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HIE SARE T AYIT-SALT & AT STHT FCT & AV 98 59 AW F ¥ TonRafy A= qame 1w gemy
STRRIT 0T SIS AT TAIETOT STaa SeqT HX el §, ST o Q& aneer 3 fores g7 wehat g1

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.

HIRT GIHIR & ST STAE:-

Revision application to Government of India:

(1)

(%)

e g ScdTad e ATATAH, 1994 i €T oIad F1w JaT¢ TY FHWAT & IIX § YATH T hf
SU-ETRT % TIH ILAqe & siavia qALIereT smerae sreflier aiee, WiRa 9ens, & d=mer, osted f&am,
=l 7S, Strae 410 waw, 69 76, 98 fSewl: 110001 T 6t STHT =11y o=

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 :

Ffe wrer &7 g1 & araer § o et grive g F fRl WUt a1 o e § ar et
YUSTITY § AX WURTITY & HIS o S gT AW §, AT HfT HOSTIR AT HUSR | =g ag Tl Hre@r §
mﬁﬁﬁmmquﬁmaﬁam?sal

i ""
-

!:

In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from” A factory to ’ad‘
warehouse or to another factory or from one warehouse to another durmg the coﬁrse Y
of processing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or 1 at E
warehouse. :
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(@) WG & a1 et Ty a1 Jeor & Faifaa a1er v a1 7 & ARt § SuahT gew wg 71 )
STE [ o e o Aol F ST e & arg e g At ey  Faifad 2 v

In case of rebate of duty of excise on 'godds 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.

(M =l g F AT g R wRa 3 SreY (RdTer AT e @) [Rava e ra wrer gh

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

() STOW ITTET HT IR S[ea F AT 3 forg Sit gL hie 7y it 7 § ofie U smaer siv 59
gRT Td 9 % garias sngsn, ordier & gy qrika 9 99y 9% A7 a1« § fOwr afdfRey (7 2) 1998
g 109 gRT fAg<s g g g

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)  FErT SeaTeT e (3rdien) Ramestt, 2001 F Faw 9 F siata AR oo dear sw-8 # ot
st &, ITe smeer F wie smeer I Rels & & wme F Sage-enea ©a sl snxer $F 9r-ay
giqar & qror Sfa amaes frar S TR Swe @y @rar 3 @ qew oY F sfada g 35-%
RetRa & F A % 997 & 97 SRR-6 =y $ iy off S 31T

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.

(8) - RFaST ardre % wrar sTgt v T T oTE S AT I FH AT T 200/ - R ST T
ST 3T T8} HeraRehd T ST & SATT g T 1000/~ Y ey s 6y s

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.

HIAT 7, sl SqTa o T AaT X el =rrerfaor ¥ a1y erdfien-
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) 1T IR o TAHae, 1944 # g 35-81/35-3 ¥ siavia-
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

(2) SweT TRe=ge § Tam oaR ¥ semar $r ardie, FAIAT & WS F T go, Few
WWWWWW(WVHWWW maaﬁrrrzndnm
SGHTET o, SraRaT, e, sEaeEaT=-3800041

To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2ndfloor, 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
accompanied against (one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of
Rs.1,000/-, Rs.5,000/- and Rs.10,000/- where amount of duty / penalty / demand /
refund is upto 5 Lac, 5 Lac to 50 Lac and above 50 Lac respectl‘ve],y i the form of
crossed bank draft in favour of Asstt. Registar of a branch o an nommate Aa‘ubhc
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sector bank of the place where the bench of any nominate public sector bank of the
place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated.

(8) TS 3& oNaer W S T ST T THTSILT BIAT § AT T ol AEL 3 g B HT GorarT IR
&1 ¥ T ST =R 39 99 F g g¢ o T ey 9@ 19 ¥ a=e F forg yurRefy srfishy
TATIEHTT 1 T ST AT Seai 3 TLRTT Rl Ueh ATAEH [hIT SITAT G |

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) FTETEE gew afaFaw 1970 TuT @6 & aEEy -1 % fava Matfia By eger s
ST T YA Ferreata Fotere qrierrrd F sraer & § Fedh 1 TF Tid9X ® 6.50 T FT AT
eF Teehe & 1T T =R |

One copy of application or O.I.O. 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) = A dafda Araet i Frmr w0 arer frewt 6 S off e st R ST § S S
A, FalT SITET e T ST T Ie 17 Franieeneyr (Fratarey) Faw, 1982 # iR &

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

(6)  EHT IFF, FET IR T T AATET ey =i (Rede) W gy arfie 3 wrwwer
¥ FIeqqNT (Demand) Ud €€ (Penalty) &7 10% Y& STHT HEAT AWATH g1 BT, ATEHad IF STHT
10 W}l.‘ém %*l (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994)

e l¥ ICUTE Q[ ST HATHL o NI, ATTHS VT Faied @l 717 (Duty Demanded) |
(1) @< (Section) 11D & aga MeTa TI;
(2) fora srera @vde Hise &Y id:;
(3) TTae wiee et % Faw 6 % dga o T

g I S wfe s § v T ST T e HY erfier aTfeer F % R 9F o e T R
AT B

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:

(1) amount determined under Section 11 D;
(ii) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
(iii) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

(6) (1) T emeer ¥ i erdier STFRRTr 3 Twey STEt Yo SraT o 41 gvs faarfed gt qv 7T g g
o 3 10% W U ST St et qve fRranfed g1 o ave % 10% ST U T ST FheT gl

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 1n chspute
or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.” < g Aene S
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F. No. GAPPL/COM/S1P 30212023

3TN 33/ ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s Dev Transport Co. (Prop. Gurdev
Satbirsingh Sharma), F/5, 2nd Floor, Priya Avenue, Above HDFC Bank, GIDC
Chhatral, Kalol, Gandhinagar, Gujarat-382729 [hereinafter. referred to as “the
appellant”] against Order in Original No. KLL DIV/ST/YOGENDRA SINGH
RAWAT/216/22-23 dated 27.03.2023 [hereinafter referred to as “the impugned
order”] passed by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division — Kalol, Gandhinagar

Commissionerate [hereinafter referred to as “the adjudicating authority”].

2.  Briefly stated, the facts of the case are that the appellant were registered under
Service Tax having Registration No. DGOPS8704QSD001 and were engaged in the
services falling under the category of “Transportation”. As per information received
from Income Tax Department, it was observed that during the period F.Y. 2016-17
the appellant had earned substantial service income but not paid service tax thereon.
Accordingly, in order to verify the said discrepancy, letters dated 01.04.2021,
09.09.2021 & 07.10.2021 were issued to the appellant calling for the details of
services provided during the period. But, no reply was submitted by them. In absence
of any data, the jurisdictional officer considering the services provided by the
appellant during the relevant period as taxable under Section 65 B of the Finance Act,
1994 determined the Service Tax liability on the differential value of ‘Sales of
Services’ under Sales/Gross Receipts from Services (Value from ITR), Form 26AS

and ST-3 as details below :

Sr. | Period Differential Taxable Value as | Rate of Service Service Tax

No. | (F.Y.) per Income Tax Data (in Rs.) | Tax incl. Cess payable but not .
paid (in Rs.) !

. [2016-17 3,29,79,631/- 15% 49,446,945~

3. The appellant was issued Show Cause Notice No. V/15-12/SCN/DEV-
Transport Co./21-22 dated 20.10.2021 (in short SCN) proposing to demand and
recover Service Tax amounting to Rs.49,46,945/- for the period F.Y. 2016-17, under
proviso to Section 73 (1) of Finance Act, 1994 along with interest under Section 75
of the Act. The SCN also proposed imposition of penalty under Section 77(1)(b),

Section 77(1)(c)(), Section 77(1)(c)(ii), Section 77(2) and Section 78 of the Finance
Act, 1994.,
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5.

F. No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3021/2023

The SCN was adjudicated vide the impugned order wherein:

Service Tax demand of Rs.14,30,716/- was confirmed for the period F.Y.

2016-17 under Section 73(1) of the Finance Act, 1994 alongwith interest under
Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994.

Penalty of Rs.1000/- was imposed under Section 77(1)(b) of the Finance Act,
1994.

Penalty of Rs.1000/- was imposed under Section 77(1)(c)(i) of the Finance Act,
1994,

Penalty of Rs.1000/- was imposed under Section 77(1)(c)(ii) of the Finance
Act, 1994,

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

Penalty of Rs.14,30,716/- was imposed under Section 78 of the Finance

Act,1994 with option for reduced penalty in terms of clause (ii).

Aggrieved by the impugned order, the appellant has preferred this appeal on

following grounds:

>

At the outset, they object the impugned Order which imposes Service Tax of Rs.
14,'30,716 in its entirety as being fallacious and incorrect and are based entirely
on assumptions and presumptions and without appraising the facts and
circumstances in the legal perspectives and adjudication being on the grounds
which are arbitrary and legally not tenable and which are also contrary to the
settled law position by various honorable Courts, honorable Advance Ruling

Authority, and Intention of legislature.

The Adjudicating Authority has not furnished analysis done by CBDT to
taxpayer to prepare defence for rebuttal of the said information, because your
office is under duty to furnish the information relied by you for issuance of SCN
as per clause 13 of the Master Circular which is binding on the field formation
staff and also necessary to give an opportunity to rebut third party material relied

in terms of doctrine of natural justice.

.
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F. No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3021/2023

Adjudicating Authority has tried to justify issuance of SCN on the ground of
contraventions of provisions of Finance Act, 1994 and Service Tax Rule, 1994
on illusory grounds because your office has no cogent and tenable
materials/information to take benefits of extended period of five years to issue .
SCN. In absence of cogent information, you are raising allegations on

assumptions and presumptions which are not tenable under any law.

SCN is barred by limitation. The said section lays down a time limit of 30
months from the relevant date. The relevant date is separately provided under

sectfon 73(6) as the date when the return was due to be filed.

The appellant's 26AS for the referenced F.Y. 2016-17 clearly indicates that
payments have been made/ credited to the assessee on account of appellant as
payments for GTA service where the payer is supposed to make TDS as per
Income Tax Laws and acted casually and arbitrarily to draw wrong inference
that service provided to those recipient who deduct tax are body corporate and

service of GTA provided to them is covered under RCM.

Adjudicating Authority has raised demand violating the provisions of
Notification No. 30/2012 read with Section 68(2) of the Finance Act, 1994

which introduced the reverse charge mechanism concept.

Therefore, the order of the Adjudicating Authority/proper officer in confirming
and imposing tax on the said supply is bad in law and contrary to the facts of the
case. The Adjudicating Authority has thus erred in confirming and imposing an

interest u/s 75 and a penalty u/s 77 and 78 of the Finance Act, 1994,

The order of the Adjudicating Authority is bad in law, illegal, unjustified and

against the principles of natural justice.

Personal Hearing in the case was held on 24.01.2024. Shri Piyush Somnath

Patel, Chartered Accountant and Shri Rutvik Piyush Patel, Advocate, appeared for

personal hearing on behalf of the appellant. They submitted additional written

submission and reiterated its content and requested to allow their appeal.

Subsequently, the appellant submitted additional written submission during the

course of hearing, wherein they inter alia submitted the following..grounds :

Page 6 of 12 /
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F. No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3021/2023

The appellant has been registered with Service Tax Department with STC No.
DGOPS8704QSD001 and their services falls under the category of “Transport of
Goods by Road/Goods Transport Agency. Further, they that they already filed
all the FORM ST -3 under section 70 of the Finance Act, 1994 read with Rule 7
of Service Tax Rules, 1994. Thus the appellant has sincerely complied with the

provisions of the Finance Act, 1994.

The Appellant provides transportation services for goods by road and acts as a

Goods Transport Agency (GTA) by issuing Consignment Notes.

For GTA services, the liability to pay service tax falls on the recipient of the

service, as per Notification No. 30/2012-Service Tax.

The Adjudicating Authority .alleged that there was a discrepancy between the
gross value of services declared in the Service Tax Return (ST-3) filed with the
Service Tax Department and the gross value of services declared in the Income
Tax Return/TDS Returns filed with the Income Tax Department, based on an
analysis by the CBDT sent to the CBIC.

Adjudicating Authority confirmed the service tax liability against the appellant
for Goods Transport Agency (GTA) services without considering into the
specifics between the appellant and their clients. Instead, the AA relied solely on
documents such as income tax returns, Form 26AS, profit and loss account, and

balance sheet.

Typically, the tax liability for GTA services rests on the person who pays the

freight, but this aspect was not adequately considered in the AA's decision.

The Appellant argues that a Goods Transport Agency (GTA) issues consignment
notes for the transportation of goods by road. They clarify that a consignment
note signifies the transfer of the goods and the transporter's responsibility for

safe delivery until reaching the consignée.

The Adjudicating Authority did not demand consignment notes or other

documents to verify the allegations before confirming the..demand for service

P ;

tax. LA TN e
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F. No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3021/2023

6.3 The Appellant have submitted the following documents in support of their
rendered services and claim of exemption/abatement for Goods Trasnport Agency

(GTA) during the period F.Y. 2016-17 :

Trading and Profit & Loss Account |
Balance Sheet

Sales register

Form 26AS

ITR

e sample consignment notes

(¢]

=]

(]

=)

®

7.  I'have carefully gone through the facts of the case available on record, grounds
of appeal in the appeal memorandum, oral submissions made during personal
hearing, the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority and other case
records. The issue before me for decision in the present appeal is whether the demand
of service tax amounting to Rs.14,30,716/- confirmed under proviso to Section 73 (1)
of Finance Act, 1994 along with interest, and penalties vide the impugned order
passed by the adjudicating authority in the facts and circumstances of the case is legal

and proper or otherwise. The demand pertains to the period F.Y. 2016-17.

8.  Upon verification of the documents submitted by the appellant, I find that the
Appellant are engaged in supplying two types of service, which are described as

under:

(i)  Service as GTA service provider to Body Corporate;

(i)  Service as GTA service provider to Non-body Corporate/individuals;

9.  Itis contended by the Appellant that the liability of Service Tax arising out of
on the GTA service rendered to the Body corporate is to be borne by the service
recipient under Reverse Charge Mechanism (RCM) in terms of Notification No.
30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012. They also contended that the adjudicating authority
allows in all those cases wherein service is provided to the body corporate only on
the basis of the data received from 26AS. The adjudicating authority find that the
appellant had provided service to the body-corporate amounting to Rs. 11,85,939/-
and did not demand upon it. However, they did not consider the sales ledger
submitted by the Appellant. The Appellant claimed that they have provided GTA

service to those recipients also, of which data could not be found on the basis of only

I B
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F. No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3021/2023

the scrutiny of 26AS. Hence, I find it right to discuss the sales register furnished by
the appellant. Upon verification of the sales register submitted by the appellant, I find
that there are two category of services (1) service provided to body corporate (2)
service provided to non-body corporate/individuals. I find that the appellant have
provided service to individual and in those cases the appellant would be liable to pay
service tax under forward charge method (FCM) and in second case where the
appellant provided service to body corporate, the liability of Service Tax arising out
is to be borne by the service recipient under Reverse Charge Mechanism (RCM) in

terms of Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.

10. T find that in support of their claim that the Appellant provided services to
Body corporate, they have furnished sales register & sample consignment notes.
They have submitted consignment notes in respect of following consignee e.g.
Crystal Ceramic India Pvt. Ltd., Swastik Ceramic Pvt. Ltd., Sriram Construction Pvt.
Ltd., Shree Ambica Industries Pvt. Ltd. etc.

10.1 I find that “Goods transport Agency” means any person who provides service
in relation to transport of goods by road and issues consignment note, by whatever
name called; on reading the said definition of Goods Transport Agency and
submissions made by the Appellant I find that the Appellant are providing service of
Goods Transport Agency.

10.2 Further, I find that the recipient of service/payer of freight is liable to pay
service tax in the light of Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012. The extract
of the of Notification 30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 is reproduced as under:

Government of India
Ministry of Finance
(Department of Revenue)
Notification No. 30/2012-Service Tax
New Delhi, the 20 th June, 2012
GSR ......(E).-In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 68 of the Finance Act, 1994
(32 of 1994), and in supersession of (i) notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance
(Department of Revenue), No. 15/2012- Service Tax, dated the 17 th March, 2012, published in the Gazette
of India, Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i), vide number G.S.R 213(E), dated the 17 th March,
2012, and (ii) notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of Revenue),
No. 36/2004-Service Tax, dated the 31 st December, 2004, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary,
Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i), vide number G.S.R 849 (E), dated the 31 st December, 2004, except as
respects things done or omitted to be done before such supersession, the Central Government hereby notifies
the following taxable services and the extent of service tax payable thergg;l_.by_, the person liable to pay
service tax for the purposes of the said sub-section, namely:- / A '
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F. No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3021/2023

I. The taxable services,-

(A (D) e

(ii) provided or agreed to be provided by a goods transport agency in respect of transportation of
goods by road, where the person liable to pay freight is,-
(a) any factory registered under or governed by the Factories Act, 1948 (63 of 1948);
(b) any society registered under the Societies Registration Act, 1860 (21 of 1860) or under any other
law for the time being in force in any part of India ;
(c) any co-operative society established by or under any law;
(d) any dealer of excisable goods, who is registered under the Central Excise Act, 1944 (1 of 1944) or
the rules made thereunder;
(e) any body corporate established, by or under any law; or
(f) any partnership firm whether registered or not under any law including association of persons;
(1) The extent of service tax payable thereon by the person who provides the service and the person who
receives the service for the taxable services specified in (I) shall be as specified in the following Table,
namely:-

Percentage of service tax | Percentage of service tax |
Description of a service payable by the person payable by the person
providing service receiving the service

Sr.
No.

in respect of services provided or agreed to
2. | be provided by a goods transport agency in NIL 100 %
respect of transportation of goods by road

Examining the above legal provisions with the facts of the case, I find that the
appellants are eligible for the benefit of the exemption on the GTA service provided

to body corporate by virtue of the above provision.

10.3 Reading the above provision, I find that the person who pays the freight or
receives the service is liable to pay service tax in terms of Section 68 (2) of the Act.
Section 68 is also reproduced as a ready reference as under:

SECTION 68. Payment of service tax. —

(1) Every person providing taxable service to any person shall pay service
fax at the rate specified in section [66B] in such manner and within such
period as may be prescribed.

(2) Notwithstanding anything contained in sub-section (1), in respect of
[such taxable services as may be wotified by the Central Government in
the Official Gazette, the service tax thereon shall be paid by such person
and in such manner as may be prescribed at the rate specified in section
[66B] and all the provisions of this Chapter shall apply to such person as
if he is the person liable for paying the service tax in relation to such
service.

11.  Further in case of the service provided to non body-corporate, the Appellant
are liable to pay service tax under forward charge method. As per the submission
made by the Appellant, I find that they have provided service to individual or non-

corporate body wherein the liability of discharging service tax goes on the Appellant.

""-
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" F. No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3021/2023
Hence the Appellant are liable to pay service tax in all cases where the liability is
under forward charge method. I find the appellant would be liable to pay service tax
on taxable value of Rs. 14,61,908/-. I further find that the adjudicating authority had
given the abatement benefit in terms of notification 26/20.12—ST dated 20.06.2012, as
amended. Accordingly, the appellant is eligible and liable to pay service tax on the
GTA Services on abated value, therefore, the taxable portion of would be
Rs.4,38,572/- in terms of notification 26/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012, as amended. On
the taxable value of Rs.4,38,572/- the appellant is liable to pay service tax amounting
to Rs.65,786/-. When the tax liability is there, the appellant is also liable to pay

interest and penalty.

12. In view of the above discussions and findings, I pass the following order in

appeal.

(i) Iuphold the Service Tax demand of Rs.65,786/- only under the provisions of
Section 73(1) of the Finance Act,1994 along with interest at applicable rate
on the confirmed demand of service tax under Section 75 of the Finance Act,
1994.

(ii) I uphold the penalty of Rs.1,000/- on the appellant under the provisions of
Section 77(1)(b) of the Finance Act, 1994.

(iii) I uphold the penalty of Rs.1,000/- on the appellant under the provisions of
Section 77(1)(c)(i) of the Finance Act, 1994.

(iv) I uphold the penalty of Rs.1,000/- on the appellant under the provisions of
Section 77(1)(c)(ii) of the Finance Act, 1994.

(v) I uphold the penalty of Rs.10,000/- on the appellant under the provisions of
Section 77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994.

(vi) I uphold the penalty of Rs.65,786/- only on the appellant under the
provisions of Section 78(1) of the Finance Act, 1994.

15. et et g7 & S TS et o7 MRy ST aieh § Tl ST § |

The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.

FTTAE ofel

T
3 !‘l’q,‘ S.E (/3! . ii O‘ H)\
Dated: J ¢ Fébruaryy 2024
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F. No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3021/2023

AU/ Attested :

THY $AR
3fefters (srdie),
Tt <t T <, sigHardie

By REGD/SPEED POST A/D

To,

M/s Dev Transport Co.

(Prop. Gurdev Satbirsingh Sharma),
F/5, 2nd Floor, Priya Avenue,

Above HDFC Bank, GIDC Chhatral,
Kalol, Gandhinagar, Gujarat-382729.

Copy to :

1. The Principal Chief Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Ahmedabad.
2. The Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Gandhinagar
3. The Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division — Kalol, Gandhinagar

Commissionerate.

4. The Superintendent (Systems), CGST, Appeals, Ahmedabad, for publication of

_ OIA on website.
/5./ Guard file.
6. PA File.
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