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#l? fazf-sr siatsrramar ? it az srs?r a #Ra zrnf@faR aarg ·q re
sf@tart Rtsf)a szrarg+errala rgramart&,r fahk a?gra fasgtmar?

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) ftaura ea a@fr , 1994 Rt arr aaf aagmgmat kaqterr #t
sq-err h pruvgm h siafa gaterur snaaa srflrRa, sraat, far irzr, taft,
tf ifs, sf7a#ar, irmi, {fl«: 110001 #tRtst afez :­

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: -

(#) fr Rt gt h murksad z f.i ehI at? f4Rt uarr qrtat i <lT fe)ajt
nsrsrr ta o,s trmstag@ l'.fm if, <lT fe)ajt '4-1 o,s (ln Tr swerark agft eh I {© I~ if
t fas«frsent gt tat4frhtug&z

In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from 1:1- 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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(a) rz«hangftag Tr7r# f.l 4 rru alTrth fa f.?t 4-1ra I it~~~ +ITTf "CR

sr«aaRa trts«hagftzagrqrfaffaa 2
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.

() sifanRtstar/ h@ramh fu st sethemrRt n&? st ha srgr st <
arrvifra g a ( f a rgm, sft a rr 1lTRQ cfl" rn r r arafa f@2fa (i 2) 1998
mu 109 filU~fcl,i:; ~w1

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) hr4tr snrar green (fta) Rm(a7, 2001 hRR 9 eh siasffem«ie sz-8 it
4fa , ifa s?gr a #fa ser fa Rita t filrfmr ah para-srkr u sf sr?gr ft <TT-<TT

7fail a arr sa sea fr str rfeq sh rr arar < qr er glf ziaia mu 35-~ it
fafRa fra star aqreh irrer-6nrRt if sf 2ftarfe

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.

(3) Rf@er arr # arr szi iarava atastr 5ak# gtatst200/- flr g=rat Rt
srgst sgi ia7a gm«ra saner ga 1000/- R7Rrgar ft srql

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.

far qr«ea, arrsr gt«eaqiear# sf)fr rrf@t4w ah vfraft:­
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) W"4"m~~, 1944~mu35-m/35-~¾aiffl:-
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to:-

(2) -:iwRIF€ta qRh aarg gar h sratar Rt sf, sfr h Rr green, aft
snrar gr«ca qi tar flt +aTf@#wr (fez) ft fr flr ff0a, sz«Iara ii 24 arr,
iit§4-11#1 ™• arm:<TT, ffy:z~, dJ~C::lii!IC::-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 Tribun;:tl 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 an · ate public
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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.

(3) ~ <r?gr a&gkit qr am?gr gar tm~~~~rt~ r#rn tfiT~~
~ t fcti<!T \lffiTT ~w er~ t ~ ~ m fa far 4&t anf aa a fu zrnfnfa ff7r
arrant@raw air v#sf zn ah4trwarRt uaca hat srt?t

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.I.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. l00/ - for each.

(4) rrar res sf@lf7tr 1970 zrnr tin)fer ft sraft -1 a siafa faff fu gars
rarer 4«rkr zrnf@fafrqfeanth amt2st t@lal uafar 6.50 #r cfiT r414 ll.'14
eears Renza@tr rfeu

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) stiif@at Rt firaar fail Rt am: m tr staff fan star? Rtfl
Feet, hr sua greenviarafrrnnf@#Ur (qr[ff) fan, 1982 it frtftcr ~,
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) ftrr area,hrsaran gee#varazfrr rmnf@2aw (fa«ez) u ffsf am
if cfid&1+Jii1 (Demand) vii (Penalty) cfiT 10% pf sar aGr srfarf ?l graifk, sf@earpa wsr
10~~~I (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994)

hlr s7Taeasiaaa 3RflTTr, ~nfi:m~~ t)" aj.J- (Duty Demanded) I

( 1) is (section) 1 lD t %_Q frtafftcnTf~T;
(2) iwlT 1fffil"~~ tJ-mwr;
(3) ~~~tf.:rn:r6t%_Q~U"rul

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) sr rear h ya sfa nf@law ha szi area srzrar green Tr «vs fa1Ra gt at tru mg
greenk 10% @rat T am: "'W~~ Fcl ct IRa ~qq~t 10% {ratw ft sr raft ?

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." ~1 ,-i-,:rq;-
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F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/4046/2023-Appeal

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by Mis. Chetan Shailendra Chauhan, 48,Nandanvan Duplex, Near

Milan Park, Nava Naroda,Ahmedabad-382330, (hereinafter referred to as "the appellant") against

Order-in-Original No. 507/AC/Demand/22-23 dated 14.02.2023 (hereinafter referred to as "the

impugned order") passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Central GST, Division I, Ahmedabad

North (hereinafter referred to as "the adjudicating authority").

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

ACYPC9160DST00I. On scrutiny of the data received from the Central Board of Direct Taxes

(CBDT) for the FY 2015-16, it was noticed that the appellant has shown income from services in

their ITR reflected under the heads "Gross Receipt from sales of services (Value from ITR)"filed

with Income Tax department but the same is not shown their ST-3 returns. Details of the same are
as under:

F.Y. Gross Receipt from sales of Taxable value as Difference Service tax not/
services(as per ITR) per ST-3 Return Value Short paid

2015-16 13,35,852/­ 0/­ 13,35,852/­ 2,00,378/­

Accordingly, it appeared that the appellant had earned the saidsubstantial income by way of

providing taxable services but had neither paid the service tax nor shown in their ST-3 Return. The

appellant were called upon to submit copies of required documents for assessment for the said
,

period. However, the appellant had not replied to the letters issued by the department.

2.1 Subsequently, the appellant were issued Show Cause Notice No. AR-I/Third

Party/Chetan/2015-16/19-20 dated 29.12.2020 demanding Service Tax amounting to Rs.

2,00,378/- for the,period F.Y. 2015-16 under proviso to Section 73 of the Finance Act, 1994.
• • + ·'

The SCN also proposed recovery of interest under Section 75 of the. Finance Act, 1994; and
! ·i , .. '

imposition of penalties under Section 76 & Section 78 of the Fina~ce Act, 1994 and under the

Rule? of service tax Rules,1994 read with section 70 of the Finance Act, 1994.

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

adjudicating authority wherein the demand of Service Tax amounting to Rs. 2,00,378/- 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 FY 2015-16 . Further (i)

Penalty of Rs. 2,00,378/- was imposed on the appellant under Section 78 of the Finance Act,

1994 and (ii) Penalty of Rs. 20,000/- was imposed on the appellant under Section section 70 of

the Finance Act, 1994 read with Rule 7 of service tax Rule~~~
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3.

F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/4046/2023-Appeal

Being aggrieved with the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority, the

appellant have preferred the present appeal, inter alia, on the following grounds:

s The appellant submitted that due viral/fever he couldn't file the appeal within time and
there was a delay of 28 days in filing appeal.

s The appellant submitted that during the F.Y. 2015-16, he was engaged in providing

services as an insurance agent of LIC and received income of Rs. 13,35,852/- from LIC.

as commission. He also earned income as commission from star health insurance. He

stated that the interest received from bank is covered under negative list. The services of

insurance agents are covered under Reverse charge mechanism as per Noti. No 30/2012­

ST dated 20.06.2012 where service tax liability is 100% on the service recipient. I-le
requested to allow his appeal.

4. Personal hearing in the· case was held on 06.03.2024. Shri Ghanshyam lalpura appeared

for, personal hearing on behalf of the appellant. He reiterated the' contents of the written

submission and stated that he is attending the PH on behalf of Maulik Vakhariya who is

authorized by the appellant. he requested one day time to file additional submission and the same

have been received throughmail on dated 07.03.2024 in this office.

5. I have carefully gone through the 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 FY
2015-16.

6. I find that in the SCN in question, the demand has been raised for the period FY 2015-16

based on the Income Tax Returns filed by the appellant. The appellant failed to file reply against

the letter issued by the department. Therefore the impugned SCN was issued considering the

value shown against "Sales of Services" value provided by the Income Tax Department. Further
the demand was also confirmed by the adjudicating authority on ex pate basis.

7. Now, as per submission filed before me it is seen that the appellant in brief facts stated

that he is registered with service tax department for Receipt/Providing of general insurance

services. While going tlu·ough the Form26AS for the relevant period, no TDS is found. While in

the appeal memorandum, he is mentioning that he is providing general insurance service, in the

Profit & Loss account , the income of Rs. 13,35,852/- is shown from repair and maintenance.



F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/4046/2023-Appeal

The claims made by the appellant are contradictory, confusing and unconvincing. hence I do not s .. 6

find any infirmity with the impugned order.

8. In view of the above discussion, I am of the considered view that the adjudicating

authority correctly held the appellant liable to pay Service Tax on the activity performed during

the F.Y. 2015-16. The same is recoverable from them along with interest and penalty.

9. In view of above, I uphold the impugned order and reject the appeal filed by the
appellant.

10. sft #af grr afRt nt€zfaa far 3qt adfastar?p

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

Attested

Manish Kumar
Superintendent(Appeals),
COST, Ahmedabad

By RPAD I SPEED POST
To,
M/s Chetan Shailendra Chauhan,
48,Nandanvan Duplex, Near Milan Park,
Nava Naroda,Ahmedabad-382330

The Assistant Commissioner,
COST, Division-I,
Ahmedabad North

!
(sr#a#)
ga (ft=a)

Date: 14 07.262f

Appellant

Respondent

Copy to:
I) The Principal Chief Commissioner, Central OST, Ahmedabad Zone
2) The Commissioner, COST, Ahmedabad North
3) The Assistant Commissioner, COST, Division I, Ahmedabad North
4) The Assistant Commissioner (HQ System), COST, Ahmedabad North

(for uploading the OIA)
..2)Guard File
6) PA file


