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Passed by Shei Gopi Nath, Additional Director General {Audit), Ahmedabad Zonal Unit,
Ahmedabad.
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In pursunnce 10 HBoprd's Notification No, 26/2007-C.Ex INT) dated 17.10.217 read
with Board™ Order No, 05/2017-5T dated 16112007, Shri Gopi Nath, Additional Direclor
General of Audit, Ahmedabad Zonal Unit, Ahmedabad has been appointed as Appellate
Authority for the purpose of passing orders in respect of appeals filed under Section 35 of
Central Exciae Act. 1044 and Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994
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Arising out of above mentioned OO0 issued by Additional Jdont/ Deputy/ Assistam
Commissoner, Central Excise | Service Tax, Rajkot | Jamnagar /| Gandhidham

ydtawar & UIAEE S ATH U TAF  Name & Address of the Appellants & Resporident

M/s Arihant Industries, Survey No. 107P to 110P, Sihor Ghanghli Road, Village
: GhanghliTaluks Sihor, Dist : Bhavnagar
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Ay person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal 1o the appropriate authoritsy
m the followirig wan ’
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.I"Lppl_'a] to Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appeliate Tribunal under Section 358 of CEA, 1944
! Under Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994 an appeeal bes to;-
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The Hfl'!'lflﬂj bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal of West Hlock No. 2.
R.K. Puram, New Delhi inall matiers relating (o classification and valuation.
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Te the West regional beach of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Trbunal (CESTAT) at,
2™ Floor, Bhaumall Bhawan, Asarwa Ahmedabad-380016 in case of appeals other than as
mentioned in para- 1fa) ahove
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The appeal under sub section (1] of Section B6 of the Finance Act, 1994, to the Appellaie
Tl"ihl.ﬁﬁlq:rﬂhllu be filed in quadruplicate n Fnrrn_'.a.'!’..‘s as presenbed under Rule 9[1‘; EE the
Service Tax Rules, 1994, and Shall be accompanied by a copy af the ander appealed against
jone of which shall Im certified copy) and  should be accompanied by o fees of Rs, | i-
where the amount of service tax & mtenest demanded & penalty bevied of Bs. 5 Lakhs or less,
EE.EU?LU- wiheps the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty levied

than five lakhs E‘Jut nol excecding Bs. Fifty Lakhs, Bs 10,0007 where the amount of service
tax & interest demanded & penilty levied 1% more than ffty Lakhs rupees. m the form of
croased bank draft in favour of the Assistant Hemstrar of the bench of nominated Public
Sector Bank of the plice where the bepch of Tri 3LLJIII-FL| is situated, [ Application made for
grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.500/ -
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The appeal under sub section (2] and JEA: of the section 86 the Finance Act 1994, shall be
filed in For ST.7 as prescribed under Rule 9 §2) & 9(24) of the Service Tax Hules. 1994 and
shall be accompanied by o copy of order of Commissioner Central Excise or Commessioner,
Central Excise (Appeals| jone of which shall be a certificd copy| and copy of the order passed
bw the Commissioner authorizing the Assistant Commussioner or Deputy Commissioner of
Centrad Excise/ Service Tax o Nle the appeal befare the Appellate Trobunal.
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For an appeal (o be filed belore the CESTAT, under Section 35F of the Central Excise Act,
FO) whicty s also mace Hﬁlpllr"ﬂ.illr to Service Tax under Section 83 of the Finamce Acg, 199094,
an appeal agamnst this order shall bic befure the Trbunal on payment of 10% of the duty
demanded where duty or duty and penalty are i dispute, or penaliy, where penalty alomns is in
dispute, provided the amount of pre-deposit pavabie would be subject o a ceiling of Rs 10
Crores,

Under Central Exrise and Service Tax, *Diuty Demancel” shall inclode

1) amount determined under Section 11 [
(i1} amount of erroneons Cenval Credin taken; _
111} pmount payvalde under Hule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules

rovided {urther that the provisiens of this Section shall not applv 1o the stas
applcation and appeals pending before any appellate authority priar to the cammencement of
the Finmance {MNa 2] Act, 20E4
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A revision application bes to the Under Secretary, to the Govermment of Indm, Hevision

ﬁPP“‘.‘E”mi'.u nit, Ministry of Fm.glm!. Department of Bevenue _41’_11 Floor, Jeevan Deep
Iehng, Parliament Street, New Delhy-11 1, under Section 33EE of the CEA 1944 in

respect of the following case, governed by first proviso (o sub-section (1) of Secton-323H8 thad:
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In case of any loss of s, where the loss aceurs in transit from o Raelory 16 a warshouse or
to another fictory or Irom one warehouse 1o another during the course of processing of the
poods in & warehouse or in stormze whether in o fetory of i a warehouse
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In case of rebate of dury of excise on goods exported o any country or terrtory outside India
of on excisable matenial used i the manufacture of the goods which are exportad to anv
country oF terrtony outside Indp

U Feare e s T R sma & e S w1 A R fear i g
In case of domds exported outskde India export 1o Nepal or Bhutan, without payvment of duty
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Credit of anv duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of execige duty on final wcks
under the provisicns of this Act or the Hules made there under Euﬁ order 15 |x 5.9r-EII " the
hﬂpl?}ﬁﬁuntr {Appeals) on or dlter, the date appointed under Sec. 109 of the Fmance (No.2)
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The above applicaton shall be made in duphcate @ Fortn No. EA-S as specified under Rule 9
of Central Pﬁirl'imr i |:|i|'ralq.| Rules, 2001 uﬁmm 3 months from the nm','fun whirh the order
soUght 1o be appealed against 15 communjeated and shall be accompanied by w.-# copies each
ol the D10 and’ Order-In-Appeal, It should alze be accompanied by o copy of TR-6 Challan
evidencing pavment of presenbed fee as prescribed under ticm 35-EE :.? CEA, 1944, under
Mijor Head of Account.
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The FE\'iff'iﬂ!h application shall be aceompanied :fall. fee of Hs, 200/ where the amouni
involved in Rupees One Lac or less and Hs, 10005 where the smount invelved is more than
Rupess Cne Lie.
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covers various numbers of order- in Original, fee for each 0.0.0. should be paid in the
aforesand manner, not w:thumml]rgnll'hf fucl that the one appeal 1o the .l‘uppr[tunt]":l'rjhuna o
the one -wﬁptmiumn 1o the Centra 1. As the case may be, 15 filled 1o avoid schptona work if
excising Ks. 1 lakh fee of Re. 100 for each. :

TUENE Faaey Hiras, 1975, & sl & " N va wme wey &
ﬁmﬁmﬁ.mﬂﬂmaﬁﬁﬁﬁ*ﬂwmmﬁ

One copy of application or 0.1.0. a8 the case may be, and the arder of the adiudicatin
ﬂmhmﬁﬁ shal Ei'JI:EI-I B oourt fee sta al Rs, 6.50 a5 prescribed llngt*r Srhodule- iF '
the Courlt Fee Act, 1975, as H.ml.'III:I'I‘IPF P ViR b o

ﬁmm:ﬂﬁﬁﬂma‘gﬁﬁmmm:mﬁfﬁ:maﬁt 1982 # a3
vd wen mafPus st AfEAfaa w2 o Pt & o o e sele G aEr B

Attention 13 also ivited to the rules covering these and other related matrers contained in the
Customs, Excise and Service Appetlate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 19?-};? H
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ORDER IN APPEAL

M/s Arihant Industries, Survey No. 107P/10BP/108P/110P, Sihor-Ghanghali,
Village: Ghaghali, Taluka: Sihor, Dist.. Bhavnagar-364 240(hereinafter referred to as
“the appellant”) had filed the present appeal alongwith an Application for Condonation of
Delay dated 16052017 against Order-in-Original  No.02/Superintendent/AR-
IIFAHI2016-17 dated 10.02.2017 (hereinafter referred to as  the “impugned order’)
passed by the Superintendent, Central Excise, AR-ll, Sihor (hereinafter referred to as
“the Adjudicating Authority”)

2. The brief facts of the case are as under: -

(i) The appellant are engaged in the manufacture of excisable goods falling
under Chapter Heading 72 of the Central Excise Tanff Act, 1985 and holding common
Central Excise Registration No. AASFA30D43PEMO02. The appellant was availing
CENVAT Credit of Central Excise duty and Service Tax paid on inpuls, capital goods
and input services under Rule-3 of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 { herein after referred
to as ‘CCR,2004"). From ER-1 Excise Return for the month of February,2015, it was
observed that the appellant had declared closing balance of Education Cess
Rs.28,715/- and Secondary& Higher Education Cess of Rs. 14,881/ on account of
input and capital goods credit, which were admissible under Rule-3 of CCR, 2004 for
payment of Education Cess and Secondary& Higher Education Cess, as notified under
Notification No. 27/2007-CE(NT) dated 12.05.2007. The appellant was requested vide
letter dated 04.02 2078 to pay with interest if they had utilized the said accumulated
credit Education Cess and Secondary& Higher Education Cess in the subsequent
months, but the appeilant did not reply to it. Lateron, scrutiny of the ER-1-Excise Return
for the month of Apnl,2015 filed by the appellant, it was observed that the appeliant
utihzed the said closing balance of Education Cess and Secondary& Higher Education
Cess, for payment of Central Excise Duty as self assessed and declared by them. The
said act of utilization was in contravention of the provisions of Rule-3 of CCR.2004 read
with the Notification No. 27/2007-CE(NT) dated 12.05.2007 These facts culminated into
issuance of a Show Cause Notice dated 27.04 2016 issued to the appellant.

(ii)  The Adjudicating Authority under the impugned order disallowed cenvat
credit utilized for Rs 44 596/-( Education Cess Rs 28 715/- and Secondary& Higher
Education Cess of Rs. 14,881/-) and ordered to recover the same alongwith interest
under the provisions of Rule 14(ii) of Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 read with Notification
No. 27/2007-CE(NT) dated 12.05.2007 with imposition of penalty of Rs. 44 586/- under
Rule 15 (1) of Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004, :
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3. Being aggrieved by the impugned order, the appellant had filed present appeal
alongwith an Application for Condonation of Delay dated 16.05.2017 and also Additional
Written Submissgion dated 08.02.2018 on the grounds interalia mentioned as under -

(i)  There was delay of 26 days in fiing the appeal as their consultant was
busy in the Income Tax matter post demonetization. Apart, the delay is not intentional
and if not condoned, there will be irreparable loss to them. Reliance placed on varous
decisions of the higher judicial forum in support of their above contention.

(i)  The appellant contended that they had made vanous submission and oral
arguments before the Adjudicating Authorty. However, the Adjudicating Authority had
clearly overlooked the same and mechanically confirmed the demand under the
impugned order. Therefore. the impugned order is non speaking order.

(iiiy When the Credit for Education Cess and Secondary& Higher Education
Cess in respect of input/capital goods and input services received on or after
01.03.2015/01.06.2015 can be permitted for payment of CENVAT and Service Tax,
then there should b2 no embargo in permmitting the utilization of the said accumulated
credit of Education Cess and Secondary& Higher Education Cess, lying in balance as
on 28.02.2015.

(ivi As in the Budget speech, the Hon'ble Finance Minister stated that
“Education Cess and SHE cess has been subsumed with Basic Rate of duty and as such , propase 1o
levy 12.5% basic CENVAT rate’-, which clearly showed the intention of the government to
merge both Cesses with Basic Cenvat rate. As there was no need of payment of
Cesses after. 01.03.2015, the balance of credit of both Cesses was also automatically
subsumed with Basic duty Cenvat closing balance. That is why, the government has not
come out with any specific amendment in the rules for the closing balance of such
cesses as on 28.02 2015 and further amendment is made only for the fresh credit on
receipts after 01.03.2015 to allow such credit for utilization against basic duty.

(v} As per Rule -6 of CCR, 2004, no cenvat credit is available if the final
product 1s exempted from payment of duty. As in the present case, the excisable goods
are exempted from =D cess/SHE Cess and hence, as per said Rule-6, credit is not
eligible for such cesses after 01.03.2015. In order to overcome the above situation, the
government had come out with an amendment in the rules to enable the asessee to
take such credit anc utilize the same after 01.03.2015. The same principle is also
applicable for closing balance of said credit of Education Cess and Secondary& Higher
Education Cess .

(vi) Relying on the decision in the case of Mahindra & Mahindra Ltd-
2007(211)ELT 481(Tn. Mum ), it is contended that as ED Cess and SHE Cess are the
duty of excise only and that is why in terms of Clause (a) of sub-rule (4) of Rule-3

b~
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CCR.2004. credit can be utilized for payment of any duty of excise on any final product.
Thus, utilization of said credit by them is correct.

(vii) Further, penalty cannot be imposed as there was an ambiguity. Reliance
is placed on decision in the case of Maruti Suzuki Ltd. Vis CCE, Delhi-lll- 2009(240)
ELT 6841(5C).

4. Hearing was held on 31.01.2018, wherein Shri Madhav N. Vadodaria, Chartered
Accountant and Authorized Representative appeared on behalf of the appellant and
reiterated the submission of the appeal memorandum and also sought one week time
for filing the additional written submission which on being allowed. was filed on
08.02.2018.

5. | have gone through the appeal memorandum, written and oral submission made
as well as documents submitted during personal hearing, | proceed to decide the case
on merits since the appellant has made payment of mandatory deposit of Rs 3345/
(75% of the Cenvat Credit of Rs706128 vide Challan CIN
No.00022881205201700388 dated 12.05.2017 and thus, complied the requirement of
fulfilment of mandatory pre deposit in pursuance to the amended provisions of
Section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944,

6. | find that in the case before me the appeal has been filed on 19.05.2017 after
receipt of the impugned order on 24.02.2017 by the appellant. As per the provisions of
Section-35 (1) of the Central Excise Act. 1944, an appeal was required to be presented
before the Commissioner, Central Excise (Appeals) within 60 days from the date of
receipt of the impugned order. | find that the appeal should have been filed within 60
days from 24.02.2017 but the same was filed on 19.05.2017 and thus, there is a delay
of 24 days in filing the appeal, for which the appeliant filed a Condonation of Delay
Application dated 16.05.2017(received on 19.05.2017) pleading for the condoning the
delay as their consultant was busy in the Income Tax matter post demonetization.
Further, contended that the delay is not intentional and if not condoned, there will be
irreparable loss to them. Reliance placed on varous decisions of the higher judicial
forum in support of thair above contention. Looking to the facts of the case and delay
for the period of 24 days apart from the various decisions of the higher judicial forum as
relied upen by the appeliant in support of their above contention, | condone the said
delay and proceed to consider the appeal on merits.

7. The issue to be decided in the present appeal is whether or not the Adjudicating
Authorty has correctly disallowed cenvat credit ulilized for Rs 44 596/- ( Education
Cess Rs.29.715/- and Secondary& Higher Education Cess of Rs. 14 881/-) and

Nl
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ordered to recover the same alongwith interest under the provisions of Rule 14(ii) of
Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 read with Notification No, 27/2007-CE(NT) dated 12.05.2007
with imposition of penalty of Rs. 44,596/- under Rule 15 (1) of Cenvat Credit Rules,
2004. | find that there is no dispute that the appellant was having in balance cenvat
credit utilized for Rs.44 508/-(Education Cess of Rs.20,715/- and Secondary8 Higher
Education Cess of Rs. 14.881) on 28.02.2015. The Adjudicating Authority has
observed that as per ER-1 Excise Returns for the month of April 201 5. the appellant had
utilized the said balance of unutilized cenvat credit for Rs 44,596/- for payment of
Central Excise duty leviable under the first Schedule to the Central Excise Tarff Act,
1685, for the month of April 2015 which was not admissible to them under the
provisions of Rule-3 of the CCR, 2004 read with Notification No. 27/2007-CE(NT) dated
12.05.2007

74 For better appreciation of the issue on hand, the relevant portion of the
pravisions of Rule-3 of the CCR.2004 duly amended vide Notification Mo.27/2007-
CE(NT) dated 12.05.2007 and Notification No.27/2007-CE(NT) dated 12.05.2007 are
reproduced as under.

Rule-3 of the CCR 204

(T} Norwithsianding anything contained in sub-rule (1) [, sub-rule { ta)] and sub-rule (4], -
[ waan

[(b) CENVAT credit in respect of -

i

[Provided that the credit of the education cess on excisable goods and the educalion cess of laxuble
wervices can be utitizsd, either for payment of the education cess on excisable goods or for the payment of
the education cess on laxable services

Provided further thar the credit of the Secondary and Higher Education Cess on excisable goods and the
Secondary and Higher Education Cess on wxable services can be wilized, either for payment of the
Secondary and Higher Education Cess on excisable goods or for the payment of the Secomdary and Higher
Education Cess on taxable services 1] =.
From above provisions of CCR, 2004, | find that the first and second Proviso, were
inserted in the said Rule-3 (7) (b) of CCR 2004 vide Notification No.27/2007-CE(NT)
dated 12.05,2007 from which it is crystal clear that the credit of the education cess on
excisable goods and the education Cess on laxable services can be utilized, either for
payment of the education cess on excisable goods or for the payment of the education
cess on taxable servicas and similarly, the credit of the Secondary and Higher
Education Cess on excisable goods and the Secondary and Higher Education Cess on
taxable services can be utilized, either for payment of the Secondary and Higher
Education Cess on excisable goods or for the payment of the Secondary and Higher

P
§ V%

W
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Education Cess on taxable services. Thus, it is clear that during the relevant period,
credit in respect of Education Cess and SHE Cess can not be utilized for payment of
Central Excise duty leviable under the first Schedule fo the Central Excise Tanff Act,
1885, Further, levy of Education Cess and SHE Cess on goods cleared on or after
01.03.2015 has been dispensed with. In view of these provisions , the balance of
unutilized cenvat credit for Rs.44,596/- Education Cess Rs.29,715/- and Secondaryd
Higher Education Cass of Rs. 14881/-) as on 28.02.2015 can not be utlized for
payment of Central Excise duty leviable under the first Schedule to the Central Excise
Tariff Act, 1985 on or after 01.03.2013.

7.2  Furher, the following proviso inserted in the said Rule-3 vide Motification No.
12/2015-CE (NT) dated 30.04.2015.

| Provided also thal the credia of Education Cess and Secondary and Higher Education Cess paid on mputs
or capital goods received in the factory of manufaciure of final product on or afier the 1s day of March,
241§ can be utilized for payment of the duty of excise leviable under the First Schedule to the Excise Tarifl
Act,

From the above. it is clear that credit of Education Cess and Secondary and Higher
Education Cess paid on inputs or capital goods can be utilized towards payment of the
duty of excise leviable under the First Schedule to the Excise Tariff Act, provided the
inputs_or_capital goods the credi of Education Cess and Secondary and Higher
Education Cess paid thereon. are received in the factory of manufacture of final product
on or after the 01,03 2015_Since, balance credit of Rs. 44 596/- was in respect of
Education Cess and SHE cess in respect of inputs/capital goods which were received
before 01.03.2015, hence, this balance credit can not be utilized towards payment of
the duty of excise leviaole under the First Schedule to the Excise Tariff Act.

73 Thus, combined reading of the above provisions of Rule-3 ibid, makes it amply
clear that the utilization of cenvat credit for Rs.44 506/-( Education Cess Rs.28,715/-
and Secondaryd Higher Education Cess of Rs. 14 881/) lying in balance as on
28.02 2015, for the payment of Central Excise duty leviable under the first Schedule to
the Central Excise Tariff Act, 1885 in the month of April, 2015 was wrong. The decision
of the Tariff Conference held on 28" & 28 th of the October, 2015 circulated by CBEC
vide letter F.No. 96/85/2015-Cx.1 dated 07.12.201 5 also supports my above decision

§.  On the appellants contention on the Budget speech of the Hon'ble Finance
Minister as interalia mentioned at para-3(iv) above, | find that the speech of the Hon ble
Finance Minister did not zay anything of allowing the utilization of cenval credit for
Education Cess and Secondary & Higher Education Cess fpr the payment of Central
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Excise duty leviable under the first Schedule to the Central Excise Tariff Act, 1985.
Further, | find that Hon'ble Apex Court in the case of B K. Industries V/s UOI-1883 (85)
E.LT. 465 (S.C.) has very categorically held that “The Finance Minister's speech Is not
law". Further, The CEGAT, Special Bench'C', New Delhi in the case of Jayalakshmi
Cotton & Oil Products (P) Ltd Vis C.C.E.. Guntur- 1985 (80) E.L.T. 307 (Tribunal) very
categorically held as under.

“4.... As regards the appellanis’ contention that the Department was estopped from recovening
Cess on cotton seed oil produced by them during the relevant period in view of the assurance
given by the Hon'ble Finance Minister in his Budget Speech on  28-2-1986 that Cess on certiim
Vegetahle Oil would be withdrawn, we are inclined 1o agree with the finding of the Collector
( Appeals) that there canniot be any promissory estoppel against express provisions of law ..
Further, from the above amendments in the Rule-3 ibid, | find that there is no ambiguity
and hence, reliance on budget speech by the appeliant is of no heip to them. Reliance
is placed for this on the decision of the Hon'ble High Court, Gauhati in the case of

Duken Hengra Tea Fvt. Ltd- 2003 (181) ELT. 24 (Gau.) wherein it is held that "It 1s
correct that legisiative intendment, speach of Finance Minister or parliamentary proceeding or legisiatve
nistory, afl are imelevant when the language of the stalute s ciear, n such @ sifuation it is the language
which must be taken care of But if there s ambiguity. doubt or legisiation 15 not clear the external aid
must be taken into account -

Reliance is also placed on the following decisions of the higher judicial forum in support

of my above view..

(i) Diwan Saheb Fashions Pyt Ltd /s Commissioner of C. EX., Delhi-1-2013 (288)
ELT. 529 (Tr. - Del)
(i) Indore Bottling Co. Vis UOI-1997 (94) EL.T, 70 (M.P.)

In view of the facts and discussion herein above, | reject this contention of the appellant
being not sustainable in the eyes of law

9. The contention cn the Rule -5 of CCR,2004 as interalia mentioned at para-3{v)
above, | find that this is rather mis-placed as vide above amendment in Rule-3 ibid, the
excisable goods are not exempted from ED cess/SHE Cess as contended by the
appeliant. Thus, this contention is of no help to the appeliant.

10. On the appellant's contention after relying on the decision in the case of
Mahindra & Mahindra Ltd-2007(211)ELT 481(Tri. Mum.).as interalia mentioned at
para-3(vi) above, | find that the facts in that case was different than in the present case
in as much as in that case though tractors were exempted, the assessee continued
paying Ed. Cess which was not objected by the department and also the issue involved
is of Rule-6 ibid therein and hence in that context, it was held that Ed. Cess is duty of
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excise. Further, in the present case, in view of the amendments in the provisions of
Rule-3 ibid as discussed in foregoing paras, there is no ambiguity about non
admissibility of credit of ED Cess/SHE Cess lying in balance on 28.02.2015 for
utilisation thereto towards payment of the duty of excise leviable under the First
Schedule to the Excise Tariff Act. Thus, this contention is also of no help to them.

11.  In view of the facts and discussion herein above, | uphold the impugned order
disallowing cenvat credit utilized for Rs.44,596/- and ordering to recover the same
alongwith interest under the provisions of Rule 14(ii) of Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 read
with Naotification No. 27/2007-CE(NT) dated 12.05.2007.

12.  With regards the imposition of penalty, the appellant had contended as interalia
mentioned at para-3(vii) above. However, | do not find force in the said contention of the
appellant since as discussed in the foregoing paras, there was no any sorn of ambiguity
on this issue. Further, | find that as mentioned at para-5 of the impugned order, the
appellant was requestad by Range Officer vide letter dated 04.02.2016 to pay the same
with interest if they had utilized the said accumulated credit of Education Cess and
Secondary& Higher Ecucation Cess in the subsequent months, but the appellant neither
replied to nor acted on it. In view of these facts, | hold that penalty of Rs. 44 586/- has
been correctly imposed under Rule 15 (1) of Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004,

13.  In view of the facts and discussion herein above, | uphold the impugned order

disallowing the cenvat credit and also the order for Interest as well as imposition of

penalty.
)
14. The appeal filed by the appellant is thus, rejected m;-.l 'E*,I "‘:}ﬂtl
MG
(Gopi Nath)
COMMISSIONER (APPEAL)

ADDITIONAL DIRECTOR GENERAL(AUDIT)

BY R.P.AD.
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M/s Arihant Industnies.

Survey No. 107P/108P/109PM110P,

Sihor-Ghanghali, Village: Ghaghali, Taluka: Sihor,

Dist.: Bhavnagar-364240,

Copy To:-

The Chief Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad Zone, Ahmedabad.
The Principal Commissioner/ Commissioner, CGST, Bhavnagar
The Commissioner (Appeals), Rajkot.

The Superintendent, CGST, AR-Il, Sihor.

The Assistant Commissioner (Systems), CGST, Rajkot.
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