commisionss of Caniid Excise’ Service Tax

1
it

|
?

5
¥
.

apponl botors tha Agesilaln Tribunal

=T I A el e (AR & T et & oA d ST s e et 1944 B
¥ Fw, @ F AehT sl g B oo 23 & e deew o o e & o B g omnw
# e e T ¥ W & 10 i (10%), Ao oow E
. ®t = femr am, B g v & e am (5 e we et dn i e ey ww R Wi e
el e e 0w e B AR T e oo e it B wriie b
Ii w11 & e e
i e w8 wf mae o
i) wenE = freoreh i w5 B Wt i v
- = B oy unn & wear Bk (E 02 wffres 2004 & e & of Bl anidn el & e Temrater
aEr FEt v ahe W Aep it g
For an appesl i be fied befors the CESTAT, ander Secikon 35F of pw Cenel Escies Sct 1544 which 13 2o mode
mpmcabie 10 Sandce Tan under Sechion 81 of the Fimenoe Ao 1554, an apponl againsl ®a o'der shal k& belore the Trdons
o paymmm of 1% of th duty Ssmanded whete duty of duly and penaly am B dispuie. oF panaily. where penaily along is in
despunin, providad ®w amount of pre-depost payable would be subjec o & celing of As. 10 Ciooes
Umoier Covargl Exzigg and Servce Ter, Doty Demanded” skall induda ©
[ij Emoufl determicsd ynder Section 11 O
] smouni of wroreous Cenva Cead lkin
i) smount paysble under Aule & of P Conval Credin Fides
- petmled lufther that the provisors. of this Secton shad net apply 10 B siey applcaiion and appesia pending befors
any appallsse authorty prsr i the commencement of the Finence (Mo Aoy, 3074

BT STRT WY qarferr st

i
i

i

Aewimian i Govammment of india

&= ki #mmmn.mm sitiftem, 1004 &t 35EE & www WiEE & Nedw W

gtmwﬁvﬂmmm“m . oY bt B wEA, s a 110001, W2
e} b

A g appicelon Bes 10 the Undar Seoeiary, o P Oovarmenes of Indis, Fession Applcsten Und, Minstry of Firence,
Daparment of Révenue, 4h Floor, Msevan Deap Bulding, Factamenl Stresl, MNew Dals- 110000, sadie Section 3SEE o tha
GEA 1844 in pespesti of e foliowmg case, goweined by fiM prawisd 1o sub-section [1] of Secion-350 &d

mthtm#.mmMmﬂmm#mqstmtm:ﬂm.mﬂmm
TE :Ipﬂ'{mm%mtm.mMmFiwm#mimtm.wmﬂ

Pt sy oy & = & e b Ay

I oepar 0l &ny foss of poods, whern e l0ss ooCums N Wensit fom 8 Bolofy 0 waiefouEe of 10 enother eclory or from one

waighouss B0 another coring B course of mocessing of the goods it @ wanhouse of i c-age whaiher in & iscory or In A

S Wy mlm:qmm;qum‘:ntmm F 3 [frae &
ut ‘zm'mnmm: =EE

on goods expoted o any Coumny of weniory oulside India of on eacisable mabecisl used in
BiR sapedial s BRY Couniny oF lerhory oubsids Indis.

afd T wew & e Ter fiter s & e, dome T s e s e T o i 0
tn cose of goods exportnd outside Indie axge W Mapal of Bhutan, wihoul payment of duly

iR e & T ¥ & B & e g2 pitifee o g B oot & A A of o kol o
e =] i:grr witfaTn |1.Tmhm1mtmm&w-mmmﬂ- "
=t M i By

Crodit ol sy duly alowed o be uSised Weeds payment of escie duly on frsl prodocis under tha o
e Mulgd made heie unoer fuch omdr B possed by the Commissions (Agpess| on of mhor, the deie apponisd ufder Sec
1% of tha Finanoae [Wo.2) Act. 1905

wetiwr pritss d € ST U WEAT CAA B @ & dfe seme e () S 2001, & Frew g & sk el B
£ sy & own £ ) Ay & A B owsh ijﬁ:mgm.mmaummﬁm
wil ame f e T O 1344 dr tr 35-EE & mer Bl e @ somh & aww & & ST TR O ol

and Hs. " g
s | A welE 5w ke ik B ] o & fiem o ol g R S
ﬂﬂ!h%_:tﬂglﬂﬂ'rl' . Eﬂl‘l ‘H’wm sTwesr @ TE ymiEE FmoEm d |

= £ !
|n£¢,lnmmwmmduﬂmnﬂwﬁmmv“ﬂu.l.n.mdu_uhnmmm.
ia of 2w one Epplention o e Central Govl As e case

may be i Sl ip sunid sorisdois work @ Excisng A 1 akh fes of Ra 1005 dor esch
bl wifeem, 1975, & wepph & opm qF wEw o7 A wEn & OR | i 68 R oW
ﬂﬂanhghﬂmr

One copy of Applcation of 10, 83 e case may be, and iha oder of the sdudiceing auihonty shall bear @ oounl fes Famp
ol the Coun Fea Rl 1975, s amecgded

dam o, SFbT Temn e gy windw senmftters e et Sl 1982 & oy o e mfeoE ARt W
mr??mmrm T e prete P m R

Afieeson 5 o mveed 10 (hé FUMS covening thesa and o relaed matiers comtained & the Cusioms; Excise and Sare
Appeiiale Tribunal [Pracedura) Fules 19EL

e AT gl ® i ofe wnd @ ot oees, e it i oo & B, el Tome deemr
J o

FriTMW“ Mtnmmmmurdmuﬁgdmlnmhwmm.hmmn

rader 15 e Depammenial welaie s Cec gov.in



Appoal Mo V2ELBVRZOT

3
:: ORDER IN APPEAL ::

M/s. Madhu Silica Pvt. Ltd., No. 147, Vartej, Bhavnagar (hereinafter
referred fo as “Appellant”) filed appeal against the Order-In-Original No.
BOJACISTAX/DIVI2016-17 dated 08.02 2017 (hereinafter referred to as 'the
impugned order’) passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Service Tax Division,
Bhavnagar hereinafter referred fo as ‘the lower adjudicating authority').

2 The orief facts of the case are that audit of records of Appellant for the
period from April, 2011 to March, 2013 revealed payment by Appellant to M/s
Venus Chemicals, Egypt for participating in overseas business exhibition but no
payment of Service Tax whereas Rs. 33,656/- was payable as per audit under
the category of Business Exhibition Service in terms of Section 66A and 66C of
the Finance Act, 1984 (hereinafter referred fo as "the Act”). It was also pointed
out that Service Tax of Rs. 24 250/- for availing transportation service of goods
by road was also payable by the appellant, which they paid vide e-challan No
00143 dated 22 052014 Show Cause Notice dated 12.01 2016 was issued to
Appellant proposing recovery of Service Tax of Rs 33656/~ under Business
Exhibition Service and appropriation of Rs. 24 250/- paid under Goods Transport
Agency Service along with interest under Section 75 of the Act and penalty
under Section 77, 76 and 78 of the Act.

21 \ide the impugned order, the lower adjudicaling authority confirmed
demand along with interest and imposed penalty of Rs. 57 906/ [ Rs. 33.656/-
(+) Rs. 24 250/-] under Section /8 of the Act. The lower adjudicating authority
also imposed penalty of Rs. 10.000/- on the appellant under Section 77(2) of the
Act and aporopriated Rs. 24 250/- voluntarily paid by them towards Goods
Transport Agency service whereas proposal for penalty under Section 76 of the

Act was dropped.
; K, ao
P

3. Being aggneved with the impugned order, the appellant preferred appeal,
inter alia, contending that Sechion 66A of the Act is not applicable in this case for
the peried from April, 2011 to March, 2013 and referred to Notification No.
18/2012-Service Tax dated 01.06.2012 and Notification No. 23/2012-Service Tax
dated 05.06.2012, that the lower adjudicating autharity discussed Rule 2{1)(G) of
the Service Tax Rules, 1994 but did not discuss the Place of Provisions of
Service Rules, 2012 which is vital for determination of service tax liabilities for
the person ie Service Provider or Service Receiver, that payment of Rs.
2,72.300/- was made by Appellant to Mis. Venus Chemicals, Egypt in foreign
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4
currency for getting exhibition stall in “Middle East Coating Show” in Egypt and

therefore, as per Rule & of Place of Provision of Service it was not taxable
activity ang thus demand of Rs. 33 656/- under Business Exhibition Service is
required to be set aside.

31 Regarding Service Tax under the category of Goods Transport Agency,
the appeilant contended that Notification No. 08/2006-Central Excise(NT) dated
19.04.2006 allowed benefit to consignors or consignees of availing credit and
paying Service Tax from Cenvat credit account has been omitted and therefore,
consignor or consignee was required to discharge Service tax liability under
Goods Transport Agency by paying Service Tax through challan in cash only.
that the appellant had agreed to the audit objection and accordingly paid Service
Tax of Rs. 24,250/- vide e-challan No. 00142 dated 22.05.2014 in cash; that the
appellant had pad Service Tax twice, once at the time of receving of Goods
Transport Agency service by way of debiting of Rs. 24.250/- from Cenvat credit
register, and second time, by way of paying through Challan No. 00142 dated
22.05.2014 and therefore, the question of interest and penalty does not arise.

4. Personal hearing in the matter was attended by Shn R. R. Dave,
Consultant wherein he, inler afia, reiterated the grounds of appeal and
submitted that the event was organized in Egypt 1.e. outside India and Service
Provider was also from Egyp! L.e. outside India, and therefore, no Service Tax IS
payable by them and hence demand of Rs. 33.656/- should be set aside; that
Rs. 24 250/- had already been debited by them before issue of Show Cause
Notice and hence no penalty is imposable on them. No one appeared from

Commissiorerate despite personal hearing notice sent to the Commissionerate

ndin p= -
5 | have carefully gone through the facts of the case, the impugned order,
the grounds of appeals, written and oral submissions made by the appeilant. The
1ssues to be decided in the instant appeal are
(i} whether the impugned order confirming demand of Service Tax of Rs
33 656/- under category of Business Exhibition Service s proper or not;
() whether interest and penalty is imposable when Rs. 24 250/ under
category of Goods Transport Agency has been voluntarily paid by the
appelant before issue of Show Cause Notice.

Page No 4 of B

.{v. P

NN



55

Appaal Mo V2B BVRZMT

5

6. Regarding demand of Rs. 33 656/- under category of Business Exhibition
Service, | find that the service has been provided outside India by a company
from outside India and payment has also been made in foreign currency, | also
find that the place of provision of service is located outside territory of India, i.e
beyond terrtorial jurisdiction of the Finance Act, 1994 and hence no Service Tax
can be demanded. as the business exhibitions were held in foreign country ie

Egypt Non payment of Semrvice Tax in such cases derves support from the

decisions of the Hon'ble CESTAT as under -

(i) Vaishal Metals (P) Ltd. reported as 2013 (31) S.T.R. 246 -Tn. - Del.

“5. We have carefully consldered the submissions fram both the
sidley and perused the records. Prima focie, we find that for the
services of Business Exhibition covercd by Section 63(105)izza). in
accordance with Rule 3¢ii) of Tuxation of Services (Provided From
fhuside Indhia and Received in Indial Rules, 2006, 1o have been
received fn Indla, the services must be performed in India. But singe
this service has been performed ghroad and not_in India, we are of

the prima focie view that the same cannol be considered as having

been received in_India. We are supported in this view by the

Tribunal s decision in case of Marine Indusiries Lid reported in

2001 {24} S TR 424 (Tri-Delhi). The requirement of pre-deposit of
service tax demand, interest amd penally is, thevefore, waived for
hearing of the appeal and recovery theveof ix stayed il the disposal

of the appeal. Stay r.i‘r.rﬂfr':'u.fr'rm s cllowed "

[Emphasis supplied|

(i) Merino Industries Lid. reported as 2011 (24) 5. T.R. 424 -Tri. - Del.

“d. The applicant refied upon the provivions of Tavation of Service
{ Provided from Ouiside India and Recerved in Indiay Rules, 20006 where
it_hay heen specifically_provided that_in_caxe_of business exhibition

i) provided that such tavahle

service partly performed in fedia it ix facable. In the present caye, we

find i there is no evidence on record thal e service -".'.'[J.'-I._.ht'i'” L?En’;!t'
performed in Indiy In view of this, prima facle the applicant has a

siromg case in their favowr. The pre-deposit of amount of service tax,

interest and penalty are waived and recovery s staved during pendency

af ike appeal. ™

|Emphasis supplied|

6.1 |, therefore, find that demand of Rs. 33656/ under the category of

Business Exhibition Service has been wrongly confirmed

by the lower

adjudicating authority and hence, | set aside the impugned order confirming

demand. Onca the demand Is set aside, the question of payment of interest and

imposition of penalty does not arise and hence appeal in respect of Rs. 33,656/

Fags iy, 3 i



is allowed

7.
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Regarding demand of Rs. 24,250/- under the category of Goods Transport

Agency, | find that the appellant had voluntarily paid this amount vide e-challan
dated 22 05 2014 much before issue of Show Cause Notice dated 12.01.2018,
and wvide this appeal they are contesting recovery of interest and imposition of
penalty and not demand of Rs. 24 250/-

r.1

held as undar at para 6.1 of the impugned order -

7.2

“.. In find that Noticee has submitted that no inlerest s
payable as the balance of credil was more than Rs. 24,250/-in
FG 23-A part Il and the penalty is nof imposable as the
amount of Rs. 24,250, is debited prior lo issuance of Show
Cause Notice. However, | do not find weight in the arguments
made by the Noticee. As the claim of the Noticee is nof
substantiated by documentary ewidence in this regard. Merely
siating a fact does nof isell allows one to claim benefit raler
the fact should be decipherable and verfiable from the
supporting docurnents. Hence. the absence of substaniiating
documents. | find thal the Nolicee is required to pay fthe
iriterest under Section 73 of Finance Act, al approprale rales.
Further, | find that the observalions raised by the audit would
not have come to the notice of the Department. If the Audit
had nof been conducted, therefore, the Noticee s also liable
for penalty under Section 78 of Finance Act 1994 as also
oaserved by the Audit in the said Final Audit Report.”

portion of Section 78 is reproduced -

"SECTION 78 Penalty for failure o pay service tax for reasons of fraud, slc —
(1} Where any sanvice fax has nof been levied or paid. or has been shor-leved

or short-paid, or eronecusly refunded, by reason of fraud or collusion or
willful mis-staterment or suppression of facts or contravention of

any of the provisions of this Chapter or of the rules made

thereunder with the infent fo evade ment of service tax the
person who has been served nolice under the proviso o sub-saction (1) of
seckion 73 shal, o addition lo the sensce lax and interast specifed in the

While confirming interest and penalty the lower adjudicating authority has

To examine imposition of penalty under Section 78 of the Act, the relevant

G

-
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nolice, be afso lable to pay a penally winch shall be equal fo hundred per cent.

of tha amount of such service fax = Prowided that in respect of the cases where
the cetais refating fo such transactions are recorded in the specified records for
the pariad beginning wilth the 8th Apni, 20171 uplo the 24 dale on which the
Finance Bl 2015 receives the assent of the Prasiden! (both days inclusive),
the penally shall be fity per cent. of the service lax so determined
Prowided further that where service tax and interes! & pad within a penod of
thirty days of — the dale of senvice of nolice under the proviso to (il sub-sechion
1) of section 73 the penally payable shall be fiftean per cent of such service
tax and procesdings in respect of such service lax, inferest and panalty shall be
deamad to be concluded. (Wthe date of recept of the order of the Cenlral
Excize Officer defermining the amount of senvice fax under sub-sechion (2] of
saction 73, the panally payable shall be twenty-five par cent. of the sardice tax
&0 detarmiied
{3} Where any service tax has not been lewied of pad or has been short-levied
or short-paid or erronegusly refunded, the person chargeable with the sarmce
fax, or the person to whom such tax refund has errcneously been made, may
pay the amount of such service tax, chargeable or erroneously refunded. on the
basts of his own ascertainment thereaf, or on the basis of tax ascertained by a
Central Excise Officer before service of nobce on him under sub-sectan (1) in
respect of such service tax, and inform the [Central Excise Officer] of such
payment in writing, wha, on receipt of such information shall not serve any
natice under sub-sechon (1) in respect of the amount 30 paid "

[Emphasis supplied]

7.3 Section 78 of the Act is applicable only in case of fraud, willful mis-
statement, suppression of facts, etc. with intent to evade payment of tax as i1s
evident from Section 78(1) of the Act. In this case. there is no such ingredient
available. Neither Show Cause Notice nor impugned order has produced any
evidence suggesting such ingredients. In fact, facts of the case suggest that the
appellant pad Rs. 24 250/- twice, first time on their own through Cenvat credit
and again through e-challan, when audit pointed out payment by Cenvat credit.

7.4  The appellant rightly submitted that the findings of the lower adjudicating
authority are contradicting the facts of Show Cause Notice, which pointed out
that the appsilant had paid Service Tax through Cenvat credit whereas it was
payable in cash only, whereas the impugned order speaks about appropriation of
Rs. 24.250/- paid on 22.05.2014 against wrong utilization of Cenvat credit I! The
contention of appeliant is comrect that they paid service {ax twice - first at the time
of receipt of Goods Transport Agency service by debiting amount of Rs. 24 250/-
from their Canvat credit account and second time vide e-challan No. 00142
dated 22052014 when pointed out by the audit Therefore, no penalty is
imposable on the appellant under Section 78 of the Act

Faps Mo 7ol 8
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75 It is not a case that the appellant has not paid Service Tax on Goods
Transport Agency. They have paid Service Tax in time on Goods Transport
Agency, through Cenvat credit and again by paying in cash. In such facts of the
case, interest is not payable at all, | set aside the impugned order for recovery of
interest under Section 75 of the Act as it is not at all applicable in this case

B | find that the lower adjudicating authority has imposed penalty of Rs.
10,000/- uncer Section 77(2) of the Act. Section 77(2) ibid provides for penalty on
person who contravenes any of the provisions of the Act or any rules made
thereunder for which no penalty is separately provided. In this case the lower
adjudicating authority has imposed penalty under Section 78 of the Act and
therefore, separate penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was not imposable under Section
77(2) of the Act

g In view of the above discussion and findings, | set aside the impugned
order and allow appeal of the appellant.

g1 swdfwed gaw g & wd sde w Boen swEa aid @ fe @ B

9.1  The appeal filed by the appellant is disposed off in above terms.

'V = ;
(FAR FaAT)
FrgFa (Ide)
By R.P.A.D.
To - -
'M/s. Madhu Silica Pvt. Ltd., . |
DU-IV, | | WTFaE |
Plot No. 147, s
Vartej, Dt{-r:i : |
Bhavnagar -- 364 060. | TiE 47, |

e | O, R -y ol
Copy for information and necessary action to :-

1. The Chief Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Ahmedabad Zone,
Ahmedabad for his kind information.

2, The Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Bhavnagar Commissionerate,

Bhavnagai

The Joint Commissioner, GST & Central Excise Division, Bhavnagar.

The Assistant Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Bhavnagar
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