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Order-In-Appeal No. and Date

AHM-EXCUS-003-APP-002/2024-25 and 19.04.2024

uR« fr +Tr I sfr tr4a #a, zgme (srft«a)
(if) Passed By Shri Gyan Chand Jain, Commissioner (Appeals)

st# RR fain/
('ef) Date of issue

01.05.2024

Arising out of Order-In-Original No. 16/AC/DEM/MEH/ST/Ansh Enterprise/2022-23 dated

(s-) 17.05.2022 passed by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Division-

Mehsana, Commissionerate: Gandhinagar

wn~ cfi ct y cpf -.=ni=r* tfctT / M/s Ansh Enterprise, 15, Kailashpati Apartment, Valinath
('9) Name and Address of the

Appellant Chowk, Nagalpur, Mehsana, Gujarat -384001

Rt&af <rft-st@gr k sriats rgsra mar ? t azzs2ark faznfnfa fl aag +TT TT
srf@eratrtsft srrarareruslrrmarz, surf ea s2rah fasgt«mar?el
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.

Revision application to Government of India:

(1) arr 3qrar ga sf@Ru, 1994 RtataaRt aar nuthagates err #t
\.N-mu k qret h siaiagirur aaa zftRa, std4T, fcR=l tj';j 1~4,~fcr'm<T,
atft if, slafla, +iaami, fct: 110001 rRtRtReg:

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: -

In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a fac_!.o~-tQ.1:
warehouse or to another factory or from one warehouse to another durinJ11J.~,:0:1;.r~e,~:~·\
of processing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a facfq_~ 9.-r..~n.··-~;\ .
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("©") '+fmfa arzffugrr it R 4TRl a l=ITT1 "91:: m l=ITT1 t fcrf.-li:rrur if~~~ l=ITT1 "91::

sgra gr4Re#rta#arzftrzr tzarfuffaa ?
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.

(r) sifar searRR '3 ,91 ~rt ~ t 'T@Rt "fm; itz4ta#feemrft+z st hrarr st<
mu -o;ct f;r:n:r t 43,a I Pc! cf, ~. ~ ~ IDU "CfITTct" cTT ™ "91:: m GfR it ~~ (-.=r 2) 19 98

mu 109 IDU~~~ ir1

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) h#tasgrar gen (gr4la) Ralat, 2001 t f;r:n:r 9 sia«fa Raff& qua irr-8 it m
"Sl"@m , fagr a# fa am2r fa falafla +Raga-s?gr ui srfta s?gr # cTT-cTT
7fail a arr fa 3rear hat arr rRegu 3krzr ear #gr gff a siaft arr 35-~ it
-f.-l"mftcrRt# rat ha#arr En-6 artRt -srfa" m~~I

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 rR-6 Challan evidencing payment of prescribed fee as
prescribed under Section 35-EE of CEA, 1944, under Major Head of Account.

(3) Razn@ah rzr sgt iara van are sq?r za ark agts? 20o/- fl arr ft
sqsit ugi +ia1a q;cf1m if~ W "ctT 1000 /- # "l:fiTTT 'T@R 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 amourit involved
is more than Rupees One Lac.

ftrr gea,hr saran gt«aviata calla +nrzr@law h 7Rasf
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) a#tasgra gr4 sf@2fr, 1944 Rt nT 35-ft/35-z a iafa
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to:-

(2) 5affa aRaaaarg spur h zrrar ftsf, st4ht a mar4 gear, at
sgraa green viata zrRlRla urafeawr (Ree)an fa ~far, z7a1ala it 2nd l=ITT1f ,

ii1§4-ll<ITT 'ffcf'rt" , ~ , ffiil(rtl◄I(, &l'Q.4-l~liill~-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 respectively in,,.tlie',Jorm of
crossed bank draft in favour of Asstt. Registar of a branch of any no~afe- pub~q\
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sector bank of the place where the bench of any nominate public sector ba,nk of the
place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated.

(3) fez?grm& qr srgii mrarr gar ? at r@taq sitara fuRt mr grairsr4
fan war Rag sra ?za s st f far €l#faRu zrnRrf z4ft

en7zrtf@raw Rt umsf ur hr{hrr #t v4 slat f#earstart .
In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.I.O.

should be paid in the afores~d 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) raraa gt«a afefr 1970z sf2a Rt sq4kt -1 h sia«fa faff fu gar s
snarerrqs?gr zrnf@fa [far 7feral ah st?gr r@la Rt um #Raus6. 50 frn cfiT ..-414 Ii;,\ 4

gr4 Raz cw@tar fez1
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) st+ii@larut #t Pi4-3l a, c!1"B crm "R41TT c!?t- al'R m ~"<fR"~~~ t "#1- mm
~.~'3,91c{i-i~~~619lffi4 ...~(efil4Tfclf?t)~' 1982 i:tf¥tcrt1

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

(6) mm~.~ '3,9,a:i-i ~~~s:11cAJ14 ;:;q-p:nf'~ (ffrm) "cfcnm arcnm%~
it" eficfol{1--ti~1 (Demand) ~~ (Penalty) cfiT 10% irf \lf1--l"fmar zfatf hi zif, sf@era«f \lf1--l"f
10~~ t:1 (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994)

#{hr5ear gra#eats h siaifa, gfagt#fr fti (Duty Demanded) I

(1) m-(Section) llD %~f.:tmRa-ufu;
(2) Rna+a #fez ftu-w:r;
(3) raze fe fnir f7au 6 a azr eruf?

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 taken;
(iii) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

(6) (i) zsrra fa zr4a qf@awr#szf gen rear grr awe Ra ellea zt at it fRumg
gr«en ? 10%masl srzgha au fa ct I Ra gt aa avg#10% gnatT c!?t- ~rnrcpcfr t:1

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 ~;~~P,~~e·;:,··
or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute." :,;;:,-;-,~~ ··::,.:;:\, _
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F No. GAPPL/COM/STP/5259/2023

3r41f1 3Te / ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by Mis Ansh Enterprise, 15, Kailashpati

Apartment, Valinath Chowk, Nagalpur, Mehsana, Gujarat - 384001 (hereinafter

referred to as "the appellant") against Order m Original No.

16/AC/DEM/MEH/ST/Ansh Enterprise/2022-23 dated 17.05.2022 [hereinafter

referred to as "impugned order"] passed by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST

and Central Excise, Division- Mehsana, Commissionerate: Gandhinagar

[hereinafter referred to as "adjudicating authority].

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

under Service Tax registration No.AAPFA6084MSD00 1 and were engaged in

providing taxable services. As per the information received from the Income Tax

department discrepancies were observed in the total income declared by the

appellant in their Income Tax Return (ITR) when compared with Service Tax

Returns (ST-3) filed by them for the period F.Y. 2014-15. In order to verify the

said discrepancies email dated 19.06.2020 was issued to the appellant calling for

the details of services provided during the period. They did not file any reply. The

services provided by the appellant during the relevant period were considered

taxable under Section 65 B (44) of the Finance Act, 1994 and the Service Tax

liability was determined on the basis of value of 'Sales of Services' under

Sales/Gross Receipts from Services shown in the ITR-5 and Taxable Value shown

in ST-3 return for the relevant period as per details below :
Table-A

(Amount in Rs)

Sr. No Details F. Y.2014-15

1 Taxable Value as per Income Tax Data 43,72,500/-

2 Taxable Value declared in ST-3 return 0/

3 Difference of value 43,72,500/-

4
Amount of Service Tax along with Cess not paid/ short 5,40,441/-
paid

3. Show Cause Notice F. No. IV/16-13/TPI/PI/Batch 3C/2018-19/Gr.II/3444

dated 25.06.2020 (in short 'SCN') was issued to the appellant wherein it was

proposed to:
> Demand and recover service tax amounting to Rs.540,441/- under the

proviso to Section 73 (1) of the Finance Act, 1994 alongwith Ip.terest under,

Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994;

Page 4 of 7
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F No. GAPPL/COM/STP/5259/2023

}> Impose penalty under Sections 77(2), 77(C), 78 of the Finance Act, 1994;

4. The SCN was adjudicated vide the impugned order wherein the demand for

Rs.5,40,441/- was confirmed under Section 73 (2) of the Finance Act, 1994

alongwith interest under Section 75 of the Finance Act. 1994. Penalty amounting

to Rs.5,40,441/- was imposed under Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994 alongwith

option for reduced penalty under proviso to clause (ii). Penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was

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

Rs.200/- per day till the date of compliance, whichever is higher, was imposed

under Section 77(1)(c) of the Finance Act, 1994.

5. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellant have filed the

present appeal alongwith application for condonation of delay.

6. Hearing in the case was held on 10.04.2024 virtually. Shri Tirth Patel,

Chartered Accountant, appeared on behalf of the appellant for the hearing. He

reiterated the contents of the written submission and requested to allow their

appeal.

7 .1 I have gone through the facts of the case, submissions made in the Appeal

Memorandum, oral submissions made during personal hearing and materials

available on record. It is observed from the records that the present appeal was

filed by the appellant on 11.09.2023 against the impugned order passed dated

17.05.2022, reportedly received by the appellant on 01.09.2023 after 01 Years 03

Months 15 Days from the date of issuance of impugned order. Further, they also

filed an application dated 10.09.2023 for condonation of delay vide which they

submitted that they had appointed Shri Ketanbhai Vyas for their tax compliance,

but due to their demise on O 1.05.2021, the matter and order were left unattended.

After receiving the recovery notice letter on 25.08.2023 form department, they

came to know about the matter. Thereafter, they contacted the office of late Shri

Ketanbhai Vyas, found the records of this case on 01.09.2023, andfiled an appeal

in the matter. However, it is observed that the personal hearing was attended by

their authorised signatory on 31.03.2022 and they also filed a defence submission

dated 06.05.2022 before the adjudicating authority. They became aware of this

issue after getting the recovery letter from department, and then, pl~J;~;=rt .

! ».ct .-_? ls '
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F No. GAPPL/COM/STP/5259/2023

appeal, citing the expiration of their tax consultant as the reason they were unable

to file it within the specified time limit.

7 .1 In view of the above facts, it is apparent that they attended the in-person

hearing and submitted a defence submission, demonstrating their fully awareness

of the proceedings regarding the service tax demand, the impugned order passed

against them. They filed an appeal after more than a year despite being aware of all

these facts, and the justification offered for the delay in submitting the appeal is

unpersuasive.

7.2 It is observed the Appeals preferred before the Commissioner (Appeals) are

governed by the provisions of Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994. The relevant

portion of the said section is reproduced below :
"(3A) An appeal shall be presented within two months from the
date of receipt of the decision or order of such adjudicating
authority, made on and after the Finance Bill, 2012 received the
assent of the President, relating to service tax, interest or penalty
under this Chapter:

Provided that the Commissioner of Central Excise {Appeals) may,
if he is satisfied that the appellant was prevented by sufficient
cause from presenting the appeal within the aforesaid period of
two months, allow it to be presented within a further period of one

h "mont.

7 .3 In terms of Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994, an appeal before the

Commissioner (Appeals) is to be filed within a period of two months from the

receipt of the order being appealed. Further, the proviso to Section 85 (3A) of the

Finance Act, 1994 allows the Commissioner (Appeals) to condone delay and allow

a further period of one month, beyond the two month allowed for filing of appeal

in terms of Section 85 (3A) of the Finance Act, 1994. The present appeal filed by

the appellant on 11.09.2023 is, therefore, filed beyond the Condonable period of

one month as prescribed in terms of Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994 and is

time barred.

8. My above view also finds support from the judgment of the Hon'ble

Tribunal, Ahmedabad in the case of Zenith Rubber Pvt. Ltd. Vs. Commissioner of

Central Excise and Service Tax, Ahmedabad 2014 (12) TMI 1215 - CESTAT,

Ahmedabad. In the said case, the Hon'ble Tribunal had held that :

Page 6 of 7
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5. It is clear from the above provisions of Section 85(3A) of the Finance
Act, 1994 that Commissioner (Appeals) is empowered to condone the delay
for a further period of one month. The Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of
Singh Enterprises (supra) held that Commissioner (Appeals) has no power to
condone the delay beyond the prescribed period. In our considered view,
Commissioner (Appeals) rightly rejected the appeal following the statutory
provisions of the Act. So, we do not find any reasons to interfere in the
impugned order. Accordingly, we reject the appeal filed by the appellant."

9. In view of the above discussions and following the judgment of the Hon'ble

Tribunal, supra, I do not find this a fit case for exercising the powers conferred

vide Section 85 (3A) of the Finance Act, 1994. Therefore, I reject the appeal filed

by the appellant on grounds of limitation.

10. side@aaf zrraf a6l n{ or#taa Raz]l 3ala ala at fa5atone?t
The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed off in above terms.

q1ff4a/Attested :

sa
alR
3rtra (srflea
fl#lul,arsra
By REGDISPEED POST AID

?3 
nrcia st

31121#a (3r%tea)
,::) ·..-...

Dated: / j-:April, 2024

To,
Mis Ansh Enterprise,
15, Kailashpati Apartment, Valinath Chowk,
Nagalpur, Mehsana, Gujarat- 384001.

Copy to:
1. The Principal ChiefCommissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Ahmedabad.
2. The Principal Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Gandhinagar.
3. The Deputy /Asstt. Commissioner, Central GST, Division-Gandhinagar,

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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