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Reversal of Cenvat Credit Amount 
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29.04.2014 

DIN-20250864WX000000B771 

1-1-1 /NOTE BELOW 

1. 1. 3fra-Vr Lio utrztrrr fo-q Pi ff ffth 
7Ret col -r-d'rt 
This copy is granted free of charge for private use of the person to whom it is 
issued. 

2. ariZT u1-) ct).) 1 31TTRI" a4f4a.  .t-14-11c11t, c1 3ff4r4q14, 1944 

4)1- 35t(1)(7) -kAT4UF ‘3TIFTT TfrgITdcq1c311R-  tEdT ,3fcittEr -41-ErT1-4-t-TuT, 

1-1[1.  4174 f, 3-14-11csiK1 -d1Er c10, 1-1, 7 -14k fa-- "kqii, 1.17 -14 R, 

a104-1q1c1K-380004 # -1.0t)cti t Tilt 4-11J-10 WT 35t(1) (1;fTqU9) 
(7) tr cgly41nO't at-drf t, Errt %t, --t - t" clod f4trri-d, --it-E- TiPT .,t 

Ri741-19 R=ftpff'Tif,   614111 

Any person(s) deeming himself aggrieved by this Order may appeal against this 
order to The Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal, West Zonal 
Bench, Ahmedabad, 2nd Floor, Bahumali Bhavan, Asarwa, Nr. Girdhar Nagar 
Bridge, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad -380004, in terms of the provision of Section 
35B(1)(a) of the Central Excise Act, 1944. If the case covered under the category 
specified in Section 35B(1) (Proviso) (a) to (d), i.e., Loss, Rebate, Export under 
Bond, duty credit cases, the Revision application shall lies to the Joint Secretary 
to the Government of India, Department of Revenue, Ministry of Finance, New 
Delhi. 

3. arifr tik -gtErt TER col w-lqrre-q- -Trk +r cr corl  
rftql'Tr---1,3-i-cfrt 40-  (fitl-  c04-itic04-17- -rftm 

The appeal should be filed in quadruplicate and should be accompanied by an 
equal number of copies of the Order appealed against (one of which at least 
should be a certified copy) 
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4. EfrefTTI1 aft7 ch.) (Y.-IRK-Hid WILd ct-aTT-4teftr.-1 3fIti1 

The appeal should be filed within Ninety days from the date of receipt of this 
order. 

5. zikl;fitt ciTi f5zff 51N411‘3-hTii2-1 \31 ,31T-a-vr col 14-11.-f -#;rfa-Ert Tr-d-p col 
{I1 1kC 3{Tcr)cl t ft-41 cp4-1 q4-10R-1 -1;r1 tit Tp-ft 

.1qct) c1iI tN qrd-Er'itt qrftqi3ff ce-IRcHict •k14-1&1 1;RTd 0)1 

-fcrrft Tit çi ct;) #.414ff 4-4t-fu TR-T -rcrTrit uqu Rck tqlo Li -4 
Ti-Trq tr-{ -Err \3F42-ri qrfit m-ctdI41 TWTcfq qR-Act) Tft teft 

It shall be filed in quadruplicate and shall be accompanied by an equal number 
of copies of the order appealed against (One of which at least shall be certified 
copy). All supporting documents of the appeal should be forwarded in 
quadruplicate. The appeal shall be presented in person to the Register or sent by 
Registered Post addressed to the Registrar. But the date of receipt in office of the 
said Registrar in time or otherwise will be the relevant date for the purposes of 
limitation of time. 

6. 4)1 Trdiff ict)n rfr61IL1c,  fiik -1-4&{ Tretr--fa 5 co') k 
-FTE-  TrTui-74 ittiT t, kYI-) itLidti Lld ffd.  t 3117 

t5—Y4 Tri24  arr-a-vr   3{ctT rz:Fif-45Tut 

4-11i) 4 cct 7.5% TT-MR.1:R cOl tfT ccP 3rI7 TfT 

\51i tft 

The Fee is required to be paid as through a cross Bank Draft in favour of the 
Assistant Registrar of Bench of the Tribunal on a branch of any Nationalized 
Bank located at the place where the Bench is situated and it shall be attached to 
the form of appeal. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on 
payment of 7.5% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in 
dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute 

7. 1 3ft7 cta Ti-d71;fit 1:7 -tilLII(14 ct.t-t14-1-1 31f 114,  1970 31----& 6 chi arge 1 

rfa•id-  50 ttrcri -LIN-1mq -R-1---- -tt44-1 04 11 6).-11Titql 

The Copy of this order attached therein should bear a Court fee stamp of 50 paise 
as prescribed under schedule 1 of Article 6 of the Court fee stamp Act, 1970. 

8. aftit AuFq TIN cP1 W4-11u1 1-ftIc1I f*Err ,311.11 .qrit-71 

Proof of payment of duty, penalty etc. should also be attached in original to the 
form of appeal. 

9. aft:ft 1=R 5 cr) I -LI I LIIC1L1 t 14-14 (1+11 @.11'Tit1.l 

Appeal should bear a Court Fee Stamp 5/-. 

10 TTETT tiuf fd-d-Tur f07 (afit) i:"Erri, 2001 417 *Ilia Jc51, 
1982 tt I 

Please refer to the Central Excise (Appeals) Rules, 2001 and the CEGAT, 
Procedure Rules, 1982 for complete details. 

Notes: - [These notes are for broad general guidance only. The original text of the 
Finance Act, 1994/The Central Excise Act, 1944 and the Rules framed there under may 
be referred to before taking any action in terms of these Notes.] 
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. Present proceedings have arisen out of Final Order No. A/11781/2023, dated 

23.08.2023, issued by the Hon'ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad, vide which the 

• Order - Qriginal No. ww-Fix,c,usjaa-,gom- 18-14-1,5, dated 28.08.2014 

issued by the Commissioner, Central Excise, Rajkot was set aside and the 

matter was remanded back to the adjudicating authority for fresh decision 

after ascertaining the amount of Cenvat Credit for the goods used in 

foundation and construction of building respectively. 

1.1 Stated in brief, the issue involved is that M/s. Sanghi Industries Ltd., (Clinker 

Unit), Sanghipurarn, P.O. Motiber, Taluka Abdasa, Distt. Kutch (hereinafter 

referred to as the Noticee') are holding Central Excise Registration No. 

AAECS5510QXM003, for manufacture of excisable goods viz. Clinker, falling 

under CETSH No. 25231000 of the First Schedule to the Central Excise Tariff 

Act, 1985. 

1.2 During the course of scrutiny of the records of the Noticee by the audit 

officials for the month of April, 2009 to June, 2009, it was observed that the 

Noticee have wrongly availed the Cenvat Credit amount of Rs. 75,46,827/- in 

respect of Cement and TMT Bars, which were listed in their capital goods 

register as Capital Goods used in the factory for manufacture of excisable 

goods. Further, there appeared no evidence that these items i.e. Cement, TMT 

Bars, have been used as raw material/input either for manufacture of their 

final product i.e. Clinker or in the manufacture of capital goods which were 

further used in the factory for manufacture. Thus, these items having been 

used in civil construction did not appear to be classifiable either as 'Capital 

Goods' under Rule 2(a) of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 (hereinafter referred 

to as 'CCR') or 'input' as prescribed under Rule 2(k) ibid, as has also been 

clarified by the Board vide Instruction dated 08.07.2010 issued from F.No. 

267/ 11/ 2010-CX8. 

1.3 Accordingly, the Noticee was issued Show Cause Notice No. V.25/AR-II- 

Bhuj /41/ Commr. /2014-15, dated 29.04.2014 proposing as to why:- 

a). The Cenvat Credit amount of Rs. 75,46,827/- availed/utilized during the 

period from April, 2009 to June, 2009, should not be disallowed to them 

and recovered under Rule 14 of the CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004 read with 

Section 11A(5) of the Central Excise Act, 1944; 

b). Interest at appropriate rate should not be recovered from them on the 

aforesaid Cenvat Credit amount under Rule 14 of the CENVAT Credit 

Rules, 2004 read with Section 1 IAA of the Central Excise Act, 1944; and 

c). Penalty should not be imposed upon them under Rule 15(2) of the CENVAT 

Credit Rules, 2004 read with Section 1 lAC of the Central Excise Act, 1944. 

1.4 The Show Cause Notice dated 18.07.2003, adjudicated by the Commissioner, 

Central Excise 86 Service Tax, Rajkot vide Order - in - Original No. RAJ-

EXCUS-000-COM-18-14-15, dated 28.08.2014, whereby, the adjudicating 
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authority has disallowed the Cenvat Credit amount of Rs. 75,46,827/- and 

confirmed the demand of the same alongwith interest in terms of Rule 14 of 

the CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004 read with Section 1 IAA of the Central Excise 

Act, 1944. The adjudicating authority has further imposed penalty of Rs. 

37,73,414/ -under Rule 15 of the CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004 read with 

Section 11AC of the Central Excise Act, 1944. 

1.5 Being aggrieved with the Order - in - Original No. RAJ-EXCUS-000-COM-18- 

14-15, dated 28.08.2014, the Noticee had preferred appeal before the Honble 

CESTAT, Ahmedabad. The Hon'ble Tribunal, Ahmedabad vide Final Order No. 

A/11781/2023, dated 23.08.2023 remanded the matter back to the 

adjudicating authority to take fresh decision. The Honble CESTAT, 

Ahmedabad has directed, inter-alia, to decide the matter only after 

ascertaining the amount of Cenvat for the goods used in foundation and 

construction of building respectively. 

2. PERSONAL HEARING AND DEFENCE SUBMISSION 

2.1 Shri Ishan H Bhatt, Advocate, as authorized person of the Noticee has 

appeared virtually for personal hearing on 27.05.2025. 

2.2 During the course of personal hearing, he referred to the statutory provisions 

and case laws in support of their claim that the subject goods/items fulfill 
the conditions and definition of inputs and also claimed that these 

goods/items are used in relation to the manufacture of final product. 

Accordingly, they are eligible to avail the Cenvat Credit on the same. 

2.3 He further added that he will submit the required additional submission in 

support of their claim, which he submitted on 13.06.2025 as elaborated 

hereinafter. 

2.4 The Noticee has made submission vide their letter dated 13.06.2025 

contending that: 

The CENVAT credit amount of Rs. 75,46,827/- availed during April, 2009 to 

June, 2009 on Cement and TMT bars is proposed to be denied on the ground 

that the Cement and TMT bars were used in civil construction work and credit 

is not admissible on the same in view of Explanation 2 inserted in Rule 2(k) 

of CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004 by Notification No. 16/2009-CE(NT) dated 

07.07.2009. Relevant portion of Rule 2(k) of CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004 is 

reproduced below: 

"Explanation 2 - Input includes goods used in the manufacture of capital 
goods which are further used in the factory of the manufacturer but shall 
not include cement, angles, channels, centrally twisted deform (CTD) bar or 
Thermo Mechanicallm Treated (TMT) bar and other items used for 
construction of factory shed, building or lulling of foundation or making of 
structures for support of capital goods; fAmendment was made to 
Explanation 2 vide Notification No. 16/ 2009-CE(N.T.) dated 07.07.2009J" 

It is now settled law in their own case that the amendment to Rule 2(k) of the 

CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004 by amendment to Explanation 2, is only 

prospective in nature and is not applicable for the period prior to July 2009. 

Reliance is placed upon the judgment issued in their own case reported at 
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C.C.E. & S.T. - Rajkot V. Sanghi Industries Ltd. - 2022 (5) TMI 475 - 

CESTAT AHMEDABAD In the present case, the entire credit is proposed to 

be denied for the period April.-2009.-to June 2009. The said restriction 

regarding availment of CENVAT credit on cement and TMT bars is only 

applicable for the period from 07.07.2009 onwards. Reliance is also placed 

upon the following judgments, including the binding judgment of the Hon'ble 

High Court of Gujarat in the case of Mundra Ports & Special Economic 

Zone Ltd. v. Commissioner 2015 (39) STR 726 (Guj.): 

a. CCE, Lucknow v. Mankapur Chini Mills 2019 (367) ELT 889 (All.) 

b. Singhal Enterprises Pvt. Ltd. 2016 (341) ELT 372 (Tn. Del. 

c. Vandana Global Limited v. CCE 2018 (16) GSTL 462 (Chhattisgarh) 

Thus, the CENVAT credit availed on TMT Bars and Cements in dispute is 

eligible. 

2.5 The Noticee vide letter dated 26.06.2025 has submitted that they are liable 

to provide bifurcation of the goods i.e. TMT Bar and Cement used for 

foundation of Capital Goods and construction of building/sheds during the 

subject period of SCN (i.e. April, 2009 to June, 2009). They further requested 

that as the matter pertains to 2009-10, they required reasonable time and 

accordingly requested for 21 days time to submit the bifurcation of same. 

2.6 The Noticee further submitted vide letter dated 24.07.2025 that they do not 

find the required documents in their record to submit the bifurcation of the 

goods used for foundation of Capital Goods and construction of building/ 

sheds during the period April, 2009 to June, 2009. Hence, they required two 

weeks more time to submit the bifurcation of the same. 

2.7 As the Noticee failed to submit the required submissions in support of their 

claim even after giving the sufficient time, another opportunity for personal 

hearing was given which was attended by Shri Ishan H Bhatt, Advocate on 

11.08.2025. 

2.7.1 During the course of hearing, he stated that the Noticee do not have the 

required documents to provide the bifurcattion of the subject goods i.e., 

TMT Bars and Cements used for construction of foundation/structure of 

Capital Goods and for construction of Buildings/Sheds and others. 

3. DISCUSSION & FINDINGS: 

3.1 I have carefully gone through the case records, Show Cause Notice dated 

29.04.2014, Order - in - Original No. RAJ-EXCUS-000-COM-18-14-15, dated 

28.08.2014 passed by the Commissioner, Central Excise 8s Service Tax, 

Rajkot, Final Order No. A/11781/2023, dated 23.08.2023 passed by the 

Hon'ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad and submissions made by the Noticee, both 

written as well as oral. 
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3.2 It is observed that the Hon'ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad had vide Final Order No. 

A/11781/2023, dated 23.08.2023 allowed Noticee's appeal by way of remand, 

to the adjudicating authority with the following observations: 

"4. We have carefully considered the submission made by both sides and 
perused the records. We find that there is no dispute that the cement and 
TMT bars were used for construction of building as well as foundation for 
erection and installation of machinery. As regard the cement and TMT bars 
used for construction of building, the appellant have relied upon various 
judgments, however, those judgments are related to the cenvat credit to the 
service provider and not to the manufacturer, therefore, these judgments are 
not directly applicable in support of credit on cement and TMT bars used in 
construction of factory building. 

4.1 As regard the cenvat credit to the manufacturer in respect of cement and 
TMT bars for making foundation for erection, installation of the machinery, 
there are judgments in favour of the assessee. However neither the show 
cause notice nor adjudication order has given bifurcation of the material 
used separately for making foundation and construction of building. 
Therefore, we are of the view that the matter must go back to the 
Adjudicating Authority for ascertaining the amount of cenvat for the goods 
used in foundation and construction of building respectively and only 
thereafter, the final decision can be taken considering various judgments 
cited by the appellant. All the issues are kept open. 

5. Accordingly, the impugned order is set aside. Appeal is allowed by way 
of remand to the Adjudicating Authority." 

The above said order dated 23.08.2023 of the Honble Tribunal, Ahmedabad 

has been accepted by the Commissioner, Central Excise and GST, 

Gandhidharn on 08.02.2024. 

3.3 As per the observations of the Hon'ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad in the Final 

Order No. A/11781/2023, dated 23.08.2023, I find that the adjudicating 

authority in the present case has to ascertain the amount of Cenvat Credit in 

respect of TMT Bar and Cement used in foundation and construction of 

building and decide the admissibility of Cenvat Credit accordingly, 

3.4 As regard the admissibility of Cenvat Credit in respect of the TMT Bars and 

Cement, the Noticee contended that they are eligible to avail the Cenvat Credit 

on these items as held by the Honble CESTAT, Ahmedabad in their own case 

reported at C.C.E. & S.T. - Rajkot V. Sanghi Industries Ltd. - 2022 (5) TMI 

475 - CESTAT AHMEDABAD. In the present case, the entire credit is 

proposed to be denied for the period April 2009 to June 2009. The said 

restriction regarding availment of CENVAT credit on cement and TMT bars is 

only applicable for the period from 07.07.2009 onwards. Reliance is also 

placed upon the following judgments, including the binding judgment of the 

Honble High Court of Gujarat in the case of Mundra Ports & Special 

Economic Zone Ltd. v. Commissioner 2015 (39) STR 726 (Guj.): 

a. CCE, Lucknow v. Mankapur Chini Mills 2019 (367) ELT 889 (All.) 

b. Singhal Enterprises Pvt. Ltd. 2016 (341) ELT 372 (Tn. Del. 

c. Vandana Global Limited v. CCE 2018 (16) GSTL 462 (Chhattisgarh) 
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- 3.4.1 

3.5.2 

I further find that the Hon'ble Tribunal, Ahmedabad in the own case of the 

Noticee reported at C.C.E. & S.T. - Rajkot V. Sanghi Industries Ltd. - 2022 

(5) TM! 475 - CESTAT AHMEDABAD has held that: 

"04. We have carefully considered the submissions made by both sides and 

perused the record. Having considered the rival contentions, we find that 

the department have erred in relying upon the amended Explanation-II with 

effect from the year 2009, whereas admittedly the credits in question were 

taken during period June 2007 to Dec. 2007. We further find that the 
ruling in the case of "VandanaGlobal Ltd.", by Larger Bench 
Tribunal [2010 (253) E.L.T. 440 (Tribunal-LB)], have been overruled 
by Hon"ble Gujarat High Court in the case of `Mundra Port' [2015 (39) 
S.T.R. 726 (Guj.)] and by Hon'ble Madras High Court in the case of 

'India Cement Ltd.' reported at 2015(321) E.L.T. 209 (Mad.), wherein 
it is categorically held that steel items and supporting structures 
are essential part of the machinery, so as to run the same for 
manufacture of dutiable finished products. Accordingly, the Hon"ble 

High Court held that the steels items used in the plant and 
machinery and supporting structures are eligible for Cenvat credit. 
In the present matter use of the impugned goods were not disputed by the 

department, further revenue also not disputed the Joint verification report 

duly signed by the Deputy Commissioner, Central Excise, Gandhidham and 

representative of assessee. The said verification report has categorically 

described the usage of the materials under dispute on which cenvat credit 

has been availed by the assessee. We also find that the issue of utilization 

of goods for repairs and maintenance of capital goods is no longer res 

integra and the same have been decided in favour of the assessee by 

number of decisions. If any items is used for repair and maintenance of the 

plant and machinery, the same would be eligible for Cenvat credit in view 

of the judgment of the Hon'ble Chhattisgarh High Court in the case of 

Ambuja Cement Eastern v. CCE, Raipur [2010 (256) E. L.T. 690 
(Chhattisgarh)] and Hon'ble Karnataka High Court in the case of CCE, 

Bangalore v. Alfred Herbert (India) Ltd. [2010 (257) E.L.T. 29 (Kar.)]. 

Therefore, in the present matter Ld. Commissioner has rightly allowed the 

Cenvat Credit of Rs. 1,71,26,939/ -. 

4.1 The disputed items in question are also claimed to have been used for 

repairs/ maintenance of capital goods by way of replacement of old/ worn 

out parts/ components of such capital goods. This factual position is to be 
seen through the verification reports. However, the revenue has 
proceeded on the premise that the disputed items were used for 
fabricating/manufacturing of capital goods. If this finding is 
presumed to be correct for a moment, then there is a prima facie 
case for holding that the disputed items were used in the 
manufacture of capital goods and, hence, by virtue of the aforesaid 
Explanation to the definition given under Rule 2(k), disputed items 
could be considered as "inputs". We hold that the credit is 
admissible on the disputed goods in question." 

In view of the above discussions and the case laws referred by the Noticee, I 

find that the Noticee is eligible to avail the Cenvat Credit on Steel items to the 

extent that the same are used for manufacture of Capital Goods in the factory. 

I further find that the impugned goods on which the Noticee has availed the 

Cenvat Credit of Rs. 75,46,827/-, were used either for construction of 

factory/civil structure or for laying foundation or making structures for 

supporting the capital goods viz., plant and machinery. However, the Noticee 
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failed to produce any documentary evidence i.e., verification report or a 

certificate regarding quantification of the impugned goods used in foundation.  

and construction of building. I also find that the Noticee had not submitted 

the Cenvat Credit Register for Capital Goods in the concerned ER-1 Returns 

and has submitted vide their letter dated 12.08.2011 that too only after being 

asked for by the department. 

3.5.3 Further, the Noticee vide their letter dated 24.07.2025 as well as orally during 

the person hearing held on 11.08.2025 has submitted that they do not have 

required documents to submit the bifurcation of the goods used for 

foundation of capital goods and construction of buildings/ sheds. 

3.5.4 It is relevant in this regard that the Hon'ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad has in Final 

Order No. A/11781/2023, dated 23.08.2023 held that the judgments relied 

by the Noticee in support of the cement and TMT bars used for construction 

of building, are related to the cenvat credit to the service provider and not to 

the manufacturer. Hence, the same are not applicable in the instant case. 

Accordingly, the Hon'ble Tribunal has remanded the matter back to ascertain 

the amount of Cenvat Credit for the goods used in foundation and 

construction of building respectively. Therefore, in absence of any 

corroborative evidences submitted by the Noticee that the impugned goods 

were used for laying foundation or making structures for supporting the 

capital goods, I find that the impugned goods were used for construction of 

factory/civil structure, for which the Noticee is not eligible to avail the Cenvat 

Credit. 

 

Therefore, I find that the Noticee have willfully suppressed the facts with clear 

intention to avail the ineligible Cenvat Credit amount of Rs. 75,46,827/-. 

Accordingly, I hold that the Noticee's claim of admissibility of the Cenvat 

Credit amount of Rs. 75,46,827/- in respect of TMT Bar and Cement, is not 

legally sustainable. Hence, demand of Cenvat Credit of Rs. 75,46,827/ - 

proposed in the impugned SCN, is liable to be of recovered from the Noticee 

under Rule 14 of the CENVAT Credit Rules, 2004 read with Section 11A(5) of 

the Central Excise Act, 1944. 

3.5.5 

 

3.6 As discussed and concluded hereinbefore, Cenvat amount of Rs. 

75,46,827/- has been wrongly availed and utilized by the Noticee. In 

terms of provisions of Rule 14 of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2002 

"Where the CENVAT credit has been taken and utilised wrongly or has 

been erroneously refunded, the same shall be recovered along with 

interest from the manufacturer or the provider of output service, as the 

case may be, and the provisions of sections 11A and 11AA of the Excise 

Act or sections 73 and 75 of the Finance Act, 1994, as the case may be, 

shall apply mutatis mutandis for effecting such recoveries". Thus, 

interest is required to be recovered on the Cenvat Credit amount of 

Rs. 75,46,827/-, wrongly taken by the Noticee. 
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As regard to penalty proposed under Rule 15(2) of the Cenvat Credit 

Rules, 2004, I find that the discussions made in the abovesaid para 

olearlyvestablieh that• the-Noticeeoleange.garrongly availed the ineligible 

Cenvat Credit in guise of capital goods which was not admissible to 

them. This fact came to the knowledge of the department only when 

the audit of the records of the Noticee was carried out. Hence, the act 

on the part of Noticee of availing the said credit, has resulted in 

violation of the provisions of the Cenvat Credit Rules and to be 

attributed with malafide or mens rea. I therefore find that provisions 

of extended period and consequent penal action attached to such act 

of contravention, is liable to be invoked. So, by acting in the manner, 

the Noticee has rendered themselves liable for penal action under 

Rule 15 of the CCR. I, therefore, hold that the Noticee is liable for 

penalty under Rule 15 of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 read with 

Section 1 lAC of the Central Excise Act, 1944. 

3.8 In view thereof, I pass the following order: 

:ORDER: 

(i) I disallow the Cenvat Credit amount of Rs. 75,46,827/- availed by 

the Noticee during the period from April, 2009 to June, 2009 and 

order to recover the same from them under Rule 14 of the Cenvat 

Credit Rules, 2004 read with Section 11A(5) of the Central Excise Act, 

1944; 

(ii) I order to recover the interest at appropriate rate on the Cenvat 

Credit amount of Rs. 75,46,827/- wrongly availed and utilized by 

the Noticee, under Rule 14 of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004, read 

with Section 11AA of the Central Excise Act, 1944; 

(iii) I impose penalty of Rs. 37,73,414/- upon the Noticee under Rule 

15 of the Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 read with Section 1 lAC of the 

Central Excise Act, 1944. 

F.No. GEXCOM/ADJN/CE/COM/21/2025-ADJN 

M/s Sanghi Industries Limited 
Clinker Unit, Sanghipuram, 
Motiber, Abdasa, 
Kutch, Gujarat. 

R.P.A.D./ Speed Post 

Copy ubmitted to: 

1/The Chief Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Ahmedabad Zone, 
Ahmedabad. 
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Copy to: 

1. The Deputy Commissioner (TRC), CGST and Central Excise, HQ, Gandhidham for. 
necessary action. 

2. The Assistant Commissioner (System), CGST and Central Excise, HQ, 
Gandhidham for uploading on official site. 

3. The Assistant Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Bhuj Division, for 
information and necessary action. 

4. The Superintendent concerned Range of Bhuj Division, for information and 
necessary action. 

5. Guard File. 
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