TR (wdiE) W ETETAY, T U A e T &R se e

OO THE COMMISSIONER (APPEALS) GST & CENTRAL EXCISE,
T A, A T A 1m0 Fwer, 08 T Bhavan

TR &9 T M8, 0 Race Cowrse Ring Rosd,
ITAHIE | Kajkot — 360 00 |

Tele Fax Mo, 0281 -247T052 2440 142 Emmadl: gexappenlsrajhaot i gmail com

e o v, §, T -
&= T wEE - ,-"'gqlqi T FEE S/
Azl - Falp B . i m COBLN Mg

| g

VY & :uwnmom,,;g':,a“ & w2 LWV 617 27.09,2016
.-"'"- L=

-

I.I'
w  Hie Wy gEm {Order-In-Appeal No,):

RAJ-EXCUS-000-APP-144-TO-145-2017-18

HrE W TR AT F & i

Drate 4_1-1'{_|'n:||:r: 2 I .] IJ“I? | Jate oof assue: Iﬁ'-l 1-—1“.‘?
FAR WA, 3raaa (wdrew), Newe gan ot |

Passed by Shri Kumar Santosh, Commissioner (Appeals), Rajkot

Ll T HTEWE FTWT R e mOUE W, S SR 0E TR, A e | i g siaiee il

AA HEW # AiEE
Agigang oul ol sboee manbongd OH) [sted By Adddonall leiniTieptyAsumian Commissone, Cersal Ficme | Sarvice Tae
Rajici | Jamnagar | Gasdnudimam

g ydwed & uieEd & d% v 9ar INameBAddress of the Appellants & Respondem -
| M/s. Shri Ram Ploy plast, 38 National High way At Dumivani Taluki -Upleta, Dist. Rajkot

2.5hri Chintan Dipakbhan Sapariva. Authorised person of Mis. Shri Ram Ploy
plast

PN O sufire @ eofite SefRTEe o #& e et | ofteere & s ele o w o B
Aniy person apgreved by this Oedern-Agpanl may e &0 Fpoeel i ihe spproprabe authoily in the inBowing way

[ mmqnlmupw;qn nhn:thnmh-tﬂmmhmgmm1mtqmﬂ;
Fepclv B =) 1854 & ury BF & wety BteiETes aaw & oS et b ow

Appeal 10 Cusioms, Excise & Servics Ta Agpsdale Tibunal under Secion 3158 ol CES& VR4 | Uedss Seeen B of fhe
Finante Act 1004 & appaal e io:

ii] wfiETn FraEE § AU e Eemd n wie kel gemes weE T daer el amefiern & T e i e
1. T W s oy el e f s o .
The special bench of Cussers. Escite & Sonei Tis Apelale [nboral of Wesi Block Ng ) FK Pagm, hes Deiy o all
s iSaling B doseticebon and yalusban

" Frtwn afiie i) & @ 0 adE & wEw ww ool et don owew, B e wew se dwer eidn smoiter
ffaree) & offrs @hs S5 qﬂ;ﬂ:mmﬂmmﬂymﬁﬁrnuﬂﬁﬂmp
Tio ™ Wesi regional banch of Cusioma F:r:ihl Sernie Ten Appeoin Triemel (CESTAT) al. 7 Floor Bhoumak hasan
Annrwa Ahmodabad 0070 o cose of appeals other than as manhosed in pecn- o) abowe

] FIET mmwiiers & wEE HOA wie & Tor Rl sne we ol B, 2001, & BEE R &
o ww EA w o ol 8 e mmﬁvlpﬂ#ﬂﬁnmmlm_aﬂmf#m
¥

The sppeal bo fhe Appalate Trbenal shall be flsd i gundiuphoain & %am FA-3 | aw préactited e Buin & of Cesteal
Eacse (Appesl) Fules. 2001 snd shall e socompamind agaised oes whicl a8l lesst should be sccompanied by & bes of Bs
1900, RsS000L. RAe 1000 shee smood of duly demardinigrestisessiyishend 8 uple 5 Laz % Lac i 50 Loc snd
Eoww 30 L iedpetively m o the form of crossed bonk dah in leveor of Aes| Fegusvar of iwaneh ol any ~omenaied pelic
seciy Dank of Mo pace wiees e Beach of &1y nomnated peliic ssctor heh ol B pioce weers e Beneh ol B Tribunal
s wiated Applomion made b groml of Way shall be accompanisd By & lea of As SO0

Al Fhtm pmmilteis b osew wfE T eftfow 1054 WY um Bl aEEm
s o 27.5 @ Wy wam A il wr el or TR oo Bae wrEs

g
3
3
|
3
3
4
g
:
i

T% @ ax omw £ g oiET =W RS e
m.mmmnrqammmﬁNw

The appesl under sub secson (1) of Sacnon B6 of me Freoce Aot TRD4. o ihe Appeiste Tnbunal Stual bBe
quadiuplcaie i Fom 5T 5 a8 eestried pross Bule 1) of the Sereco Tax Rules. 1954 gnd Shall be prcompatisd b
copy ol [he oeder sppssted sgansi (orw ol which shall be cerfied copy) #nd  should be occompamisl by 0 (ess of
1000 whane the amount of service jax & nses demanded & ponally levied of He- 5 Lskhs o lega. 5 SO0, Wi e
ot Of anraie lan & imoiesl dempedsd £ peeally Wwvad @ more than 8w lekdn bul nob wceading fs Fity Lokhs
P2 10,000V ‘where S amoun! of serdice e & mignes) demanded & peoaly leved @ mon Sae 18y Lakhs upess, i fha
formn ol crossed bank draft in fevour of Ihe Assiniard Regisiter of e Deach of nomemisd Pebbe Secior Bank of e
hh:ﬂlhtblllﬂuﬁTll-l:run-llhlhmtud.lﬁpﬂh:ﬂlmmﬁhlmmnlmﬂhuﬂt-mwm A fee ol By 5000



In]

1y

flity

{iv]

(]

(o)

i)

(F}

i)

e

e WIS 1 e B O som () vw 28] & deew o o e, Ao o, 18 E Bee R o
A & ey BeSey o= 577 & & o Pl vy seE oA WMWMWIMWMF
e ui ke B ool e et (TE # ve ofR aefis ﬂvlmmm#uwammm
m:::nlm_-nmn:mnmﬂm“ﬂhﬂmmtmmum!mmﬂﬁw

The sppwal under sub secson (2] and (24 of the section B the Faance Acl 1384, shall be fled in For 51,7 as grescnbed
under Puls & {3} & GA1 of the Sersice Tas BSulgs 1884 and shall bo accompasied try a copy of oder of Commissioner
Conireé Escise or Commsuonsr. Cemml Excge |Apponis) jone of whch shal be o cedified copy) and copy of the order
passed by v Commasorsr authoimng the Assissand Commissoner o Depuly Commissiontn ol Centrad Enoisey’ Service Tan
Blg the appes belore the Appellsie Trisrsl

&

o ™ o i wiiEe (AT & O e & et & Gl seng e e 44 @
b JheE E pEAE, o o fieds WBSR (00e O b 43 e Swme el W oy b opE ptw Eoufy s
ot ¥ R WA EE S WA AT Ene 10 o (10%), R T O e E o gwe. AW AR e
ety -nqmnh:m.nfhpfmtnﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ“rﬂnﬂmﬂjﬁ:wﬂl
S TR G T A & EEE AW S oaw e # B wine f

1] o A HAST TR

i T FA @ i ae ol

(] meRr = Sroad kB 6 ok g i s

ard ow T wF oo & e el (w3 RS H00a @ mie W R e it & e Sl

mﬂﬂﬂlﬂmqmﬁtd
For @ Spobil b e el Before the CESTAT wnded Seckon 15F ol the Central Ewcisp At 1844 wheh s sfsd maede
Epiicatls 10 Serace Tax undar Socion 33 of e Foewos 800 1594, oh sopes agorat this order shall e Gelore the Trgumal
mwn‘mﬂﬂIﬂ-‘.di‘_mqmm&qwmmm“mﬁm.#m.“ﬂﬂﬂym-m
dapuin, provided ™he amount of pro-deposd poyable would be subject 1o o cslng of Be 10 Crofes,

mdet Cential Expse gnd Sergce Tas "Dty Demanded ghaill includs

i ampunt determined under Section 11 O
(a4 amutil & sronaous Cesal Tiedi ki
i} amount pagabin wnoe Rie § of e Cenva Creoil Ruses

- preatled Sunthin thal B prowisons of this Section- shall nol eoply o the slay applicolion snd appesls pending balo/e
afy appeliaie sulhanly gier In e commonoemens of e Finance (Mo 2) Al 2014

mmtpﬂ'm.

Rwsimion o Governmant of Indim

W T ﬂﬂmmmtmmﬂﬂm.lﬂﬂ ﬂﬂmiiﬁﬂmmmﬂm

gmmphmmiﬂhmm whlt #fkn dew S owwR RwWE omh o BRln N )
iy i

A povitecn spelicabion Lies o the Under Secretmy. fo the Govenmen of e, Meation Applonngs Und, Mssmry of Finance,

Oepsriment of Rovesus, d% Floor Jeesan Oes=p Building, Palkamesd Siel, Sew Dethi- 110007, oder Secion I5EE of 1he
CEA Vil m esgez) of the fofloming chcs gowsmad by fed powns 59 owub-sscson (1) ol Sacrs- 358 iDa

ofy A & ol SEaw & aued  mw anarer fiofh ame Al Mol ST @ ST O & O & dhe o fel en st m
forr facdh et - gt ops My el & dhow Tl o R & &F & sEaEE 8 O IR s
fise wwy @ WA & AR F e i
|n|:|=pfunphﬂﬂm_wihlnuuumnﬂruﬂtumnhdu‘phlwduhﬂﬁ'hmmwfmﬂ
sfifetuid e 1B anaihar dunng the coorss of processing of ®e goods i 4 sefehoule & N E=eage whether in 2 facioty of = B
T

g 0w Tl o m o @ R w O A & T & ogee end me or ah o FT s e E g i R
YO A, 2 WA & e TR e W e o Bt & omlt B )

in came of relinle of duly of excies on Qo008 Suponed 10 @y Counlry O lemeory culsa= India of on Sachabln matens used 11
e manulactes of the gooos whoh ane evporisd 1o &y Couniry OF TeNRory Quiside akq

nﬁm?—iwmﬂmmlm,MMmﬂmﬁdﬁhﬂfhr
® casi ol goody expomed oulside inde expor] B Negal o Bhulan wtmoul, paymied of auy,

ﬂwmrmm-m:mmﬁmrmmmthmmﬁﬂkm
o L grm

£

ﬂ,ﬂhm.ummmﬁmm i 2§ vUan ot 100 ke e s o o aaeren L
]

Cread of any dedy allowed o o salized towards peymenl ol exche duly an fngl prodocts under the prowisions o e Al o
the Hules made Besy under such ceder s passed by the Gomedssioner CApposisl on or e the dale appoimied under Sec

100 of the Fegste (Mol A
e FaE &L eiATT

el EA-R & m i See TIER aeE (i TRoe 2000 & frem § & e Bl
g8 Sdw & mtww ok 1 mp & mAre @ ah wEv | rees aWes & oAy e prke m grhe aew & @ ofinl Feee @ ol
ofer) mme 1 WeETE TEET WA HIUSRR 1044 1 tow ISEE & Ae Difor v 6 mmmod & g & oot wr TRG & ofy

w000 o W= Hvea e 30T |
Thiuumqp{‘ﬂhumﬂtﬂh!i:mnp&ﬂrﬂﬁrlﬁlﬂﬂl 60 wnone e Bmounl Frolesd o Rupes One Loc o fess
and 82 1000 where Hhe smoo neclved B mom than Augees: Ore Lo

oft gu wndm B W AR EEE O AT b arde e & i = i, it @ Em R W) R
ir] mﬂmm-?mamxmﬂm:gmm?ﬂmhcﬁ‘mﬂwwmiﬂthi
" . il e credel covers wanous rumbens of onders = Ciigiael Ten dor sech 010 ahould Be paid in ihe mlonsaid eeeee
=0t walhandeg he iac) inal the one appenl 10 the: Appsilam Tibunal of e cne appcalos i he Conlral Govt As the cass
m,u,nﬂadmummmwiﬂmﬁlJﬁhmd{h I H)I- dod BBCh

Mmryﬁﬁm W75 & wondel By AF sty ove A edm @ ool o Smife 650 v oW
AT e i g afir |

Ovee copy o1 apphicavon or 10 as ihe cass map e, & the mider of the studicesng authonly shal baar a coult fee Alamp
of Bs £ 50 gs prescibed whdse Bchodule-l in terme of the Cown Fen &1 1975 as amesded

i = A T ST (asn TRAR frmmrd, 1083 # wfe e e iR EEe W
'aﬁhl‘lg;‘-n‘#mm o7 o v e Swem g B/

Adfmnban . sisn imaled I e (e covenng These sod othen dEEwd manme comoeed i e Cusiome, Eose and Senecn
Sppetiste Trbgsal (Procnduie) Ausiea, 167

v e ofierh e offrs et @ el omE BregE @ At anud & B, wienldt et e
ey Chac o in o SR omRT F )

Fii s slaborate detnded @nd Bhedl pouisons isasng o fing of appeal o @ fghs sopsflsie suthadly, ¥ sppeliam mag
refer i the Cegarimaninl websie v cl=in guy o



ApDEZ] Mo, VIriTe b 280/ HA) 2046
3
:: ORDER-IN-APPEAL ::

The below mentioned appeals have been filed by M/s Shri Ram Polyplast,
8-B, National Highway, At: Dumiyani, Taluka: Upleta, Dist.: Rajkot (hereinafter
referred to as ‘appellant No. 1') and Shri Chintan Dipakbhai Sapariya, an
employee and Authorised person of appellant Mo. 1 (hereinafter referred to as
‘appellant No. 2') against the Order-In-Original No. 13/D/2016-17 dated
27.09.2016 (hereinafter referred to as “the impugned order'), passed by the
Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise Divison-ll, Rajkot (hereinafter referred
to as “the lower adjudicating authority”):

B e e —

irSF | Mame of appellant (M/s.) Appeal No.
| No.

Shri Ram Polyplast, 8-B, National Highway, At:  V2/279/RAJ/2016
.| Dumiyani. Taluka: Upleta, Dist.: Rajkot S
Z |Shri Chintan Dipakbhai Sapariya, Authorised | V2/280/RAJ/2016
person of Shri Ram Polyplast, 8-B, Mational
Highway, At: Dumiyani, Taluka: Upleta, Dist.: |

| Rajkot . |

2, Briefly stated facts of the case are that appellant No. 1 engaged in
manufacturing exisable goods i.e. PVC (commercial and non-sprinkler) Pipes
without obtaining Central Excise registration, clearing without payment of
appropriate Central Excise duty even after crossing the exemption limit of Rs.
1.50 Crores, as prescribed under Notification No. B/2003-C.E., as amended.
The finished unaccounted excisable goods i.e. PVC Pipes totally valued at Rs.
11,41,043/- were placed under seizure vide Panchnama dated 23.03.2015 by
the Central Excite officers, under reasonable belief that the same were
manufactured in contravention of the provisions of Central Excise law and
would have been also removed clandestinely without payment of appropriate
Central Excise duty after crossing the value based exemption limit of Rs. 1.50
Crores. The said seized goods valued at Rs. 11,41,043/- were subsequently
handed over to the appellant No. Z for safe custody under Supratnama dated
23.03.2015. During the course of Panchnama dated 23.03.2015, various
incriminating documents relating to evasion of Central Excise duty were
resumed for further investigation. The appellant Mo. 2 in his statement dated
23.03.2015 categorically deposed that details of such unaccounted clearances
is maintained in a red coloured diary recovered during the course of search
operation carried out on 23.03.2015 at the factory premises of the appellant
No. 1. The appellant no. 2 admitted that they had exceeded the threshold limit
of Rs. 1.50 crores of the sales clearances of their finished excisable goods.
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During the course of investigation, the sales figures of computerized generated
invoices were not tallying with their official sales account maintained in their
books of accounts.

3. The above investigation culminated into issuance of Show Cause Notice
No. IV¥/03-05/D/2015-16 dated 05.08.2015 proposing to confiscate the excisable
goods valued at Fs, 11,41,043/- seized under Panchnama dated 23.03.2015
under Rule 25 of the Central Excise Rules, 2002 and proposed to impose penalty
under Rule 25 of the Central Excise Rules, 2002 upon appellant No. 1. It was
also proposed to impose penalty upon appellant Mo. 2 under Rule 26 of the
Central Excise Rules, 2002 (hereinafter referred to as “the Rules”).

4, The lower adjudicating authority vide impugned order has ordered to
confiscate the seizad goods valued at Rs. 11,41,043/- seized at the premises of
appellant No. 1, under Rule 25 of the Rules with an option to redeem the same
on payment of redemption fine of Rs. 2,85,250/- under Section 34 of the
Central Excise Act, 1944 (hereinafter referred to as “the Act”). He imposed
penalty of Rs, 71,300/- on the appellant No. 1 under Rule 25 of the Rules and
penalty of Rs. 36,000/- on the appellant Mo. 2 under the provisions of Rule
26(1) of the Rules.

5.  Being aggrieved with the impugned order, appellant Mo. 1 preferred

the present appeal mainly on the following grounds:

1. The order passed by the lower adjudicating authority is contrary to the
pravisions of law, facts and evidence on record of the case and liable to
be guashed. Fm,h'*iiff i

2. The lower adjudicating authority has observed that the goods were not
entered in statutory records and could have cleared in clandestine
manner. They submitted that they are following the practice of
accounting of the goods as and when goods are to be dispatched. The
goods not removed from the factory even though the goods has not been
accounted for can not be seized for confiscation.,

3. Mere admittance during investigation is not only sufficient evidence to
prove clandestine removal as the investigating authority failed to
adduced proof regarding clearance of goods i.e. transport receipt etc.
Therefore, the allegation of clandestine removal cannot be upheld.

4. To prove suppression of production, the investigation should have
verified the purchase of inputs without payment of duty. No evidence of
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inputs purchased by the appellant without payment of duty has been
adduced.

3. The lower adjudicating authority has imposed penalty on partnership
firm as well as separate penalty on partner which is not legal, proper
and sustainable. The judgment relied upon by the lower adjudicating
authority pertains to the personal penalty imposed on Director, who is
separate legal entity whereas partner is not separate legal entity and
hence imposition of penalty on partner i.e. Appellant No. 2 is not
proper.

6. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, appellant No. 2 also
preferred appeal wherein he stated that no separate penalty on the partner
can be imposed once firm is proposed for imposition of penalty as under the
law of partnership, the firm having no legal existence apart from its
partners, that once firm has already been penalized, separate penalty
cannot be imposed upon the partner because a partner is not a separate
legal entity and cannot be equated with employee of a firm. He relied upon
the judgment in the case of 5. R. Lites reported as 2013 (296) ELT 498 (Tri.-
Del.), Arihant Synthetics reported as 2013 (298) ELT 278 (Tri.-Ahmd.),
Pravin N. Shah reported as 2014 (305) ELT 480 (Guj.). He further submitted
that when main Noticee admitted duty liability and also made payment of
duty, there was no requirement of issuance of Show Cause MNotice and
proceedings initiated is deemed to be concluded against the co Moticee
also. .E;“‘:‘N‘.'-x_,_--
7. Shri Vikas Mehta, Consultant appeared for personal hearing andr -
reiterated the grounds of appeals and requested to decide the appeals on

merits and allow the appeal.
FINDINGS:

8. | have carefully gone through the facts of the case, the impugned order,

the appeal memorandum and submissions made during personal hearing.

9. The issues to be decided in the present appeal is as to whether the
goods are liable for confiscation and appellant No. 1 is liable to pay
redemption fine and penalty under Rule 25 of the Rules and whether appellant
Mo. 2 is liable to penalty under Rule 26(1) of the Rules or not,
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10. | find that the appellants had contended that the seized goods had not
been removed from the factory premises and therefore the same cannot be
seized and confiscated. Consequently, no redemption fine, in lieu of
confiscation of the goods could be imposed.

10.1 The facts of the case, as detailed in the impugned order establish that
they had been clearing finished goods clandestinely and the excess stock of the
finished goods wa: on account of such un-accounted removals. The partner has
admitted that they maintained unaccounted finished goods details for clearing
the same clandestinely to monitor their cash transactions, in a red coloured
diary, resumed during the course of investigation under Panchnama dated
231.03.2015. It was also admitted that Central Excise duty liability on account of
clandestine clearances without invoices even after crossing the value based
exemption limit under Motification Mo. 8/2003-C.E. dated 01.03.2003 would be
paid and it was paid. The stock of finished goods were counted in presence of
Panchas and appellant No. 2 in which unaccounted PYC pipes weighing
25356.000 kgs. valued at Rs.11,41,043/- was found in the factory premises of
appellant No. 1, which was placed under seizure. During the course of
Panchnama, on comparison of sales figures of computerized generated invoices
with sales account maintained in their books of account, the same were found
not tallying with each other. It was, therefore, established that that the seized
goods were not accounted for properly by Appellant No. 1 in their statutory
records with intent to evade payment of duty and would have been cleared

clandestinely had the Departmental officers not visited the factory premises. _
ﬂ*uﬁf_,‘l-r""

10.2 | find that FRule 25{1) of the Rules expressly provides that if any
manufacturer of excisable goods has not accounted for any excisable goods
manufactured by him, then all such un-accounted goods shall be liable to
confiscation. It is a fact that incriminating documents and details of clandestine
removals of the excisable goods were found in the premises of appellant No. 1.
Appellant No. 2 and partner of Appellant No. 1 has clearly admitted in his
statement recorded on 23.03.2015 that they were suppressing actual
production of the finished goods and clandestine clearances thereof for which
they maintained red couloured diary (ledger) which was found and seized
during the course of Panchnama dated 23.03.2015. The said red coloured diary
was maintained in which transactions of clandestine clearances through
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computerized invoices were recorded, which means that seized goods were
meant to be clearad without payment of duty.

10.3 The contention of Appellant Mo. 1 that the seized goods were not liable
to confiscation, ‘n absence of evidences of clandestine removal and any
evidence in form of procurement of raw material on cash payment is not
correct due to admission of facts by Appellant No. 2. The grounds taken in
appeal memorandum on the part of the appellants, are afterthought and the
case-laws cited by the appellants are not applicable due to admission of facts
in the statements given by Appellant No. 2 and partner of Appellant No. 1.

10.4 | also find that Appellant No. 2 in his statement admitted clandestine
manufacture of final products and clearance thereof and has not retracted and
therefore, sanctity of his statement cannot be undermined, especially when
there is corroboration in form of un-accountal of the goods. It is settled law
that admitted facts need not be proved as has been held by the Hon'ble Apex
Court in the cases of Systems & Components Private Limited reported as 2004
(165) ELT 136 (5C). The Hon'ble CESTAT in the case of Alex Industries reported
as 2008 (230) ELT 0073 (Tri-Mumbai) and M/s. Divine Selutions reported as 2006
(206) E.L.T. 1005 (Tri. (Chennai) has consistently held that confessional
statements would hold the field. Hon'ble CESTAT in the case of M/s. Karori
Engg. Works reported as 2004 (166) E.L.T. 373 (Tri, Del.) has also held that
wconfessional statement is a substantial piece of evidence, which can be used
against the maker." ﬂ‘u W

—
10.5 It is well sattled position of law that the case of un-authorized

clearance and non - accountal of goods owing to clandestine clearances, is not
to be proved with mathematical precision, especially when the appellants have
categorically admitted their guilt. |, therefore, uphold the confiscation of the
finished goods ordered in the impugned order. | also find imposition of
redemption fine of Rs. 2,85,250/- in lieu of confiscation of goods valued at Rs.
11,41,043/- is correct, legal and proper.

11. | find that impesition of penalty on Appellant No. 1 under Rule 25 of the
Rules is correct as Appellant No. Z as well as partner of Appellant No. 1 both
have admitted guilt of clandestine manufacture of final products and clearance
thereof. | find that imposition of penalty of Rs 71,300/ under Rule 25 of the
Rules read with Section 11 AC of the Act is legal and proper and hence is
required to be upheld.
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11.1 As regards, imposition of penalty of Rs. 36,000/- on Appellant Mo. 2
under Rule 26 of the Rules, | find that Appellant No. 2 was an employee of
Appellant No. 1 and he had to act as ordered by partners of Appellant No. 1
However, the show cause notice did not propose imposition of penalty on
partner but proposed imposition of penalty under Rule 26 of Central Excise
Rules, 2002 on an employee. Under such circumstances, imposing penalty on
Appellant Mo. 2 's not justified. Accordingly, | set aside penalty imposed on
Appellant No. 2.

12.  In view of above, | reject appeal of Appellant No. 1 but allow appeal
filed by Appellant No. 2.

ERS mmmﬂnﬁmmﬁmmaﬂ#ﬂMHﬂh

121 The appeals filed by the appellants stand disposed off in above terms.
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By R.P.A.D.
To,

Shri Ram Polyplast, B-B, National|gzr S T AR, - e

| FareaT. TFHIE.

Authorised person of 5hri Ram |
Polyplast, 8B, National Highway, At: | e, #. At e, ¢4t

Dumiyani, Taluka: Upleta, Dist.: |ufery wirfm, ve: giFam, e |

B suder, faeem T
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, Rajkot.

3) The Assistant Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Division-li,
Rajkot.

4) The Superintendent, G5T & Central Excise, Range, Gondal.
5) F. No. VZ/280/RAJ/2016
f) Guard File.
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