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q,l4 «414,0 Tfr artF--autvr 	rarlqw cpxcli 	Te. 	arraTT of 7TerrfteTra., 
..1t4 61c1N 717 r&rfPr 3rf4writ 	artftR ZIT Tqftur 3u-d-4-q welff 	tobal t :- 

Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-appeal may file an appeal or revision application, as 
the case may be against such order, to the appropriate authority in the following way:- 
1- 	TTRUTI-R'T7Wt 	tf 4-TuT3114 '4'7 :- 

Revision Application to Government of India :- 

	

(1) 	*-417:1 	%- 3TWfizT7 , 1944 	URI 35 (33) ci 31--"<lfd**-4M7 -77 *1[4141 	tic! crcI 
35 (31) i 37-Z1-1 T (1) 	 3i-d-td-g9tRiuT3TT<-H-iTtrlqit7, ITR-d7RWR, 	 
fir, 	t711-73, 410t-44-1, it<1q1-11'1, -iiRc•c41- 110001 IR ,A141.uirk I 

	

(1) 	A revision application lies to the Joint Secretary, Govt. of India, Ministry of Finance, 
Department of Revenue, IVth floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Parliament Street, New Delhi -
110001 under -Section - 35 EE of the entralExicse Act 1944, in respect of the following cases 
covered by first proviso to subsection (1) f Section 35 ibid; 

	

(() 	z7fi;4-iiet 	6117,''r 	91.-icA, 	416Aci-,114 	fPRIIITurrR zrr 3r-44 
91 4, ZIT 	 •e • Zfr 

err 	 
(a) In case of any loss of goods where the loss occurred in transit from a factory to a warehouse 

and 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. 

	

(() 	luvff 	61164-44,ov zrro 	  zrr 	RI*11u14\14t1)4I4f4c1)-c'11CILN‘30-1Iql 
Rte 

 
iii, 4r4Trva. 	 zfr 	 

(b) In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory outside India 
or on excisable materials used in the manufacture of the goods, which are exported to any 
country or territory outside India. 	 • 

u -r3j-Tr-dralt q-ar9R-d. 	041(4 -71 'Taff 	i- gicaLII,14119IcrIef I 
(c) In case of goods exported outside India (except export to Nepal or Bhutan) without payment of 

duty. 

	

(E0 	41W-44 \ic,-11‹ 3 - 3TIfF1711i 1944 31 

col,<<a1.)4 zrr ittr4-717-477TR 

1 



File No.GAPPL/COM/CUSP/105/2021 -APPEAL-0/o COMMR-CGST-APPL-JAIPUR 

• 

(d) 	In case where credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on 
final products under the provisions of the Central Excise Act or rules made thereunder. 

(2) 	t-4174 	731-11-Riftaffiq-A 2000 Z f)411-1 9 (1) t 31-cllicaPf4Rtc1514:11 •('-itc4i1 3.t. a .T.Irtsi 	 
trltdzrr- 	gf431-r-Orffiree--4- 	41-9-1Tru 	111--d717-zutir 034-41-F-3irtzr 

	

lieu .91c-11 7 4oiv4zilti 	•044 200/- 01. .#1) ccier 
ftift-dch'im"r-drff 	 Trp_ra 3TR-6 -4161-1 l iif- 4161-f1-ciQqi (LA -1:031TOT   crw eipta 
arRwer-di 

 
loon/- •owl) 

(2) 	The above application shall be made in duplicate in form No. EA.- 8 as specified under Rule 9 
of the Central Excise Appeal Rules 2001, within 3 months from the date on which the order, 
ought to be appealed against is communicated and shall be accompanied by an equal number of 
copies each of the Order in Original and Order-in-Appeal, one of which at least be a certified 
copy. It should be also accompanied by a copy of TR-6 challan evidencing payment of 
prescribed fee of Rs. 200/- (Rupees Two Hundred only) under Major Head of Account E (Rs. 
1000/- if the amount of Order in Original exceeds Rs. 1,00,000/-) 

2- 	titqrt -4tzr \INK vjeco 	cmcol.m 	. lgIl cfrof 	m 	41cf 
Appeal to Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal  
(1) 	zi ‘3041<-1 .q134tit'CfR. 1944e ctTZT 35 	3t-4T 
;1) 	Under section 35 B of Central Excise Act, 1944 an appeal lies to :- 
(() 	cpfict,m, 	 t-4tzt  	4•A41coNf3Tcl 	ct),Z,r1 ef 

RY)111M<Ateec1l4)-1. 2, 3117. t. fir, -1Rcrc'fIch).  
(a) The special bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at west Block No. 2, 

R.K. Puram, New Delhi-1, in all matters relating to classification valuation and 
(R3r) 	.341 /4-ireiNc14P-ckk 2 (1) t >l t 31-1ER * 31-6NT3TR:1 31111A;  t +.11 4.1c4ifi- Ha+-11 sue, Th\--41-4 ‘30-11q 

414-P1311rtZI -LINIful4fit1416clich-l. 2, 31F.t..V-1, 	ftA-110066 
(b) To the Registrar, North regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal 

at West Block No. 2, R.K. Puram, New Delhi- 110066 in case of appeals other than as 
mentioned in para-2(1) (a) above. 

(2) 	t-4174 ‘304141 7jM (31111-F) 44-iici 	2001 m ITT I 6 * 31-- raltl-IT 	 31-gi1731tAzI 
-̀t1144A4rOil4Miellti 	 1314-3Tft t * ft-€-4 3141Fit7 

	

(i --14 Zl wxr   Tlft el) 	200/- (t). 	ciKlrf 
6)\`1t16[41c144 	 t   ef 77[1 zr Ttff3.r 7P-119 

4-9 (1\9i ,.TA,r, E.)71 t ttc r  YIN910,16,10 ‘34CI•t1141AcMur 	titeNratI 
(2) The appeal to the appellate Tribunal shall be filed within three months in quadruplicate in form 

EA-3 as prescribed under rule 6 of CE (Appeal) Rules 2001 and shall be accompanied with the 
copy of order appealed against one of which at least be a certified copy and should be 
accompanied by a fee of Rs. 200/- (Rs. Two Hundred only) in the form of crossed bank draft in 
favour of Asst. Registrar of a branch of any nominate public sector bank of the place where the 
bench of the Tribunal is situated. 

(3) ZfitiT3ift7T4-410. 	 . 	311 1 	 200/ — 	tY) t).  
*tidal t slav Itritfr--tret coiel t ,4-c44 	fa7, 

Trtrrfteift-zpit-A-4 ti-zrittrwR-uWrjT 3Teita• zrr 	tNcokol i 30t-<'i I OR Tic 3TrtZf 
ciic4 Zl 3T 	o- 	 --Ertrcbtuwpgrd-r-  m-41) 

(3) 	In case the order covers a number of order-in-originals, fee of Rs. 200/- for each O.I.O. should 
be paid in the aforesaid manner not with standing the fact that the one appeal to the appellate 
Tribunal or one application to the Central Govt. as the case may be, is filed to avoid scriptory 
work, if exceeding Rs. I lacs, fee of Rs. 1000/- for each 0I0 shall be paid. 

(4). 	-e41441e1 'qj'31'RfftZFI, 1978 VP-TRW-OW Met 31-57ft er TR-  6 t3i-drlf-eggffte7r> 31-17R-3-4t3T1tt9' ZIT 
TO3T1tZ1 441RP-ft, 31trE1'9311f4tIt * 31T-47#1 	 t 	AftC17 	6.50 
1,..<142,t)d(1,1161-11-r-Qq 

(4) 	One copy of application or O.I.O. as the case may be, and the order of the adjournment 
authority shall beer a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 a s prescribed under scheduled-1 item of the 
Court Fee Act, 1978 as amended. 

(5) 	 UR.  . 	 *-417/ 0-114 C•ct) 
\.4 gich431111Allctr<ui (fir 	f4) f)4141, 1982 41)F8c-ig 

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

6. 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. 

• 

I J • 

2 



File No.GAPPL/COM/CUSP/105/2021-APPEAL-0/o COMMR-CGST-APPL-JAIPUR 

ORDER IN APPEAL NO.116 (SM)/CE/JPR/2021 DATED 27.09.2021  
PASSED BY SHR1 SUGRIVE MEENA,COMMISSIONER (APPEALS) 

CENTRAL EXCISE AND CENTRAL GOODS & SERVICES TAX, JAIPUR 

These appeal has been filed under Section 35 of the Central Excise Act, 

1944(hereinafter referred to as 'the Act' also) by M/s Havells India Ltd., A-461/462, SP-

215 & 204A, MIA, Alwar (Rajasthan)-301030 (hereinafter referred to as 'the appellant' 

also) against the Orders-in-Original No. 02/ST/2020 dated 29.05.2020 (hereinafter referred 

to as 'the impugned order' also) passed by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST Division-

B, Alwar (hereinafter referred to as "the adjudicating authority"). 

2. 	Brief facts of the case are that appellant having LTU membership and Central 

Excise Registration No.AAACH0351EXM004 is engaged in the manufacture of wires and 

cables falling under chapter heading 8544 of the first schedule to the Central Excise Tariff 

Act, 1985. They were also engaged in the business of providing service under the 

categories of Mangement Consultants, Consulting Engineer, Erection, Commissioning and 

Installation, Business Auxiliary Services etc. under Centralized Service Tax Registration 

No.AAACH0351EST001 under the provisions of Chapter V of the Finance Act, 1994 (as 

amended). They were also registered as "Input Service Distributor" for their corporate 

office and sales & marketing office. They were availing Cenvat credit on inputs, capital 

goods and input services. 

During the course of Audit of the appellant, it was observed that the appellant had 

availed Service Tax Credit on Hotel Bills which not appeared to be fall under the category 

of "input services" as specified under Rule 2(1) of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004. Further, 

a show cause notice served upon appellant which culminated into Order-in-Original 

No.128/AC/Havells/2017 dated 27.04.2017 by the Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise 

& Service Tax, LTU, New Delhi vide which Cenvat credit was disallowed and ordered to 

be recovered alongwith interest and an equal penalty was imposed. Aggrieved with the 

order, the appellant filed an appeal before the Commissioner (Appeals), who vide 

No.239(SM)/CE/JPR/2018 dated 11.05.2018 rejected the appeal. Further, being aggrieved 

with the OIA dated 11.05.2018 appellant filed an appeal before Hon'ble CESTAT, New 

Delhi who vide its Final Order No.A/50251/2019-SM[BR] dated 29.01.2019 allowed the 

appeal by way of remand. 

3. 	In compliance to the direction of the Hon'ble Tribunal, the appellant given 

opportunity to be heard and who reiterated his submissions in reply to the SCN. The 

Adjudicating Authority after consideration of the records i.e. relevant bills and facts on 

records, disallowed Cenvat Credit of Rs.1,42,608/- ordered its recovery alongwith interest 

and commensurate penalty. 
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The adjudicating authority while deciding the case has given his observations inter 

alia as under: 

19. On a bare perusal of the said Rule, there is no doubt as to the interpretation 
and the scope of the said Rule for which it is unambiguous that the intent of the 
legislature while providing for the above definition of the term 'input service' was 
to include within its ambit such service which can reasonably be used in or in 
relation to the manufacturing of goods upto the place of removal and hence can 
justifiably be considered as an input service. Thus, with the intention of giving 
maximum benefit to the manufacturers, there are two limbs of the definition, a 
definition with wide meaning and scope was provided for in the form of Rule 2(1) 
of Cenvat Credit Rules 2004 by specifying certain exemplary services in the 
includes category and by considering all such services as input service which are 
used even in relation to the manufacturing of the goods or rendering of output 
service. 

20. However, at the same time, it is also pertinent to mention here that merely 
because a definition with wide meaning and scope has been provided by the 
legislature, this ipso facto does not mean that any service which is being used by a 
manufacturer or output service provider will be considered as an input service and 
merely because a particular service is expressly covered in the definition of input 
service, it does not mean that the said service will be treated as an input service' in 
all circumstances, without correlating it with the final product and / or output 
service. The use of term 'in relation to' in the said definition makes it crystal clear 
that some nexus should necessarily and compulsorily be established between such 
input services and the manufacturing of the goods and / or rendering of output 
service, Hence, it is essential that in each case, a correlation is establishment 
between the service being used and the manufacturing of the final goods and / or 
providing of the output service. If a manufacturer fails to prove that the services 
being used by him are in or in relation to his manufacturing of final products, then 
such service cannot be considered as an 'input service'. 

24. On perusal of bills submitted by the assessee, I am unable to agree with the 
arguments advanced by the assessee that the accommodation provided to Auditors 
in relation to auditing are eligible input service. I find that said services have been 
availed by the assessee, but, it can't be ascertained from the invoices that the same 
were used by the auditors of the noticee and qualib,  as an 'input service'. No other 
proof has been submitted by the assessee correlating these services with the final 
product and / or output service and as per provisions of Rule 9(6) of the Cenvat 
Credit Rules, 2004, burden of proof regarding the admissibility of the CENVAT 
credit lies upon the manufacturer or provider of output service taking such credit." 

• 

4. 	Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellant has filed appeal mainly on 

the ground that the said service is covered under the definition of 'input service' given 

under Rule 2(1) of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004, 

The appellant has contended the issue in the matter on the following grounds: 

i. 	The appellant is manufacturing cables for various customers at their works 
at Alwar. Quality inspection is being carried out by different agencies during the 

• 
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course of manufacturing time to time. Periodically they visit the works. It is then 
they were provided accommodation in the nearby hotels. 

	

ii. 	The appellant is manufacturing cables for various customers at their works 
at Alwar. Quality inspection is being carried out by different agencies during the 
course of manufacturing time to time. Periodically they visit the works. It is then 
they were provided accommodation in the nearby hotels. 

	

iii. 	As per the requirement time and again system audit is also being carried 
out by both internal and external auditors. They too are provided accommodation in 
the nearby hotels. 

	

iv. 	Accommodation is also provided to the marketing personnel and new 
appointee also till the time he arrange for his accommodation. 

	

v. 	As per the provisions of sub-rule (1) of Rule 2 of CCR, Input service means 
any service, - 

(i) used by a provider of taxable service for providing an output service; or 

(ii) used by the manufacturer, whether directly or indirectly, in or in relation to 
the manufacture of final products and clearance of final products up to the 
place of removal, and includes services used in relation to setting up, 
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, marketing research, storage up to the place of removal, 
procurement of inputs, activities relating to business, such as accounting, 
auditing, financing, recruitment and quality control, coaching and training, 
computer networking, credit rating, share registry, and security, inward 
transportation of inputs or capital goods and outward transportation up to the 
place of removal; 

	

vi. 	The nature of expenses incurred as explained by the appellant above are 
very well covered by the above definition. As such the appellant has correctly taken 
credit of service tax paid on the hotel bills, as these are incurred for providing the 
accommodation to the auditors of various agencies. These agencies includes: 

(a) Electricity boards 
(b)External and internal auditors 
(c) Marketing personnel from corporate office 
(d)Quality inspectors from Customers 

It may please be noted that the inclusive part of input service mentioned 
above, covers services relating to auditing, quality control and marketing. The 
person staying in the hotels were meant for providing the aforesaid services. For 
auditing, quality control and marketing (heir stay at respective hotels is an essential 
part, without which the said services cannot be provided. It is submitted that the 
credit in respect of hotel bills has been correctly availed by us. 

	

vii. 	that, the issue that need to be addressed is whether the service tax on Hotel 
bills will construe as input service within the purview of the definition "Input 
service" or not in the provisions of renting of immovable services. 

	

viii. 	It will be appropriate to reproduce observations and directions in Final 
Order dated 29.01.2019. Para 4 and 5 of the said order are reproduced below: 

"4. After hearing both the parties and perusing the entire record along with the 
order under challenge & the written submission on part of appellant, it is observed 
that the original adjudicating authority has confirmed the demand holding that the 
service provided by the hotel to the appellant manufacturer qua the auditors etc. is 

• 
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not an input service. Whereas perusal of the impugned order shows that the nature 
of expenses incurred on the hotel bills for providing accommodation to the auditors 
of various agency is very much inclusive in the definition of input services. 
However, the demand has still been confirmed for want of any documentary 
evidence as is required under Rule 9 (6) of CENVAT Credit Rules. Both the orders 
though confirmed the demand but based on altogether different arguments it is 
simultaneously apparent from the written submissions of the appellant that all 
requisite documents, as that of hotel bills were provided at the stage of audit itself 
and then subsequently to the adjudicating authority as well. 

In the given circumstances, I opine that the present matter to be fit case to be 
remanded for de novo adjudication of the controversy involved. Appeal stands 
allowed by way of remand. Appellant is directed to produce all the hotel bills for 
the impugned period before the adjudicating authority within 15 days of receiving 
notice thereof." 

ix. The appellant vide their letter dated 26.02.2019 submitted all the hotel bills 
for the impugned period, as directed by the Hon'ble CESTAT vide FO dated 
29.01.2019. Personal hearing was granted and held on 13.01.2020 that is after 11 
months from the submission of all the documents which was attended submissions 
already made were re-iterated. 

x. In Tribunal's order at para IV reproduced above has categorically stated 
that the services provided for hotel accommodation is very much inclusive in the 
definition of input service. Once these findings are there the adjudicating authority 
was not to examine the legality of the definition of input service. The scope of 
examination was only restricted to the examination of those relevant and submitted 
documents. Those relevant documents were provided by the appellant vide letter 
dated 26.02.2019. The adjudicating authority has travelled beyond the limited 
scope mentioned in the tribunal's order. 

xi. That, the adjudicating authority did not agree with the arguments advanced 
by the appellant that the accommodation provided to the persons explained above 
of the grounds of this appeals are eligible input service. The adjudicating authority 
failed to ascertain from the invoices that the same were used by the auditors of the 
appellant and qualify as an 'input service'. 

xii. that, the adjudicating authority while denying the credit stated that no other 
proof has been submitted by the appellant correlating these services with the final 
product and / or output service and as per provisions of Rule 9(6) of the CENVAT 
Credit Rules, 2004, burden of proof regarding the admissibility of the CENVAT 
credit lies upon the manufacturer or provider of the output service taking such 
credit. 

xiii. That in present facts and circumstances of the case the appellant has rightly 
availed the service tax credit of service tax paid on hotel services provided to their 
auditors and executives mentioned above. Since the definition of services cover the 
nature of service as explained by us above, it is felt that there is no reason to invoke 
penal provisions as has been proposed in the impugned SCN. 

5. Personal hearing in this appeal held on 24.08.2021 and Shri A. K. Bhasin, 

Authorized Representative on behalf of the appellant and reiterated the submissions made 

in the memo. 

6. I have carefully gone through the case records and submissions made by the 

appellant in their appeal memo and at the time of personal hearing. I find that the main 

issues to be decided in the instant cases are (i) whether the appeal has been filed within 
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the prescribed time limit and (ii) whether or not the appeal filed against the order 

disallowing cenvat to the appellant to be decided are proper? 

7. 	First of all, I take up the issue of filing the appeal and before deciding the issue 
of filing the appeal on merits, it is imperative that the statutory provisions be gone 
through. 

I find that Section 35 of the Central Excise Act, 1944 provides that: 

(1) Any person aggrieved by any decision or order passed under this Act by a Central 
Excise Officer, lower in rank than a [Principal Commissioner of Central Excise or 
Commissioner of Central Excise], may appeal to the [Commissioner of Central Excise 
(Appeals)] [hereafter in this Chapter referred to as the [Commissioner (Appeals)]] [within 
sixty days] from the date of the communication to him of such decision or order : 

[Provided that the Commissioner (Appeals).  may, if he is satisfied that the appellant was 
prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the appeal within the aforesaid period of 
sixty days, allow it to be presented within a further period of thirty days.] 

8. I observed that in the instant case the appeal has been filed by delay from the 

normal period prescribed under Section 35(1) of the Central Excise Act, 1944. I find that 

though the delay in filing the appeal is condonable only for a further period of one 

month provided that the appellant was prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the 

appeal is shown and the delay of more than one month is not condonable under proviso 

to Section 35(1) of the Central Excise Act, 1944. 

9. I find that in light of Hon'ble Supreme Court of India while disposing off Suo Motu 
Writ Petition (Civil) No.3 of 2020 on 08.03.2021 passed the order as under: 

"Due to the onset of Covid-19 pandemic, this court took suo motu cognizance of 
the situation arising from difficulties that might be faced by the litigants across the 
country in filing petitions/applications/suits/appeals/all other proceedings within 
the period of limitation prescribed under the general law of limitation or under 
any special laws (both Central or State). By an order dated 23.03.2020 this court 
extended the period of limitation prescribed under the general law or special laws 
whether compoundable or not with effect from 15.03.2020 till further orders." 

The order dated 23.03.2020 was extended from time to time. Further, the Hon'ble 
Supreme Court has issued the following directions:- 

"1) In computing the period of limitation for any suit, appeal, application or 
proceeding, the period from 15.03.2020 till 14.03.2021 shall stand excluded. 
Consequently, the balance period of limitation remaining as on 15.03.2020, if any, 
shall become available with effect from 15.03.2021. 

2) 	In cases where the limitation would have expired during the period 
between 15.03.2020 till 14.03.2021, notwithstanding the actual balance period of 
limitation remaining, all persons shall have a limitation period of 90 days from 
15.03.2021. In the event the actual balance period of limitation remaining, with 
effect from 15.03.2021, is greater than 90 days, that longer period shall apply." 

Further, the Hon'ble Supreme Court in continuation of the Order dated 08.03.2021 

in the case of Re Cognizance of Extension of Limitation, restored its earlier order dated 
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23.03.2020 and suo motu extended the general periods of limitation vide its Order dated 

27 1̀1  April 2021, till further orders due to the raging 2nd  wave of the pandemic, . 

Keeping in view of above, I am proceeded to decide the case on merits. 

10. I find that the appellant availed the Cenvat Credit amounting to Rs.1,42,608/- on 

Hotel Bills during the period 2012-13 to 2015-16. The adjudicating authority has 

disallowed the said Cenvat Credit on the ground that the said service does not fall under 

the definition of 'Input service' given under Rules 2(1) of Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 since, 

services availed by the appellant however it could not be ascertained from the invoices that 

the same were used by the auditors of the appellant and qualify as an 'input service'. And 

no other proof submitted by the appellant and as per provisions of Rule 9(6) of the Cenvat 

Credit Rules, 2004, burden of proof regarding the admissibility of the CENVAT credit lies 

upon the manufacturer or provider of output service taking such credit. 

11. Further, I find that in terms of Rule 9(6) of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 the 

burden of proof regarding the admissibility of the Cenvat Credit shall lie upon the 

manufacturer taking such. For the same of the same reproduced as under:- 

"The manufacturer of final products or the provider of output service shall 
maintain proper records for the receipt and consumption of the input services in 
which the relevant information regarding the value, tax paid, CENVAT credit taken 
and utilized, the person from who the input service has been procured is recorded 
and the burden of proof regarding the admissibility of the CENVAT credit shall lie 
upon the manufacturer or provider of output service taking such credit." 

12. In this connection, to examine the issue under dispute, the appellant was asked to 

submit relevant invoices & credit ledger entries and any other document in the matter. The 

appellant provided the copy of relevant invoices on the basis of which cenvat credit is 

taken alogwith such cenvat credit ledger entries. The appellant in support of their 

contention also provided document of payment particulars made to the service provider 

alongwith relevant account statement of the appellant. 

13. After examination of facts available on records, grounds of appeal and additional 

documents provided by the appellant I am of the opinion that said services were availed by 

the appellant in relation to providing accommodation to the auditors of various agencies 

such as Electricity boards, External and internal auditors, Marketing personnel from 

corporate office, Quality inspectors from Customers marketing personnel and same are 

very well covered under the category of "input services" as specified under Rule 2(1) of the 

Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004. 

In view of the above facts and stated provisions, I find that the appellant has 

produced sufficient documentary evidence to establish that the said input service (Hotel) 

were actually received by the appellant for pr.oviding accommodation to the auditors of 
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various agencies i.e. Electricity boards, External and internal auditors, Marketing personnel 

from corporate office and Quality inspectors from Customers as such it is clear that the 

appellant and discharge the obligation casted upon them in terms of Rule 9(6) ibid. Hence, 

the appellant is entitled to avail the Cenvat Credit amounting to Rs.1,42,608/- and the 

appellant had correctly availed the credit of service tax paid on hotel services provided to 

their auditors and executives mentioned above. 

14. In view of the above, I allow the appeal filed by the Appellant and set aside the 

impugned order passed by the Adjudicating Authority. 

15. Accordingly, the appeal is disposed off id above manner. 

• 

(TN 	ri 

	(afrit9) 
Ffi-TrftFF 

M/s Havells India Ltd., 
A-461/462, SP-215 & 204A, MIA, 
A lwar (Rajasthan)-301030 

3Trza--5-,k--41-4 hl 7-4 #aw,q-zrrsT MT-4T9) 
2. 	 7-4r r r, alb (u-A-TqT9-) 

tl V.11)/311. 3117ST, 4T cv-kl 74 4-41-T7 ThITTT — B, 3M-K (TrA7-41-9) 
III tfiTT-ff 

• 

Digitally Signed by Sugrive 

Meena 

Date: 27-09-2021 17:18:18 
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