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o-!LJ"l<iicbd "c/5T -;:ni:r zcr tJm Name & Address

1. Appellant

M/s Jaimin V patel,
10, Shivdarshan Tenament,
Arjun Ashram Road, Nirnaynagar,
Ahmedabad-382481

2. Respondent
The Deputy/ Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division-VII, Ahmedabad
North , 4th Floor, Shahjanand Arcade, Memnagar, Ahmedabad - 380052

al{ anfr za 3rfta arr i sriats rg aa?& as gr am?gr uf zrenferf
flt sag Tg gr 3rf@at at 3rft zu grur 3ma rgd a ta5at ? I

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 :

~tt'<i:BI'< "c/5T~lffOT~
Revision application to Government of India :

() #4q ala gc 3f@fu , 1994 cBl" tTRT 3r ft4 aal; mgmi a i q@a
'cfRT cITT '3""Cf-'cfRT cB" ~2Tli Y'F'gc/5 cB" 3RfTRf ~a-Tur ~ 3ltfr:r ~, 'Bffif '<i'<c/51'<, fclm
½?IIW-1, m fc8:nlT, ad)ft +if#r, la lu a, via rf, { Rec4t : 110001 cITT cBl" ~
an1Rgt
(i) 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:

(ii) ~ ~ c#!" 6TRma era ft erf cbl-<-&I~ fa8t aqaertI I 3rI #la

zmt fh#t or aw ugn ia a srd s mf i, za Rh#t querr zu wer i a
____cm- fcpm cbl-<{511~ B <TT fatusrm # at ma 6t ,fur a au g{ st
~~~ .

A-so»..%? .
-Iii~.,., ,1t~ In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a

t/J:'§ · w \~ • use or to another factory or from one warehouse to another during the course of
~ .· .. -~ prJjs ing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehouse.
; - $3,
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(q) d # as fat g ur rag faff m q al ta a Raffa auzjtr zyca aa ma a
snra ze a Raz # lW@' if iIIT -im # as fh4t rz zur re # Raffa at

(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.

3ifUna #t Garza gen gram af l szpt Re m1 l {et ha arr ui g
errr viRu grf@a sngai, rft # ITTxT -crrfur at au w zt arfa 3rf@fa (i.2) 199s
err 109 rr fga fag Tg "ITT I .

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) #fr sara zyca (r4t) Pura6al, 2oo1 # fu o # sifa faRRfe qua in <v--s ii at
,Rail i, )fa am?gr uf srar )fa Rei # # ft pc-ms vi sr@a 3rt at
at-at ufii a mer 5fr 3maa fa ult afe sa er la z. ml yrfhf 3iafa en
35-~ faff 1 kuarqd r; €r--s area # IR ft z)ft afegt

0

(c)

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) Rf@aura 3raga a er ugi visa van \[cP cir q} u Ura a gt al rz1 20o/- ffl :fTITT'rJ
ct!" \i'lW 3it uj via+a vsv Gara a unar st GT 1 ooo/- ct!" qfm :f@R ct!" \i'lW I

The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the Q
amount involved is Rupees One Lac or less and Rs.1,000/- where the amount
involved is more than Rupees One Lac.

v8tar zre, tr sad zrea vi ara 3@4a mrqf@raw uf 374ta :-­
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) ab4ta saa gen 3rf@fm, 1944 #t er 35-at/35-< # 3ta'r@:­

Under Section 358/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

3 a f r qRba 2 ( 1 ) a iaaT 3mar # 3carat #t r@la, 34tat a ma+ft gre,
b4hr sqraa zyes vi hara 3rftt1 mrznf@ran (Rrezc) 6l uf?a et#la 9)feat,

oll3l-Jci1Ellci if 2nd1=1Tffi, cil§J..Jlci1 'J-fcFf ,'3RRcTT ,frR'llx•Wlx,,31(:lJ..Jc'tlcillc't -380004

(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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(3)

(4)

---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.

uR ga 3me i a{ pa or?ii armt aha & at r@ta pea slat fry uh al 7Tar
sqja in7 a fa5zu ur arR@y z qszu # st gg ft fa frat udt rf a fg
re,fen,fa 37fl4tr naff@raw at va 3rat z tuaal ya 3la fcn°m vITTTT t I

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.

Ir1rr zca st@fu 197o zrn igitfra t rgqfr-4 a aiaf ferffRa fhn 1Ir al
3raaa ur p 3rr qenfe,fa fvfu If@rant an2st a ur@a atv if R 66.so ha
cpl rll Ill lci a yca fee cm @htal1
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.

0

(5) za 3j if@rmi at fiau ava cf@' frrwrr ctr 3j ft ezn 3naffa fan ult ? u
«ft zy«an, €h 3qrzyca g arm 7fl4ha +nrnf@raw (quiffaf@) fu, 1982 i
frrl%TI t; 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.

(7) ti zyca, #tu Una zyea vi hara or44ha znuf@raw (free), a 4 sr@lat
mat afarmi (Demand) g i (Penalty) cB"T 10% 1l<f iJ!1=ff cfR"r!T ·~ i I~.
3rf@raoar qfwar o a?lsuz !(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 &
Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

44la3Irca sit hara# oiafa, zmfrgt a&car a]ii(Duty Demanded) -
(i) (section)&iDb agaffRazuft;
(ii) @tIT neatha 2fezalif;
(ii) 2#@e fezfit#Rua 6ha?uf.

> uqfsvifa srfhiusgamarl gear, srf arfaa #fg qarfan
fear@.

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 demanded11 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.
,amgr snrark uR an8lafrswr kwars yes srrar yes ur avs faff@a gtat fag Tu zyen

r~ "~" l:fNr~4 "'°jl-~ ~;:\....,. ,:, ~-'1--r ~1;r~#'..,..,0" ·'"'' '':v--:."· ~10% W@R~~I'< ~~~ fclcl1mamaq~'ij? 10% W@R~clft'1fl'~ ~ I
e ge»\!t g _f- In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on
\1. ••,, -- )};_ yment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or

:o .. 'j)"Oi>,, ~ , enalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.11
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s. Jaimin V. Patel, 10, Shivdarshan Tenament,

Arjun Ashram Road, Nirnaynagar, Ahmedabad - 382481 (hereinafter referred to as "the

appellant") against Order-in-Original No. CGST/WT07/HG/417/2022-23 dated 29.09.2022

(hereinafter referred to as "the impugned order") passed by the Assistant 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 are holding PAN No.

AWRPP8622N. On scrutiny of the data received from the Central Board of Direct Taxes

(CBDT) for the Financial Year 2015-16, it was noticed that the appellant had earned an

income of Rs. 11,10,835/- during the FY 2015-16, which was reflected under the heads "Sales

I Gross Receipts from Services (Value from ITR)" or "Total amount paid / credited under

Section 194€, 1941, 194H, 194J (Value from 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 had 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 Account, Income Tax Return, 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
. .

VII/A'bad North/TPD UR 15-16/155/20-21 dated 17.12.2020 demanding Service Tax

amounting to Rs. 1,61,071/- for the period FY 2015-16, under proviso to Sub-Section (1) 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(l)(c), Section 77(2) and Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994. The SCN also

proposed recovery of un-quantified amount of Service Tax for the period FY 2015-16 to FY

2017-18 (up to Jun-17).

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

adjudicating authority wherein the demand of Service Tax amounting to Rs. 1,61,071/-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 2015-16. Further

(i) Penalty of Rs. 1,61,071/- 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) and Section 77(1)(c) of the Finance Act, 1994; and (iii) Penalty of Rs. 5,000/- was
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imposed on the appellant under Section 77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994 for not submitting

documents to the department, when called for.

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

appellant have preferred the present appeal on the following grounds:

• The order of the adjudicating authority is contrary to the facts of the case.

• The adjudicating authority has erred in treating Salary Income as Taxable Services

rendered by the appellant.

• The adjudicating authority has misunderstand the matter that the Taxable services

rendered by the appellant crossed the threshold limit as prescribed under Finance Act,

1994; whereas the facts represents otherwise.

¥

• While filing the Income Tax Return for the FY 2015-16 an amount of Rs. 1,55,700/-,

which is actually Salary Income received from Shree Sahajanand Higher Secondary

School, Vishnanagar, was erroneously included under head "Sale of Services" of Rs.

11,10,835/-.

• The appellant was employed with Shree Sahajanand Higher Secondary School.

Vishnanagar from 2011 onwards and till date is still employed with the same school.

The declaration of the Employer is submitted along with appeal memorandum.

• The breakup of the income of the appellant earned during the FY 2015-16 is

summarized as follows:

Sr. No. Nature of Income Amount (in Rs.)
1 Salary Income 1,55,700/­
2 Tuition Income (Personal Rs. 1,41,660/­ 9,55,135/­

and Classes Rs. 8,13,475/­
Total 11,10,835/­

• The appellant further submitted that he has earned income in FY 2014-15 as follows:

Sr. No. Nature of Income Amount (in Rs.)
I Salary Income 1,52,700/­
2 Tuition Income (Personal Rs. 1,36,840/­ 8,89,840/­

and Classes Rs. 7,53,000/­
Total 10,42,540/-

r
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4. Personal hearing in the case was held on 18.04.2023. Shri Jaimin V. Patel, Chartered

Accountant. appeared on behalf of the appellant for persorial hearing. He reiterated

submissions made in appeal memorandim.

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
a

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. 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 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 was further reiterated that demand notices may not be issued indiscriminately

based on the difference between the [TR-TDS taxable value and the taxable value in

Service Tax Returns.

3. It is once again reiterated that instructions ofthe Board to issue show cause notices

based on the difference in !TR-TDS data and service tax returns only after proper

verification offacts, may be followed 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 aferproper appreciation offacts and submission ofthe noticee."

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

ncome Tax department, without even specifying the category of service in respect of
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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. It is observed that the main contentions of the appellant are that (i) the salary income

of Rs. 1.55,700/- is not taxable as the sanie not falls under the definition of "service" as

defined under Section 65B(44) of the Finance Act, 1994; (ii) the remaining income of Rs.

9,55,135/- is below threshold limit of exemption and they are eligible for exemption from

service tax under Notification No. 33/2012-ST.

8. On verification of the documents, it is observed that the appellant have received an

amount of Rs. 1,55,700/- from Shri Sahajanand Higher Secondary School, Vishnanagar as.

salary income. The Shri Sahajanand Higher Secondary School, Vishnanagar also vide their

letter dated 18.11.2022 certified that the appellant joined with them as visiting faculty of

Commerce. In view of the specific exclusion of salary income from the definition of service

under Section 65B(44) of the Finance Act, 1994, the appellant is not liable to pay service tax

on the said amount of Rs. 1,55,700/- received from Shri Sahajanand Higher Secondary

School, Vishnanagar, which is in the nature of salary. The relevant provision of Section

65B(44) of the Finance Act, 1994 reads as under:

"Section 65(B)(44) "service" means any activity carried out by a person for another

for consideration, and includes a declared service, but shall not include-

(a) an activity which constitutes merely,-
() a transfer oftitle in goods or immovable property, by way ofsale, gift or in

any other manner: or
(ii) such transfer, delivery or supply ofany goods which is deemed to be a sale

within the meaning ofclause (294) ofarticle 366 ofthe Constitution; or

(iii) a transaction in money or actionable claim:

(b) a provision ofservice by an employee to the employer in the course of or in

relation to his employment;

(c) fees taken in any Court or tribunal established under any lawfor the time being in

force."

8.1 As regard the remaining income of Rs. 9,55,135/- for the FY 2015-16, I find that the

appellant is eligible for benefit of threshold limit of exemption as per the Notification No.

33/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 for the FY 2015-16, as their total taxable value of service

during the Financial Year 2014-15 was Rs. 8,89,840/-, i.e. below Rs. 10,00,000/- as per the

Profit & Loss Account for the FY 2014-15 submitted by the appellant.
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¢

8.2 In view of the above, I hold that the appellant is not liable to Service Tax for the

income received by them during the FY 2015-16. Since the demand of service tax is not

sustainable on merits, there does not arise any question of charging interest or imposing

penalties in the case.

9. Accordingly, I set aside the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority and

allow the appeal filed by the appellant.

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

' I.· (9%, Mo>-
khilesh Kumar) 's3.

Commissioner (Appeals) 0
Attested

(R. C~yar)
Superintendent(Appeals),
COST, Ahmedabad

By RPAD I SPEED POST

To,
MIs. Jaimin V. Patel,
10, Shivdarshan Tenament,
Arjun Ashram Road, Nirnaynagar,
Ahmedabad -3 82481

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

Date : 19.04.2023

Appellant

0
Respondent

Copy to:

1) The Principal Chief Commissioner, Central OST, Ahmedabad Zone
'2) The Commissioner, COST, Ahmedabad North

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

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

r66.a
6) PA file
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(for uploading the OIA)


