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Arising out of above mentioned OIO issued by Additional/ointiDeputy/Assistant Cormiissioner. Central Excise / Service Tax,
Rajkot / Jamnagar / Gandhidham .

T deTehdT & wfdardr &0 &7H U4 uar /Name & Address of the Appellant & Respondent :-

M/s. Maha Shakti Coke (A unit of saurashira Fuels Lid.) Village:- LakhaparTal
Mundra Kutch
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Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeai to the appropriate authonty in the following way.
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Appeal to Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal under Section 358 of CEA. 1944 / Under Section 86 of the
Finance Act, 1994 an appeat lies to:-
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The speual bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appeilate Tribunal of West Block No. 2. R.K. Puram, New Delhi in all
matters relating to classification and valuation.
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To the West regional bench of Customs. Excide & Service Tax Appelate Tribunai (CESTAT) at. 2 Floor, Bhaumali Bhawan,
Asarwa Ahmedabad-380016 in case of appeals other than as mentioned in para- i(a) above
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The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form £A-3 / as prescribed under Rule 6 of Central
Excise (Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be accompanied against one which at {2 c,t should be accompanied by a fee of Rs.
1.000/- Rs.5000/-, Rs.10.000/- where amount of dutv demand/interest/penalivirafund is upto 5 Lac.. 5 fac to 50 Lac and
above 50 Lac respectively in the form of crossed ank draft in favour of Asst. Registrar of branch of any nominated public
sector bank of the place where the bench of any nominated public sector bank of the piace where the bench of the Tribunal
is situated. Application made for grant of stay shail be accompanied by a iee of Hs. 500/
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The appeal under sub section (1) of Section 86 of the Finence Act. 1994. io the Appeliate Tribunal Shall be filed in
quadruplicaie in Form S.T.5 as prescribed under Ruie 9{1) of lhe Service Tax Rules, 1994, and Shall be accompanied by a
copy of the order appealed against (one of which shali be certified copy) and should be accompanied by a fees of Rs.
1000/- where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty levied of Rs. 5 Lakhs or less, Rs.5000/- where the
amount of service tax & inierest demanded & peralty levied is more than five lakhs but not exceeding Rs. Fifty Lakhs,
Rs.10.000/- where the amount of seivice tax & interest demanded & penalty levied is more than fifty Lakhs rupees, in the
3 “form of crossed bank draft in favour of the Assistant Registrar of the bench of nominated Fublic Sector Bank of the place
e i where the bench of Tribunal 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 (2A) of the section 86 !he Finance Act 1994, shall be filed in For ST.7 as prescribed
under Rule 9 (2) & 9(2A) of the Service Tax Rutes. 1994 ana shall be accompanied by a copy of order of Commissioner
Central Excise or Commissioner. Ceniral Excise {Appeals) {one of whicn shall be a certified copy) and copy of the order
passed by the Commissioner authorizing the Assstant Commissioner or Deputy Commissioner of Central Excise/ Service Tax
to file the appeal before the Appeliate Tribunal.
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For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAY. unuer Section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944 which is also made
applicable to Service Tax under Sec:ion 83 of tha ¥inarce Act, | . an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal
on payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or Sulty and penclty are in dispute. or penalty, where penalty alone is in
dispute. provided the amount of pre-deposn payabie would be subject to a ceiling of Rs. 10 Crores.
Under Centrai Excise and Sarvice Tax, " Duly Lemanded” shall inciude -
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A revision application lies to the Under Secretary. to the Government of India. Revision Application Unit, Ministry of Finance,
Department of Revenue. 4th Floor. Jeevan Deep Building, Panizmient Street, New Delhi-110001, under Section 35EE of the
CEA 1944 in respect of the following case. goveined by first previso 2 sub-section (1) of Section-35B ibid:
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In case of any loss of noods wheare the joss orowrs in ranst from
varehouse to ancther during the course of processing of the goo
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a tactory to a warehouse or to another factory or from one
it a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a
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in case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any couniry or territory outside India of on excisable material used in
the manufacture of the goods which are exported to any counlry or ieivitory outside India.
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in case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutar, without payment of duty.

Ealr=1 e AT Ty gmE R yEer & dgd AT i 7 § ol oe
(725 1908 @ w109 & gEnn foga froag arlw sruyar gaenfaf o ar @ A

gfafead soue & Seares e
'|" T W (3dver) F
wig fRT o E 1

Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duly on final products under the provisions of this Act or
the Rules made there under such order is passed by the Comirissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under Sec.
10§ of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1898,
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The above application shall be made n duplicate in Form No. £A-8 as specified under Rule, 9 of Central Excise (Appeals)
Rutes, 2001 within 3 months from the date o which 'he order souqght to be appealeG against is communicated and shall be
accompanied by two copies each of the OlO and Order-In-Appeal. il should also be accompanied by a copy of TR-6 Challan
evidencing payment of prescribed fee as prescribed under Section 35-EE of CEA. 1944, under Major Head of Account.
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The revision appﬂcauon shali he accompamed by a fee ot Rs. 200~ where the amount involved in Rupees One Lac or less
and Rs. 1000/- where the amcunt inveolved is more thar Puges2e Cnie Lac.
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In cdse, if the order covers various numbers of crder- in Original, fee for each O.1.0. should be paid in the aforesaid manner,
not withstanding the fact that the one appeal to ‘he Appeilant Tribunal cr the one application to the Central Govt. As the case
may be. is filled to avoid scriptoria work if excising Rs. 1 lakh fea of Rs. 100/~ for each.
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" One copy of application or C.1.O. as the case may be. and the crder of the adjudicating authority shall bear a court fee stamp

of: .Rs. 6.50 as prescribed under Scheduie-l in terms of the Court Fee Act.1975. as amended.
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Attention is also invited to the rules covering these and other ralzted matters contained in the Customs, Excise and Service
Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rutes. 1982
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www.cbec.gov.in @t 2& TEFT & i/

.-For the elaborate, detailed and latest provisions 1elating to fling of appeal to the higher appellate authority, the appellant may

refer to the Departmental wehsite www.cbec.gov.in

(J



- """:.'n.\

Sl e

S

Appeal No: V2/18-20/EAZ/GDM/2017

:: ORDER IN APPEAL ::

The present appeals have been filed by the Assistant Commissioner,
CGST Bhachau Division, Gandhidham on behalf of the Commissioner,
Central GST & Central Excise Gandhidham (hereinafter referred to as
“Appellant”) in pursuance of the direction and authorization issued under
Section 35E(2) of the Central Excise Act, 1944 against Order-in-Original
No. 7 to 9/JC/2017-18 dated 29.6.2017 (hereinafter referred to as
‘impugned order’) passed by the Joint Commissioner, Central Excise &
Service Tax, Gandhidham (hereinafter referred to as ‘lower adjudicating
authority’) in the case of M/s Mahashakti Coke (a unit of Saurashtra Fuels
Pvt Ltd), Village-Lakhapar, Taluka-Mundra, District-Kutch (hereinafter

referred to as “Respondent”).

2. Thé brief facts of the case are that the Respondent having
Registration No. AAACS7271GEM0O01 was engaged in the manufacture of
LAM Coke, Metcoke and Coking Coal falling under Chapter 27 of the
Central Excise Tariff Act, 1985 and was availing Cenvat credit under the
Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 (hereinafter referred to as “CCR, 2004”). The
audit alleged that the Respondent had availed and utilized Cenvat credit
of MS Angles, Channels, Round Bars, Plates/Sheets etc which were used
for movement of tray of coal inside Kiln and for making structures for
support of capital goods as the said items were not covered under the
definition of ‘capital goods’ under Rule 2(a)(A) of CCR,2004 and also not
covered under the definition of ‘input’ under Rule 2(k) of CCR,2004.

2.1 Show Cause Notice No. V.25/AR-1/Bhuj/Commr/155/2015-16 dated
29.2.2016 was issued to the Respondent alleging that Cenvat credit of Rs.
51,21,305/- have been wrongly availed and utilized during the period
April, 2012 to December, 2015 and should be recovered from them under
Rule 14 of CCR,2004 read with Section 11A(1) of the Central Excise Act,
1944 (hereinafter referred to as “Act”) along with interest under Rule 14

and proposing imposition of penalty under Rule 15 of CCR,2004.

2.2 Show Cause Notice No. FAR/F-898/2013-14 dated 3.2.2017 was also

issued to the Respondent calling them to show cause as to why Cenvat
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Appeal No: V2/18-20/EA2/GDM/2017

utilized during the period from January, 2016 to June, 2016 should not be
recovered from them under Rule 14 of CCR,2004 read with Section 11A(1)
of the Act along with interest under Rule 14 and proposing imposition of
penalty under Rute 15 of CCR,2004.

2.3 Show Cause Notice No. FAR/F-898/2013-14 dated 13.2.2017 was also
issued alleging that Cenvat credit of Rs. 3,14,569/- have been wrongly
availed and utilized by the Respondent during the period from July, 2016
to December, 2016 and should be recovered from them under Rule 14 of
CCR,2004 read with Section 11A(1) of the Act along with interest under
Rule 14 and proposing imposition of penalty under Rule 15 of CCR,2004.

2.4 The above three Show Cause Notices were adjudicated vide the
impugned order which held that MS Angles, Channels, Round Bars,
Plates/Sheets etc were used for making trays, hoppers, pushers, doors etc
in the Oven used for manufacturing of Low Ash Met Coke; that due to Q
heating at high temperature, trays, hoppers, pushers, doors etc got
destroyed/melted and required to be changed for continuing
manufacturing process; use of disputed items have nexus with
manufacture of final product and were essential for smooth manufacturing
operations and without replacement of trays, hoppers, pushers doors etc,
manufacturing activity was not commercially feasible; that the
Respondent was eligible to avail Cenvat credit of MS Angles, Channels,
Round Bars, Plates/Sheets etc under the provisions of CCR,2004. The

lower adjudicating authority dropped the proceedings initiated vide three

mentioned Show Cause Notices. .
| @\M/O

3. The impugned order was reviewed by the Appellant and appeals
filed on various grounds, inter alia, as below :-

(i)  For dropping the demand, the adjudicating authority has relied upon
the case laws of Panipat Co-operative Sugar Mills Ltd-2013(393)ELT 66 and
Matrix Laboratories Ltd-2016(339) ELT 122, however, the said case laws

are not squarely applicable to the facts of the case.

(ii) The adjudicating authority has ignored the Board’s Instructions
F.No. 267/11/2010-CX dated 8.7.2010 issued after CESTAT’s order passed
in the case of Vandana Global Ltd-2010(253) ELT 440 wherein it has been

Page 4 of 11




Appeal No: V2/18-20/EA2/GDM/2017

clarified that inputs which are used for repairs and maintenance of capital
goods are not admissible for availing Cenvat credit. As per defence of the
assessee, they have used MS Angles, Channels, Round Bars, Plate/Sheets
etc for replacing/making Oven doors, Screening nets/plates, Hoopers,
Pushers etc which got melted at high degree temperature and therefore,
required replacement. Thus, it is apparent that MS Angles, Channels,
Round Bars, Plate/Sheets etc are nothing but inputs, which were used for
repairs and maintenance of the capital goods and hence the benefit of
Cenvat credit is not admissible on these items and relied upon case law of
Vikram Cement-2009(242) ELT 545 in support.

(iii) The assessee has failed to substantiate their claim with
documentary evidences and also failed to show as to how the cost of such

goods was capitalized by them in their financial reports.

(iv) The disputed goods fall under Chapter 72 of the Central Excise
Tariff Act, 1985 and therefore not covered by the definition of ‘capital

goods’ under Rule 2(a)(A)(i) of CCR,2004.
b

3.1 Personal Hearing fixed on 11.10.2018, 23.10.2018, 2.11.2018 and
26.11.2018, however, no one appeared on behalf of the Appellant on any
date. Shri Abhishek Darak, CA, appeared on behalf of the Respondent
stating that MS Angles, Channels, Round Bars, Plates/Sheets etc. have
been used for replacing oven doors, hoppers, pushers, screening nets etc.
as parts of capital goods of Ovens where Coke is manufactured and not for
repairs and maintenance of capital goods; that these goods have not been
used as foundation to support capital goods nor for civil construction;
that at high temperature, the said parts of capital goods get consumed;
that CBEC Circular dated 8.7.2010 was related to earlier definition of
capital goods/inputs and hence, not applicable in this case; that the
appeals may be dismissed in view of the above stated facts.

3.2 The respondent filed written submissions vide letter dated
26.11.2018 on various grounds, inter alia, as below :-
(i)  The verification report of Range Superintendent was rightly relied

upon by the adjudicating authority. The Range Superintendent had

_~~"verified and stated that as per books of account, the goods covered in SCN
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were not used for laying of foundation for support of capital goods nor for

building civil structure.

(i) MS Angles, Channels, Round Bars, Plates/Sheets etc were used to
replace Oven doors, Screening nets/plates, hoopers, pushers etc., which
are integral part of the Oven where Coke is manufactured. Coal is
converted to Low Ash Met coke at very high temperature and the trays,
pushers, doors etc in the Oven got melted after use and required
replacements. The disputed items were directly used in the manufacturing

process of LAM Coke, without which the production was not possible at all.

(iii) Their final product become dutiable w.e.f 1.3.2011 and they have
not undertaken any civil structure activity nor carried out any foundation
for support of the capital gods i.e. Oven, Screening machine after
1.3.2011. Their factory is operated since long and all structural work was
completed before introduction of Central Excise duty on LAM Coke.
Hence, the allegations that the goods were used for laying of foundation
or used for building civil structure or used for support of capital goods are

baseless.

v

o~

(iv) Considering the use of disputed items, the same should be treated
as ‘input’ under Rule 2(k) of CCR, 2004 as these items are directly used for
manufacturing of excisable goods and hence they are eligible to avail

Cenvat credit on them.

(v)  The Appellant Department has erred in placing reliance on the CBEC
Circular No. 267/11/2010-Cx dated 8.7.2010 as it became irrelevant after
substitution of new definition of ‘input’ and issuance of Circular No.
943/4/2011 dated 29.4.2011.

Findings:

4, | have carefully gone through the facts of the case, the impugned
order, submission made by the Appellant in the Appeal Memorandum as
well as oral and written submission made by the Respondent during
personal hearing. The issue to be decided is whether the Respondent has

correctly availed Cenvat credit of duty paid on MS Angles, Channels,
Round Bars, Plates/Sheets etc or not.

Page 6 of 11




Appeal No: V2/18-20/EAZ/GDM/2017

5. | find that the proceedings were initiated against the Respondent on
allegation of wrong availment of Cenvat credit on MS Angles, Channels,
Round Bars, Plates/Sheets etc which were used for making trays, hoppers,
pushers, doors etc in the Oven used for manufacture of Low Ash Met Coke.
The lower adjudicating authority examined the manufacturing process of
LAM Coke as well as verification report of the Range Superintendent and
found that due to heating at high temperature, trays, hoppers, pushers,
doors etc got destroyed/melted and required to be changed for continuing
manufacturing process and that use of disputed items have nexus with
manufacture of final product and were essential for smooth manufacturing
operation and without replacement of trays, hoppers, pushers doors etc.,
manufacturing activity was not commercially feasible. The lower
adjudicating authority held that the Respondent was eligible to avail
Cenvat credit of MS Angles, Channels, Round Bars, Plates/Sheets etc under
the provisions of CCR,2004. The Appellant has contested the impugned
order on the grounds that the adjudicating authority ignored the Board’s
Instructions F.No. 267/11/2010-CX dated 8.7.2010 issued on the basis of
CESTAT’s order passed in the case of Vandana Global Ltd-2010 (253) ELT
440 wherein it has been clarified that inputs which are used for repair and
maintenance of capital goods are not admissible for availing Cenvat credit
and that the disputed goods fall under Chapter 72 of the Central Excise
Tariff Act, 1985 and therefore not covered by the definition of ‘capital
goods’ under Rule 2(a)(A)(i) of CCR,2004. On the other hand, the
Respondent has submitted that MS Angles, Channels, Round Bars,
Plates/Sheets etc were used in replacing/making of Oven doors, Screening
nets/plates, hoopers, pushers etc. which got melted due to high
temperature and that the disputed items were directly used in the
manufacturing process of LAM Coke without which the production was not

possible and hence the disputed goods should be treated as ‘input’ under

Rule 2(k) of CCR, 2004. W
5.1 | find that the definition of ‘input’ under Rule 2(k) of CCR, 2004

during the material time, reads as under:
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“(k) ‘input’ means — .

@) all goods used in the factory by the manufacturer of the final product; or

(ii)  any goods including accessories, cleared along with the final product,
the value of which is included in the value of final product and goods
used for providing free warranty for final products; or

(iii)  all goods used for generation of electricity or steam or pumping of water
for captive use; or

(iv)  all goods used for providing any output service, or;

(v)  all capital goods which have a value upto ten thousand rupees per piece

but excludes —

(A) light diesel oil, high speed diesel oil or motor spirit, commonly known
as petrol;

(B) any goods used for -

(a) construction or execution of works contract of a building or a civil
structure or a part thereof; or

(b) laying of foundation or making of structures for support of capital
goods, except for the provision of service portion in the execution
of a works contract or construction service as listed under clause
(b) of section 66E of the Act;

(C) - capital goods, except when,-

(i) used as parts or components in the manufacture of a final product;
or

(ii) the value of such capital goods is upto ten thousand rupees per
piece;

(D) motor vehicles;

(E) any goods, such as food items, goods used in a guesthouse, residential
colony, club or a recreation facility and clinical establishment, when
such goods are used primarily for personal use or consumption of any
employee; and

(F) any goods which have no relationship whatsoever with the
manufacture of a final product.”

5.2 | find that input means ‘all goods used in the factory by the
manufacturer of the final product’ and there is no dispute that the goods
in question have been used in the factory by the Respondent. It is on
record that MS Angles, Channels, Round Bars, Plates/Sheets etc. were
used by the Respondent for replacing/making Oven doors, Screening
nets/plates, hoopers, pushers etc. located within the factory. So, criteria
prescribed at clause(i) above is satisfied in the present case. | further find
that use of MS Angles, Channels, Round Bars, Plates/Sheets etc is vital for
smooth functioning of the factory inasmuch the said items were used for
replacing Oven doors, Screening nets/plates, hoopers, pushers, which got
melted at high temperature during manufacturing of LAM Coke and
without use of these items, manufacture of final products was not
possible. Therefore, these items are required to be treated as inputs used
in relation to manufacture of the final products. MS Angles, Channels,
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Round Bars, Plates/Sheets etc. are not covered in any of the exclusion
clauses stated above. Reliance is placed on the case law of Bajaj
Hindustan Ltd reported at 2014 (313) E.L.T. 563 (Tri. - Del.), wherein it
has been held that even the activity of repair and maintenance has to be
treated as having nexus with manufacture and items used for repair
maintenance would be eligible for Cenvat credit. Relevant portion of the

Order is reproduced herein under:

“6. ... ... Therefore, for determining the eligibility of an item for Cenvat credit,
what is relevant is as to whether the activity in which that item is required has nexus
with manufacture or in other words without that item the manufacturing, though
theoretically possible, is not commercially feasible. Repair and maintenance, in my
view is an activity without which though manufacturing activity may be
theoretically possible, the same would not be commercially feasible. The question
as to whether repair and maintenance is an activity distinct and separate from
manufacture has nothing to do with the question as to whether repair and
maintenance has nexus with manufacture. Looked at from criteria prescribed by the
Apex court in the case of J.K. Cotton Spinning and Weaving Mills Co. Ltd. v. Sales
Tax Officer, Kanpur (supra), the activity of repair and maintenance has to be treated
as_having nexus with manufacture and hence any item used for repair and
maintenance would be eligible for Cenvat credit.

(Emphasis supplied)
5.3 | find that the Board has issued instruction vide Circular No.
943/04/2011-CX dated 29.4.2011 after amendment of Cenvat Credit Rules,
2004 vide Notification No. 13/2011-CE(NT) dated 31.3.2011. It has been
clarified by the Board that credit of all goods used in the factory is
allowed except goods having absolutely no relationship with the
manufacture of the final products. It is further clarified that the goods
such as furniture and stationery used in an office within the factory are
goods used in the factory and are used in relation to the manufacturing
business and hence, the credit of same is allowed. | find that if furniture
and stationery are to be considered as eligible inputs, if used in the office
within the factory, then MS Angles, Channels, Round Bars, Plates/Sheets
etc. which were used for replacing Oven doors, Screening nets/plates,
hoopers, pushers etc. of Oven within the factory, have to be considered as
used in relation to manufacture of final product and to be allowed as
input.

6. | have examined CBEC Circular No. 267/11/2010-CX dated 8.7.2010
relied upon by the Appellant. | find that the said Instructions were issued

'warfter issuance of CESTAT’s order in the case of Vandana Global Ltd-

e
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2010(253) ELT 440 Considering definition of ‘input’ as it existed prior to
1.4.2011 whereas period involved in the present case is from April, 2012
to December, 2016. It is pertinent to mention that there is no caveat in
the amended definition of ‘input’ with effect from 1.4.2011 that the
inputs should be used directly only. The Respondent has fulfilled the
criteria mentioned at clause(i) of Rule 2(k) ibid and their case is also not
covered by any of the exclusion clauses. I rely on an order passed by the
Hon’ble CESTAT, Hyderabad in the case of India Cement Ltd reported at
2016 (341) E.L.T. 422 (Tri. - Hyd.), wherein it has been held that,

“6. It is noticed that the period of dispute in this case is April 2011 to January
2012. This being so, the definition of ‘input’ in the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 as
amended w.e.f. 1-3-2011, the relevant portion of which is reproduced below, will
only be applicable for adjudging the issue at hand.
“(k) *input’ means -
(1) All goods used in the factory by the manufacturer of the final product; or
(ii) Any goods including accessories, cleared along with the final product, the
value of which is included in the value of the final product and goods used
for providing free warranty for final products; or
Whereas, the definition prior to 1-3-2011, mandated, inter alia, that the goods O
should be “used in or in relation to the manufacture of final products ...”

7. It is therefore, evident that the definition of ‘input’ post 1-3-2011, is more
expansive. broadbanded and includes ‘all goods used in the factory, there being no
caveat, that such goods should only be ‘used in or in relation to manufacture of final

products.

8. This being the case, I am of the considered opinion that for the impugned
period of this appeal, there is no legal impediment for the appellant to avail credit
on welding electrodes and gases used in repair, maintenance of capital goods.

9. The case law of Hon’ble Court of Andhra Pradesh relied upon by the learned
AR is admittedly for the period before the aforesaid amendment, thus the ratio

thereof cannot be made applicable to this case.”
LN
(Emphasis supplied) & y@

7. | also find that CESTAT’s order passed in the case of Vandana Global
Ltd supra has been reversed by the Hon’ble High Court of Chhatisgarh
reported as 2018 (16) G.S.T.L. 462 (Chhattisgarh). Thus, reliance placed
on the Instruction dated 8.7.2010, which was issued on the basis of
CESTAT’s Order passed in the case of Vadana Global Ltd is not at all

sustainable.

8. I have also examined the case law of Vikram Cement-2009(242) ELT
545 relied upon by the Appellant wherein it has been held that welding
electrodes used for repair and maintenance of the machinery are not

covered under the definition of ‘input’ under Cenvat Credit Rules, 2002/
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2004 as the said products were not utilized in the process of manufacture
of the final product or in relation to the manufacture of the final
products. | find that the said order was issued with reference to definition
of ‘input’ as it existed prior to 1.4.2011 and hence not applicable to the

facts of this case for the reasons elaborated by me in para supra.

9. In view of above, | hold that the Respondent has correctly availed
Cenvat credit of MS Angles, Channels, Round Bars, Plates/Sheets etc. |,
therefore, uphold the impugned order and reject the Departmental

appeals.

9.1 3rdfierrar gaRT gt & 1% JdraT &1 YRt 3wed 3% & fFar sar §
9.1 The appeals filed by Appellant is disposed off as above.

)

M

Q)J 311%&'?{ (3rdew)

To,

1.  The Commissioner,
GST & Central Excise,
Gandhidham.

2. M/s Mahashakti Coke
(a unit of Saurashtra Fuels Pvt Ltd),
Village-Lakhapar,
Taluka-Mundra,
District-Kutch.

Copy to:-

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

2) The Asst Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Bhachau Division,
Gandhidham Commissionerate for necessary action in the matter.

\/’T Guard File.
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F. No. V2/474/RAJ/2011
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Corrigendum to Order-in-Appeal No.: KCH-EXCTUS-000-APE-Z13-207
18.12.2018 passed by the Commissioner (Appeals), G5T &t Central Excise, Raikot i o

case of M/s. Ajanta Manufacturing Ltd., Orpat Nagar, &- A, National Righweay, Vi

Vandhiya, Post: Samakhiyali, Near Surajbari Bridge, Tal: Bhachau.

In the aforesaid Order-in-Appeal, in Preamble OIA no. KCH-EXCLIS-GOG-APP- 115001 6

19 may be substituted and reads as “OlA Mo, KCH-EXCUS-Q00-APP- 2726200 000 7

| S Mﬂu« u?? m) &gﬁ\“\

’)T‘!‘{ 7;%

ST ‘ 9“ o )
&

e
& -Sﬂllk
e

BY REGD POST A.D.

To,

M/s. Ajanta Manufacturing Ltd.,
Orpat Nagar, 8-A, National Highway,

Vill: Vandhiya, Post: Samakhiyali,
Near Surajbari Bridge, Tal: Bhachau.

Copy To:
1) The Chief Commissioner, CGST & (eniral Zxcise,  Ahine
Ahmedabad.
2) The Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise, Kutch Commistonsrais
Gandhidham.
3) The Assistant Commissioner, CGST £ Tewiril Excise Division- I
Gandhidham.

\y/Guard File







