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srfta zm&gr iezrr ftfain I
(e)

Order-In-Appeal No. and Date
AHM-EXCUS-003-APP-132/2022-23 and 28.02.2023

(if) i:rrfta-~~ I sf1 arfergr amt, era (srf#a)

Passed By Shri Akhilesh Kumar, Commissioner (Appeals)

snit ffi'#~/
('cf)

Date of issue
28.02.2023

(s)
Arising out of Order-In-Original No. PLN-AC-STX-60/2021-22 dated 30.03.2022 passed by

the Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division-Palanpur, Gandhinagar Commissionerate

fdaaaf mr arrj uaT / M/s Yash Hotel, Radhanpur-Palanpur Highway,
('tf) Name and Address of the

Appellant Sardarpura, Radhanpur, Patan, Gujarat-385340

#l& arfa< a4a-s?gr a zriatgrrsmar2 at az srstah 7fr znf@fa R7 aa7 T, TT
rf@elart#tft srargtur largr#mar?, #afarh facegtmar?

Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal or revision
application, as the one may be against such order, to the appropriate authority in the
following way.

m-{d' 'fR9iT( cfiT TTTT~~:-
Revision application to Government of India:

(1) a#ta sgra gr# sf@2fa, 1994 Rt arr sraa #Rt aarg mgmi k ark galas arr #t
s-rrr? rr reg h siasfaglarur smear 3fl Ra,at, fa jataq,a fa+T,
tfr ifa, statra, iatf, fact: 110001 =#ttst fez :

A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Deep
Building, Parliament Street, New Delhi - 110 001 under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944
in respect of the following case, governed by first proviso to sub-section (1) of Section-
35 ibid: -

(a) z4@ at ft zR #ma at z1at aft surtr tar at ft
nus(It t gr? sssrn wr ta gzii,Rtsasrr T suetark agft star? a
at [aftsertrgtmtfr4far #tu g&z

In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a
ehouse or to another factory or from one warehouse to another during the course
rocessing of the goods_ in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a
ehouse.
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(w) +rah argf@Rt zag TT -sR1<r it f.i 4 rfcl ct l=ITT1 cRm l=ITT1 ~ Pct R l--1101 it~~~ l=ITT1 "CR

grza gr#hRah+rrRt stahagftr TT 'SRi?f if f.-)41fa ct ~I

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 manufacture of the goods which are
exported to any country or territory outside India.

In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without
payment of duty.

('cf) ~ Z:1,91 ¢'1 cf! Z:1,91 ar gem @sratra fu Rtst hfez tr ft&? sit eh srgr it sa
err tifr ah a1fen rga, sft ? arr cfTfur crr~ cR m qfcf if ITT~ (rr 2) 1998

err 109 arr fga fu sq zt
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 and such
order is passed by the Commissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under
Sec.109 of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998.

(2) ht sgraa grea (sf«) 4l--11 cl J7, 2001 far 9 a siafa Pct f.i Fcf@ m~~-8 if if
4fail i, fa smr eh 4fasr faRita fl m k lap-?gr qi srfh star Rt t-at
fa@iarr 5a ear fa star arfeq 3th rr arar < #T "1j,@:f 1<fttsf % 3fct"lTd ITTD 35-~ i:t
faafRta Rra pnrarr ha h arr El-6 arrruf +ft2fratfzq

The above 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 OIO 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.

(3) Rf@r slat ahrzr szi iara u# tasq?t ar5qtm3tats? 200/- fl 4rat Rt
srz cir szt ia {ehl--1 "Q:fimi\"~'?r "ctT 1000 /- cITT' i:J?m~cITT'~I

The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200 /- where the
amount involved is Rupees One Lac or less and Rs.1,000 /- where the amount involved
is more than Rupees One Lac.

flat gen, hat sgraa gt«ea vi latas4Rn =af@awa#ftsf:
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) ht 3grar gr«asf@lf , 1944 ft er 35-R1/35-<a iafa:
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to:-

(2) Safa qRbaaar gar h ratar Rt fa, ft a ma fl gear, hf
gr< gen vi tar# 2flt utznf@law (Rea) Rt ,Rau 2tr4fa, 47a(ala if 2nd l=ITT1f ,

6l§l-llffi -i:rcr,=f, 3fff"{c!T , fut1{1ill{, 3l~l-1¢1iill¢-3800041

To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2n<lfloor, Bahumali Bhawan, Asarwa, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad:
380004. In case of appeals other than as mentioned above para.

The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-
3 as prescribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be

........-.:- -::-a,q~ompanied against (one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of
/4,1:;:(\h,E~1'a;ooo/-, Rs.5,000/- and Rs.10,000/- where amount of duty/ penalty/ demand/
f_~tr

0
r),,-c :;~,_,•_.~~~s upto 5 Lac, 5 Lac to 50 Lac and above 50 Lac respectively in the form of

Ii . t~f..'.roJ~~'1f' bank draft in favour of Asstt. Registar of a branch of any nominate public·e. 6a» ,a 2•~ '""'= ,..., l ~,.._,_...,. /.~ .,,:_~

\
•@, ""•'>.. / ·'' . .,,, o.cs"%,.... ; /..__.....

0

0



%$.sgi.·. %
sector bank of the place where the berich of any noi:ninate public sector bank of the
place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated.

(3) 4R<ser i a&nskit #at##tar gar z a'1@ia rr tara fg #tr mr rat srjn
ar fat st Regss eh?ta gu sf fa far €r af aafu zrnferfa arf@ft
~~cITT"uzfrt a€hrat#Rt u4 maaa fur srar at

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each 0.1.0.
should be paid in the aforesaid manner notwithstanding the fact that the one appeal
to the Appellant Tribunal or the one application to the Central Govt. As the case may
be, is filled to avoid scriptoria work if excising Rs. 1 lacs fee of Rs.100/- for each.

(4) r.q1.q1~.q zrn~ 1970 ~~~cl?!-~-1 ziafa faff?a fag gars
3near qrqr?gr zrnf@eta ff r1 mf'clcITTfr zn2gr irt Rt ua fars6. 50 #r e!iT r,tj 14 I~ '4

gr«ea fez «sr @tar afeg1

One copy of application or 0.1.0. as the case may be, and the order of the
adjournment authority shall a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paise as prescribed under
scheduled-I item of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) z sit if@a tr#i #t fiat #a ark fail Rt 3TI( m ant zaffa fan star ? sit flat
) ten, fr sgraa gr«ca gi at4fl ztrf@#r (arafff@) f.n:m, 1982 l=f~ t1

Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in
the Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.

0

(6) flr gr«a, hrz agrar gra qi hara 4ta +tzf@raw (Ree) u 4fa zfRrama
# aaarit (Demand) vs (Penalty) e!iT 10% asr mar zfarf ? grail, sf@rmarIf#r
10 4ts?l (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994)

h#{hrsr grca s#hara a siasia, gf@a@tr#frRt is (Duty Demanded) I

(1) m (Section) 1 lD t~R~ufu;
(2) fanaa@#fezRuf@?rz;
(3) ~ ffl"2: f.:p:rmt f.n:m 6 t~~urn,

Tas'iaasf'rzqn Rtgarsf'afa f@ug gr aarRear

For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, 10% of the Duty & Penalty
confirmed by the Appellate Commissioner would have to be pre-deposited, provided
that the pre-deposit amount shall not exceed Rs.10 Crores. It may be noted that the
pre-deposit is a mandatory condition for filing appeal before CESTAT. (Section 35 C
(2A) and 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance
Act, 1994).

Under Central Excise and Service Tax, "Duty demanded" shall include:
(i) amount determined under Section 11 D;
(ii) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit talrnn;
(iii) ·amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

(6)(i) <a z?grsf aft 1f@2raw k# "fll-l"~::r sgt green szrar gen urzus fa 1Rct W err~ fcl1Q; Tri:!;
~t 10%~"Cf{ 3TR'%,T~~ Fctc!tRct ~~~t 10%~"Cf{cl?t-'5'\TWRTT~I

In view of above, 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,

-a.~_,· r penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute."
~ <.~ CE
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F No. GAPPL/COM/STP/1522/2022

4fr st?g / ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s. Yash Hotel, Radhanpur-Palanpur

Highway, At:-Sardarpura, Radhanpur-385340, Patan, (hereinafter referred to as the

"appellant") against Order-In-Original No.PLN-AC-STX-60/2021-22, dated 29.03.2022

[hereinafter referred to as the "impugned order"], passed by the Assistant

Commissioner, CGST & C.Ex., Division: Palanpur, Commissionerate: Gandhinagar

. [hereinafter referred to as the "adjudicating authority'].

2. Briefly stated, the facts of the case are that the appellant were holding Service

Tax Registration No. AABFY1831CSD001 for providing taxable services viz. Restaurant

services, Accommodation services in Hotel. As per the information received from the

Income Tax department, discrepancies were observed in the total income declared in

Income Tax Returns/26AS, when compared with Service Tax Returns of the appellant

for the period FY. 2015-16. I order to verify the said discrepancies as well as to

ascertain the fact whether the appellant had discharged their Service Tax liabilities

during the period F.Y. 2015-16, letters dated 16.09.2019 and 18.10.2019 were issued to 0
them by the department. The appellant failed to file any reply to the query. It was also

observed by the Service Tax authorities that the appellant had not filed ST-3 returns for

the FY. 2015-16. It was also observed that the nature of services provided by the

appellant were covered under the definition of 'Service' as per Section 65B(44) of the

Finance Act, 1994,and their services were not covered under the 'Negative List' as per

Section 66D of the Finance Act,1994. Further, their services were not exempted vide

the Mega Exemption Notification No.25/2012-S.T., dated 20.06.2012 (as amended).

Hence, the services provided by the appellant during the relevant period were

considered taxable.

3. In the absence of any other available data for cross-verification, the Service Tax
0

liability of the appellant for the F.Y. 2015-16 was determined on the basis of value of

'Sales of Services under Sales/Gross Receipts from Services (Value from ITR)' as

provided by the Income Tax department. Since the appellant had not filed the Service

Tax returns, the 'Taxable Value' was considered what the appellant had declared in the

Income Tax Returns. Details are as under:-

TABLE
(Amount in Rs.)

Period Total Income Income on Difference of Rate of Service Service Tax along
as per ITR-5 which Service Value Tax with Cess

Tax paid [Including Cess] Demanded
(1) (2) 1)-(2)= (3) (4) (5)

2015-16 45,98,700 00 45,98,700 14.5 % 6,66,811
·--
",1 ,:.''!~·"~v,,.",---·, g,. ,; ~

:·i::•1.·.-~D". ·~.3·,#% 2
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4. The appellant was issued a Show Cause Notice vide F.No. AR-V/Yash- Hotel/ST-

3-SCN/2020-21, dated 10.06.2020, wherein it was proposed to:

► Demand and recover Service Tax amount of Rs.6,66,811/- under the proviso to

Section 73 (1) of the Finance Act, 1994 alongwith Interest under Section 75 ofthe

Finance Act,1994;
► Impose penalty under Section 76, 77(2), 77(3)(c) and 78 of the Finance Act, 1994.

5. The said Show Cause Notice was adjudicated vide the impugned order wherein:

» Demand for Rs.6,66,811/- was confirmed under the proviso to Section 73(1) of

the Finance Act, 1994;
► Interest was imposed to be recovered under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994;

>> Penalty amounting to Rs.6,66,811/- was imposed under Section 78 of the

Finance Act, 1994;
>» Penalty of Rs.10,000/- was imposed under Section 77(2) of the Finance Act,

1994;
>» Penalty of Rs.10,000/- was imposed under Section 77(3)(c) of the Finance Act,

1994.

6. Being aggrieved with the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority,

the appellant have preferred the present appeal on following grounds_:

» They were engaged in providing lodging and boarding in Hotel rooms. The tariff

per night for occupancy of each room was fixed at Rs. 900/-. During the period

under reference, they had claimed exemption under Entry No. 18 of Notification

No.25/2012-.T.
► During the period under reference the turnover of the appellant was

Rs.45,98,700/-. However, the said turnover consists of room tariff

accommodation fixed at Rs. 900/- per night. Thus, they had correctly claimed the

exemption under Notification No.25/2012-S.T., as the declared tariff did not

exceed Rs.1000/-.
► The Superintendent, Palanpur had issued notice demanding service tax on entire

turnover without verifying the facts of the case of the appellant.

»» They has furnished sales ledger, tariff and copy of invoices before the

adjudicating authority i.e. Assistant Commissioner, Palanpur but the adjudicating

authority had arbitrarily / mechanically confirmed the demand and issued the

order merely for non submission of entry book.
> Invocation of Section 73(1) of the Finance Act, 1994 is not justifiable.
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► The adjudicating authority had failed to appreciate that as the declared tariff per

night by them was less than Rs.1000/- per night, the provisions of Gujarat Tax on

Luxuries (Hotel and Lodging Houses) Act, 1977 is not applicable in their case.

► Thus, the adjudicating authority has erred in law and on facts in invoking

extended period of limitation under Section 73 of the Finance Act, 1994.

► The adjudicating authority has erred in initiation of Service Tax proceedings

after repeal of the erstwhile Finance Act, 1994 and Rules thereof.

>> The adjudicating authority has erred in law and facts in confirming demand of

Rs. 6,66,811/-.
► The adjudicating authority has erred in levy of penalty of Rs. 6,66,811/- under

Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994 and levying the interest on Rs. 6,66,811/

under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994.

► The adjudicating authority has erred in levy of penalty of Rs. 10,000/- under

Section 77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994 and levy of penalty of Rs. 10,000/- under

Section 77(3) of the Finance Act, 1994.

7. It is observed that the appellant is contesting the demand of Service Tax along

with interest & also imposition of penalty totally amounting to Rs.13,53,622/- [i.e.

Service Tax Rs.6,66,811/-, Penalty Rs.6,66,811/- Rs.10,000/- & Rs.10,000/-] confirmed

/ imposed under Section 73(1), Section 78, Section 77(2) and Section 77(3)(c) of the

Finance Act, 1994 , respectively. Upon scrutiny of the appeal papers filed by the
a • #

appellant; on .27.05.2022, it was noticed that they had submitted DRC-03 dated

27.05.2022 showing payment of Rs. 50,011/- towards pre-deposit in terms of Section

35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944.

0

\

8. The CBIC had, consequent to the rollout of the Integrated CBIC-GST Portal, vide

Circular No.1070/3/2019-CX, dated 24.06.2019, directed that from 1s July, 2019 )

onwards, a new revised procedure has to be followed by the taxpayers for making

arrears of Central Excise & Service Tax payments through portal "CBIC (ICEGATE) E

payment". Subsequently, the CBIC issued Instruction dated 28.10.2022 from F.No.CBIC-

240137/14/2022-Service Tax Section-CBEC, wherein it was instructed that the

payments made through DRC-03 under CGST regime is not a valid mode of payment for

making pre-deposits under Section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944 and Section 83

of the Finance Act, 1994.

9. In terms of Section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, an appeal shall not be

entertained unless the appellant deposits 7.5% of the duty in case where duty and

penalty are in dispute or 7.5% of penalty where such penalty is in dispute. Relevant

legal provisions are reproduced below:
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"SECTION 35F: Deposit of certain percentage of duty demanded or
penalty imposed before filing appeal. - The Tribunal or the Commissioner
(Appeals), as the casemay be, shall notentertain any appeal

(i) under sub-section (1) of section 35, unless the appellant has deposited
seven and a halfper cent. of the duty, in case where duty or duty and penalty
are in dispute, or penalty, where such penalty is in dispute, in pursuance of a
decision or an order passed by an officer of Central Excise lower in rank than
the [Principal Commissioner of Central Excise or Commissioner of Central
Excise];"

10. The appellant was, therefore, called upon vide letter F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/

1522/2022-APPEAL, dated 24.11.2022 to make the pre-deposit in terms of Board's

Circular No.1070/3/2019-CX, dated 24.06.2019 read with CBIC Instruction dated

28.10.2022 and submit the document evidencing payment within 10 days of the receipt

of this letter. They were also informed that failure to submit proof of pre-deposit would

result in dismissal of the appeal for non-compliance in terms of Section 35F of the

central Excise Act, 1944. A reminder letter F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP /1522/2022-

APPEAL dated 19.12.2022 was also issued to the appellant to make the pre-deposit and

to submit the document evidencing payment within 7 days of the receipt of the letter

11. However, no communication was received from the appellant, nor did they

submit evidence of pre-deposit in terms of Board's Circular No.1070/3/2019-CX, dated

24.06.2019. It is observed that though sufficient time was granted to the appellant to

make the payment of pre-deposit in terms of Circular No.1070/3/2019-CX, dated

24.06.2019, they have failed to furnish proof of revised payment of pre-deposit of 7.5%

of the duty/ Tax made in terms of CBIC Instruction dated 28.10.2022 issued from

F.No.CBIC-240137/14/2022-Service Tax Section - CBEC.

0
12. I find it relevant to mention that the Instruction dated 28.10.2022 was issued by

the CBIC consequent to the directions of the Hon'ble Bombay High Court in the case of

Sodexo India Services Pvt. Ltd. Vs. UOI and Ors. in Writ Petition No. 6220 of 2022,

which is reproduced below :

"8 Therefore, it does appear that the confusion seems to be due to there
being no proper legal provision to accept payment of pre-deposit under
Section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944 through DRC-03. Some appellants
are filing appeals after making pre-deposit payments through DRC
30/GSTR-3B. In our view, this has very wide ramifications and certainly
requires the CBI & C to step in and issue suitable clarifications/guidelines/
answers to the FAQs. We would expect CBI & C to take immediate action
since the issue has been escalated by Mr.Lal over eight months ago."

13. In terms of CBIC's Instruction dated 28.10.2022, I find that the payment made

vide DR-03 cannot be considered as valid payment of pre-deposit. In terms of Section

F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, the Tribunal or Commissioner (Appeals), as the

. As ,.,
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case may be, shall not entertain any appeal unless the appellant has deposited 7.5% of

the duty, in case where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute. These provisions have

been made applicable to appeals under Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994. Hence, this

authority is bound by the provisions of the Act and has no powers or jurisdiction to

interpret the mandate of Section 35F in any other manner. As such, I hold that for

entertaining the appeal, the appellant is required to deposit the amounts in terms of

Section 35F, which was not done. I, therefore, dismiss the appeal filed by the appellant

for non-compliance of the provisions of Section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944.

14. In view of the above, the appeal filed by the appellant is dismissed for non

compliance of the provisions of Section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944 as made

applicable to Service Tax vide Sub-section (5) of Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994.

15. s{ta#af arr asft sfl#Rqzrl 5qtaafar rare
The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.

' .S
..o3e .%-)

(Akhilesh Kumar)
Commissioner (Appeals)

Date: 28.02.2023

(Ajay I u ar Agarwal)
Assistant Commissioner [In-situ] (Appeals)
Central Tax, Ahmedabad.

BY RPAD I SPEED POST.
To,
M/s. Yash Hotel,
Radhanpur-Palanpur Highway, .
At:- Sardarpura,
Radhanpur-385340,
Patan, Gujarat.

0

Copy to: 

1. The Principal Chief Commissioner, CGST & C.Ex., Ahmedabad Zone.
2. The Principal Commissioner, CGST & C.Ex., Commissionerate: Gandhinagar.
3. The Assistant Commissioner, CGST & C.Ex., Division-Palanpur, Commissionerate:

Gandhinagar.
4. TheSuperintendent (System), CGST, Appeals, Ahmedabad. (for uploading the OIA).
5.Guard File.

6. P.A. File.


