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T Arising out of Order-in-Original No. 132/AC/Demand/22-23 feHTes: 27.09.2022, issued
by Deputy/Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division-I, Ahmedabad-North

51 adlerspdt T w9 U4 gal Name & Address

1. Appellant

M/s Shreeram Travels Agency,

S-17,Shiv Apartment, Opp. Noble School,
Krishna Nagar Colony, Parshwanath Road,
Saijpur Bogha, Ahmedabad

2. Respondent
The Deputy/ Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division-l, Ahmedabad North
,Ground Floor, Jivabhai Mansion Building, Aashram Road Ahmedabad -
380052

BIS Ao 3 et AW A AT W HRal © < I8 I MW B Uiy gemRefd
A1 gTY 7Y HerT ARBHRT B rdied AT YIS ST TR DHR Al © |

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 :

HRE ARBR BT G0 SIS

Revision application to Government of India :

(1) G I o i, 1994 B GRT ATT Y FAY T AFA S IR | A
gRT B SU-GRT & YA AR & aferf GEETor JaeT el wiYE, N WeR, faw
e, ot v, Ael wirer, sam Qu vaw, EvIe W, 98 Ree 110001 BT DY S
=1RY |

(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 - 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 :

G I A B D A A o9 W TN REm ¥ G YrerR ar o dREM A
a7 Bl WUSHIR ¥ ¥R WUSHIR ¥ Al of i §U A1 #, a7 5l 9UsTIR A1 HUeR # 918
a8 fhd PRE™ # 1 {5 YoerR # 8 A1 @ Uit & SR g8 o |

(i) ' In case of any loss of go dQs’\:vT/}h\ere\Q:le loss occur in transit from a factory o a

warehouse or to another factor or“‘fr m\«gne warehouse to another during the course of
processing of the goods in a wa(,eﬁ? €. or.ln st\orage whether in a factory or in a warehouse.

|




(1)

2

W%Wﬁﬂﬂﬂgwmﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁwwmwzﬁﬁﬁwﬁﬁmwm-ww
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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. .

Hﬁwmwﬁﬁqﬁmwzﬁw(ﬁwmmaﬁ)ﬁaﬁﬁmwwﬁl

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

mmﬁwwa}gﬂm%ﬁwm@{aaﬁawaﬁﬁﬁsﬁ?@mﬁm
G g @ qafes arrgaa,adia%ﬁmmﬁaaﬁwu?mmﬁﬁaa@ﬁw(ﬁz) 1998
URT 109 &R gad fsy 7w &)

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,

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. :

ﬁﬁmma%mumﬁmqmwmmmmmgTaﬁmzoO/~q§ngﬁw
1 S 3R 6T W B9 G o W warer & a 1000 /— B B AT BT A0

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.

A1 Yoth, DT IS Foob T Farv IIiT ARwwer @ ufy ardfien—
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1)

()

(a)

P SIS Yeb SR, 1944 B R 35— /353 B aicela—

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

mqﬁ%@—dz (1)Eﬁﬁmm$awmﬁwﬁamﬁﬁwmﬁﬁ?ﬁmw,
mewwwmwwvr@@aaﬁwmﬁ%mﬁ,
SEFRTATS § 27 HIA, FGHTCH HIT , 3RRaT ,FRUTR, SEHETeE. —380004

To the wesf 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 mentio ed 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 shali 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.

(3) R ¥ MY # ®E Tqw e BT FAA BN ¥ A UND Iof ey B Ry W @ e
ST & W R S iRy TW aew @ B gu N 6 R ud o Q@ gw o o
TRy ardieli =mranfexer @t erfiel a1 ST TR B TH AAT Rhay o ¥

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.

(4) =T ged SRIFEE 1970 T WEIRE @ erwRi1 & ofefa PufRa Ry o waw
M A qe ey wRafy Fofes e & amewr 4 9§ u@e @) v 9k W wes0 09
BT AT e f&pe @ BT =Ry |

One copy of application or O.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-| item of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) 37 3R wdftm Amel B FRET a0 g FgEl @ iR 0 e erefia R sien & o
WA Yo, HIU SWRA Yod TG FAGR Afeld AriiieRer (SriR) Prm, sz
ffea &1

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) T ged, BT SET Yod U4 Qaew adield =i (RRRE), @ uf el @
Arel # dod HIT (Demand) U &S (Penalty) T 10% U3 W @1 Sifard & | wreiifes,

SifR{ehdH Y ST 10 BRIS TUY & |(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 &
Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

WWW IR JGTR P &iﬁ"‘fﬁ, T T “WG)‘TUW"(DUW Demanded) -
(i) (Section) W& 11D& aga Faffa afy,
(i)  forar Taa IMae Hige o Ay,
(iffy  Iae Wise Fawl % Fow 6 % aga g i,

o g O o e ardter & wed g s o g ¥, erfter il <t  Rre o wrd we
e,

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:
(i) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
(i) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.
ww&m%uﬁaﬂauﬁw%w&aﬁwaﬂmwmmﬁmﬁaﬁﬁﬁuﬁmww
& 10% YA TR 3R et o que RFama & aa g & 10% YwrarT w =t o wodt B

In view of above, an appeal at ;a‘fi’r,isﬁt;ﬁﬁ’sﬂ\pr er shall lie before the Tribunal on

payment of 10% of the duty demandéd} ““ﬁgﬂu\)&iﬁifgr\duty and penalty are in dispute, or
e a2
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s. Shreeram Travels Agency, S-17, Shiv
Apartment, Opp. Noble School, Krishna Nagar Colony, Parshwanath Road, Saijpur Bogha,
Ahmedabad (hereinafier referred to as “the appellant”) against Order-in-Original No.
132/AC/Demand/22-23 dated 27.09.2022 (hereinafter referred to as “the impugned order”)
passed by the Assistant Coﬁlmissioner, 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 were hd]ding Service Tax
Registration No. AGBPT8161GSD001. On scrutiny of the data received from the Central Board
of Direct Taxes (CBDT) for the Financial Year 2014-15, it was noticed that there was difference
of value of service amounting to Rs. 18,83,029/- between the gross value of service provided in
the said data and the gross value of service shown in Service Tax return filed by the appellant for
the FY 2014-15. Accordingly, it appeared that the appellant had earned the said substantial
income by way of providing taxablé services but not paid the applicable service tax thereon. The
appellant were called upon to submit clarification for difference along with supporting
documents, 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. [V/16-
178/Prev./Shreeram/2018-19 dated 24.08.2020 demanding Service Tax amounting to Rs.
2,32,742/- for the period FY 2014-15, under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 of the
Finance Act, 1994. The SCN also proposed reéovery of interest under Section 75 of the Finance

Act, 1994; and imposition of penalties under Section 78 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. 2,32,742/-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 FY 2014-15. Further,
Penalty of Rs. 2,32,742/- was also imposed on the appellant under Section 78 of the Finance Act,
1994,

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority, the
appellant have preferred the present appeal alongwith an application for condonation of delay on

the following grounds:

o The appellant were engaged in the business of giving motorcar on hire and was registered

with service tax Department and had filed ST-3 Returns from time to time.

* The services of the appellant is giving motor car on hire, the said.service was covered

under Reverse Charge Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated

U Ry,
a? . )
.;}(;lflg\\ ane X As per the

)
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said notification, in every case where the service is rendered to body corporate the-~

liability would arise on the recipient to pay tax.

* As per Form 26AS amount on which TDS has been deducted, except in one case ol
service to Mr. Parikh, all services were given (o body corporate. Therefore. the appellant

had no liability to pay tax.

* In fact, the liability of appellant were only in respect of Rs. 1,11,237/-, subject to
abatement, whereas by mistake appellant has paid tax on value of Rs. 2,06,991/- Thus
there is excess payment of tax on part of appellant as compared 1o his liability. The

excess tax paid is required to be refunded.

e ltis submitted that the appellant was entitled to abatement of 40% as per Notification No,
26/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 as amended. In facl, in the return filed by the appellan( the
same was claimed. The fact of iling return was noticed in the notice. The abatement was
also claimed / given on figure shown in the return, Thus, the Department had (he
knowledge about the claim of abatement and elfgibjlity of the same. Despite this, no

abatement was given in the impugned order,

*  When there is no tax liability, the question of interest of penalty also does not arise.

4, On going through the appeal memorandum, it is noticed that the impugned order was
issued on 27.09.2022 and received by the appellant on 24.10.2022. However, the present appeal,
in terms of Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994 was filed on 04.01.2023, i.e. after a delay of |1
days fram last date of filing of appeal. The appellant have along with appeal memorandum also
filed an Application seeking condonation of delay stating that their service tax User ID and
Password were blocked or not working, therefore, they have contacted the jurisdictional range
superintendent as on 13.12.2022 and informed them about the same, they have recejved reply
through mail on 23.12.2022. After that they again contacted the department to take guidance how

to make payment of pre-deposit and follow the procedure, which take time.

4.1 Personal hearing in the matter of Application for condonation of delay was held on
27.06.2023. Shri Shridev J. Vyas, Advocate, appeared on behalf of the appellant. He re-iterated

the submission made in the application for condonation of delay.

42 Before taking up the issue on merits, I proceed to decide the Application filed secking
condonation of delay. As per Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994, an appeal should be filed
within a period of 2 months from the date of receipt of the decision or order passed by the
adjudicating authority. Under the proviso appended to sub-section (3A) of Section 85 of the

Finance Act, 1994, the Commissioner (Appeals) is empowered to condope the delay or to allow

. e T R . . N = . .
the filing of an appea \Auft“hig_gif{fhh& { period of one month thereafter if, he is satisfied that the
/t;‘ Ry N
L&

appellant was prevepfe ghb? ﬁ"ﬁ;g,& it

use from presenting the appeal within the period of two
-1
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months. Considering the cause of delay given in application as genuine, I condone the delay of

11 days and take up the appeal for decision on merits,

5. Personal hearing in the case was held on 27.06.2023. Shri Shridev J. Vyas, Advocate,
appeared on behalf of the appellant for personal hearing. He reiterated submission made in
appeal memorandum. He submitted that the appellant provided rent-a-cab service which is
eligible for RCM and applicable abatement. Out of all the services recipients, only one is not
eligible for RCM. The appellant has already paid applicable service tax, after applying abatement
and has filed ST-03 returns. He will submit a copy of profit and loss account, ledger, sample.

invoices, if available, within a week. He requested to set aside the impugned order.

5.1 However, the appellant had not submitted any further documents as assured during the

course of personal hearing till the date of issuance of this order.

6. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case, grounds of appeal, submissions made
in the Appeal Memorandﬁm, during the course of hearing 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 2014-15.

7. It is observed that the contentions of the appellant are that (i) they have not required to
pay any service tax on the services rendered to the body corporate as per Notification No.
30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012; (ii) they were entitled to abatement under Notification No.
26/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012; and (iii) the liability of appellant were only in respect of Rs.
1.11,237/- received from Mr. Parikh, subject to abatement, whereas by mistake appellant has
paid tax on value of Rs. 2,06,991/-. Thus, there is excess payment of tax on part of appellant as
compared to his liability. It is also observed that the adjudicating authority confirmed the

demand of service tax ex-parte.

8. For ease of reference, I reproduce the relevant provision for abatement as provided under
Notification No. 26/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 as amended and relevant provision for reverse
charge mechanism as provided under Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 as

amended, which reads as under:

Notification No. 26/2012-Service Tax dated 20.06.2012, as amended vide Notification No.
08/2014-ST dated 11.07.2014

AYA Description of taxable service Percentage Conditions
No.
()13 G) PN
94. | Transport of passengers, with A SACTRIA credit_on inputs, capital

"?2::':‘2._\. \'.': A

Q
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S S v
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or without accompanied goods and input services, nsed Jor
belongings, by — providing the taxable service, has
a. a contract carriage other not been taken under (he provisions
than motor cab. of the CENVAT Credi Rules, 2004
b. a'radio taxi

Notification No. 30/2012-Service Tux dated 20.6.2012, as amended vide Notification
No. 10/2014-ST dated 11.07.2014

'GSR.......(E).-In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (2) of section 68 of the
Finance Act, 1994 (32 of 1994), and in supersession of (i) notification of the Government
of India in the Minisiry of Finance (Department of Revenue), No. 15/20] 2-Service Tux,
dated the 17th March, 2012, published in the Gazetre of India, Extraordinary, Part Ji.
Section 3, Sub-section (i),vide number G.S.R 2] 3(E), dated the 17th March, 2012, and (ii)
notification of the Government of India in the Ministry of Finance (Department of
Revenue), No. 36/2004-Service Tax, dated the 31st December, 2004, published in the
Gazelte of India, Extraordinary, Part II, Section 3, Sub-section (i), vide number G.S.R
849 (E), dated the 315t December, 2004, except as respects things done or omitted 1o be
done before such supersession, the Ceniral Government hereby notifies the Jollowing
taxable services and the extent of service lax payable thereon by the person liable 10 pay
service Lax for the purposes of the said sub-section, namely: -

1. The taxable services, -

“@ @ ..
(v) provided or agreed (o pe provided by way of renting of a motor vehicle
designed (o carry passengers o any person who is not in the similar line of
business or supply of manpower for any purpose | or securily service- ( Inserted
by Notification No.45/2012-ST, dated 7-8-2012 w.ef 7-8-2012.)] or service
portion in execution of works contract by any individual, Hindu Undivided Family
or partnership firm, whether registered or not, including association of persons.
located in the laxable territory to a business entity registered us body corporate,
located in the taxable lerritory

Table
SL. Description of a service Percentage of service (ax Percentage of service tax
No. payable by the person payable by any person
providing service liable for paying service
Tax other than the
service provider
7. (a) in respect of services NIL 100%

provided or agreed 0 be

provided by way of

renting of a molor vehicle

designed (0 carry

bassengers on abated

value lo any

person who is not engaged

in the similar line of

business

(b) in respect of services

provided or-agreed (o be

proui,ff.f@gt‘gﬁfw JIN 50% 0% |
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renting of a motor vehicle
designed to carry
passengers on non abated
value to

any person who is not
engaged in the similar line
of business

9. In view of the above provisions of Notification No, 30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012, I find
that there are two options under reverse charge mechanism, viz., (i) if an assessee, who opted for
payment of Service Tax on abated value, will issue invoices indicating service tax on abated
value and in that case if the recipient of service is a Body Corporate, the assessee is not required
to pay any service tax and the recipient of service is required to pay service tax on 40% of grdss
value of Invoice on reverse charge basis; and (ii) if an assessee, who had not opted for payment
of Service Tax on abated value, will issue invoices indicating full service tax on non-abated
value and in that case if the recipient of service is Body Corporate, the assessee is required to'pay
service tax on 50% of gross value of Invoice and the recipient of service is required to pay

service tax on remaining 50% of gross value of Invoice on reverse charge basis.

9.1 I find that in the present case, on verification of the Form 26AS for the FY 2014-15, it
appears that the appellant has provided services to the below mentioned entity, who has been
deducted TDS under Section 194C of the Income Tax Act, 1961, and the appellant had 1'ecéived
total amount of Rs. 18,83,029/- during the FY 2014-15:

Sr. No. | Name of the party '. Amount received
] Entreprenﬁtrship Development Institute of India 4,51,487/-
2 GVK Emergency Management and Research Institute 2,44,339/-
3 Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Ltd. 7,97,146/-
4 Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Ltd. . 16,862/-
5 Hemendra Manharlal Parikh 1,11,237/-
6 RNTCP Sub Committee State Health Society 55,204/-
7 Centre for Personnel Talent Management (CEPTAM) 65,655/-
8 Crescent EPC Projects and Technical Servicés 71,360/-
Limited

9 Ipca Laboratories Litd. ' 39,987/-
10 Alkem Laboratories Ltd. 29,752/-

18,83,029/-

9.2 On verification of the ST-3 Returns filed by the appellant for FY 2014-15, 1 find that the
appellant had opted for payment of service tax on abated value as per the Notification No.
26/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012. Under such circumstances, if the recipient of service is a Body

Corporate, the assessee is not required to pay any scrvice tax«eéy%\t%ecipient of service is

<

5
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. . 3 S T S LI .
required to pay 100% service tax on 40% of gross value o gmyyee-dn‘fug\)f%rse charge basis.
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9.3 On verification of the Form 26AS fqr the FY 2014-15, I find that the appellant provided
their services (i) to various Body Corporate, viz. Hindustan Petroleum Corporation Lld.. Ipca
Laboratories Ltd., Alkem Laboratories Ltd.; (ii) to individual viz. Hemendra Manharlal Parikh:
and (iii) to various other entity viz. autonomous bodies and other governmental agencics. | find
that the autonomous bodies and other governmental agencies, etc. not falls under the definition
of Body Corporate as defined under Section 2(11) of the Companies Act, 2013, which reads as

under:

““body corporate” or “corporation” includes a company incorporated outside India, hut
does not include—

() a co-operative sociely registered under any law relating (o co-operative societics: and
(ii) any other body corporate (not being a company as defined in this Act). which the
Ceniral Government may, by notification, specify in this behalf”

9.4 In view of the above, I find that the contention of the appellant that the liability of
appellant were only in respect of Rs. 1,11,237/- received from Mr. Parikh is not sustainable and
the appellant is also required (o pay service tax on the income reccived from the entity, who are

not body corporate as discussed above.

10.  Talso find that in the SCN in question, the demand has been raised for the period FY
2014-15 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
reported receipts from services, the same cannot form the basis for arriving at the conclusion that
they were liable to pay service tax, which was not paid by them. In this regard, | find that CBIC

had, vide Instruction dated 26.10.2021, directed that:

“It was further reiterated that demand notices may not be issued indiscriminately based
on the difference between the ITR-TDS taxable valye and the taxable value in Service Tux
Returns.

3. It is once again reiterated that instructions of the Board 1o issue show cause notices
. based on the difference in ITR-TDS data and service lax refurns only dfier proper
verification of facts, may be Jollowed diligently. Pr. Chief" Commissioner /Chief
Commissioner (s) may devise a suitable mechanism (o monitor and prevenl issue of
indiscriminate show cause notices. Needless (o mention that in all such cases where the
notices have already been issued, adjudicating authorities are expecled to pass u
Judicious order after proper appreciation of facts and submission of the noticee. "

10.1  In the present case, I find that letters were issued to the appellany 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

Ty I . . . . . .
b{c@&w@gl}md collected. This, in my considered view, is not a valid ground (or

is sought to06 levied
B

/ /e

tax, specifically in the backdrop of the situation when the appellant
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were already registered with service tax department and filed their ST-3 Returns from time to
time. It is also observed that the adjudicating authority without carried out any further
investigation, decided the case, ex-parte, and confirmed the demand of service tax as proposed in

the Show Cause Notice, which is not correct and legal.

I1. I find that the appellant has not disputed the taxability of services provided by
them i.e.“Renting of Motor Vehicle” and on verification of case records, I also find that the
appellant has also discharged their service tax liability and paid service tax on the total value of
Rs. 2,06,991/- as reflected in ST-3 Returns filed by them for the FY 2014-15. They have, in the
appeal memorandum, simply claimed that the services provided by them were under RCM
under Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.

12, Considering the facts of the case as discussed hereinabove and in the interest of justice,
find that the demand needs to be re-quantified considering the fact that the aiapellant provided
services to some Body Corporate also. However, I am of the considered view that the
adjudicating authority is the best placed to verify the authenticity of the documents as well as the
eligibility for exemption. Therefore, the case is required to be remanded back to the adjudicating
authority to examine the case on merits and also to consider the claim of the appellant for
exemption under Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012. The appellant is directed to
submit all the records and documents in support of their claim before the adjudicating authority
within 15 days of the receipt of this order. The adjudicating authority shall after considering the
records and documents submitted by the appellant decide the case afresh by following the

principles of natural justice.

I3. Inview 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.
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The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.

6 é ’ Q/>
(Shiv Prat;%) Singh)
Commissioner (Appeals)

Attested

(R.C. Maniyar)
Superintendent(Appeals),
CGST, Ahmedabad
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To,

M/s. Shreeram Travels Agency,

S-17, Shiv Apartment,

Opp. Noble School, Krishna Nagar Colony,
Parshwanath Road, Saij purBogha,
Ahmedabad

The Assistant Commissioner,
CGST,Division-I,

Ahmedabad North

Copy to :

F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/301/2023-Appeal

Appellant

Respondent

1) The Principal Chief Commissioner, Centra GST, Ahmedabad Zone

2) The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad North

3) The Assistant Commissioner;, CGST, Division I, Ahmedabad North

4) The Assistaiit Commissioner (HQ System), CGST, Ahmedabad North

Mard File

6) PA file
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(for uploading the OIA)







