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3741aaf ara vi uaT Name & Address

1. Appellant
New Shiv Shakti Video,Aakash 3, FF 5,8/h AEC Limited, Naranpura,
Ahmedabad ;. 380013

2. Respondent
The Assistant Commissioner, CGST Division-VII, Ahmedabad North,4th Floor,

Shajanand Arcade, Nr. Helmet Circle, Memnagar, Ahmedabad-380052

al{ arf za 3rfla srdr rials arr aar & al as gr 3hr uf zenRenfa
fa aal g #er 3f@rat at ar4lea znr grlrvr rt4 wgd a aar ?

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 :

a7rdal hr gr)ervr 3ml
Revision application to Government of India :

(«) aha sn4a zyca 3rf@Pu, 4994 #t nr ora R sag mg mcai a a q@ta
tJm "cbl" B"Cf-tlm # rm uga k siafa ymlerv ma are#tr x=rfwr, 'B"Rd fficITT , fclro
ianu, lua fqa, a)ft fGr, ta tua,i mi, { f4cat : 410001 cp]" ct)- \ifFII
an1Reg I
(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:

(ii) zqf ma at gtf mmsa hat zf aral fa#t arr qr arr aran
"lfT fcp"m •f!O,§jlJJ'{ a qrurn ima sra gy mf if, qrht suer(r zaT quer 'cfIB
as f4fl ala #i za fa# qusrr i at ma at >!fclrrrr cB" cITTR ~ "ITT 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.



2

(cp) 1:rmf cfi ~ fcITTcTt ~ <IT m fuffaama q zu re fafufuszjtr greens ae mraa u
~~cfi 1m: cfi lTilIB if "GIT 1:rmf cfi ~ fcITTcTt ~ <IT m if~ -g I

(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.

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

3ifware at snraa zrca gar # fry sit sh fee mar al { &sih ha am?r ult za
l:ITTT giRu grfa sngaa, srfa &Rf lJTfur cil" W'm IR <IT <llcf if fcrm~ (.:f.2) 1998
l:ITTT 109 &Rf~ fcpq -rrq £TT 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) ta sarr zyca (srfca) Puma61, 2oo1 zm o siaf faff{e qr in y- it t
mzrm i, hf arr?r 4R ore )fa fata a s9a ~-3Tml -qcr ~ 3m ~
err-err IDZrllT cfi W~~ 3WWf fcmrr Grat a1R@; j Ga arr arar z. l ygrff # 3Tcl1IB l:ITTT
35-~ if~ LJ?°r cfi :f@R cfi ~ cfi w~ t'r3TR-6 "cf@Fl cp°f mzf ~i 6BT ~ I

· 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) RRe am)aa # mer ursj ia a ya lg qt <IT i3xffl cp1=f 6T ill ffl 200 /- tJfM 1j1TTfR
~ urrq oi'R uii via va ga ala avnar sit at 1ooo/- #t #ha y7arr at sag 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.

tar zgen, a€a area ye gi hara 3r4tau mqf@raouruf ar4ta.­
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) a€ta snr zycen afefm, 1944 t err 35-~/35-~ cfi 3Tcl1IB:­

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

'3c@°~~ 2 (1) en ll €@lq-~ cfi 3@Tcff cJfr 3rfla, sr@cit a mm v4tr zycen,
atu snraa yc yi vars 3rftftr mrznf@raw (Rrez) 6t ufa 2#ta f)fear,
rs anara # 2"1,Tel, agn,If] 4a7,3/gar,f@ref+R,3gal(ala -aaooo4

(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 oth ·_ 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
I 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) zf gr 3rrr i a{ qr m?vii r rm?r zlr & at r@ta per sitar a frg #la cjJf 'TTifFl
ufa ar fa Gm Rey zr z # @ha g afl fa frar qdl nrf a aa # frg
qenferf ar@tr urznf@raw al a sr4la zm )r vara ya 3ma fur tar ?at

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) urn1a gen arffut 497o zn if@r at arqt-4 sifa Reiff fag rua
3mraa znr Tr 3r?r uenferf fufu ,If@rant # amt ii re?)a at va ,R R 6.6.so ha
ar Irzaazu yea feaser sh a1Reg
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) <a ail iif@mi al firua a fnii al sit en naff fan Grat cit
fr zycan, la snr«a zyc vi var an@la rznf@rawr (arfffaf@) [rm, 1982
frri%a 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) fl zye, a4tr sura zyen vi ara r4)flu nrnf@rwr (Rrez), # uf arg a
T-flT@ afar ii (Demand) vi is (Penalty) pl 1o qas at #Raf ?1greaif%,
Jlf~ "crcf \lJ1=IT 10~~ t !(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 &
Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

}{juGaraca 3it taraa 3iafa,mi~reglm "afartii(Duty Demanded)­
(i) (section) isuph azafufRta aft,
(ii) fur redha#fezal fr,
(iii) gr2zfefail±fa 6ha?r1RI.

> ugfw «ifa srfh iusegfoarst geara, srfler atfaaalh fg gauf a4a
far+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.1 O 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.

grmarksf srfhufrurhra ors zyes rraryesavs R4atfa t alii faggye
± 1omrarr wisrzi#a«aus [4aiRa gtas avsh 1oyrarr u al aruaR]

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."
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ORDER IN APPEAL

M/s. New Shivshakti Video, Aakash-3, F.F.5, B/h AEC Ltd., Naranpura, Ahmedabad­
380013 (hereinafter referred to as 'the appellant') have filed the present appeal against
the Order-in-Original No. CGST/WT07/HG/713/2022-23 dated 12.12.2022, (in short
'impugned order) passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Central GST, Division-VII/
Ahmedabad North (hereinafter referred to as 'the adjudicating authority). The appellant
were engaged in providing Photography Service and Business Auxiliary Service and were
holding Service Tax Registration No.ALJPP0125DSD001.

2. The facts of the case, in brief, are that on the basis of the data received from the
Central Board of Direct Taxes (CBDT) for the F.Y. 2014-15, it was noticed that the
appellant has declared less taxable value in their ST-3 return vis-a-vis taxable value
declared in the ITR/Form-26 AS on which no service tax was discharged. Letters were,
therefore, issued to the appellant to explain the reasons for non-payment of tax and to ·
provide certified documentary evidences for the said period. The appellant neither
provided any documents nor submitted any reply justifying the non-payment of service
tax on such receipts. The detail of the income is as under;

Table-A

F.Y. Value as Value as Difference in Service
per S.Tax perITR income Tax
Return liability---- ­ ­2014-15 5,37,300/­ 58,66,150/­ 53,28,850/­ 6,58,646/­-

2.1 A Show Cause Notice (SCN) No. CGST/Div-VII/A'bad-North/TPD/72/2020-2021
dated 27.09.2020 was, therefore, issued to the appellant proposing recovery of service
tax amount of Rs.6,58,646/- along with interest under Section 73(1) and Section 75 of
the Finance Act, 1994, respectively. Imposition of penalties under Section 77(1), 77(2)
and Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994 were also proposed.

2.2 The said SCN was adjudicated vide the impugned order, wherein the service tax
demand of Rs. 6,58,646/- was confirmed alongwith interest. Penalty of Rs. 5,000/- each
under Section 77(1) & 77(2) and penalty of Rs. 6,58,646/- was also imposed under
Section 78 of the F.A., 1994.

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

> The order of the adjudicating authority confirming demand of service tax of Rs.

6,58,646/- and imposing penalty of Rs. 6,58,646/- Rs. 5,000/- and Rs. 5,000/- is
not proper, legal and sustai mm= grounds that it is passed in routine and
superfluous manner onsideration the facts, evidences and
legal aspects of the iss .
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► ·The show cause notice was issued and adjudicated merely on the basis of details
obtained from Income· Tax Department. However such details are required from
the person who is not registered with Service Tax Department. In the present case
the appellant was registered with Service Tax Department and regularly filed
Returns. The Appellant filed returns half yearly for the period April '14 to
September '14, however half yearly return for the period October '14 to March '15
was not filed. The appellant however discharged Service Tax liability for the period·
Oct. '14 to March '15. In the circumstances confirming demand is against thedue
compliance of payment of Tax.

► Appellant could have been called upon by the Department for not filling return
for-the period October '14 to March '15. Since the Appellant filed returns
'regularly after March '15, they were under bona fide impression that there is no
dispute with regard· to· payment of Service Tax by appellant. In any case since the
Appellant discharged their Service Tax Liability of Rs. 6,58,646/- by payment of Rs.
4,03,091/- and remaining amount of Rs. 2,25,555/- was paid under input tax credit
account. Copy of GAR 7 Challan No. 02503021201201580073 Dated 12/01/2015
for Rs. 1,70,909/- and Challan No. 02503021004201580187 Dated 10/04/2015 for
Rs. 2,32,182/- and Rs. 2,55,555/- was debited under Input Tax credit account.
Copy of payment challans and relevant folio of Cenvat Account are submitted.

► The demand is time bared in as much as the show cause notice for the period
2014-15 was issued on 27/09/2020.

> ·Imposition of penalty under Section 78 by invoking suppression cannot be
invoked. Similarly imp·osition of pe1ialty Under 77(1) and 77(2) is not just and
proper in light of the substantial compliance of Law viz. payment of Service Tax.

4. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 14.08.2023. Shri Rajiv D. Shah,
Chartered Accountant, appeared for personal hearing. He reiterated the submissions
made in the appeal. He submitted that the appellant has made a deposit of indirect tax ·
liability. However, inadvertently, he did not file returns. for the second half of the
concerned financial year. The acijudicating-authority has confirmed the demand as per
ITR without granting any effective· opportunity to defend the case. As the tax liability is
already discharged, he requested to take lenient view for non-filing of the return and
set-aside the impugned order.

5. I have carefully gonethrough the facts of the case, the impugned order passed
by the adjudicating authority, submissions made by the appellant in the appeal
memorandum as well as those made during personal hearing. The issue to be decided in
the present case is as to whether the service tax demand of Rs.6,58,646/- alongwith
interest and penalties, confirmed in the I impugned order passed by the adjudicating
authority, in the facts and circumstances of the case, is legal and proper or otherwise.

The demand pertains to the period F.Y. 2014-15.

..- is observed that the appellant is holding Service Tax registration for providing
·$­

e j raphy Service' and 'Business Auxiliary Service'. The entire demand has been
£ #. & .
. ·- . 5
'. "o ·s-- - * . --:;F--------------------------------·-----~---· •· -·



F.No.GAPPL/COM/STP/1530/2023
d.

raised on the differential value noticed in the value of ST-3 Returns and ITR. The main
contention of the appellant is that the demand pertains to the period October, 2014 to
March, 2015 and for this period they could not file the ST-3 Return. However, they claim
to have discharged the Service Tax liability of Rs. 6,58,646/- alongwith interest. They
claimed to have paid Rs.4,03,091/- and remaining amount of Rs.2,25,555/- under input
tax credit account. Copy of GAR-7 Challan No. 02503021201201580073 . Dated
12/01/2015 for Rs.1,70,909/- and Challan No. 02503021004201580187 Dated
10/04/2015 for Rs.2,32,182/- and Rs.2,55,555/- was debited under Input Tax credit
account. They submitted a re-conciliation statement to substantiate their above claim.
As per their statement following is noticed:

TABLE-B
2014-15 Sales S.Tax S.Tax S.tax Total Tax Interest Chai/an

payable reflected reflected reflected paid details
as paid as paid as paid Actual
in cash through in ST-3 payment of

CENVAT taxmade
A/c

October to 20,01,850 2,47,429 1,70,321 77,107 1,70,909 588 02503021201Dec,2014

201580073
-. ..January to 33,27,000 4,11,217 2,32,043 1,80,174 2,32,182 1,139 02503021004March,2015

201580187
Total 53,28,850 6,58,646 4,02,364 2,57,281 6,59,645 1,727

7. Itis observed that the appellant during the FY. 2014-15, for the period April, 2014. .
to September, 2014 have filed the ST-3 Return (as the differential income has been
arrived based on reconciliation of ST-3 Return filed). However, for the period from
October, 2014 to March, 2015, they did not file the ST-3 Return but filed the same
belatedly on 21.08.2023. On reconciliation of their financial records and ST-3 Returns
filed for the 2" Half Year, it is noticed that the demand pertains to the income earned
for the period from October, 2014 to March, 2015 and the appellant have made the
Service tax payment of Rs.6,59,646/- and the interest liability of Rs. 1,727/- vide. the
challan mentioned above prior to issuance of SCN and the impugned order.

8. I find that intent to evade tax is not established. Hence, the allegation for
suppression with intent to evade the tax is not sustainable.. Therefore, the ingredients
for invocation of extended period are missing.

9. In view of the above discussion, I set-aside the impugned order. As the tax liability
of service in the impugned order ·is already adr' -rn rged with interest, the
appellant shall not be eligible for any refund bas . .

6
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10. fl«4aaf gr af Rt +& arflafur 5q)a ala 2 fa srar 2
The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed off in above terms. . ~•.

1
, :\]:.;: ,

(fajar@@lg
Izgrr (arftty

.­(Rekha A. Nair)
Superintendent (Appeals)
CGST, Ahmeclabacl

.!h RPAD/SPEED POST

To,
M/s. New Shivshakti Video,
Aakasl-3, F.F.5,
B/h AEC Ltd., Naranpura,
Ahmedabad-380013

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

Date: 28.8.2023

Appellant

Respondent

1. The Principal Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmeclabad Zone.
2. The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmeclabacl North.
3. The Assistant Commissioner (H.Q. System ), CGST, Ahrnedabad North.for uploading the OIA)
.4 Guard File.
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