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:: ORDER IN APPEAL :: {

M/s. Madhu Silica Pvt. Lid., DU-II, Plot No. 53,55 &56/A + B, 183, 186 &
187, GIDC Chitra, Bhavnagar (hereinafler referred fo as "Appellant”) has filed
appeals against Crders-In-Original No. 70 to 75/Excise/Demand/2016-17 dated
31.03.2017 (hereinafter referred (o as “the impugned order”) passed by the
Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise, City Division, Bhavnagar (hereinafter
referred fo as “the lower adjudicating authority”). Since the issue involved is
commen in nature and connected with each other, the same are taken up together
for disposal.

F8 Briefly stated facts of the case are that on being asked by the
jurisdictional Range Officer, the appellant provided the information
regarding availment and utilization of Cenvat credit of Service Tax paid on
outward transportation of goods. The scrutiny of information revealed that
the appellant during the below given period has availed Cenvat credit of
Service Tax paid on outward transportation which was used for
transportation of finished goods beyond the place of removal and therefore

Cenvat credit was allegedly not available as under :-

' Sr. - Amount |
' Na SCN Mo, EﬂidB}E Rs Pariod Involved
A ili bl =
| 1 | AR-/DemMadhy Siica DUITT- | 25 082012 | e6.198- Oct 11 1o Mar 12
J— — E—
V/15-08/Demanc-Madhu Siical1z-
2 | “yaEoU unit merged with DUA1I) 21.00.2012 | 4,39.661/- Oct 11 .1_::" F‘_E"_"_“_‘_"f |
| 3 VITG-114DerHQ2014-15 | 0506.2015 | 37.70.146)- | May 12toduly 14 |
4 | VN5-180/Dem/HQ2014-15 20.06.2015 | 12,11,127- | Aug 14 to Dec 14
5 "'”15“33‘““""“’}[;‘:;'}?;“” SiheaDU- | 04002015 | 3826241 |  Jan 1510 April15 |
cpas e
g | OSTACemiHER0T5-18 14032016 | 12,19.804/- | May 15 to Jan 18

2.1 5Show Cause Motices were issued to the appellant for recovery of Cenvat
credit alongwith interest under Rule 14 of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004
(hereinafter referred to as “the CCR) read with Section 11A of the Central
Excise Act, 1944 (hereinafter referred to as "the Act”) and demands alongwith
interest and confirmed penalty involved by the lower adjudicating authority vide

impugned orders, tﬁf;u'“‘ﬁ,f

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned orders, the appellant preferred the
present appeals on the grounds that judement dated 28.11.2013 of the Hon'ble
High Court of Kolkatta in the case of CCE Vs. Vesuvious India Ltd, reported as
2014 (34) 5TR 26 (Kol) discussed by the lower adjudicating authority in the
impugned orders is not applicable whereas order dated 03.01.2014 of the
Hon'ble CESTAT in the case of CCE & 5T, Surat Vs, United Phosphorus Ltd.
reported as 2016 (46) STR 662 (Tri-Ahmd) at Para 4 held as under :-
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“g, Heard learned AR The main issue involved in the present appeal, as
framed by the first appellate authority in Para 3(i} of Order-in-Appeal dated
F1-11-2000/8-12-2000, is whether during the period Januwary 2003 10
September 2006 the Cenvat credit of Service Tax on the freight charges of
outward transporiation from the place of removal is admissible to the
respondent or not. First appellate authority has allowed the credit in view of
CESTAT Larger Bench judgment in the case of ABB Limited & Others (supra),
which was subsequently confirmed by Karnataka High Court in Commissioner
of Central Excise & Service Tax, Bangalore v. M/s. ABE Limited, Vadodara
[2011-TIOL-393-HC-KAR-ST = 2011 (23) ST.R 97 (Kar,){. Deliberating on
this issue, jurisdictional High Court of Gujarat in the case of Commissioner of
Central Excise and Customs v. M's. Parth Poly Wooven Pvt. Limited & Orhers,
vide order dated 6-4-2011 in Tax Appeal Nos. 419, 321, 323, 450, 432, 457,
458 460, 513, 595, 507 527, 781, 783, 1326, 1704 & 10780 of 2010 held that
Cenvat credit admissibility with respect to ourward freight from the place of
removal is covered within the definition of Rule 2(0) of the Cenvat Credit Rules,
2004, Relevant paras 2{, 22 and 23 are reproduced below -

"2, We must, however, for our curiosity reconcile the expression *from the
place of removal” occurring in the earlier part of the dmﬂiﬂn with words
“up to the place of removal" used in inclusive part of the definition. Counsel
for the assessees submirted that when a manufacturer transports his finished
products from the factory without clearance to any other place, such as
godown, warehouse etc. from where it would be wltimately removed, such
service is covered in the expression “outward transportation up to the p]‘-m:e of
removal” since swch place other than factory gate would be the place of
removal. We do appreciate that this ‘could be one of the areas of the
application of the expression ‘outward transportation up fo the place of
removal. We are unable 1o see whether this could be the sole reason _Eh’ wsing
such expression by the Legisiature.

23 We answer the question accordingly in favour of the assessee and against
the Revenue.”

3.1 The Appellant relied upon the decision of the Hon'ble High Court of
Karnataka dated 29.06.2016 in the case of CCE & ST Vs. Ultra Tech Cement Ltd.
reported as 2016 (44) STR 227 (Kar) stating that Cenvat credit is not deniable
when the goods are delivered on FOR destination base with risk and ownership
remaining with assessee till goods reached customer and added that decision of
higher judicial fora cited by them before the lower adjudicating authority have

been discarded without proper appreciation of the facts. ) ﬂ: f

3.2 The Appellant contended that the lower adjudicating authority has also
not considered the decision of the Commissioner(Appeals), Central Excise,
Rajkot given vide Order-in-Appeal No. BHV-EXCUS-000-APP-045-2015-16 dated
26.11.2015 and Order-in-Appeal No. BHV-EXCUS-DDO0-APP-047-2015-16 dated
26.11.2015.

3.1 The Appellant contended that invocation of extended period of demand
and imposition of penalty are not proper since the issue was debatable and it
involved interpretation of the law and as per settled legal position penalty is not
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imposable when the question of interpretation of law is involved and relied upon

the following case laws :-
{1} Ambuja Cements Ltd. 2009(14) STR 3{P&H)
(ii)  KSB Pumps Ltd, 2011 (24) 5TR 642(Bom)
{ili) CCE Vs. ABB Ltd. 2011 (23) 5TR 97 (Kar.)
(iv] CCE ¥s. Parth Poly Wooven P. Ltd. 2012 (253) 5TR 4 (Guj)
(v}  Ultratech Cement Ltd. 2014 (35) 5TR 751 (Tri-Del)
{vi) Ultratech Cement Ltd. 2014 (307) ELT 3 {Chattisgarh)
(vii) Birla Corporation Ltd. 2016 (45) STR 103 (Tri- All)

4, Shri R. R. Dave, Consultant, on behalf of the Appellant, reiterated the
grounds of Appeal during personal hearing and submitted that they had not sold
the goods ex-factory but on FOR basis; that when delivery of the goods are at
the buyers premises then Cenvat credit of Service Tax paid on Goods Transport
Agency service of manufacture of goods from factory gate to the premises of the
buyers is admissible as has been held by the Hon'ble Gujarat High Court in the
case of M/s. Philips Carbon Black Ltd. reported as 2016 (44) STR 235 (Guj) and
M/s. Parth Poly Wooven Pvt. Ltd. reported as 2012(25) STR 4 (Guj); that the
appellant have borne the cost of freight and not separately recovered from the
buyers; that they have taken insurance in their favour to reduce cost of their
damage because of sale on FOR basis; that the Service Tax has been paid by
them and hence they are entitled to get Cenvat credit in terms of Rule 2{l) of
the Rules; that the impugned orders need to be set aside and appeals allowed.
Personal hearing notice was also sent to the jurisdictional autherity, however,

none appeared from the Department. :

FINDINGS:- wf

5. | have carefully gone through the facts of the case, impugned order,
grounds of appeal and submissions made by appellant. | find that the Appellant
has filed these Appeals delaying it by Seventeen (17) days along with Application
for condonation of delay on the ground that 22 Orders-in-Onginal were passed in
respect of the appellant company during relevant period and therefore, delay has
occurred in filing Appeals and they could not file appeals in time. | condone
delay as provided under Section 35 of the Act and proceed to decide the appeals
on mefits.

b The limited 1ssue to be decided in the present appeals is as to whether
the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority disallowing Cenvat
credit of Service Tax paid on Outward transportation charges is proper or

otherwise,

7. | find that definition of “input service” as provided under Rule 2(l) of
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Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 during the period of dispute reads as under:-

“fl) “input service” means any service,-
1] used by o provider of taxoble service for providing an output service; or
fif} used by the monufecturer, whether directly or Indirectly, in or in

relation to the manufacture of final products and clearance of finai
products upto the place of removal,

and Includes services used in relation (o setting up, modernization, renovation or
repairs of a factovy, premises of provider of output service or an office relating to
such factory or premises, advertisement or sales promotion, market research,
storage upto the place of removal, procurement of inputs, occounting, auditing,
fingncing, recruitment and quality control, coaching and training, compuler
networking, credit rating, share registry, and security, Inward transportation of
inputs or capital goods and outwerd transportation upto the place of remaval;”™.

[Ermphaszis supplied]

7.1 The definition of input service says “input service” means any service

used by the manufacturer, whether directly or indirectly, in or in relation to
manufacture of final products and clearance of final products upto the place of
removal, with the inclusions outward transportation upto the place of removal.
As per main clause, the service should be used by the manufacturer, which has
direct or indirect relation with the manufacture of final products and clearance
of final products upto the place of removal and includes outward transportation
upto the place of removal. As per Section 4(3)(c) of Central Excise Act, 1944,
“nlace of removal” means a factory or any other place or premises of production

or manufacture of excisable goods; a warehouse or any other place of premises
wherein the excisable goods have been permitted to be stored without payment
of duty or a depot, premises of a consignment agent or any other place or
premises from where the excisable goods are to be sold.

8. | find that Central Board of Excise and Customs vide Circular No.
97 /8/2007-ST dated 23.08.2007 has clarified the issue regarding admissibility of
Cenwat credit in respect of Service Tax paid on goods transport by road. The

relevant text reads as under: wﬁ‘!x

*ig)  ISSUE: Up to what stage a manufacturer/consignar can take credit on the service Lak
pald on goods transport by road?

COMMEMTS: This issue has been examined in great detail by the CESTAT in the
case of M/s Gujarat Ambuja Cements Ltd. vs CCE, Ludhiana [2007 (006) STR 0249
Tri-D]. In this case, CESTAT has made the following observations:-

“the post sale tronsport of manufoctured goods s pot an imput for the
manufacturer/consignor. The two clauses In the definition of input services toke
care to circumscribe input credit by stating that service used in relation to the
clearance from the place of removal and service used for outward transportation
upto the ploce of removal are to be treated as input service. The first clause does
not mention transport service in particulor, The second clause restricts transport
service credit upto the place of removal. When these two clouses are read together,
it becames clear that transport service credit cannot go beyond transport upto the
place of removal, The two clouses, the one dealing with general provision and other
dealing with a specific item, are not to be read disjunctively so as to bring aboul
conflict to defeat the lows' scheme. The purpose of interpretation s ta find harmony
and recanciliation among the various provisions”.

similarly, In the case of M/s Ultratech Cements Ltd ve CCE Bhovnagar 2007-TOIL-429-
CESTAT-AHM, it was held that after the final products are cleared from the ploce of
remaoval, there will be no scope of subsequent use of service to be treated as Input.
The above observations and views explain the scope of the relevant provisions
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clearly, correctly ond in accordance with the legal provisions. In conclusion, g
manufacturer | consignor can toke credit on the service tax paid on outword

transpart of goods up to the place of removal and not beyond that.

8.2 in this connection, the phrase place of removal needs determination taking
inte account the facts of on individual case and the applicable pravisions. The phrose
place of removel” has not been defimed in CENVAT Credit Rules. In terms of sub-rule
ft) of rule 2 of the sald rules, if any words or expressions are used In the CENVAT
Credit Rules, 2004 and are not defined therein but are defined in the Central Exclse
Act, 1944 or the Finance Act, 1994, they sholl have the same meaning for the CENVAT
Credit Rules as assigned to them in those Acts. The phrase ploce of removal is
defined under section 4 of the Central Excise Act, 1944, It states that,-

"place of removal” means-

fi) a factory or any other ploce or premises of production or manufocture of the
excisable goods ;

{if} o warehouse or any other place or premises wherein the excisable goods have
been permitted to be stored without payment of duty ;

{ifi) o depot, premises of a consignment agent or any other ploce or premises from
where the excisable goods are to be sold after their clearance from the factory; from
where such goods are removed.”

It is, therefore, clear that for @ manufacturer fconsignor, the eligibility to
avall credit of the service tax paid on the transportation during removal of excisable
goods would depend upon the place of removal as per the definition. In case of a
factory gate sale, sale from a non-duty pald warehouse, or from a duty pald depot
{fram where the excisable goods are sold, after their clearance from the factory),
the determination of the ploce of removal’ does not pose much problem. Howewver,
there may be situations where the manufacturer /consignor may claim that the sale
hos taken place at the destination point because In terms of the sole contract
fogreement (i) the ownership of goods and the property In the goods remained with
the seller of the goods [ifl the delivery of the goods in acceptable condition to the
purchaser at his door step; (i) the seller bore the risk of loss of or damage [0 the
goods during transit to the destination; and (iii) the freight charges were an integral
part of the price of goods. In such cases, the credit of the service tax paid on the
transportation up to such place of sale would be admissible if it can be estoblished

by the claimant of such credit that the sale and the transfer of property in goods {in

terms of the definition as under section 2 of the Centrol Excise Act, 1944 as also in
Ferms the provis r the Sale Goods Act, 1930} occur the said

8.1 The above Circular was modified vide CBEC Circular No. 988 / 12 / 2014 -
CX dated 20.10.2014. The relevant Para 6 of said Circular reads as under: W 2

“4) Instances have come to notice of the Board, where on the basis of the claims of
the manufacturer regarding freight charges or who bove the risk of insurance, the
place of remeval wos decided without ascertaining the ploce where transfer of
property in goods has taken place, This is a deviation from the Board's circular and is
also contrary to the legol position on the subject.

5) It may be moted that there are very well laid rules regarding the time when
property in goods is transferred from the buyer to the seller in the Sale of Goods Act
., 1930 which has been referred at paragraph 17 of the Associoted Strips Cose (supra |
reproduced below jor ease of reference -

“17. Now we are to consider the focts of the present case as fo find out when did the
tronsfer of possession of the goods to the buyer eccur or when did the property in
the goods pass fram the seller to the buyer. Is it at the foctory gote as cloimed by
the appellant or is It at the place of the buyer os alleged by the Revenue? In this
connection It Is necessary to refer to certain provisions of the Sale of Goods Act,
1930, Section 19 of the Sale of Goods Act provides that where Chere s o controct for
the sale of specific ar ascertained goods the property In thewn is tronsferred to the
buyer at such time ogs the parties te the contract intend it to be transferred.
Intention of the perties are to be ascertained with reference to the terms of the
contract, the conduct of the parties and the circumstances of the case. Unless a
different intention appears; the rules contalned In Sections 20 to 24 are provisions
for ascertaining the intention of the parties as (o the time af which the property in
the goods is to pass to the buyer. Section 23 provides that where there is a contract
for the sale of unascertained or future goods by description and goods of that
description and in a deliverable stote are unconditionally opproprioted to the
contract, either by the seller with the assent of the buyer or by the buyer with the
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assent of the seller, the praoperly In the gooads thereupon passes to the buyer, Such
assent may be expressed or implied ond may be given either before or after the
appropriation is made. Sub-section (2) of Section 23 further provides that where, in
pursuance of the contract, the seller delivers the goods to the buyer or Lo g carrier
ar other ballee {whether named by the buyer or not) for the purpases af fransmission
to the buyer, and does nof reserve the right of disposal, he Is deemed to have
unconditionally appropriated the goods to the contract,”

&) It Is reiterated that the place of removal needs to be ascerfained in term of
provisions of Central Excise Act, 1944 reod with provisions of the Sale of Goods Act,
1930. Payment of transport, Inclusion of transport charges in wvolue, payment af
insurance or who bears the risk are not the relevant considerations to ascertain the
place of removal, The place where sale has taken place or when the property in
goods passes from the seller to the buyer is the relevant consideration to
determine the place of removal.”.

[Emphasis supplied]
8.2 The harmonious reading of the above Circulars issued by the CBEC
clarifies that the availability or otherwise of Cenvat credit in respect of Service
Tax paid on outward transportation charges provides that such credit would be
admissible only if the claimant established that the sale and the transfer of
property in goods (in terms of the definition as under section 2 of the Central
Excise Act, 1944 as also in terms of the provisions under the Sale of Goods Act,
1930) occurred at the said place and that payment of transport, inclusion of
transport charges in value, payment of insurance or who bears the risk are not
the relevant considerations. The Circulars very categorically says that the place
where sale has taken place or when the property in goods passes from the seller

to the buyer is the relevant consideration to determine the place of removal.

8.3  Further the Section 19 of Sale of Goods Act, 1930 is reads as under:-

“19. Property passes when intended [0 pass.—

(1) Where there is a contract for the sale of specific or
ascertained goods the property in them is transferred to the
buyer at such time as the parties te the controct intend it to be
transferred.

2} For the purpose of ascertaining the intention af the parties
regord shall be had to the terms of the contract, the conduct of

the parties and the circumstances of the cose.” W

9. In view of the above provisions of Sale of Goods Act, 1930, it is clear that
the title of the goods passes from seller to the buyer at such time as the parties
to the contract intend to be transferred. The intention of the parties is to be
ascertained with reference to the terms of the contract, the conduct of the
parties and the circumstances of the case. In the present case, the appellant has
produced the sample copy of documents in the form of invoices issued to some
of their buyers, corresponding purchase orders placed by the buyers, insurance
policy, etc. to substantiate their claim that the transactions were on F.O.R.
basis and that they have satisfied the conditions stipulated under the provisions
of the Act, Rules framed thereunder and instructions issued in this behalf. The
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scanned image of sample Purchase Order No. NRC/UT3/10029 dated 08.07.2013
placed by the buyer M/s. N.R. Colours Limited-Unit Ill, Thane, Maharashtra is re-
produced as under:-
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Further, the scanned image of Invoice No. DUII/0981 dated 10.07.2015

issued by the appellant to the said buyer is also re-produced as under:-
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9.2 From the above, it is seen that the Purchase Order placed by the buyer
specifically mentioned the factory address of the buyer as place of delivery.
Purchase Order also states delivery “Terms of Delivery - EX Bhiwandi”.

9.3 Invoices also very clearly state that the Freight has been borne by supplier
and Delivery has to be made at door of purchaser. | also find that the outward
transportation charies were an integral part of the price of the goods and the
appellant has not received any consideration over and above the invoice price.
Thus, | find that the sale of goods is getting completed and the ownership of
goods is getting transferred at the doorstep of the buyer in terms of Section 19
of the Sale of Goods Act, 1930, | find that the appellant has produced sufficient
documentary evidence to show that (i) sale of goods had taken place at the
destination point; (ii) the ownership of goods and the property in the goods
remained with the appellant till the delivery of the goods in acceptable
condition to the purchaser at his door step; (1) the appellant bore the risk of
loss of or damage to the goods during transit till the destination; (iv) the freight
charges were an integral part of the price of goods; and (v) the sale and the
transfer of property in goods occurred at the destination place. Accordingly, |
find that in view of the facts and circumstances of the case, the place of
remaoval would be piace of delivery at buyer's premises and the appellant is
eligible to avail Cenvat Credit of service tax paid on outward transportation
charges. | also reply the decision of Hon'ble High Court of Karnataka in the case
of Madras Cements Limited - 2013 (40} STR 645 (Kar.) wherein it has been held

as under:- 'ﬁp\”g‘/f

“8. Having heard learned counsel for the parties and considering the
facts and circumstances of this case, we are of the considered view that
as long as the sale of the goods is finalized at the destination, which is at the
doorstep of the buyer, the change in definition of ‘input service’ which come
inta effect from 1-4-2008 would not make any difference. A perusal of invoices
muakes it clear that the goods were [0 be delivered and sale completed at the
address of the r and no additional g was levied by the assessee [or
such delivery. From these facts it is clear that the sale was completed only
when the goods were received by the buyer. The Circular dated 20-10-2014
issued by the Central Board of Excise and Customs also, in paragraph-6 makes
it clear that '‘payment of transport, inclusion of transport charges in value,

payment of insurance or who bears the risk are not the relevant considerations
to ascertain the place of removal.’

9. As per the said Circular, the place of removal has to be ascertained in
terms of Central Excise Act, 1944 read with the provisions of the Sale of Goods
Act, 1930 which has been dealt with in detail in the said Circular. According to
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the provisions of the Sale of Goods Act, 1930, the intention of the parties as to
the time when the property in goods has to pass to the buyer is of material
consideration. The record clearly shows that the intention of the parties was
that the sale would be complete only after goods are delivered by the seller at
the address of the buyer. The assessing officer as well as the appellate
authority have held that the assessee would not be entitled to the benefit
merely because no documentary evidence has been adduced to establish the
fact of insurance coverage by the assessee. In our view, who pays for insurance
or bears the risk of goods in transit would not be a material consideration, The
same has also been made clear by the Central Board of Excise and Customs,
Department of Revenue, Ministry of Finance, in its Circular dated 20-10-2014. "
[Emphasis supplied]

9.4 | also rely upon judgment of the Hon'ble Gujarat High Court in the case of
Parth Poly Wooven Pvt Ltd. reported as 2012(25)5TR4(GUJ), which has held that
Cenvat credit of Service tax paid on outward transportation would be admissible
to the assessee. Para 18 of the judgment is reproduced as under :-
"18. Bearing in mind the above judicial pronouncements, if we revert back o the
definitron of the ferm input service' as already noticed It i2 coined in the phraseglogy of
‘megns and inclirges” Portion of the defintion which goes with fhe expression means. is
any service used by the manufacturar whether directly or ndireclly in or in relation to the
manufacture of final products and clearance of final products from the place of removal
This definition iiself is wide in #s expression and includes large number of services used
by the manufacturer. Such service may have been used either direchy or even indirectly,

mmmuwuwm marnyfacture of
Mﬂ'ﬂm‘fﬂmm nufacture in &

wider than ‘for ffmeﬂanmmm ﬂﬁ,ﬂﬂs anddm#rhutw

9.5 | further rely on judgment of the Hon'ble Gujarat High court in the case
of Philips Carbon Black reported as 2016(44) STR 235(GUJ) wherein Para 2 & 3
have held as under :-

“2. The issue pertains to Cenvat credit on owtward goods transportation agency
service availed by the assessee for transporcation of manufactured goods. This
issue is cavered by the judgment of Division Bench of this Court in case of
Commissioner of Central Excise & Customs v. Parth Poly Wooven Pw. Lid
reported in 2002 (25) S T.R. 4, in which the following observations have been made
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2. We must, however, for our curiosity recancile the expression ' from the
place of removal " occurring in the earlier parf of the definition with wards
'up ta the place of removal used in inclusive part of the definition Counsel
for the aysessees submitted that when a mamifacturer transports his finished
products from the factory withow clearance to any other place, such as
godown, warehouse etc. from where it would be ultimarely removed, such
Service it covered in the expression ‘outward transporiation up (o the place
of removal’ since such place other than factory gate would be the place af
removal, We do appreciale thai this could be one of the areas of the
application of the expression ‘outward transportation up to the place of
removal We are unable fo see whether this could be the sole reason jor
using such expression by the Legislature.

22, Be thar as it may, we are of the opinion that the outward transport
Service nsed by the manufaciurer jor transportation of finished goods from
Femoval wp [0 (he premises of the purchaser 1S covered wilhin (h

ded i

3. This Tax Appeal is, therefore, dismissed.”
[Emphasis supplied]

9.6 In view of above, | hold that Cenvat credit of Service Tax paid on
Transportation of final products by road from the factory gate to the buyer’s
premises is admissible in the present cases/appeals

10. Once the Cenvat credit is held to be admissible, the question of recavery
of interest and imposition of penalty do not arise in these cases.

11.  In view of the above, | set aside the impugned orders and allow all six
appeals filed by the appellant.

12, srdvemet qEv ek dvod st Favern Il @ R a k)
12.  The appeals filed by the appellant stand disposed off in above terms.

C H-P 1
: Aty 8
L7 (FAR
FrgEd (3eH)
By R.P.A.D.
To, ; . - =
M/s. Madhu Silica Pvt. Ltd. s ay Tafere wgae ffRes,
DU-II, Plot No. 53,55 &56/A + B, QIDC. Chitra,
193, 196 &197, e
GIDC, Chitra, R
| Bhavnagar.

-

Copy for information and necessary action to:

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

2) The Commissioner, G5T & Central Excise, Bhavnagar.

3 The Assistant Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, City Division,
Bhavnagar.

4) Guard File.
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