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M/s Bipinbhai Jivanlal Patel,
F-3, Suvarna Apartment, Nr. Nirnaynagar,
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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 :

'l'fffif ffic!5N cm- :fm!ffU] 3TI~
Revision application to Government of India :

(c» #{)u or yet 31@Put, 1994 6) Irr arru ht 4ar rg nrcl ar ] qa)arr
Ill l 3u Il vemu ug & 3iafd y4tern 3rraa; arf) ufra, ua ra, fad
1(;Jrcrll..f, -11vr~-cr Rl11flr, cfr!2.l) 1iRirM. ,:;\'lcr•r {)4 ·vu·, ir urif, ·a{ Ra) : 110001 cpl cn'r ijfFil
cllf~~ I
(i) A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Applica.tion 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 :

ii) uf? ura 4! f # ur i Gia eh) If) qur) l ff) augrI I 3R! cnrwiFI B
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clb lnixn cl1l~@rf i'i 2.11 11h+D 1jU~Jlllx ij l;] Iller! i:111 ],!lffi'(JI cB -c:~xFl gJ dt I

(ii) In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a
warehouse or to another factory oyf~~rehouse to another during the course of
processing of tile goods in a ware~,~?~1~~~.~.:~.'~tQ~I;i~whether in a factory or in a warehouse...en
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(cB") 'IIJ-{d <[> ate& R) rg n yr j fufftu ·net 4-.! lfl we. fQffo ii sq?tr area a5ca TIJ'ct lf-{
31rd zycn # Rae a mua i sit ad 4is fail rg u r?gr ii fuffau &

(A) 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.·

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

3if4 on4·1 4l 3wt·l gcb # yurt & fg sit sq@) Re mu ) u$ & sit ) arr?gr c gr
tlHI l;ci f;'iim <ff :1mf.tcn 3TrgcJt'f, 3Tl'irC"I cf) ~rn lflRcr err TI UR IT qr ii fa 3lft\f.1°'l.flf (;:i.2) 1998
Ir 109 gr1 gaa fh; ug ii

(c) Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards paymerit 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.

d·fr 34rs1 et (3r9e) fun1a, 2001 k nu 9 @ 3iafa f0ff{ee qua in g-8 i'i c{I
gfrii i, )fa arr&gr a 4f mgr fru fit a 8)r urr fa qi-mr vi 3r8tea arr? al
& @ qfii re fr4 31tat f0ut rt4 arf@+ Ur Ir1 G1I g. nl nggrgjf a 3iaifa tTH[
3 g fuffa ) y1wit @ r4d d rte1 €kn s are1 q) 4fa fl gr4) af?vu

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 010 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.

(2) ff2st 3Ira urn ogi int @! gt el4 qt n 8r} an & «di 6q! 200/-- 4k4 qrarl
cf\} ull; 3ji ul&f iel n {b ell4 xl ulfl,:I t!) 11'1 1000/ - ch'! q\}'{I 'lj'l!'clF[ cp") iJll~ 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.

u yea ·?)u on4·1 yet i tars 3r$)nu ·nnf)tu 3 4f 3r%):
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

(cJi) ,J<h:lr<3-IR'sld qR,c.~k 2 (·1) i 4ag r4I d 3teirqt 4) srf)a, 3yo)a # lfJllc-1 -~ ~n1-n ~C'CP.
d»ft ant1 «t gi tart 3rff ·tuf)an (free) ·) 4f?an )Ru 9)f241,
&t&tart 2" 11el, «3II#] 14qa ,34al ,[@y4IR,38Ila ao004

(a) To the west regional bench of Customs. Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2" floor,Bahumali Bhawan,Asarwa,Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004.
in case of appeals other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.
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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 l_ac and above 50 Lac respectively in the form
of crossed bani< draft ih favour of Asstt. Registar of a branch of any nominate
public 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.

(3) uf? gi arr?gr i a! +pi a?gii tr gr &tan & a q@ls per ail«gr a f¢ 4kt a1 I1rl
34/4l t a R0n on afg st rel d std g if f) fM-!511 lfo,l) af a qa) a fr
rfetf 3y4)a)a ·nu1f)4vy a) ya» 34le ut }f)u @l @) gb 3)a fur unrt &
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.
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(7)
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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.

·1 3 rift t#] 41 f)iarut qt 41a {ii ] 3jl f) cnr 3naf4a fut unrar & sit
nay zyca, a·{u var& yet ga )ar 3rf))1 ·,ilflflrr.'!cff'(°U] (cfiTllTFctfu) ~<-111, 1982 1'f
f;'if°Gd G I

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

fur fed, d·{)1 on4·1 yet vi }at4 3r4ft ·nn1fr4w (free), d uf 3rail a
1ll'fct ii afar nit (Demand) ga as (Penally) +l 1o% qa orpar 3fanf ? Wffifcl5",
J-tfilqji.HI q_cf \illlT 10 clHl9 x,l!~ B !(Section 3fj F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 &
Section 86 of t11e Finance Act, 1994)

as)u 3Ira yea jk&tara# aiafa, nrfe @hut "a7fan cff1 T-ffTT"(Duty Demanded) -
(i) (section)as +Db5asafufRa ufu.
(ii) farra @)rkzfsz alf.
(ii) it@zfePuita fu 6 huaauft.

, T qasa 'if rfrreed qfvs l germ #, srfh' a1fa ash k fuu; -g_cf ~ qrfT

~l"TTTT%. .

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) an_d 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.

zr nr?gr# uf srfhe,farkrr wei zyeso srzrar -~m cf06" faa1Ra al at if fu Tu rec
k 10arrq it sgi#aavg f@a il asvs ii, 10% <Tarru #Rt st rasat ?at

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on
payment of 10% of the duty demande~e duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or
penalty, where penalty alone is in dis13·4t:ei, \.'Ti! ?!ct,~ ·et- «+& w. G



F.NO. GAPPL/COM/STP/1812/2022-Appeal

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by Mis. Bipinbhai Jivanlal Patel, F-3, Suvarna

Apartment, Nr. Nirnaynagar, Ranip, Ahmedabad - 382480 (hereinafter referred to as "the

appellant") against Order-in-Original No. CGST/A'bad North/D-VII/ST/DC/159/2021-22 dated

14.03.2022 (hereinafter referred to as "the impugned order") passed by the Deputy

Commissioner, Central GST, Division VII, Ahmedabad North (hereinafter referred to as "the

adjudicating authority").

2. Briefly stated, the facts of the case are that the appellant is holding PAN. No.

ALJPP7494I-I. On scrutiny of the data received from the Central Board of Direct Taxes (CBDT)

for period FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17, it was noticed that the appellant had earned an income of

Rs. 53,24,710/- during FY 2014-15, Rs. 54,10,520/- during the FY 2015-16 and Rs. 42,56,540/

during the FY 2016-17, which was reflected under the heads "Sales I Gross Receipts from

Services (Value from ITR)" or "Total amount paid/ credited under Section l 94C, 1941, 194H,

I 94.J (Value frofo Form 26AS)" filed with the Income Tax department. Accordingly, it appeared

that the appellant had earned the said substantial income by way of providing taxable services

but has neither obtained Service Tax registration nor paid the applicable service tax thereon. The

appellant were called upon to submit copies of Balance Sheet, Profit & Loss accounts, Income

Tax Returns, Form 26AS, for the said period. However, the appellant had not responded to the

letters issued by the department.

2.1 Subsequently, the appellant were issued Show Cause Notice No. CGST/AR-V/Div

VIIIA 'bad North/TPD UR/11/2020-21 dated 26.09.2020 demanding Service Tax amounting to

Rs. 20,81, I 40/- for the period from FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17, under proviso to Sub-Section (I)

of Section 73 of the Finance Act, 1994. The SCN also proposed recovery of interest under

Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994; and imposition of penalties under Section 77(1 )(a), Section

77( 1 )(c ); Section 77(2) & Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994. The SCN also proposed recovery

of un-quantified amount of Service Tax for the period FY 2017-18 (up to Jun-17).

2.2 The Show Cause Notice was adjudicated vide the impugned order by the adjudicating

authority wherein the demand of Service Tax amounting to Rs. 22,82,433/- was confirmed under

proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 of the Finance Act, 1994 along with Interest under

Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994 for the period from O 1.04.2014 to 30.06.2017. Further (i)

Penalty of Rs. 22,82,433/- was also imposed on the appellant under Section 78 of the Finance

Act, 1994; (ii) Penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was imposed on the appellant under Section 77(1)(a) of

the Finance Act, 1994; (iii) Penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was imposed on the appellant under Section

77(1 )(c) of the Finance Act, 1994; and (iv) Penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was imposed on the appellant
under Section 77(2) ofthe Finance Act, 1994.

,a, ud ta,,
53°.y-";3; Being aggrieved with the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority, the

((i\)iJ1rnt have prefen-ed the present appeal on ti: following grounds:
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• The appellant has engaged in providing Tractor and JCB Hiring services on contract basis

at residential schemes approved by government development authorities and hence their

services were exempted from Service Tax as per Sr. No. 12, 12A, 13 and 14 of the

Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.

• Service Tax was payable on RCM basis in case of consignor or consignee was covered in

specified person as mentioned in Notification No. 35/2004-ST dated 03.12.2004 and

accordingly the appellant was not liable to pay Service Tax on charges collected for

hiring of tractor for transportation and hence they have not obtained Service Tax

Registration.

• As the appellant has provided Tractor and JCB Hiring services to residential scheme

approved by the Government which is exempted from levy of service tax as per the Mega

Notification and charges collected for transportation of material through Tractor was

covered under Reverse ChargeMechanism.

• With such an interpretation they have decided not to collect the service tax and to pay the

same as the service was not taxable service under the main provision of the Act. Hence,

extended period of Section 73(1) could not be invoke in the present case.

• The adjudicating authority erred in invoking extended period of limitation as appellant

has neither charged service tax nor paid service tax on the Tractor and JCB Hiring

services to residential schemes approved by government for the reason the same was

exempted from levy of Service Tax as per the Mega Notification and Reverse Charge

Mechanism.

• On the facts and circumstances of the case and law of the subject, the adjudicating

authority has erred in ordering to pay the interest under Section 75 of the Finance Act,

1994.

• On the facts and circumstances of the case and law of the subject, the adjudicating

authority has erred in imposing penalty of Rs. 30,000/- under Section 77 of the Finance

Act, 1994.

• On the facts and circumstances of the case and law of the subject, the adjudicating

authority has erred in imposing penalty of Rs. 22,82,433/- under Section 78 of the

Finance Act, 1994.

i~;~~ The appellant have vide letter dated 06.03.2023 submitted additional written submission,

/4~Jf'(C'·~ \,};hfrei~ they, inter alia: ".'-iterated submission made in tl1e appeal memorandum and also made
1_ re <;1 ; . ' )rl-f.".:_Ubwmg further subm1ss1011:
Ii:, ,... ( .-·,, !y~'-
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F.NO. GAPPL/COM/STP/1812/2022-Appeal

• The appellant is a sub-contractor and is engaged in providing tractor hiring services for

transportation of materials. used in construction like cement, gravels, sand, etc. during the

FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17.

• The appellant has provided sub-contracting services in form of tractor hiring services for

construction work at various sites. Tractors were used for transportation of sand, cement

and other materials used for construction at sites.

.. As per the provisions of Section 66D(p) of the Finance Act, 1994, services provided by

way of transportation of goods by road is covered under negative list. In the present cae,

the appellant has provided tractor hiring services at construction site for transport of

materials, which was covered under negative list of service and the appellant is not liable

to charge service tax on income earned by them by providing tractor hiring services and

with such an interpretation the appellant has decided not to collect the service tax and not

to pay the same.

• Without prejudice to above submission, if the appellant is considered as Goods Transport

Agency (GTA), then as per Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012, the same

were covered under reverse charge mechanism and 100% of the tax is payable by the
"

recipient of services, as the appellant has provided the services to the principal

contractors which were covered under the list of specified persons.

4. Personal hearing in the case was held on 29.03.2023 through virtual mode. Shri Hardik

V. Vora, Advocate, appeared on behalf of the appellant for personal hearing. He reiterated

submission made in appeal memorandum as well as in additional written submission.

5. 1 have carefully gone throughthe facts of the case, grounds of appeal, submissions made

in the Appeal Memorandum and documents available on record. The issue to be decided in the

present appeal is whether the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority, confirming

the demand of service tax against the appellant along with interest and penalty, in the facts and

circumstance of the case, is legal and proper or otherwise. The demand pertains to the period

from FY 2014-15 to FY 2017-18 (1pto Jun-2017).

6. I find that in the SCN in question, the demand has been raised for the period FY 2014-15

to FY 20 I 6-17 based on the Income Tax Returns filed by the appellant. Except for the value of

"Sales of Services under Sales / Gross Receipts from Services" provided by the Income Tax

·Department, no other cogent reason or justification is forthcoming from the SCN for raising the

demand against the appellant. It is also not specified as to under which category of service the
non-levy of service tax is alleged against the appellant. Merely because the appellant had

0
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the respondent was liable to pay service tax, which was not paid by them. In this regard, I find

that CBIC had, vide Instruction dated 26.10.2021, directed that:

"It wasfurther reiterated that demand notices may not be issued indiscriminately based
on the difference between the ITR-TDS taxable value and the taxable value in Service Tax
Returris.

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 folio-wed 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, adjudicating authorities are expected to pass a
judicious order after proper appreciation offacts and submission ofthe noticee."

0

0

6.1 In the present case, I find that letters were issued to the· appellant seeking details and

documents, which were allegedly not submitted by them. However, without any further inquiry

or investigation, the SCN has been issued only on the basis of details received from the Income

Tax department, without even specifying the category of service in respect of which service tax

is sought to be levied and collected. This, in my considered view, is not a valid ground for

raising of demand of service tax.

7. 1 find that the main contentions of the appellant are that (i) their services were exempted

from Service Tax as per Sr. No. 12, 12A, 13 and 14 of the Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated

20.06.2012; (ii) services provided by way of transportation of goods by road is covered under

negative list as per the provisions of Section 66D(p) of the Finance Act, 1994 and they are not

liable to service tax; (1ii) if the appellant is considered as Goods Transport Agency (GTA), then

as per Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012, the same were covered under reverse

charge mechanism and 100% of the tax is payable by the recipient of services, as the appellant

have provided the services to the principal contractors, which were covered under the list of

specified persons; and (iv) the demand is barred by limitation.

8. It is observed that the adjudicating authority has, while confirming the demand of

service tax, held that the activity undertaken by the appellant were classifiable under the

category of "Supply of Tangible goods for use" defined under Section 65(105)(zzzzj) of the

Finance Act, 1994. However, I find that the provisions under Section 65( 105) of the Finance Act,

1994 has been replaced by negative list based service tax regime vide Notification No. 20/2012

ST dated 05.06.2012, made applicable w.e.f. 01.07.2012. Hence, the adjudicating authority has

confirmed the demand under the provisions prevalent before 01.07.2012, which are not in

existence for the period of demand pertaining to FY 2014-15 to 2017-18 (upto Jun-2017). I find

that on this count the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority is not legally correct.

,.-~, 9. The appellant have, in their appeal memorandum, stated that they were engaged in

/4 >"-0. 0~ CENTe4 f'-
¥- ,e

i ,/(,~<,J?f viding Tractor and JCB hiring services on contract basis. However, the appellant, in their

(_~J _-c~,\_:f )}J/·9' JY to the show cause notice, mentioned that they have supplied service of JCB hiring for
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F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/1812/2022-Appeal

residential construction works. During personal hearing before the adjudicating authority also the

appellant contended that they own JCB machines and Tractor and they have provided the same

to construction site for rent. However, at the appeal stage, the appellant have contended that they

have provided services by way of transportation of goods by road, which is covered under

negative list as per the provisions of Section 66D(p) of the Finance Act, 1994 and they are not

liable to service tax. They have also provided sample invoices issued by them under additional

written submission. This plea was not taken by the appellant before the adjudicating authority.

I 0. On verification of the sample invoices issued by the appellant and submitted along with

additional written submission, I find that the appellant engaged in transportation of construction

material and issued invoices calculating charges per trip as well as the appellant provided their

tractor on hire basis and charged hire charges per hour/ per day in the invoices.

I 0.1. I find that with effect from 01.07.2012, there has been total shift in the service tax levy,

from "specific service based taxation" to "negative list based taxation", that means, all the

services, except those listed in negative list, shall be liable to service tax. Section 66B of the

Finance Act, 1994 provides that there shall be levied a tax to be referred to as service tax on the

value of all services, other than those services specified in the negative list, provided or agreed to

be provided in the taxable territory by one person to another and collected in such a manner as

may be prescribed. The 'negative list' is provided for in Section 66D of the Finance Act, 1994.

I 0.2 The relevant provision of the Section 66E() and Section 66D(p) of the Finance Act,

1994. for the purposes of the activity involved in this case, is as follows:

"Section 66E Declared services. - The following shall constitute declared services,

namely:

(/) transfer ofgoods by way ofhiring, leasing, licensing or in any such manner without

transfer ofright to use such goods;"

"SECTION 66D. Negative list ofservices. The negative list shall comprise of the
following services, namely :

(p) services by way oftransportation ofgoods

(@) by road except the services of-

(A) a goods transportation agency; or

(B) a courier agency; "

(ii) [ * * * *J

(iii) by inland waterways;"

~~ The services provided by way of transportation of goods by road other than a goods1/;f ':;,:;,;~~ortation agency or a courier agency falls under the Negative List of Services' as per the

le f a],l ."" "G 8
±; •• 'et' No rs»I
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F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/1812/2022-Appeal

Section 66D(p) of the Finance Act, 1994. Also, Section 65B(44) of the Finance Act, 1994, as

inserted w.e.f. 1 July, 2012, defines 'service' to mean any activity carried out by any person for

another for consideration and includes a declared service but would not include certain services

specified in clauses (a), (b) and (c). Declared services have been enumerated in Section 66E of

the Finance Act, 1994.

l 0.4 In view of the above, I am of the considered view that the appellant cannot seek to

establish their eligibility for exemption from payment of Service Tax at the appellate stage

without first .submitting all the evidences before the adjudicating authority. They should have

submitted all the invoices and other relevant records & documents before the adjudicating

authority, which was proper authority to verify the authenticity of the documents and to

recalculate the liability of service tax as enumerated above. They have, at the appellate stage,

taken new grounds which were not taken before adjudicating authority. Thus, considering the

facts of the case as discussed above and in the interest of natural justice, I am of the considered

view that the case is required to be remanded back to the adjudicating authority to decide the

matter afresh after examine the contentions of the appellant, backed by the relevant documents,

and decide the case accordingly after following principle of natural justice.

11. l also find that the appellant have also contended that the demand is barred by limitation.

In this regard, I find that the due date for filing the ST-3 Returns for the period April, 2014 to

September, 2014 was 14 November, 2014 (as extended vide Order No. 02/2014-ST dated

24.10.2014). Therefore, considering the last date ofwhich such return was to be filed, I find that

the demand for the period April, 2014 to September, 2014 is time barred as the notice was issued

on 26.09.2020, beyond the prescribed period of limitation of five years. I, therefore, agree with

the contention of the appellant to that extent that even if the suppression is invoked, the demand

is time barred in terms of the provisions of Section 73 of the Finance Act, 1994. Therefore, the

demand on this count is also not sustainable for the period from April, 2014 to September, 2014

as, the same is barred by limitation. In this regard, I also find that the adjudicating authority has

not taken into consideration the issue of limitation and confirmed the demand in toto.

12. ln view of the above discussion, I remand the matter back to the adjudicating authority to

reconsider the issue a fresh and pass a speaking order after following the principles of natural

justice. The appellant are directed to submit all the relevant documents before the adjtidicating

authority within 15 days.

The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.
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Superintendent(Appeals),
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To,

M/s. Bipinbhai Jivanlal Patel,

F-3, Suvarna Apartment,

Nr. Nirnaynagar, Ranip,

Ahmedabad-382480

The Deputy Commissioner,

COST, Division-VII,

Ahmedabacl North

F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/1812/2022-Appeal

Date: 31.03.2023

Appellant

Respondent

Copy to:

1) The Principal ChiefCommissioner, Central OST, Ahmedabad Zone

2) The Commissioner, COST, Ahmedabad North

3) The Deputy Commissioner, COST, Division VII, Ahmedabad North

4) The Assistant Commissioner (HQ System), COST, Ahmedabad North

(for uploading the OIA)
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