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(91) ~~/File No. GAPPL/COM/STP/654/2024(S)tc.; ~ 13
("€1") 3fie arr?r ien# feiia] AHM-EXCUs-m:{;j;g}'&f?B-24/2024-25 dated

Order-In -Appeal and date 02.05.2024
uRa fhu+I/ $flria @t, alga (erfe)(lf) Passed By Shri Gyan Chand Jain, Commissioner_ (Appeals)

('cf) artahal faia] 09.05.2024Date of Issue
Arising out of Order-In-Original No. GST-06/D-

(s) VI/O&A/713/VINCA/AM/2022-23 dated 11.3.2023 passed by The
Assistant Commissioner, CGST Division-VI, Ahmedabad North

01 c:nacbaf cBT -;:,n:r '3fR -qay 1 Vinca Hospitality Private Limited
('cf) Name and Address of the

05, Madanmohan Bunglows, Nr. Govt. Tubewell,
Bopal

Appellant Ahmedabad-380058

#lg rfazr rfh-srkr arias sgrrmar?itas sarsrr a fr zrnRrf ft aarg ·g rerT
sf@latRt ari:fu;r rerargatwrsrar7gr# rmar&, tarf ha sr?gr a faaazr «mar?ht
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) a{la sgraa gr sf@fr, 1994 Rt err aaRt aag mgrtaattn err #t
sT-rr eh rzra rva h siaifa grdrr sma sf «Ra,mrat, fa +iarz1,us fer,
4tft #ifsra, sRar tra, ire+f, &fc: 110001 t fts1ft fag:­

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: -

(#) zf?mt Rtzf ahmtsa ht z(Ratat a fa mosrrr r tr #tar in ff
nrsrnt au?rsru srau atf, zfht ozrrrmwetr2agfr mar

a rsrtgta Rt4fur?hug&zl

s In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a
t house or to another factory or from one warehouse to another during the course
,- recessing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a

house. ·

(a) mahargf#ftugqrr RaffaaTrta faffatair greenamar
3grad grabRazu#itshargff zugr pkt i Raffaa 2
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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.

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

('cf) sifa sqraa ft sgraa gr#prateRg it setzrRs&? sitrtsgar st<a
')

arr vi Rrr h arf@agr, sift harr "9TRcf cf!" rn 1R~~if fcRr~ (tf 2) 1998 \
mu 109 arr finRg rzz

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 appointec:l. under
Sec.109 of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998.

(2) hr4hrsgraa ten (erft) Rural, 2001 a far9siaa faff&e quain <u-8
nfait t, ifa arrRa skr hfa RrfTcfi i1- cf),,mr h sflag-sr?er vi ft star ft at-at
far a arr 3a sa fr star aRgql shrzr 4tar s: "cfiT ~ Rflif t 3fct1Tct" m-{f 35-s: if
HITTR"ct"ftrarh rare#rr€t-6 'cITT1Trf cl?t-mm~~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.

(3) Rfsaaarr szi irr awvrs?r3mam?tatst 200/- tr ·rat ft
srgst szi ia4an vn are kszrr gt at 1000/- Rtfl@nan Rtsgl

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 z«an,ht sgraa greenviar a# zfu +nrnf@laura 4ft sf:­
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) ~ '3,91~.--f ~~. 1944#m-{1"35-~/35-S:t3fct1Tct":-
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

(2) sffa qRaa ii aarz wrgr a sraar ft ft, sfRr hmafir gr«ea, r{tr
·qraa grcau ata r4ta rf@raw (fee) ft 42a 2fr ff@mar, sizarara2a tar,
<il§'-llffi '+{clrf, 3TtR"cJT , ffilQ(rflil(, ~Q'-l~lcifl~-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 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 9$abranch of any nominate public
sector bank of the place where the bench of rc-&19.~t;f&-~·ublic sector bank of theffe'.,,o CJ' <&
place where the bench of the Tribunal is situat d? ga, <%

# j» &S .
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(3) f@zera&er skit mrarrzr ? at7@qr sigr fuRlr mar @ratsf
±«r fan str Reg sr as hgt gg st fa far Tl arf aar a fu zrnf@fr fl#ta
atatf@lawr t ua aft zt€tr rat#t g4 s4a«Prmar ?1

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.100 /- for each.

(4) rr green sf@efn 1970 rt «if@era Rt sragft -1 % 3TTl1fu f.:tmfur ~~ ~
rear zrsr?gr zrnfnfa [far 7feat aa?rir@a ft um #Raus6.50 htat +1rat
gen fee «arrztrafgg

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) s st if@eaml #Rt fiawl #aatfit Rtl m entr sna[fa farmar ? wit oo
gen,ht sgraa resuarasflR +nrtf@#zwr (arffaf@) fa, 1982ffg?
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) «flar gen,ht 3qr teen vi aara flt rzf@aw (Ree) v# 7Ra aft amu
it chd°'-liJiil (Demand) ~~(Penalty) 91T 10% "Tf \lJ1TT mar sfaf 2 zraif@, s@2aapf \lJ1TT

10 ~~ t:1 (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994)

a€hrsara gensitaata h siaia, gr1fa@tr #&er Rtir (Duty Demanded) I

(1) is (Section) 1 lD %~f.:tmft.:cruftr;
(2) fen·aaz 3fez ftzufr;
(3) i!w~ ITT+lT % "f.:rp:r 6 %~~ uftr1

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 ainount 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 talrnn;
(iii) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

(6) (i) zr s?gr 1ftsf nf@awrawzi green rzrar arear ave fa[@a g at ilfug
gee h 10% ratr sic sgf#ar aw fa ell f@a gt aa awsh1 O% grar ft sraft ?

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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F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/654/2024-Appeal

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s. Vinca Hospitality Private Limited, 1,

Shobhna Apartment, Sargam marg, Nehrupark, Mahavir Nagar Society, vastrpur

(Earlier situated at 05, Madanmohan Bunglows, Nr. Govt. Tubewell, Bopal,

Ahmedabad-380058 ) (hereinafter referred to as "the appellant") against Order-in­

Original No. GST-06/D-VI/O8A/713/Vinca/AM/2022-23 dated 11.03.2023 (hereinafter

referred to as "the impugned order") passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Central

GST and C. Ex., Division-VI, Ahmedabad North (hereinafter referred to as "the

adjudicating authority").

2. Briefly stated, the facts of the case are that the appellant were engaged in

providing taxable services holding STC No. AAFCV6917MSD001. On scrutiny of the

data received from the Central Board of Direct Taxes (CBDT) for the FY 2016-17, it was

noticed that the appellant has shown less income in their ST-3 filed for the relevant

period in compare to income shown under the heads "Sales of services under sales/

Gross Receipts from Services (Value from ITR)" filed with the Income Tax department.

Details of the same are as under:

F.Y. Value Difference of Sales of services(as per Service tax not/Short

ITR) and ST-3 paid

2016-17 12,75,022/­ 1,91,253/­

The appellant were called upon to clarify the same and submit copies of

relevant documents for assessment for the above said period. However, the appellant

had not responded to the letters issued by the department.

2.1 Subsequently, the appellant was issued Show Cause Notice No. GST-06/04­

1322/Vinca/21-22 dated 12.10.2021 demanding Service Tax amounting to Rs.

1,91,253/- for the period FY 2016-17, 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 and Section

78 of the Finance Act, 1994.
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+ .+vu . urrrLyUi/ IF/4/LUZ+-ppeal

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

adjudicating authority wherein the demand of Service Tax total amounting to Rs.

1,91,253/- for F.Y. 2016-17 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. Further (i) Penalty of Rs. 1,91,253/- was also imposed on the appellant under

Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994 and (ii) Penalty of Rs. 2,000/- was imposed on

the appellant under Section 77 of the Finance Act, 1994.

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

authority, the appellant have preferred the present appeal, inter alia, on the following

grounds:

0 The appellant submitted that one of the director resigned and registered

address of the firm was his residence. Therefore, they didn't receive

posts/order in time. Collection of various documents to file the appeal and

making pre-deposit consume too much time and therefore, there was a delay

of 15 days in filing appeal.

o The appellant submitted that the company was incorporated on 05.10.2016

and procured STC no in Oct,2016. They have filed ST-3 for the second half of

the F.Y. 2016-17 showing the taxable value Rs. 2,75,746/-. The total value in

OIO is shown as 12,75,746/- for the F.Y. 2016-17.They were not provided the

opportunity to be heard and the demand was confirmed without giving the

benefit of Noti. No 33/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 for which they were eligible.

They stated that they have suppressed nothing from the department and

therefore, the extended period can't be invoked in their case. They requested

to set aside the impugned OIO and allow their appeal.

4. Personal hearing in the case was held on 08.04.2024. Shri Tarang R.

Kothari,C.A. appeared on behalf of the appellant for personal hearing. He informed

that their client is incorporated on 05.10.2016. hence there is no turnover in 2015-16.

Therefore the client is eligible for threshold benefit as per Nati. 33/2012 dated

20.06.2012. After deduction of basic threshold amount Rs. 10 lakhs, on remaining

amount they have paid service tax and filed ST-3 return. Further, he requested to
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F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/654/2024-Appeal

issue OIA on the address mentioned in the appeal memo as the old address is

changed.

5. On going through the appeal memorandum, it is noticed that the impugned

order was issued on 11.03.2023 and delivered on dated 18.05.2023 to appellant. The

present appeal, in terms of Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994 was filed on

02.08.2023, i.e. after a delay of 15 days from the last date of filing of appeal. The

appellant have along with appeal memorandum also filed an Application seeking

condonation of delay stating that they couldn't arrange necessary documents and

make pre-deposit within time and thereby a delay of 15 days was occurred in filing

the present appeals which was required to be filed on or before 17.07.2023.

6. Before taking up the issue on merits, I proceed to decide the Application filed

seeking 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 condone the delay or to allow the filing of an appeal within a further

period of one month thereafter if, he is satisfied that the appellant was prevented by

sufficient cause from presenting the appeal within the period of two months.

Considering the cause of delay given in application as genuine, I condone the delay

of 15 days and take up the appeal for decision on merits.

7. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case, grounds of appeal,

submissions made in the Appeal Memorandum, during the course of personal

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 2016-17.

8. I find that in the SCN in question, the demand has been raised for the period

FY 2016-17 based on the Income Tax Returns filed by the appellant as the appellant

failed to respond to departmental letters. Further the demand was also confirmed by

the adjudicating authority on ex parte· basis.
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9.

.VU,urrL./UV/Ir/U+/UL+H[[dl

Now, the submission is filed before me. While going through the submission

from the written submission and audited balance sheet, it is seen that the company

was incorporated in the month of Oct-2016. They have shown total income Rs.

15,50,768/- for the F.Y. 2016-17 out of which Rs. 2,75,746/-is shown as taxable value

in their ST-3 filed for the second half of the F.Y. 2016-17 and the applicable service

tax was also paid on the same. The remaining taxable value comes as Rs.12,75,022/­

.As there was no turnover in F.Y. 2015-16, they were eligible for threshold benefit of

Rs. 10 lakhs during the F.Y. 2016-17 and after extending the same, the net taxable

income comes as Rs. 2,75,022/- taxability of which is not contended by the appellant.

Therefore, they are liable to pay service tax on the same which comes as Rs. 41,253/-.

The same is recoverable from them along with interest and penalty.

10. In view of above, I pass the following order:

10.1 I uphold the service tax demand of Rs. 41,253/- only under the proviso to

subsection (1) of section 73 of the Finance Act,1994;

10.2 Interest as applicable, under section 75 of the Finance Act,1994 is also

recoverable on the service tax amount as per para 10.1;

10.3 I uphold the penalty under section 77 of the Finance Act,1994;

10.4 I uphold the penalty under section 78 of the Finance Act,1994, equal to the

service tax upheld in para 10.1 above;

11. ftmafr a6f Rt& zrfr at Rqzlt 5q1aatfr srare]

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

Attested..17-1)
Manish Kumar

· Superintendent(Appeals),
CGST, Ahmedabad

7

(aria #)
erzga (rf#er)

Date:0,2-65-24­



F.NO. GAPPL/COM/STP/654/2024-Appeal

By RPAD [ SPEED POST

To,
M/s. Vinca Hospitality Private Limited,
1, Shobhna Apartment, Sargam marg,
Nehrupark, Mahavir Nagar Society,
vastrpur

The Assistant Commissioner,
Central GST and C. Ex.,
Division-VI, Ahmedabad North

Appellant

Respondent

Copy to:
1) The Principal Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone
2) The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad North
3) The Assistant Commissioner, Central GST and C. Ex., Division-VI, Ahmedabad

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

(for uploading the OIA)
5) Guard File
6) PA file
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