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Arising out of Order-In-Original No. 17/AC/DEM/MEH/ST/Paramijit Singh/2022-23 dated
(¥) | 19.05.2022 passed by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division-Mehsana,

Gandhinagar Commissionerate

T ferRdt T T S aaT/ | M/s Paramjitsingh Balwantsingh Sokhi, 4, Kesar Nagar-2,

(&) | Name and Address of the Behind Sanskar Motors, Palavasna, ONGC Colony,
Appellant ~ | Mehsana - 384003

1S 7RF o7 TR A SN T FRAT § AV A T A K A AATRAY = T T HAH
BT T areier SereT TALIETOT S S HY €hdT &, ST F U eser 3 g g1 @ar g

O 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. o

TR GBI HT T SAE -
Revision application to Government of India:

(1) e SeTeR o SRRE, 1994 T ey erd A9 FqTg T AT F AR H qEre BT T

ST 3 oI A S e G Aeed el afee, WIRa whT, [EGEEIEES Wﬁw,
reft HRrer, e S swa, gae 7T, 7% ool 110001 Tt ST =AT(RY (-

A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4t 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 : -

(%) ﬁwﬁgﬁ%mﬁmmﬁgﬁwaﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁwmmmﬁﬁmﬁmﬁ
W%@Wﬁwﬁmﬁ@mﬁﬁ,mﬁmﬁwmwﬁﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁ
FOSETE F &Y AT 1 THHaT 3 SR 8% 8

n case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a
1se or to another factory or from one warehcuse to another during the course
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of processing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a
warehouse. . .
(@)  wTa & arg] et Ty At weor § FReifd wrer o% v /e F ™R § ST e g 11 9%
JeTE [k 3 g 3 ATaet | S 9T=a & grge ey wrg ar wewr # et gl

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 out31de India.
(M =l e F AwaT o e 9Ra F arEe (e A1 g2 ) Rt e T ar g

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

(7) A" SeuTeT & FETET L & YA & (oY ST SYLT hise A= i T8 § AR TH AT ST 76
oI e R qarfes s, W%mmﬁ}mwmmﬁﬁﬁm(ﬁm 1998
T 109 g1 g &y T gl

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)  FwEIT SeTeT qFk (e T, 2001 F Faw 9 F siwia RREE v der Tu-8 ¥ & O
afaat ®, IRT ereer & vl srew I featw ﬁzﬁ?mﬁ%aﬁwaﬁﬂ@maﬁwﬁ%ﬁ

gt & arer S emaed fram AT TRy swe W @rar § ar ged A ¥ sfad 4T 35-% &
ﬁrﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁwwwfﬁmafrm-owﬁwmaﬁwﬁﬁaﬁ%m

The above application shali 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 ¢ach of the OIO and OQrder-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.

(38)  RFIS smaraw 3 W et Terwr T O e W AT SE 5 S SR 200 /- B ST Y
ST ST ST Heru<and o @re & SUT=T &1 ¥ 1000/ Y By SErame 67 sty ‘
The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the O

amount involved is Rupees Oné Lac or less and Rs. 1,000 /- where the amount involved
is more than Rupees One Lac.

ST ok, FRRT TR o T AT R Al =rERwor iy ardier-
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) eI ST oa AtATH, 1944 7 oy 35-41/35-3 ¥ savia-

Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-
(2) ST TR=gg & aaTq orqaR ¥ swerar f o, FfielT F Ao § AT oo, A
ST [ T SATHT ATl =i (ﬁ@z)zﬁrﬁma—ﬁwﬁ%w AEHITATE § 2nd e,
TGHTAT HereT, AT, PR, agaemEre-380004 1

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.

& Yti Hy,
O CER ERN TR ?
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The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-
% prescribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be
mpanied against (one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of
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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 respectively in the form of
crossed bank draft in favour ofgAsstt. Registar ofya branch of any nominate public
sector bank of the place where the bench of any nommate publlc sector bank of the
place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated.

(8)  of 5 e § S YA AT T THIAL IAT g T T T ATGLT [« e T AT STYTh
&1 FRAT ST SR S a7 & gid gq |y @ forar uel F ¥ = % g gurieeia sy
FTITTARTUT T o oTdier AT e TCHTT hi Teh e FohaT SITaT gl

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.L.O.
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) T qEE AEEEH 1970 TAT HUTEQ @ gl -1 %ﬁwﬁrﬁrﬁﬁﬁ%qwﬁ
mequwrﬁmﬁrmmfazﬁrﬁ%ﬁmﬂq@rmﬁwwﬁma6Soﬂ%'rzﬁr‘errcrl—w
RLeh Id*dwoldl 'qlla'\l

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

(5) T < Sefra qrHe By e wey arr fawt A A oft e st R e § S @
I, AT JETEA Lo T ST AdTe o =ATATEeRRor (Fraifte) o, 1982 # Riga &)

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) T qEH, FerT STUTE e T FATHRR AN ArarieHer (Reee) T uid s & qre
¥ FqeAdT (Demand) T &€ (Penalty) %7 10% Y& STHT ST AR 1 grefieh, AfEHad T s
10 FUE ¥IT g1 (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994)
Fedier SeTE ST X AATRR 3 stta, QTR ST Aex 1 /i (Duty Demanded)|
(1) @< (Section) 11D % dgd Aeiia T,
(2) foraT Tera Yde whise @i AT,
O (3) Tae wige et & Faw 6 % aga & Ui

ug ud o7 ¢ st arfier # age qd ST S gerT 3 ardfie arfee e % Rorg gd A e e
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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;
(iiij  amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

(6)(i) = MReT ¥ Wiy ercfier STTRRROT 3 WHeT STRT Lo AeTaT e AT 708 et gr Ay /i fohy g
9 ¥ 10% ST IR 3R gt herer gv [Qanfaa &1 qer 298 F 10% FIaT 9 7 37 il gl

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on
ent of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute,
alty, where penalty alone is in dispute.”
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F.No:GAPPL/COM/STP/2379/2022

3R 3Ry / ORDER-IN-APPEAL

This Order arises out of an appeal filed by Shri Paramjitsingh
'Balwanfsin‘jgh Sokhi, 4/ Keshar Nagar — 2, Behind Sanskar Motors, Palavasana,
ONGC Colony, Mehséna -384003 Thereinafter referred to as the appellant]
against OIO No. 17/’AC/DEM/IVEH/Pa1'é111ji_.isingh/2022-23 dated 19.05.2022
[hereinafter referred to as the impugned order] passed by Assistant
Commissionef; Central GST, Divi_sion Mehsana, Commissionerate

Gandhinagar [hereinafter referred to as the adjudicating authority].

2. Briefly statéd, the facts of the case are that the appellant were registered
for providing Consultancy Services and holding Service Tax Registration No.
ADRPS2656ISD001. As per the information received from the Income Tax
department, discrepancies were observed in the total income declared in Income
Tax Returns of the appellant for the period F.Y.2015-16 and F.Y. 2016-17 ‘vis-
3-vis those in the ST-3 Returns filed for the said period. In order to verify the
said discrepancies as well as to asceﬁain the fact whether the appellant had
correctly discharged their Service Tax labilities during the period F.Y. 2015-16
and F.Y.2016-17, letterfemail dated 05.05.2020, 28.05.2020 and 01.07.2020
were issued to the appellant.. They failéd to submit any reply. The status of ST-3
Returns filed by the appellant during the beriod F.Y. 2015-16 and F.Y. 2016-17

is tabulated below

Period (F.Y.) | Half Yearly Whether ST 3 Taxable Value -
. Period - Return filed or declared in ST-3
otherwise Return (in Rs.)
2015-16 April- 2015 to Not Filed 00
Sep.- 2015
2015-16 Oct.-2015 to Filed 5,81,333/-
Mar.- 2016
2016-17 April- 2016 to Filed 00
Sep.- 2016
2016-17 Oct.- 2016 to Not Filed 00
Mar.- 2017 B

The jurisdictional officers further observed that the nature of service
provided by the appellant during the period were covered under the definition of
‘Service’ as per Section 65 B(44) of the Finance Act, 1994 (FA, 1994) and

appeared to be taxable. In the absence of any other available data for cross-

verification, the Seryice Tax liability of the appellant for the F.Y. 2015-16 and
.Y, 2016-17 was determined on the basis of difference between ‘Income’

3 3.
4 Yoo T
O ;R Ek‘ S *,
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F.No:GAPPL/COM/STP/2379/2022

shown in the Income Tax Retiirn and those shodn in their ST-3 returns for the

relevant period and calculated as below:

Financial | Value declared as | Taxable Value | Difference Service Tax
Year | per Income Tax given as per ST- | between ITR data | payable
(F.Y.) |data 3 Returns and ST-3 returns. | (including SBC
(inRs) (inRs.) & KKC) (in Rs.)
2015-16 |50,10,687/- 5,81,333/- 44,29,354/- 6,42,256/-
2016-17 | 48,12,935/- 00 . 148,12,935/- 7,21,940/-
Total 98,23,622/- 5,81,333/- 92,42,289/- 13,64,196/-

4, The appellant were issuéd a Show Cause Notice vide F. No. V.ST/11A-
194/Paramjit Singh/2020-21 dated 18.08.2020 (in short ‘SCN’) wherein it was

proposed as under: |
> Demand and recover service tax amounting to Rs. 13,64,196/- under the
proviso to Section 73 (1) of the Finance Act, 1994 alongwith Interest

O under Section 75 of the F inange Act,1994 ; '
» The SCN also proposed imposition of penalties under Section 70(1) ,

77(2), 77C and 78 of the Finance Act, 1994;

5. The Show Cause Notice was adjudicated vide the impugned order
wherein it was ordered that : |
e the demand of Service Tax amounting to Rs.13,64,196/- (on the
differential taxable value of Rs. 92,42,289/-) was confirmed under sub-
section (2) of Section 73 alongwith interest under Section 75 of the
Finance Act,1994.
O o Penalty of Rs.10,000/- was imposed under Section 77(2) of the Finance
Act,1994; - |
e Penalty @ Rs. 200/- per day till the date of compliance or Rs.10,000/-,
whichever is higher was imposed under Secﬁop 77(1)(c) of the Finance
Act,1994; .
o Penalty of Rs. 13,64,196/- was imposed under Section 78 of the Finance
Act',1994 with option for ‘reduced penalty under clause (ii) of Section
78(1) of the Finance Act, 1994. |

6.  Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellanf have filed the
present appeal on following grounds :

» The SCN was issued in ’;he case baséd on data received from Income Tax

.0 weR CE §3
ﬁ_,\0 4,
S
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F.No:GAPPL/COM/STP/2379/2022

filed by the appellant on time, there is no suppression of facts or
misinformation on part of the appellant. The adjudicating authority has
tailed to discharge their burden of proof in invoking the extended period
of limitation, In suppdrt they cited the decision of the Hon’ble Supreme
Court of India in the case of Cosmic Dye Chemical Vs Collector of

Cen.Excise, Bombay - [1995 (75) ELT 721 (SC)I.

> The appellant is a salaried employee and he has earned income only from
salary. In support of his contention, he had submitted copies of
embloymen’c contract, promotion letter and bank statement before the
adjudicating authority. These documents prove that the income earned by
the appellant is ou of the pﬁrview of Service Tax as no service Was
provided and no consideration was earned by the appellant. He has only
provided his services to his employer for which he has been given salary.
The adjudicating authority has also acknowledged the fact of employment
of the appellant in the_ impugned order. He has also noted regarding the

salary received by the appellant during the period.

» The adjudicating authority has confirmed the demand entirely on the basis
of income tax data without considering the aspect that the provisions of
Income Tax and Service Tax are different and applicability is required to
be determined accordingly. Various judicial authorities have settled that
no demand of service tax can be confirmed on the basis of amounts shown
as receivables in the Incorme Tax Returns. They relied on the following
decisions :

° J. Jesudasan Vs CCE - 2015 (3 8) STR 1099 (Tri.Cheﬁnai)

° Alpha Management Consultant P.Ltd Vs CST — 2006 (6) STR 181
(Tri.Bang.) |

o Tempest Avertising P) Ltd Vs CCE - 2007 (5) STR 312
(Tri.Bang.) '

> The Appellants entire income is from salary and therefore merits
exclusion mentioned under Section 65(B)(44) of the Finance Act,1994.

As the income is not service liability of service tax does not arise.

Page 6 of 11
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> As there is no service taxfiability on the appellant imposition of pénalty is
~ not justified. As there is no intention to evade tax penalty is not
imposable. In support they cited the decision of the Hon’Ble Supi‘eme
Court in the case of Hindustan Steel Vs State'of Oﬁssa - 1§78 ELT

- (J159).
7. Personal Hearing in the case was held on 13.03.2023, Shri Arpan
A.Yagnik, Chartered Accountant, appeared on behalf of the appellant for the
hearing. He stated that the appellant had received the vamount as salary and
hence is exempt from service tax. He also re-iterated the submissions made in

their appeal memorandum.

8. Ihave gone through the facts of the case, submissions made in the appeal
memorandum and oral submissions made during.the persoﬁal hearing. The issue
to be decided in the case is whether the impugned order issued ageiinst the
appellants, confirming the demand of Rs.13,64,196/- alongwith interest .and
pehalties, is legal and proper or otherwise in the facts and circumstances of the
case. The demand pertains to the period F.Y. 2015-16 and F.Y. 2016-17.

9. It is observed that the demand in the case has been raised on the basis of
data received from the Income Tax department. The appellants were registered
with the department and had filed two ST-3 returns. No further verification was
done and the SCN has been issued on the differential value on reconciliation of
income tax data with the ST-3. Hence, the SCN was issued indiscriminately
without carrying out any verification. Further, the appellant had prdduced
various documents before the adjudicating authority in their defence submission
and during personal hearing,. However, the adjudicating aﬁthorityvhas passed the
impugned order without appreciation of facts available on record. Hence, I find

that the SCN and the impugned order are vague.

9.1 I find it relevant to refer to refer to CBIC Instruction dated 26.10.2021.

Para-3 of the said instruction categorically states that

3. It is once again reiterated that instructions of the Board to issue show cause

notices based on the difference in ITR-TDS data and service tax returns only

after proper verification of facts, may be followed diligently. Pr. Chief

Commissioner /Chief Commissioner (s) may devise a suitable mechanism to

\ monitor and prevent issue of indiscriminate show cause notices. Needless to -
\ mention that in all such cases where the notices have already been issued,
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F.No:GAPPL/COM/STP/2379/2022

adiudicating authorities are expected fo pass a judicious order after proper
appreciation of facts and submission of the noticee

Consiciéring the facts of the case in light of the above instructions, it is found
that the adjudicating authority has failed to follow the specific directions issued
by the b})aifd and passed the impugned order without considering the details
submitted by the appellant. Hence, the impugned order is not legally sustainable,

beiﬁg non-speaking order passed in violation of principles of natural justice.

10.  As regards merits of the case, I find that the documents submitted by the

appellant confirm that he was émployed as a “Tool Pusher’ with M/s Jagson

International Limiited on contractual basis. The appointment letter specifies the

monthly salary of the employee and clarifies that he is appointed for working in
the ‘Oil Ri.gs’ on rotation basis of 28 days on/off. It is also observed that after
the initial appointment for a period of 03 years, the employer company has
promoted th,e appellant with an increase in salary and also mentioned that “Tax
at Source’ unld be deducted as per prevailing rate. The bank statement for the
relevant pveri'od‘ shows that all income earned by the appellant is from the salary
credited by. the employer. These facts are undisputed as the adjudicating

authority has also recorded them in the impugned order at Para 26.5.

10.1 The adjudicating authorify has rejected the contention of the appellant
considering the fact that his employer has deducted TDS under Section 1947 of
the Income Tax Act, 1961, hénce, the appellént would be treated as providing
professional or Technical services to the company. The appellant has contended
that he was employed by M/s Jagson International Limited on monthly salary
basis and the bank statements also reflect that he has received monthly salary
from the employer and the deduction of TDS was done by the employer
company and the appellant was not aware as to under which section the same is
being-deduéted. I find fo;rce‘ in the argument of the appellant as the appointment
letter, letter of promotion and bank account statement conclusively confirm the
fact that the appellant was a salaried employee of M/s Jagson International

Limited and not a service provider.

10.2 1 find it relevant to refer to Section 65B(44)(b) of the Finance Act, 1994,

relevant portions of which is reproduced as below :

SECTION [65B. Interpretations.—
In this Chapter, unless the context otherwise requires,
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(44) “service” means any activity carried out by a person for another for

consideration, and includes a declared service, but shall not include—

(@) an activity which constitutes merely,—
(i) a transfer of title in goods or zmmovable property, by way of Sale
gift or in any other manner, or '
(i) such transfer, delivery or supply of any goods which is deemed to
be a sale within the meaning of clause (294) of article 360 of z‘he
Constitution; or
(iii) a transaction in money or actionable claim;

(b) a provision of service by an employee to the employer in the course of or in

relation to his employment;

Upon examining the above provisions of the Finance Act, 1994 with the facts
and circumstances of the case, I find that the status of the appellant is squarely
covered under the exclusion clause under Section 65 B (44) (b) of the Finance

Act, 1994 and is, therefore, exempt from payment of Service Tax.

10.1 The adjudicating authority has at para-26.7 of the impugned order rejected
the payments received by the appellant from his employer to be considered as
salary on the basis of variations in amounts credited each month. However, the
appellant have contended that due to the variation of number of Wofking
days/hours in each month the salary of amount changes. Considering the
specialized nature of the job of the appellant in the Oil Rig Industry, I find force
in the argument of the appellant and considering the fact that the amount has
been credited as ‘Salary’ in the bank account of the appellant by the employer, I
am of the view that the adjudicating authority has erred in arriving at conclusion

and the demand has been confirmed indiscriminately.

11. I find that the demand was raised entirely on the basis of the Income Tax
return figures of the appellant and the demand was confirmed invoking extended
period of limitation. The appellant have contended that they have duly filed their
statutory Income Tax returns and no shortcoming was observed by the Income
Tax department on these returns. Therefore, they have not suppressed Vany
information from the authorities, hence, extended period of limitation under
Section 73(1) of the Finance Act, 1994 cannot be invoked. It is further observed
that the adjudicating authority has failed to discharge the obligation of

' substaritiating the ingredients for invocation of extended period in the impugned

A T gy
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order for confirming the demand. This has rendered the impugned order legally

im,s stainable and liable to be set aside.
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11.1 My above view is supported by the following decisions of the judicial
authorities : .
s Decision of the CESTAT, WZB, Ahmedabad in the case of Reynolds Petro
Chem Ltd. Vs Commissioner of C.Ex & S.T., Surat-I reported as 2023 (68)

G.S.T.L. 292 (Tri. - Ahmd.). Relevant portion of the Order is reproduced
below:
57 - We also find that in the present matter for confirmation of service tax demand

revenue also relied upon the TDS/26AS Statement. The said statement under provisions of
Income-tax Act, 1961 is an Annual Consolidated tax statement. Income-tax and service
tax are two different/separate and independent special Act and their provisions operate in
two different fields. Therefore by relying the 264S/TDS Statement under the Service Tax
Act, demand of service tax cannot be niade. We also find the support from the decision of
Ms. Ved Security v. CCE, Ranchi-III - 2019 (6) TMI 383 CESTAT, Kolkata wherein it
was held that the value of taxable services cannot be arrived at merely on the basis of the
TDS statements filed by the clients inasmuch as even if the payments are not made by the
client, the expenditure are booked based on which the Form 264S is filed, which cannot
be considered as value of taxable services for the purpose of demand of Service tar.

5" Abové decision was followed by the Hon’ble Tfibunal WZB, Ahmedabad in
the cases of Vatsal Resources Pvt.Ltd. Vs Commissioner of C.Ex & S.T,
Surat-I reported as 2023 (68) G.S.T.L. 279 (Tri. - Ahmd,) and Shreshth
Leasing and Finance Ltd. Vs Commissioner of C.Ex & S.T., Surat-I reported
as 2023 (68) G.S.T.L. 143 (Tri. - Ahmd,).

In both the abbve decisions, the Hon’ble CESTAT has also ruled that

“...Without prejudice, we also find that when the Service tax is demanded on alleged
services, it is the responsibility of the department to show that the appellant had rendered

these services to customers with positive evidences....” .

In view of the above judicial pronoundements the impugned order confirming
the demand of Service Tax amounting to R s. 13,64,196/- on the basis of data
obtained from Income Tax returns is legally unsustainable and is liable to be set

aside.

12, In view of the above, I am of the considered View that the appellant is a
Salaried Individual employed as ‘Tool pusher’ at Qil drilling Rig and the
Income earned by him during the period is only from salary. Hence, the income
of the appellant is covered under the exclusion clause of Section 65 B (44) (b) of
the Finance Act, 1994. Accordingly, the impugned order confirming demand of

_service tax amounting to Rs. 13,64,196/- is set aside. As the demand fails to
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$
sustain on merits there is no qlfléstion of intérest and Ffoenalty. The appeal filed by

the appellant is allowed.

13. 3TdYelhdll §RT &a1 ﬁﬁmﬁﬁmmaﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂrmﬁl

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

| w’L% .
/\)—
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Commissioner (Appeals)
Dated: 20™ April, 2023

Superintendlent (Appeals),
CGST, Ahmedabad.

To,
By RPAD/SPEED POST

Shri. Paramjitsingh Balwantsingh Sokhi,
4, Keshar Nagar — 2,

Behind Sanskar Motors,

Palavasana, ONGC Colony,

Mehsana -384003

Copy to:
1. The Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone.
2. The Commissioner, CGST, Gandhinagar.

3. The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise, Division :
Mehsana,” Commissionerate : Gandhinagar
4.  The Dy/Assistant Commissioner (Systems), CGST Appeals , Ahmedabad.

(for uploading the OIA)
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6. P.A.File.
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