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(A)

(i)

Date of issue:

FAR A, YU 3T (3rfiew), Ieiie gaRT aiia /
Passed by ShriKumar Santosh, Principal Commissioner (Appeals),Rajkot

U HTgeFa/ WW/ 3UTgFd/ TEITF g, éﬁﬁam%m/m/awmam
m/ml mm:mm@aammmmma /

Arising out of above mentioned OIO issued by Additional/Joint/Deputy/Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise/ST
/ GST,

Rajkot / Jamnagar / Gandhidham
FNFFATHTIGTE! &7 A1 T 9aT /Name & Address of theAppellant&Respondent :-

M/s Mundhra Containers Freight Station (MCFS) P. Ltd., Bharat CFS Zone- 1,, Mundra Port & SEZ Ltd,
Mundra-370421Gujarat.

28 3eRIE) ¥ =g #E aafdg Rt 50F & staea witery/ TITRAYOT & FHET 3T gIR T THaT &1/

vA‘Irzg person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal to the appropriate authority in the following

T e Wmemwmmwemm FeAg 3TUTE Yok ITATTIH 1944 # 4RT 35B

3 3herter v P HRR, 1994 Y eTT 86 & AT TR ST9TE & o Tl & I/
Appeal to Customs, Excise & Service Ta% Appellate Tribunal under Section 35B of CEA, 1944 / Under Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994 an appeal lies to:-

Wm@mmmmaw WW?W@WWW@[F@W% =
ool o 2, 3R . T, 7% Ree, & T ST TR I/ .

The special bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal of West Block No. 2, R.K. Puram, New
Dethi in all matters relating to classification and valuation.

39T IRESE 1 a) H 1T T HATET % 3relrar A wof el FAT Yo, FET 3G Yeeh U9 HATH AT ~rnftiaor
@Qe)@rqﬁmaﬁ‘:ﬁam ZRIC &el, ST 1941 3FHTaT HEHACEIG- 3¢00 e &Y Flall =R I/

o the West regional bench of Custorﬁs Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at 20d Floor,
Bhaumali Bhawan, Asarwa Ahmedabad-380016in case of appeals othér than as mentioned in para- 1(a) above
TR FTATTRIEROT & HHET IVl W 9 & [T Fesra 3c91g Yok (3t Prasmaeht, 2001, & o 6 & 3igeia Wi
T o1 wo EA-3 1 IR uiaat & aof T e WIRT | g @ FF § FH 0 9T & 90, mmamaﬁrﬂm ST T
HiaT 31 ST T AT, T9T 5 WRY AT 3TY FA,5 A FIC 7 50 G YT 9F 3R0GT 50 G IIG @m%a‘rmr
1,000/~ 92, 5,000/ ma-maHOOOO/ ma?r%%ﬁﬁ?rm%wﬁq%mam AT Yok &1 T, geaT
mmmﬁmﬁam%mmﬁmeﬁwﬁaﬁmﬁmm$3$mmw%%mmm

S TR | FETUT e T AT, 3% 1 3H A1 A g AT gt Hefhd ey sarafietor i arar Ry § | v
MT(QW) %%amaaqa%msow- TAT 1 TAUTRT Yok STHAT FaAT BT 1/

The agf)eal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3 / as prescribed under Rule 6 of

Centr Excrse Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be accomg)amed against one which _at least should be
accompanied fee 1,000/- Rs.5000/- s.10,000/ - where amount
dutydemand /mteresgpenalty/reﬁmd is %znto 5 Lac. 5 Lac to 50 Lac and above 50 Lac respectively in the form
of crossed favour of Asst egistrar of branch of any nominated pubhc sector bank of the place
where the bench of any nominated public séctor bank o fp ace Where the benich of the Tribunal 1s situated.
Application made for grant of stay sha]l be accompamed by a of Rs. 500

I =riEEReT & gAY 4T, 9T 38@TR, 1994 Fr arT 86(1) ammm 1994, & FIA 9(1) &
Jead FUTRT T9T S.T. sﬁwmﬁﬁmmwmmmmrémmﬁmﬁﬁ S aT T e
X (38 ¥ T gia Ao @ wiiRT) 3R oo @ w1 A 9 o uia & 9, Set Jares G Jer [sqrer i &ier 3R e arr
STAIT,EIT 5 o AT I 7,5 T T A7 50 TG TIT Fah I127aT 50 Wm@m%a’rmr 1,000/- ¥4, 5,000/-
2 37T 10,000/ - mmﬁfﬁﬂﬁaQOﬁrqﬁmaﬁlﬁrﬂmaWﬂw T T FARTREROT
QITET & WA THECK & 1 & Tt off A Toreien 81 & &b ZaRT I YT & S GaNT RhaT STelT AT | T e JTFe

1 3T, A T 39 ArEn F g wiRT oigt We it ey SaraniieReT S o Rud § | T 3R (R HR) %%v
eI & T 500/- TYT T AR Yk STAT HRAT T I/

BB ne et ) of Steton B9 oLAge RAR e T e el o SnE ke e
Sechmpened B £ copV e gR P Cpneeltn el e o which el be cepuled (opy she nelle, B
vﬁcﬁ(;ogn Eéaf:uh% oryless Rs.5000/ - Where e amount of servrce tax & interest demanded & penalty levied is more

thsafin‘:ﬁve lalkchs but not exceeding Rs. F: akhs Rs.10,000/- where the amount of servicé tax & interest

i1 ank draft in favour of the
demanded & penaity Jevied is more than Sggggr %lankthe oftQ rt%le Oflglegssz%ier% the bench of Tribunal is

situated. / Apphcauon made for grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.500/-.
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e 3RaE, 1994 &7 aRT 86 &7 35-UNTIHT (2) T (2A) & e got S o 3, JaE AT Farn, 1994, % FaH 9(2)
T 9(24) ¥ Fee WHiRT 997 S.1.-7 F 1 o el U 3F WY HTYF, Feard Sed1g e IaT SYFd (370re), F
FeUTE Yo CIRT TR 3R & 4feyal Fest Y (373 7 T 9l TATOIS glel WTRT) AR NI CIRT HeTder ey e
IURIE, FAIT 3G Yok BaTERT, &1 Fend FarieERT FY 3Te Gor IR 6 & drer FIGY S vy N Ay #
HeATT T B |/ ) '

The appeal under sub section (2) and (2A) of the section 86 the Finance Act 1994, shall be filed in For ST.7 as
prescriged under Rule 9 (2%& (2A) of the Service Tax Rules, 1994 and shall be accompanied by a copy of order
of Commissioner Central Excise or Commissioner, Central Excise (Appeals) (one of which shall be a certified

copy) and copy of the order passed by the Commissionerauthorizing the Assistant Commissioner or Deputy
Commissioner of Central Excise/ Service Tax to file the appeal before the Appellate Tribunal.

AT Yo, FER 3G o U Jara TN TR (F8T) & ufel 3t & A F SR 3cUTg Yoo AT 1944
1 o7 35U% & e, o B R FAEGE, 1994 1 URT 83 F Hawia JaER F 8N AL A E &, T AR F IR
3ol arfReReeT 7 AT aRd FAT 3cUTE Yoh/Aa A AN S 10 FTIRI (10%), ST HioT vF S faared 8, N SJHia, S8
Spcror SpEen R &, 31 S[FTee R ST, R R R T ¥ S e o e el 3R & TR 56 e €9 W 3T

FEN

S FoTiE Yo T8 HaeY & Fereer “aieT RT 3TC o A e e ©
@) a1 9 & g &
(i3) Seree A $ o 7S e TR
(i) Y73 o owae) & RUE 6 F AT T &
- = O B 3w um & weu B (@, 2) ¥RETE 2014 & 3w § @ e s oiRenr & gwet
faamreier FoereT 3l wa STt ey TRl et 1/
For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, under Section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944 which is also
made appiicable to Service Tax under Section 83 of the Finance Act, 1994, an appeal against this order shall lie
before the Tribunal on payvment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or
penalty, where penalty afone is in dispute, provided the amount of pre-deposit payable would be subject to a
ceiling of Rs. 10 Crores, ) . )
Under Central Excise and Service Tax, “Duty Demanded” shall include :
i) amount determined under Section 11 D;
i1} amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken; .
ii1) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules L
- provided further that the provisions of this Section shall not apply to the stay application and appeals
pending before any appellate authority pricr to the commencement of the Finance (No.2) Act, 2014.

1 Go t of Ind ‘

Revision application to Goveranment of India: _ )
%Mrﬁ"o . Al A, 3G Yo AT, 1994 & URT 35EE & GUANGE &
FaFaaT TR, HRa TWER, TR0 3hes SHE, [T A9, Terea e, @i A, Shae A9 &aw, T6e A1, 75
fred-110001, F1 e sve arfe T / ) o o )
A revision_application les to the Under Secretary, to the Government of India, Revision Application Unit,
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Parliament Street, New Delhi-
110007, under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944 in respect of the following case, governed by first proviso to sub-
section (1) of Section-35B ibid:

fe A & Tre TFae & Je H, S5l GeEe [ A $ R SR @ HER T8 & IReFS & eRme 91 e e
FRETE AT T Bl T 2SR 76 F g8 H5K I8 IRITHT & g, a1 FFell 3R [ 7 4 $3R0T # A1 F FHEER0T F 2R,
B FREE A1 T 375K IE & 716 & S5a $ A 51/

In case of any loss of goods, where the loss gccurs in transit from a factory to a warehouse gr to another factory

or from one warehouse to another during the course of processing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage
whether in a factory or in a warehouse

AR & arex el Tz a1 89 3 aTe 3R ¢ AT & Q07 A e aved Aot T all 1§ Feia ScdTe e F ge (R9T) &
ey &, 5 9T & SI6T Y IF T ST F maia S E /

In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory outside India of on excisable
material used in the mahufacture of the goods which are exported to’any country or territory outside India.

T 3TUTE e T AT 1T [T TR & F1EX, AUTe I7 $[TIT &) ATl a1 ot ST g /
In case of Zoods ekported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of duty.

Hﬁﬁaamé"maw%w%%ﬁs@mwmwmﬁ%mﬂ?ﬁ%mmﬁﬁ%
AR X 3T o I (37er) & SINT [ HRFIA (. 2),1998 F URT 109 & gaR I i TS qRRG 3 FARRE
R ATIE F qIRT T AT/

Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final products under the provisions

of this Act or the'Rules made there under such_order is passed by the Commi Appeal after, th
date appointed under Sec. 109 of the Finance (No.2) Act, %998. Y e Lo ssioner {Appeals] on or after, the

IWIFA 3MacsT &1 al Gicar J99 FET EA-8 &, St 1 oo Seuteer Yo (3rdton)f@gaaeh, 2001, & s 9 & 3faeid
fRfese &, 30 3w & FUYOT & 3 HIE & HAT Bl A ART | IUNET G F Wi JoT WG 7 3 ey v & g
T 1 SN ART| T & ST 3G Yook HTOFIA, 1944 $r URT 35-EE & oet iR e B Herah b @y &

D e Ty e

e above application shall be made in dyplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified under Rule, 9 of Central Exci
(Appeals), RSI%S, 2001 within 3 months ﬁpom the date on which the o%der sought to be appealed a ain}étlsig
communicated and shall be accompanied by two copies each of the OI0Q and Order-In-Ap eaP It should also be
accompanied by a copy of TR-6 Challan evidencing payment of prescribed fee as prescrlged under Section 35-

EE of CEA, 1944, under Major Head of Account.

qALIETOT HTaeA & A1 e Rad eiRa e 1 srargeh & s afgw |
STET HA3<T oA T oG §99 AT 36H F &1 off T 200/ - FT T b S 3R Al detest e 0 1@ $99 8 AT 8
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?hmgfﬁ /In é:ase, if the order _ct%vers gl;aéimiﬁnufmbeig of g}l;der— in Origi;llal, f%(f,l for each O.1.0. should be paid in
e aforesaid manner, not withstan e fact that_the one appeal to the A; llant Tribunal
%pépli%%t}or%otroetgcehCenfral Govt. As the cgse may be, is filled to av01p<f scriptoria WOI;E% gcisigguRré. l(ﬁkh %eg%?‘

TYTHRNTET ~TATer e HUHTA, 1975, F FTHA-1 & HTaR 7 N Ta T & H 97 X IR 6.50 30 &7

O e S B IR L
ne copy of a cation or O.1.O. as_the case may be, and the order of the adjudicating authori h
court feEe stam%pof Rs.6.50 as prescribed under Schedule-I in terms of the CouIJt FeeaAct?l%‘%S, Oarétgrger?ge?far a

AT e, el STE ok Ud JaTeht 3PNy =anfaaor (F14 f&af) Saamaen, 1982 # aftia vd 3 wefeyd s
T GRATIT Fet arer TRt 1 3R off et 3T ey ST &1/

Attention is also invited to the rules covering these and other related matters contai i i
and Service Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) }gules, 1982. s contained in the Customs, Excise

3T Jdiehg IO 1 39T gIie A & §5i0a eams, Rega AR adieas weue! & e, sdenef Rarhy dsase
B bt vereicd and | !

or the elaborate, detailed and latest provisions relating to filing of al to the hi i
appellant may refer 1o the Depa.rtmen?al website www.C ec.govfn? appeal to the higher appellate authority, the



Appeal No: V2/274/GDM/2017

:: ORDER-IN-APPEAL ::

M/s Mundra Container Freight Station Pvt Ltd, Bharat CFS Zone-I, Mundra,
Kutch (hereinafter referred to as “Appellant”) filed Appeal No.
V2/274/GDM/2017 against Order-in-Original No. 4/AC/MUNDRA/2017-18 dated
15.1.2018 (hereinafter referred to as ‘impugned order’) passed by the Asst.
Commissioner, Central GST Division Mundra, Gandhidham Commissionerate

(hereinafter referred to as ‘lower adjudicating authority’).

2. The brief facts of the case are that the Appellant was holding Service
Tax Registration No. AADCM6822EST001 under the categories of ‘Cargo
Handling Service’, ‘Storage and Warehouse Service’, ‘Works Contract
Service’ etc. During audit of the records of the Appellant by CERA in
July,2010, it was found that the Appellant had received taxable income of
Rs. 100.09 lacs inclusive of Service Tax amount of Rs. 9.55 lacs as per their
Bank ledger of September, 2009, however, the Appellant had shown taxable
amount of Rs. 73.43 lacs and service tax of Rs. 7.56 lacs for the ST-3 Return
of the corresponding month. Thus, there was short payment of Rs. 1.99 lacs
of service tax for the month of September, 2009, even though the Appellant
was discharging service tax on amount actually received during each month.
On comparing bank ledger for entire F.Y. 2009-10 with ST-3 Returns for the
corresponding period, it was found that there was short payment of Service
Tax of Rs. 26,43,988/-.

2.1 Show Cause Notice No. 108/2014 dated 19.9.2014 was issued to the
Appellant calling them to show cause as to why service tax of Rs. 26,43,988/-
should not be recovered from them under Section 73(1) of Finance Act, 1994
(hereinafter referred to as ‘Act’), along with interest under Section 75 of the
Act and why penalty under Section 77 and Section 78 of the Act, 1994 should not
be imposed on them.

2.2 The Show Cause Notice was adjudicated vide the impugned order which
confirmed demand of Service Tax of Rs. 26,43,988/- under Section 73(1) and
ordered for its recovery along with interest under Section 75 of the Act and also
imposed penalty of Rs. 26,43,988/- under Section 78 of the Act and Rs. 10,000/ -
under Section 77 of the Act.

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the Appellant has preferred

appeal inter-alia, on the following grounds:-

The adjudicating authority has erred in confirming service tax demand of

,.Rs\ 26 43 988/ ignoring the fact that Annexure-A prepared by Audit team was

(73\\ ~ \\\\ I
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Appeal No: V2/274/GDM/2017

not based on any documentary evidence zn< it is settled law that no demand can

be confirmed on the basis of presumption and assumption and hence, the ™

impugned order is liable to be s&t aside.

(i)  The Adjudicating authorfty hgs erred in confirming demand ignoring

-
&
£

request made by the Appelilant for supply of relevant documents and also basis
of amount worked out as reflected in Annexure-A to SCN. The adjudicating
authority may be instructed ts supply copy of evidences relied upon for working

out amount in Annexure-A to SCi.

(iif) The Adjudicating autnority has errad in imposing penalty of Rs.
26,43,988/- under Section 78 of the Act and the grounds of appeal for setting
aside demand may be treated as grounds rzised for setting aside the impugned

penalty also.

(iv) The Adjudicating authority has erred in imposing penalty of Rs. 10,000/-

under Section 77 ignoring the faci that CERA team has not supply evidence to

L‘

prove such income and hence, the figures indicated in respective ST-3 Returns

1

are not required tc be disturbed and conseguently, penalty imposed under
Section 77 of the Act is bad i izw,

3.1 In Personal Hearing, Shri Faresh Sheth, Advocate appeared on behalf of
the Appellant and reiterated the grounds of 4ppeal and submitted that the Bank
receipt shown in Annexure-A to STN is withcut basis and figure shown here could
not be provided by the Departiment from ary documents despite their requests
to the Department/Adjudicating autherity; that  the amounts shown as net
receipt in ST-3 Returns are correct and Service Tax has been paid every month
on that amount; on being asked %2 show Eank ledger of each month as reflected
in 2" column as ‘Bank receipt’, Shri Sheth raguested for 10 days time to submit
those papers stating that there is no differance between amount being shown
by them in ST-3 Returns and Bank ledger/ Bank receipt and hence, demand in

the impugned order may be set asidz.

3.2 Shri Paresh Sheth, Advocate vide letter dated 20.3.2019 however,
submitted that the Appellant does not have their Bank ledgers available with

them for the period since matter is old

Findings:-

4, | find that the Appelian: has complied with the provisions of Section 35F
of the Act by depositing Rs. 1,98,300/- @7.5% of Rs. 26,43,988/- vide Challan
No. 50003 dated 9.3.2018, as submitied by them in Appeal Memorandum.

' K e Page 4 of 7



Appeal No: V2/274/GDM/2017

5. | have carefully gone through the facts of the case, the impugned order,
written as well as oral submissions made by the Appellant. The issue to be
decided in the present appeal is whether the impugned order demanding service
tax of Rs. 26,43,988/- along with interest and imposing penalty of Rs.
26,43,988/- under Section 78 and Rs. 10,000/- under Section 77 of the Act is
correct, legal and proper or otherwise. '

6. | find that the present proceedings were initiated against the Appellant
on the basis of Audit carried out by CERA team who, on comparing Bank ledger
of the Appellant for the F.Y. 2009-10 with their ST-3 Returns for the same
period, found out that there was difference between taxable income recorded in
Bank ledger and taxable income reported in ST-3 Returns and consequently the
Appellant had short paid Service Tax ‘of. Rs. 26,43,988/-. The Appellant has
contended that the lower adjudicating aﬁthority has not supplied them copies of
relevant documents used for working out the amount reflected in Annexure-A to
SCN; that the lower adjudicating authori-t'y has not explained on what basis the
amount réflected in Annexure-A to SCN was arrived upon.

7. | find that the relied upon documents in Show Cause Notice were (i)
L.A.R. No. ST/161/10-11 dated 25.8.2010 and (ii) statement showing month
wise calculation of short payment of Service Tax. On being represented by the
Appellant that they had not been made available relied upon documents of the
SCN, Superintendent (Adj), Central Excise, Gandhidham Commissionerate again
forwarded aforesaid relied upon documents to the Appellant vide letter dated
26.10.2015. | find that in LAR dated 25.8.2010, in Show Cause Notice as well as
in impugned order, it has been mentioned that short payment of service tax was
arrived upon by comparing Bank ledger of the Appellant for the F.Y. 2009-10 and
ST-3 Returns for the corresponding period. Since, Bank ledger and ST-3 Returns
are Appellant’s own record, the Appellant cannot ask the lower adjudicating
authority to provide copies of the said documents. Thus, the contention of the
Appellant that the lower adjudicating authority has not supplied them copies of
relevant documents used for working out the amount reflected in Annexure-A to

SCN, being outright frivolous, | have no hesitation to discard it.

8. Regarding contention of the Appellant that the lower adjudicating
authority has not explained on what basis the amount reflected in Annexure-A to
SCN was arrived upon, | find that it has been mentioned in the SCN as well as
impugned order that taxable income was arrived at by excluding export amount

and other non taxable income from the total amount reflected in Bank ledger. |
further find that short payment of service tax in each month was arrived at on

~the bas1sof difference between taxable amount received as per Bank ledger and

Qj\?\}\\/\; » Page 5 of 7




Appeal No: V2/274/GDM/2017

taxable amount shown in ST-3 Returns, considering that the Appellant was
paying service tax on amount actuzaily received during each month. | find that
the Appellant has not refuted the calculation given in statement attached with
the SCN. If the Appellant was/is nct in agreement with the calculation given in
the SCN, then the Appellant could have submitted their own Bank ledger and
calculation showing month wise total amcunt received by them in their Bank
ledger and bifurcation of taxable income, export income and non taxable income
and could have easily shown how the calculation in the SCN / the impugned
order is contrary to the Bank ledger of the Appellant and ST-3 Returns filed by
them. | find that SCN was issued on 19.9.2014 and the Appellant had sufficient
time to work out correct calculation but this has not been done by the Appellant
for reasons best known to them. '!’, therefore, find it fit to discard this
contention being totally devoid of merit and uphold confirmation of service tax
demand of Rs. 26,43,988/-.

9. Regarding penalty imposed under Section 78 of the Act, the Appellant has
contended that grounds raised for setting aside the demand may be treated as
ground raised for setting aside the penalty. | have already examined the
contentions raised by the Appeilant for setting aside the demand in Para supra
and held that the contentions raised by the Appellant are devoid of merit. It is
on record that short payment of service tax by the Appellant was revealed only
during audit of the records of the Appellant by CERA team, which detected ST-3
Returns not tallying with their Bank ledgers. This proves suppression of facts.
Had there been no audit of Appellant’s records, the short payment of service tax
by the Appellant would have gone unnoticed and hence, there is no doubt of
suppression of facts on part of the Appellant with intent to evade payment of
Service Tax. Since, suppression of facts is proved in this case, penalty under
Section 78 of the Act on the Appellant is mandatory. The Hon’ble Apex Court in
the case of Rajasthan Spinning & Weaving Mills reported as 2009 (238) E.L.T. 3
(S.C.) has held that once there exist ingredients for invoking extended period of
limitation for demand of duty, imposition of penalty under Section 11AC is
mandatory. The ratio of the said judgment applies to the facts of the present
case. |, therefore, uphold penalty of Rs. 26,43,988/- imposed on the Appellant
under Section 78 of the Act.

10. Regarding penalty imposed under Section 77 of the Act, | find that the
Appellant had not correctly assessed the tax on the services provided by them as
held by the lower adjudicating authority. I, therefore, uphold the penalty of Rs.
10,000/ - imposed under Section 77 of the Act.

™,
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Appeal No: V2/274/GDM/2017

11.  In view of above, | uphold the impugned order and reject the appeal filed
by the appellant.

111 ydasar @Rt &t & 31 3dTe &1 A9eRT IREFT aiF & Bhar ST §

11.1 The appeal filed by the Appellant is disposed off as above.

(J)} (FAR el
By R.P.A.D. aefie ()
To, Jar &,
M/s Mundra Container Freight Station .
Pvt. Ltd., A. FwT el HET FUA T5ae fafAes,
Bharat CFS Zone-1, RS HTHTT -1,
Mundra Port & SEZ Ltd., L
Mundra-370421, Heol e Ug THSes TS,
District Kutch. HeaT -350%8,

oTeell HTE |

gid:-

1) YU ATT IYFA, g6 UG WA IR TE FHE 3G Yok, Ionid
&9, 3 HCNIE F  STAH &
2) YT, IEI U WAl I TG FAG I Yok, INEIUEH  INgFAre,
IMEMETH HT HELYF FIHAE! 8]
3) WEEH: WgE, g TS WAl W U FT KOG Yok, Fewl HAUSA,
T HRFaTer, I FH 3ERIH FrIaE! g
A TS FTEe|
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