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

Rajkot / Jamnagar / Gandhidham

2] ardfrarerat & widardy i = vd adr / Name & Address of the Appellants & Respondent :-
M/s Rolex Rings Pvt Ltd, Near Rajkamal Petrol Pumps, Gondal Road, Vvia: Kotharia, Rajkot .

IeEde) A Al #S cafed Pearaflia ol 7 suaed MRmRY / TifOeoT & Tever 3rdiel ST X ghdl 81/
wa%’r person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may fil€ an appeal to the appropriate authority in the following
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35B & 3i9Ta Td e HTATTaA, 1994 P URT86 & Helilel o=TTo @+ TTE 1 S Tl & 1

Appeal to Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal under Section 35B of CEA, 1944 / Under Section
86 of the Finance Act, 1994 an appeal lies to:-

@ FAfeRRoT Heaieret § Fraletd qell AT AT Yo, FA Seulad Yok U Fara el T ~granfietor i Ry @i, 9
walleh & 2, 3. &. G, o7& el @ i oeh wiige 1/ '

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

(i) 3qier TR 1(a) & TaTe 70 3w & sremar AY @i 3l Her Yo, FERT 3TUTE Yo Ud Jaret dield sarereRoT
(R e et ey e, fareler e, SgatTelt 37aer 3rTll HEHCIAIG- 300 REFT H STl AT I/

To the West regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT} at, 2 Floor
lggg‘%mah Bhawan, Asarwa Ahmedabad-380016in case of appeals other than as mentioned in para- 1(a}

(i) e mmnREReT & e e T e & T F 3euTg Yo (rdte)mEeh, 2001, & AEA 6 & g
iR fT 7 o EA-3 31 OR Ul & gt R ST S1fRT | e & e O #69 U ST 5 W0, ST 3e9Te ek B AT
SIS Y AT 3R ST T ST, FITC 5 G AT 3T FH,5 T $IC AT 50 G TUT G 4T 50 g U F AF
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The appeal to_the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3 / as prescribed under Rule
6 of Central Excise PAppeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be accomo%amed against on¢ which at least should be
accompanied by ~a  fee of = Rs. 1,0 -~ _ Rs.50 6— 5.10,000/-_  where amount of
dutydemand/mterest/&enal,ty/refund is upto_5 Lac., 5 Lac to 5 Lac and above 50 Lac respectively in_the
forth of crossed bank draft in favour of Asst. Registrar of branch of any nominated public sector bar of the
place where the bench of any nominated public sector bank of the place where the bench of the Tribunal is
situated. Application made for grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 500/-.

B)  srheirr samftERoT & wAeT e, e AREe, 1994 4R 86(1) ¥ siaeTd Jare faareh, 1994, & BH 9(1) &
Aed AUIRA 99T S.T.-58 TR et & Y o el T 30 Fr or ey & Tavey ardver o I A, 3HAT uia W A
Hera Y (38 A UF U A0 @l A1) 3R 5T @ FH @ FF T uia & T, el Aty Y Al [ sars AT AR
SR 37T (AT, TIT 5 SR AT ITY HiA,5 G $IC A7 50 oG AT I AT 50 o1 T9T F 30 g af shr: 1,000/-
¥4, 5,000/- xqﬁmm,ooog-mﬁa:rﬁtﬁﬁamaﬁ@mﬁmwl TR e 1 e, wafg arfrelrg
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The appeal under sub_section gl)rOf Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994, to the ;}ppellate Tribunal Shall be
filed in quadruplicate in Form S.T.5 as prescribed under Rule 9(1&01‘ the Service Tax Rules, 1994, and Shall
be accompanied by a co;;y of the order appealed against (one of which shall be certified cop&i) 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 & interest demanded & penalty levied is
more than five lakhs but not_éxceeding Rs. Fifty Lakhs, Rs.10,000/- where_the amount of service tax

inferest demanded & penalty levied is more than fifty Lakhs rupees, in the form of crossed bank drait in
f;?vour of the Assistant Registrar of the bench of nominated Public Sector Bank of the iplace where the bench
of Tribunal is sttuated. / 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 gA) of the section 86 the Finance Act 1994, shall be filed in For ST.7 as
prescribed under Rule 9 (2) &9(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, FAAT 3eNG Yoeh T HATRR ITeT TRHoT (@) & 9 3l & A 3 i 3o e st
1944 6y URT 35T & 3icHrd, it 1 faelia siftiferer, 1994 ) awy 83 & el Wara &1 oft A A 18 &, 5 3w F o}
el ATRIHROT 3 37T FR FHI Sc1E Yoh/AaT T AT & 10 T (10%), 9 AT var AT Rare &, an Ak, 9«
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For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, under Section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944 which is also
made applicable to Service Tax under Section 83 of the Finance Act, 1994, an appeal against this order shall lie
before the Tribunal on payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or
penalty, where penalty alone 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;

Aii1) amount rElayable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules L
- provided further that the provisions of this Section shall not %gpllg. to the stay aRphcatlon and appeals
pending before any appellate authority prior to the commencement of the Finance (No.2) Act, 2014.

ST BRI FIHIATOT 3T :

Revision ;#p‘lication to Government of India; _ : .

3H 3GV HI ISV Hellidd AHG A,HAT 30U Yo HAATH,1994 &1 Grr 35EE & YUANRIH F
faedll-110001, F a1 s =1fge) / ) ) )

A revision %pplication lies to the Under Secretar%,l to the Government of India, Revision Application_ Unit,
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Parliament Street, New Delhi-
1100071, under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944 in respect of the following case, governed by first proviso to sub-
section {1) of Section-358 1bid:

I #A1el & Frely TohereT & A, el A Sl AT S Rl FREW 4 975K IE & IRIHA S R a1 Rl s

FREE AT Y T USSR 5 & Ga HE 5 UReTHeT & ST, 41 el ST 3] & AT $T3RoT 3 HIeT 3 SREehdoT &l
el I AT el $7SIR 97 31 FTel oh oTehdlTel & A7e) 271/

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

AN & aeY Tt Trg a7 &Y Y e % T8 AT o fAfiaior Y v de AT W) Y 91 S 3euTg ek & g (Rae) &
AHS H, S R F T1gT et o v e @y At Frai g/

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

I 3eUTE Lo &1 9T T AT IR & §18T, U AT $TT &) AT [3aTd fhar rar & /

]

In case of Boods ekported outsidelndia export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of duty.

AT 3cUIE & 3eTesT Yo & Il & [T St 538T Hheie 30 HfAaH vd gue faffiew waut & qgd w1 6 715 §
ﬁ?ﬁ#mrsﬁmﬁ(ﬂm & gant T siftfame (7. 2),1998 Y 9 109 & &Ry A & 1% Al sremar gAmfafe
T 7 1E A IR T e g/ o . o
Credijt of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final products under the provisions
o)

Y X .
f this Act or the Rules made there under such order is passed by the Cominissioner (Appeals) on or after, the
date appointed under Sec. 109 of the Finance (No.2) Act, %998. Y (App )

IRNFA TG T & HIAdT I9F HEAT EA-8 &, St Y Feard eurgeT Yeoh (3rdien) T aAEell, 2001, & e 9 & e
AfAfEse &, 29 3R & TAYOr & 3 ARG & 3d91d $1 STel ANST | SN ITAesT & 1Y A 37T T 379 1w v & giaar
el Y offel) AIRT| W & Sl 3cuTe; e HTAEa, 1944 &1 4RT 35-EE & ded WHUiRa e &1 3@l & @ &

Al W TR-6 @1 Sl Foreer i A= =gyl / .

The abpve application shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified under Rule, 9 of Central Excise
(Appeals), Rules, 2001 within 3 months from the date on which the order sought to be appealed against is
communicated and shall be accompanied by two copies each of the OIQ and Order-In-Appeal. It 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.

QA{IeToT 3iaeeT & HY fera ATl INeiRa e &1 sraraal &1 Sl wfgw | ‘
STET HeTeeT ThH Weh T T AT SN HH G Y €94 200/ - 7 ST AT ST 3R AT Herve T T o $99 & SareT 6

ar €94 1000 -/ F T T ST | )
The revision ag%h?,atlon shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 200/- where the amount involved in Rupees One
Lac or less and Rs. 1000/- where the amount involved is more than Rupees One Lac.

afe 5T IS 7 HS HeT AT HT AR F A TS T A & FAT Yoh 1 A, STAFT Go1 @ ey S | 50
T & QI g0 o Y Tarar ol e @ aEet & fore aunfeufd ardieliy wiifIeor Y ush 3dieT A7 S TR F U HdeT

e G 2l /In case,if the order covers variousnumbers of order- in Original, fee for each O.1.O. should be
paid in the aforesaid manner, not withstanding the fact that the one appeal to the Appellant Tribunal or the
(f)ne efl hclact)loo/n %o the %entral Govt. As the case may be, is filled to avoid scriptoria work if excising Rs. 1 lakh
ee of Rs. - for each.

JUTHNTT AT Yok HRAFATH, 1975, & 3TN -1 F HTAN 7 I TG T G ¥ wfed | eiRe 6.50 9 &1

AT ek efthe oo getr J1feT) / .
One cgpy of application or 0.1.0. as_the case may be, and the order of the ad]udicatinglauthority shall bear a
court fé€ stamp of Rs.6.50 as prescribed under Schedule-I in terms of the Court Fee Act,; 1975, as amended.

HAT Yo, FAT 3eUIG Yooh Td YT Irdeliar saraifeeor (i faf) Pasmech, 1982 & aftid vd 3w dafua meet
P WEATAT FYe) AT TIIAT 1 3R ot earre FeRTa R ST &1 /

---Attention is also invited to the rules covering these and other related matters contained in the Customs, Excise
-and Service Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Kules, 1982.

Se IdeRT SRR F Irder SIS e & Hafter s, faveaa AR AdieTas wraet & Ry, ardrendt Remei dvarse

: wwwlcbec.%ov.in FEE@HFAE |

For the elaborate, detailed and latest provisjons relating to filing of appeal to the higher appellate authority, the
appellant may refer to the Departmental website www.cbec.gov.in




Appeal No.v2/130,131,132/RAJ/2019

:: ORDER IN APPEAL ::

M/s Rolex Rings Pvt. Ltd., Near Rajkamal Petrol Pump, Gondal Road,
Village: Kotharia, Rajkot. (hereinafter referred to as ‘the appellant’) filed the
present appeals against OIO Nos. 9 to 11/DC/KG/2019-20 dated 30.09.2019
(hereinafter referred to as the ‘impugned orders) passed by the Deputy
Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Division, Rajkot-II (hereinafter referred

to as the (‘adjudicating authority’).

2. During the course of audit of the financial records of the appellant by the
Departmental audit officers and IAAD/CERA officers, Ahmedabad, it was
observed that the appellant had wrongly availed Cenvat credit of service tax
paid on Operation & Maintenance of Wind Mill Farm and Certification and
other charges. The appellant had availed cenvat credit for Management, Repair
and Maintenance of Wind Mill Services on the strength of invoices issued for
the service provided by the service providers. The service provider had
collected service tax from the appellant for the services provided for the Wind
Mills situated at Village-Gandhavi/Bhogat, Dist: Jamnagar. The appellant had
availed Cenvat Credit of Service Tax paid on such services which has no
connection with the unit situated at Gondal Road, Rajkot, whether directly or
indirectly, in or in relation to manufacture of final products of the unit.
It was also observed that the electricity generated through the said Wind Mills
was sold out to M/s Paschim Gujarat Vij Company Ltd., which is a State
Government Body, which is a part of their commercial and trading activity and
thus, there is no nexus between the said wind mill and manufacturing activity
of their manufacturing unit. Therefore, the following Show Cause Notices were

issued to the appellant:

SCN /SOD No. Date Period Amount
involved
(Rs.)

C.EX./AR-I/Div-I/Rolex-U- 04.01.2017 | October-2015 to | 4,29,792

I1/Wind Mills/2016-17 (Unit-II) November-2016

C.Ex./AR-I/Div-1/Rolex-U- 02.01.2017 | October-2015 to | 6,03,182

I/Wind Mills/2016-17 (Unit-I) November-2016

SOD NO. 02/2018 09.04.2018 | December-2016  to | 7,37,910

June-2017
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Appeal No.vV2/130,131,132/RAJ/2019

2.1 The said SCNs were decided vide the impugned orders. The Adjudicating
authority has confirmed the said demand alongwith interest and penalty under

Rule 15 of CCR 2004 read with Section 11AC of the C.Ex. Act, 1944.

3. Aggrieved, the appellant filed the present appeal interalia on the following

grounds:

(i) that the appellant installed various Wind Mills purchased from M/s Suzlon
Energy Ltd.; that the said company provided services for Operation and

Maintenance of the said Wind Mills and charged service tax.

(i) that the installation of Wind Mill is not as per the free will of the person
concerned but is governed by the provisions of Electricity Act, 2003 and under
the said provision the Hon’ble Government has created some entity through
which only, windmill can be installed for generation of electricity; that the
person desirous to install Wind Mill has to enter into an agreement with the
company distributing electricity as permitted by the Gujarat Electricity
Development Agency (hereinafter referred to as ‘GEDA’) and while executing
an agreement has an option to either sell the electricity so generated or has an
option to wheel the same and get set off against the electricity supplied to the

unit; that the appellant chose to wheel the electricity so generated.

(iii) that they have submitted specimen copy of the agreement entered with
Gujarat Energy Transmission Corporation Limited (hereinafter referred to as
‘GETCO’) and Gujarat Electricity Board ((hereinafter referred to as ‘GEB’);
that both the entities are permitted to enter into an agreement with the
appellant by the GEDA; that they have also submitted specimen copy of
electricity bill issued by the Paschim Gujarat Vij Company (hereinafter
referred to as ‘PGVCL’) through which the said company has transmitted
power so generated by the appellant; that they had not agreed to sell electricity
to PGVCL or any other Company with whom an agreement is entered into but
has agreed to wheel the electricity generated which has been given credit of by

the said company while raising invoice for the electricity supplied.

(iv) that the appellant was bound to install Wind Mill at the place determined
by the Government and enter into an agreement as per the policy and the
electricity so generated through Wind Mill was transferred to the
manufacturing plant through the facility available and for such transfer the

appellant was paying some charge either to the Government or to the respective

b
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Appeal No.v2/130,131,132/RAJ/2019

company formed by the Government, but was ultimately used in or in relation
to manufacture of final product. Therefore, they requested to set aside the

proceedings. In support to their claim, they relied on the following case laws:

(1) Rajratan Global Wires Ltd. Versus Commissioner of C.Ex., Indore 2012
(26) S.T.R 117 (Tri.-Del.)

(2) Commissioner of C.Ex., Nagpur Vs Ultratech Cement Ltd. 2011 (21)
S.T.R 297 (Tri.-Mumbai)

(3) Deepak Fertilizers & Petrochemicals Corpn. Ltd. Vs Com. of C.Ex.,
Belapur 2013 (32) S.T.R 532 (Bom.)

(4) Maharashtra Seamless Ltd. Vs Commissioner of C. Excise, Raigad

2012 (286) E.L.T. 93 (Tri. -Mumbai)

(5) Parry Engg. & Electronics P. Ltd. Vs CCE & S.T, Ahmedabad I-II-III
2015-(40)STR 243(Tri.-LB)

(v) that have further relied upon various judgments with regard to imposition
of penalty; that the demand is barred by limitation in as much as the
department has full knowledge of the fact that the appellant was availing
cenvat credit of service tax paid on such services; they have requested to set

aside the impugned order and allow their appeal.

4. In Hearing, Shri Paresh V. Sheth, Advocate appeared on behalf of the
appellant and reiterated the grounds of appeal and requested to allow the

appeals.

5. 1 have gone through the records of the case, the impugned order, the
grounds of appeals and written submission filed by the appellant. The issue to
be decided in the instant case is whether the appellant is eligible to avail and
utilize Cenvat Credit of Service tax paid on services i.e. Management, Repair
and Maintenance and Certification charges of wind farm projects installed for
generation of electricity at various locations far away from the registered factory

premises and where no manufacturing activity has been carried out.

6. I find that the adjudicating authority has confirmed the demand concluding
that there is no nexus between the electricity generated in the windmills and
the manufacturing process, hence the appellant has wrongly availed and

utilized the cenvat credit of service tax on installation, repair and maintenance

of Wind Mills. Q/
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6.1 I find that the appellant has availed Cenvat credit on Service Tax paid on
the services of Management, Repair and Maintenance utilized at Windmills
situated at distant place from the registered premises of the appellant. The
contention of the adjudicating authority is that the services being utilized at a
distant place, hence Cenvat credit not available to the appellant. Therefore, I
would like to examine, definition of input service as defined under Rule 2(l) of
the CCR, 2004 during the relevant period which is produced below for ready

reference:-
"input service” means any service, -
(1) used by a provider of [output service] for providing an output service; or

(ii) used by a manufacturer, whether directly or indirectly, in or in relation to
the manufacture of final products and clearance of final products upto the

place of removal,

and includes services used in relation to modernization, renovation or
repairs of a factory, premises of provider of output service or an office
relating to such factory or premises, advertisement or sales promotion,
market research, storage upto the place of removal, procurement of inputs,
accounting, auditing, financing, recruitment and quality control, coaching
and training, computer networking, credit rating, share registry, security,
business exhibition, legal services, inward transportation of inputs or capital

goods and outward transportation upto the place of removal;

[Emphasis supplied]

6.2 From the definition of 'input service' supra, it is clear that input service
covers all services used by a manufacturer directly or indirectly in or in relation
to the manufacture of final product and clearance of final product upto the
place of removal. In the present case, as per the Government policy the
electricity so generated through Wind Mill is transferred to the manufacturing
plant and the same is ultimately used in or in relation to manufacture of final
product. Thus, the transaction of delivery of power from windmill to PGVCL
and in turn credit given by PGVCL to the appellant can be considered to be
used in the manufacturing activity either directly or indirectly in or in relation

to the manufacture of final products and services availed for maintenance of

0\/
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wind mill falling under the ambit of definition of 'input service' under Rule 2(l)

of Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004.

6.3 I find that Rule 3 and 4 provide that any input or capital goods received
in the factory or any input service received by manufacture of final product
would be eligible to cenvat credit. I also find that there is no restriction under
Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 that the services should be utilized within the
factory premises only. In the present case, it is not disputed that electricity
generated at windmills were not used for manufacture of final product and

therefore, denial of Cenvat credit is not sustainable.

6.4 The appellant has contended that they are bound to install Wind Mill at
the place determined by the Government and enter into an agreement as per

the Government policy.

[ find that, undoubtedly, the windmills cannot be located at any place, and
it is to be erected, wherever the wind power is available. Therefore, such an
interpretation if to be accepted, would defeat the very concept of generation of

power. Therefore, I accept the contention of the appellant in this context.

7. 1find that the matter is no more res integra in view of the decisions in the
case of (i) Commissioner of Central Excise and Service Tax Vs M/s Ashok
Leyland Ltd. decided on 06.12.2018 by the Hon’ble High Court of Madras (i)
M/s Endurance Technology Pvt. Ltd. decided by the Hon’ble Bombay High
Court and reported at 2017 (52) S.T.R. 361 (Bom) (iii) the Larger Bench of
CESTAT in the case of Parry Engg. & Electronics P Ltd reported at 2015 (40)
S.T.R. 243 (Tri.-LB).

7.1 1 find that the Hon’ble High Court of Madras in a recent judgment dated
06.12.2018 in the case of Commissioner of Central Excise and Service Tax Vs
M/s Ashok Leyland Ltd. allowed the Credit on lease rentals, operations and
maintenance of windmills used for generation of electricity, outside factory as
electricity generated by the windmills is exclusively used in the manufacturing

unit for final products.. The Hon’ble High Court has held that,

“25.As already pointed out, there is no dispute that the electricity generated

by the windmills are exclusively used in the manufacturing unit for final
. - products, there is no nexus between the process of electricity generated and

mari_ufacture of final products and there is no necessity for the wingmills to be
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situated in the place of manufacture. Further, as already noticed, the
definition of “input service” is wider than the definition of “input”. Furthermore,
if one takes a look at the Rules, more particularly Rule 2(k), as it stood prior to
01.04.2011, which defines “input”, the following has been specifically
inserted.

“within the factory of production”,

However, these words are physically missing in Rule 2(l), which defines “input
service” and it would mean any service used by a provider of taxable service
for providing an output service or used by the manufacturer, whether directly
or indirectly, in or in relation to the manufacture of final products and
clearance of final products from the place of removal. Though the definition of
“input service” has to be widely construed, and in terms of Rule 3, which
allows the manufacturer of final products to take the credit of service tax
inputs or capital goods received in the factory of manufacture of final products,
insofar as any input service is concerned, the only stipulation is that it should
be received by the manufacturer of final products. \
Therefore, this would be the correct manner of interpreting Rule 2(l) of the

Rules.”

[Emphasis supplied]

I also find that there is no restriction under Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004

that the services should be utilized within the factory premises only.

8. Further, I find that the appellant has quoted many case laws and the ratio
laid down in the said case laws are squarely applicable in the instant appeal
except for the case law relied by the appellant at Sr. No. (4) i.e the case of
Maharashtra Seamless Ltd. Vs Commissioner of C. Excise, Raigad wherein, it is
the decision of 3rd Member allowing stay against pre-deposit. Therefore the

said case law is not applicable to the present case.

9. In light of above, I hold that the appellant is eligible to take Cenvat
Credit of Service Tax on the services utilized for Management, Repair and
Maintenance of Windmills, even if it is situated at a distant place from the
factory premises. Since, the Appellant had correctly availed Cenvat credit,
confirmation of demand in the impugned order is not sustainable and the

same is required to be set aside and I do so. Since demand itself is not

b
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sustainable, question of interest and penalty does not arise. I, therefore, set

aside the impugned order and allow the appeals filed by the appellant.

20.  SfUIAddl GRI &S &I T3 SUiaIsii &1 FueRT Iwied (i & fFarsrarg |
10. The appeals filed by the Appellant are disposed off as above.

R Mm/ "’\7

@L (Gopi Nath) \‘)/

Commissioner (Appeals)
By Regd. Post AD

TO, TR "i!'-""’."i'>

M/s Rolex Rings Pvt. Ltd., A, I ™ . i,

Near Rajkamal Petrol Pump, Gondal | qrojeAd Ul U8 & UM, Tied A, TS
Road, Village: Kotharia, Rajkot. FIERT TPIT

Copy to:

1) The Principal Chief Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise, Ahmedabad Zone,
Ahmedabad.

2) The Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise Commissionerate, Rajkot.

3) _The Deputy Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise, Division, Rajkot-II.
Guard file.
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