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ai4"1('1cbdf cB"f ~ i:rcf "QdT Name &Address

1. Appellant
M/s.Rameshbhai Haribhai Gondaliya,61, Shyam Park Society,B/h Noble
School, Krishnanagar,Ahmedabad - 382346

2. Respondent
The Assistant Commissioner, CGST Division-I, Ahmedabad North,Ground Floor,

Jivabhai Mansion, Ashram Road, Ahmedabad-380009

al{ anfh g rft s#gr a sriihs 3rgra aar & at a grmer uf zuenfenf
f aag Tg Fer 3rf@art at srq zu gr)errmat rgdawar ?j

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 :

'+fffif x=RcbR "cbT TR11ffOT~
Revision application to Government of India :

(1) cRfm \'.ltcll~rJ ~~, 1994 cB1" tITTT 3raa fl4 aa; lgTai e 5fR it ~
tITTT "cbl" "(jlf-'efffi cB" >!"~ ~ cB" 3W@ TR11ffOT ~ 3lmrl" ~, '+fffif x=RcbR, fclro
inrru, lura far, a)ft +ifr, la la qua, ir if, { fact : 110001 al #t uRt
a1fey
(i) A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4" Floor, Jeevan Deep Building,
Parliament Street, New Delhi - 11O 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) zuf ml #t gr~mt i a }ftR arar fas4t qrsr Ir 3rr arr #
a fh8 quermr a aw avsrm ima ura ; mrf i, zu fa4t quern zuT Tuerare
cffi ~ cblx\'.511~ it <TT fcl5"m ·+1°-sl<llx it °ITT l=J@" t ufau ahr g{ st 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 or from one warehouse to another during the course of
processing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehouse.
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(cB) 'l'lffifas fan#t n, urr fuffaarG cr,r m lf@ faff i sqzar zycen aa mra cr,r
GT«azrcaRd "GT1" and # as fa#t rg arrfuffa &1

(A)

(B)

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.

3if snra t snraa yesgurf ul set Re ma 6t nu{&ail ha arr it g
nrr qiRm qaf agar, or@ta rr tJffea cIT x,lflf 4'[ zrarf@a 3r@Ru (i.2) 1998
'cfRT 109 IDxT~ ~ 1R "ITT I

(c) 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.

(1) a?hr snraa zyca (r8ta) Pura), 2oo1 # fua g aiafa Raff{e ua igm zv--o t
mwrr , )fa sr? uf amt hfa feta 4 masf ~-~-~ 3T1fu;r ~ cp°f
ql"-ql" ,Raj # er fr m4a fhu urr a1Rel Gu# rer \'.SITill ~- cp1 ~ * 3W@ 'cfRT
35-~ lT ferffRa #t grar k rad er ir3TR-6 'cffc1R cp°f mTI 'lft ~~ I

The above application shall be made in dup-licate 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) RReau sm)gr er usf vivaa va ala qt zn um#a aa "ITT cIT ffl 200/- ~ 'IJ1R!R
ctr \ilfq atR uIBT~~~ C'f@" "ff \i'lflGT m err 1000/- cp°f ~ 'ljl@R ctr \ilfq 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.

ft zrcea, 4hr sqlr yes vi ara srfl6tr mrzmf@row a ,Ra ar9:
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) ft snaa yea sf@efzm, 1944 t ear 35-4\/35-z sifa

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

aqffa qRb 2 (1) a i sag arr # ararar #t aft, r@tat #m i fl yeo,
ta snraa zyca vi vara arft4tr nrzntf@ran1 (Rre) 6l ufa 2#ta f)feat,
a1smrarare ## 21II, Ggn,If] 4441 ,3/la1,f7eyeIT,3lg1ala -aooo4

(a) To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2nd floor,Bahumali Bhawan,Asarwa,Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004.
in case of appeals other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.



(3)

---3---

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 the form
of crossed bank draft in 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.

ziR4 g 372ra{ pa smii at tr ah a r@a per oitr # fg #k cfiT 'lfIBR
srfaa an fhn ur Reg gr z a ta g; sf fa frat urdt nrf aa Reg
qenRe1fa 374)4hr =znnf@raw at ya 3r4la za ahral al ya 3mar f@hut rat &j

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Orig_inal, 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 .

urn1au yeas rf@fm 17o zren ii@r at 3rgqR--4 siafa fefffR fag 31gar a3mraa zu pc mgr zrenfnf fufu qf@rant or?r rat al va IR u 6.6.so h
cfiT urn1au zgca feaz am el a1Ry
One copy of application or 0.1.0. as the case may be, and the order of the
adjournment authority shall a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paise as prescribed
under scheduled-I item of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) za sit vi#f@er mi at Riru ma aa frii qfr ai ft en 3naff fau una ? vi
v#it yea, €ha Una zgca vi hara ar@la mrznf@ravur (at#ff@ fe) fm, 1982
Rfea et
Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter
contended in the Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure)
Rules, 1982.

(7) v#tar yen, a4r snad yea vi vara r44hr mrznf@raw (Rrez), # uf sr9 a
maafar rim (Demand) vi is (Penalty) cfiT 10% 1Icf sm par ffarf ?1rifh,
.:,rR1cBcn:r1Icf ll[l=IT 1o lswu; & I(section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 &
Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

#4lrlaeaaj latask siafa, nfreagt "aacr a$tii"(Duty Demanded) 
(i) (section) isupaasafufRaft,
(ii) farmr«aazfezstaft,
(iii) ha2fePaikfa6a a<a2uufL.

> uqasa if@a sr@tauseqasatstgeari, srfl atfacavfgqffaa
fur rare.

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

1;; of the Finance Act, 1994) .
Under Central Excise and Service Tax, "Duty demanded" shall indude:

(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.

<r 3nar#uf arftr Rraur #r siies srrar zyes u avs Raia latiifauye
± 1oyrarrwjt srziaaav Ra(Ralasavsh 1o/tru al surf}at

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on
payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or
penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute."

(4)



F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/1505/2023

ORDER IN APPEAL

M/s. Rameshbhai Haribhai Gondaliya, 61, Shyam Park Society, B/h Noble School,
Krishnanagar, Ahmedabad- 382346 (hereinafter referred to as 'the appellant') have filed
the present appeal against the Order-in-Original No. 322/AC/Demand/2022-23 dated
21.12.2022, (in short 'impugned order) passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Central
GST, Division-I, Ahmedabad North Commissionerate (hereinafter referred to as 'the
adjudicating authority). The appellant were engaged in providing taxable services but
were not registered with the Service Tax Department.

2. The facts of the case, in brief, are that based on the data received from the
Central Board of Direct Taxes (CBDT) for the F.Y. 2015-16, it was noticed that the
appellant had earned substantial income by providing taxable services. The appellant
has neither obtained Service Tax Registration nor paid service tax on such income.
Letters were, therefore, issued to the appellant to provide the details of the services
provided during the F.Y. 2015-16 and explain the reasons for non-payment of tax and
provide certified documentary evidences for the same. The appellant neither provided
any documents nor submitted any reply justifying the non-payment of service tax on
such receipts. Therefore, the income reflected under the heads "Sales / Gross Receipts
from Services (Value from ITR)" of the Income Tax Act, 1961, was considered as a taxable
value..

Service Tax
Payable

1,46,985/14.5%

Service Tax
rate



Sr. No. F.Y. Value from ITR
or Value ofForm

26AS- ..
01. 2015-2016 · 10,13,683/

-----~

2.1 A Show Cause Notices (SCN) bearing No. IV/TPD/SCN/RAMESHBHAI/2021 dated '
23.04.2021 was issued to the appellant proposing recovery of service tax of Rs.1,46,985/
along with interest, not paid on the value· of income received during the F.Y.2015-16
under Section 73(1) and Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994. Imposition of penalties
under Section 77 and Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994 was also proposed.

3. .The said SCN was acijudicated vide the impugned order wherein the· total service
tax demand of Rs. 1,46,985/-'was confirmed alongwith interest on the income received
during the F.Y. 2015-16. Penalty of 10,000/- was imposed under Section 77. Penalty of
Rs. 1,46,985/- was also imposed under Section 78 of the Finance Act.

4. Being aggrieved with the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority,
the appellant have preferred the present appeal, on the grounds elaborated below:

► The appellant is in business of embroidery in textile sector. The income of
Rs.10,94,110/- shown in the ITR pertains to income from above activity which is
exempted vide Entry No.30 of mega Notification No.25/2012-ST dated
20.06.2012.
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» The textile processing is exempted when carried out as an,Gk 'ate
. · ,· . [ as"z eproduction process as a job work. The word textile s define.
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cloth or woven fabric. Further, Section XI of the CEA, 2012-13 has given a heading
namely "Textiles and Textiles Articles", as the excise law identifies textiles and
textile articles separately but does not include textile articles. The job work carried
out on any fabric or semi-finished garment is textile processing and therefore
exempted. The sales made by the appellant were in respect of the job work of
embroidery. However, these facts were not examined by the adjudicating
authority hence the demand is not sustainable on merits.

5. Personal hearing in the appeal matter was held on 28.08:2023. Shri Dhaval M.
Limbani, Chartered Accountant, appeared on behalf of the appellant for personal
hearing. He reiterated the submission made in appeal memorandum and handed over
the written submission with agreement for purchase of machines and bank statement of
the appellant. He submitted that the appellant provided job work services for textiles
which are exempted under the mega exemption notification. He requested to allow one
weeks time for submission of additional documents and requested to set-aside the
impugned order.

6. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case, grounds of appeal,
submissions made in the appeal memorandum, additional submissions and the
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
Rs.1,46,985/- 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 F.Y 2015-16.

6.1 The appellant claim that they are in the business of embroidery in textile sector
and that the income reflected in the ITR pertains to job-work of embroidery done on
textile. They have submitted the copy of ITR, Balance Sheet and sample invoices to justify
their above claim.

6.2 It is observed that the entire demand has been raised in the SCN based on the
income data shared by the CBDT and on the differential income on which no service tax
was paid by the appellant. They did not file any reply to the SCN nor did they appear for
personal hearing before the adjudicating authority, therefore the case was decided ex
parte. However, the appellant before the Appellate Authority has submitted the copy of
invoices demonstrating the nature of job-work provided. On going through the
documents; I find that the· appellant was carrying out all types of computerized
embroidery work on dupatta, patiyala dress and other textile fabrics. The invoices raised
were also for the e111broiclery work clone on textile fabrics. In the Balance sheet also this
income is reflected as Labour embroidery.

relation to 
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6.3 The above job-work carried out by the appellant is in relation to textile processing
which is exempted vide Mega Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012. Relevant
text of Clause (30) of Notification No. 25/2012-ST is re-produced below for referen

30. Carrying out an intermediate production process as job wo



(a) agriculture, printing or textileprocessing;

F.No. GAPPL/COMISTPl1505l2023

(b) cut and polished diamonds and gemstones; or plain and studded
jewellery ofgold and other precious metals, falling under Chapter 71 of
the Central Excise TariffAct, 1985 (5 of1986);

(c) any goods on which appropriate duty is payable by the principal
manufacturer, or

(d) processes of electroplating, zinc plating, anodizing, heat treatment, .
powder coating, painting including spraypainting or auto black, during
the course ofmanufacture ofparts ofcycles or sewing machines upto an
aggregate value of taxable service of the specified processes of one
hundred and fifty lakh rupees in a financialyear subject to the condition
that such aggregate value had not exceeded one hundred and fifty lakh
rupees during thepreceding financialyear

6.4 The appellant were carrying out computerized embroidery which is an
intermediate production process and a job work in relation to textiles. I find that such
intermediate process carried out by the appellant is squareiy covered under Clause (30)
(a) of the mega notification. I, therefore, extend the benefit of above exemption to the
appellant. Considering the invoices, Balance Sheet and the ITR submitted by the .
appellant, I find, the service tax demand of Rs.146,985/- confirmed alongwith interest
and penalties on the job work income far carrying out the intermediate production
process in relation to textile processing is not sustainable on merits.

7. In light of above discussion and findings, I set-aside the impugned order
confirming the service tax demand of Rs.1,46,985/- alongwith interest and penalties and ·
allow the appeal filed by the appellant.

8. rf@aaaf traf ft +& aft mt fart satala farsaran
The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed off in above terms.

~

ted ,.\(j.#v
--~

(Rek a A. Nair)
Superintendent (Appeals)
CGST, Ahmedabad

By RPAD/SPEED POST

To,
M/s. Rameshbhai Haribhai Gondaliya,
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61, Shyam Park Society,
B/h Noble School, Krishnanagar,
Ahmeclabacl- 382346

The Assistant Commissioner,
CGST, .Division-I,
Ahmeclabacl North
Ahrneclabacl

Respondent

1. The Principal Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone.
2. The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad North.
3. The Assistant Commissioner (H.Q. System), CGST, Ahmedabad North.

(For uploading the OIA)u.Guard File.
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