
zr#)a 3Ia

31121FT ( )#l #ljr,.:,

Office ofthe Commissioner (Appeal),

#4z1 fl@), 3r4) 31z1#a1I41, 31a1alz
.::;

Central GST, Appeal Commissionerate, Ahmedabad
f1g) sraa, IGa mi, 3rrsa1a13t 31z#al 3o89.

CGST Bhavan, Revenue Marg, Ambawadi, Ahmedabad 380015
. T- 07926305065- ~~fy,cfflU7926305136

DIN- 20231064SW0000999A6D
fore&sr g.el. arr

5 nlg in : File No : GAPPL/ADC/GSTP/1195/2023 -APPEAL J336- ,\

0
7

er

rf arr?r an Order-In-Appeal Nos. AHM-CGST-001-APP-JC-129/2023-24
Reita Date :25.09.2023 st av an eta Date of Issue : 18.10.2023

a#l 3rr?er pa Gar iaa sngm (r9ta) rr aRa

Passed by Shri Adesh Kumar Jain, Joint Commissioner (Appeals)

Arising out of Order-in-Original No. CGST-VI/Dem-78/Hazira lnfra/AC/DAP/2022-23 OT.
31.10.2022 issued by The Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division-VI, Ahmedabad
South

3141aaaf mt mm vi ua Name & Address of the Appellant/ Respondent
Appellant Respondent

M/s Hazira Infrastructure Limited, The Assistant Commissioner, CGST,
Adani Corporate House, Division-VI, Ahmedabad South
Shantigram, Nr. Vaishno Devi Circle;
S.G. Highway, Khodiyar, Ahmedabad
382421, (GSTIN: 24AACCH4242A1ZB)

i 3Ir?er(3r#ten) t an@ as sf fr=ff ala ii 3qzuaa nf@art/
() 9Tf@Naur a mar 3r4) zrzr a raar kl °

Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal to the appropriate authority in the followingway.

0 (i)
National Bench or Regional Bench of Appellate Tribunal framed under GST Act/CGST Act in the cases where
one of the issues involved relates to place of supply as per Section 109(5) of CGST Act, 2017.

State Bench or Area Bench of Appellate Tribunal framed under GST Act/CGST Act other than as mentioned in
para- (A)(i) above in terms of Section 109(7) of CGST Act, 2017

(iii) Appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed as prescribed under Rule 110 of CGST Rules, 2017 and shall be
accompanied wth a fee of Rs. One Thousand for every Rs. One Lakh ofTax or Input Tax Credit involved or the
difference in Tax or Input Tax Credit involved or the amount of fine, fee or penalty determined in the order
appealed against, subject to a maximum of Rs. Twenty-Five Thousand.

(B) Appeal under Section 112(1) of CGST Act, 2017 to Appellate Tribunal shall be filed along with relevant
documents either electronically or as may be notified by the Registrar, Appellate Tribunal in FORM GST APL-
05, on common portal as prescribed under Rule 110 of CGST Rules, 2017, and shall be accompanied by a copy
of the order appealed against within seven days of filing FORM GST APL-OS on line.

For elaborate, detailed an
appellant may refer to the

(i)
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I
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Appeal to be filed before Appellate Tribunal under Section 112(8) ofthe CGST Act, 2017 after paying 
(i) Full amount of Tax, Interest, Fine, Fee and Penalty arising from the impugned order, as is

admitted/accepted by the appellant, and
(ii) A sum equal to twenty five per cent of the remaining amount of Tax in dispute, in

addition to the amount paid under Section 107(6) of CGST Act, 2017, arising from the said order, in
relation to which the appeal has been filed.

The Central Goods & Service Tax ( Ninth Removal of Difficulties) Order, 2019 dated 03.12.2019 has provided
that the appeal to tribunal can be made within three months from the date of communication of Order or
date on which the President or the State President, as the case may be, of the Appellate Tribunal enters
office, whichever is later.
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F.No.GAPPL/ADC/GSTP/1195/2023

ORDER-IN-APPEAL
. Brief Facts of the Case :

I/s. Hazira Infrastructre Limited, Adani
House, Nr. Mithakali Six Road, Navrangpura, Ahmedabad 380 009
(hereinafter referred as 'Appellant) has filed the appeal against Order-in

Original No. CGST-VI/Dem-78/Hazira Infra/AC/DAP/2022-23 dated

31.1 0.2022 (hereinafter referred as 'Impugned Orderj passed by the Assistant

Commissioner, CGST, Division -- VI, Ahmedabad South (hereinafter referred as
'Adjudicating Authority).

2. Briefly stated the facts of the case is that the 'Appellant' is holding GST

Registration - GSTIN No.AACCH4242A1 ZB has filed the present appeal on

20.02.2023. To ascertained/verify the admissibility of the transitional credit

availed, the tax payer was requested to submit the documents based on which

they have availed the said transitional credit in TRAN-1 vide letter s

CGST/WS06O5/TRAN-1/2019-20 dated 11.06.2021. However, despite O
repeated request the tax payer has not submitted the required documents for

verifying the admissibility of transitional credit claimed by them. Further, an

intimation dated 03.09.2021 (Form GST DRC 1A) of tax ascertained being

payable under Section 73(5)/74(5) of the COST Act, 2017 read with Rule

I2(IA) of the CGST Rules, 2017 was issued to the tax payer, As appeared that

the transitional credit amounting to Rs.34,36,949/- wrongly carried forward

and utilized by them is not admissible to them and the same was required to

erecl under the proviso of Section 73(1) of the CGST Act read with the

of Rule 121 of the CGST Rules along with interest as per Section 50

ST Act and penalty under Section J 22( J )(xvii) of the CGST Act, 2017
ot be recovered.

3. Accordingly, a show cause notice as to why the aforesaid amount should

not be recovered along with interest and penalty under the proviso of Section

73(1) of the CGST Act read with the provisions of Rule 121 of the CGST Rules

along with interest as per Section 50 of hc CGST Act and penalty under

Section l22(l)(xvii) of the COST Act, 2017 was issued under

F.No.CGST/WSO6OS/TRAN-1/HAZIRA/21-22 dated 10.09.2021.

-'I. Thereafter, the adjudicating authority vide impugned order dated

31.10.2022 has confirmed the demand of Rs. 89,277/- from total demand of

Rs. 34,36,949/- under proviso to Section 73 (I) of the CGST Act, 2017 read

with Rules 12 l of COST Rules, 2017, interest al appropriate rate as applicable,

under Section 50 and penalty under Section 122(] )(xvii) of the CGST Act, 2017

and partially confirmed the Show Cause Notice for the following reasons:

1
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,.
During verification ofTran-I, it: is observed that as per ST 3 ret11m
for the period April to June 2017, the closing balance of Cenvat

credit of input services was Rs. 33,47,672/ and remaining balance

amounting to Rs 89,277/-- pertains to Cenvat creclit of l~clucatio11
Cess, SJ JEC cm.d Krishi Klyan Cess which they have wrongly

carried fortuarcl in. Table S(a.) of TN.!lJV 1 cm.cl t:herefore liable lo be

recoverecl/reversed by the tax.payer along with applicable interest
and penalty,

(ii) Cess has been clearly exclu.clecl t.o be so eligible for carry forward as

IT'C in TRAN 1. 'Therefore, there is no iota ofdoubt that Cess of any

(i)

0

0

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

. . ·5,

kind except National Calamity Contingent Duty (NCCD}, which was

so specified in Explanations 1 and 2 specifically could be allowed to

be carried forward and adjusted against Ou.lpul GS'/' Liability. It

may be notecl here that this NCClJ is allowed to he transitioned nnt

as CENVAT' credit, but because it is specifically in.eluded as "J-,;ligilJle
Duties" in Explanations 1 and 2 ofSection. 140 ofthe !\ct.

Confirmed the demand or Rs.89,277/- as determined under the

proviso to Section. 73( l) of the CGST' Act, 20 17 read with N.ules I) I

ofCGS1' Rules} 2017.

Levied interest at applicable rate under Section 50 ofthe CGST 1kt.

2017 read with Rules 12 1 ofCGST Nu.les, 20 1 7

Imposed equal demand amount as penalty u.ncler Sect.ion J 22( I)(,Yvii}
ofthe CGSTAct} 201 7.

Being aggrieved with the impugned order Lhc appellant has filed the
present appeal on 20.02.202~3 on Lhc following grounds:
)

> that the adjudicating authority in his para 12,13,14 and 15 of the
impu.gnecl orcler has stated that ED cess, SHED and Krishi Kalyan Cess

are not allowed in terms of Explanation No.3 to Section 140 inserted vile

Section (cl) of Section 28 o.f CGST' Amended Act 2018. Further HEC

circular 87/06/2019 dated 02.01.2019 clarified that no transition of Cess

including Cess which collected aclclitional cluly o.f cus{.o,ns under

subsection (l} ofsection 3 ofCustoms Tariff!let 1975 would be allowed in
terms ofexplanation 3 ofsection 140.

that the adjudicating authority has relied on the amen.cl.eel provisions of
section 140 of the CG.ST Act which was am.ended by the Amendment Act
elated August 29, 2018

» T'hat the unam.encled provisions of section .110(1) of the CGST Act basis

which the credit of ID Cess, SHED, and Krishi Kalyan is transitioned
wtcler the GST regitne by the appellant as:
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,
'A registered person, other than a person opting to pay tax under Section 10,

shall be entitled to take, in his electronic credit ledger, the amount of cenvat
credit carried forward in the return relating to the period ending with the day

immediately preceding the appointed day, furnished by him under the existing
law within such time and in such manner as may be prescribed.

Provided that the registered person shall not be allowed to tale credit n the
fallowing circumstances, namely-

(i) where the said amount of credit is not admissible as input tax credit
under this Act; or

(ii) where he has not furnished all the returns required under the existing

law for the period of six months immediately preceding the appointed
date; or

(iii) where the said amount of credit relates to goods manufactured and

cleared under such exemption notifications as · are notified by the
Goverment."

the proviso to Section 140(1) spec(fically delineates those circumstances /
conditions under which credit availed may not be transitioned, however,

the Appellant has fulfilled all the conditions as set out in the proviso above
and there is nothing thereunder, to militate against the availment of ED

SS , SHED & KKC in question. Further, there is no dispute or allegation
der the SCN which specifies that the Appellant has violated any
nditions specified in the proviso to Section 140(1) of the CGST Aet.
cordingly, the Appellant submits that the credit of ED CESS, SHED &

KKC is rightly transitioned under the GST based on the unamended
Section 140(1) of the COSTAct.

The retrospective amendment wef July 2017 in the Section 140(1), to
contextualize the phrase cenvat creclit with the term eligible duties',
accordingly amended Section 110(.7) of the COST Act provided that a
person registered both under the existing law and GST, shall be allowed to
take in his electronic credit ledger, in respect of the period ending with the
day immediately preceding the appointed day in such manner as may be
prescribed.

As per Explanation I to section 140 eligible duties are defined as
transition under GT and as the term eligible duties does not include ED
Cess, SHED and KKC, its credit cannot be transitioned.

The applellant further elaborates that eligible duties as per Explanation
to section 140 is also applicable to the transition of credit under Section

140(6) of the CGSTAct, it is for this reason only that Explanation 1 states
that the same would mean the duties enumerated therein, paid on inputs
held in stock and inputs contained in semi-finished orfinished goods held
in stock on the appointed day.
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'The eligible duties as envisaged in Explwwt.ion 1 to section l -'/0 ruus

restricted to Sections 11-0(3), 140(4) and 140(6) of the CGST Act, it II in,.
+°

only through the am~nclement act the explanation 1 was proposed to
extend it lo Section 140(1) as well.

> that Explanation 3 ofSection 710 ofthe CGST /\ct refers to the Pxpressirn,

'eligible cluties ancl taxes' and the said expression is not employee/ in

Section 110(1) ofthe CGST' Act. Hence, Explanation 3 becomes irrelevant in
understanding the scope ancl coverage of transitional credit of ED CESS.

SI-JED and KKC vailed under Section 1.,,10( 1) ofthe CGSTAct.

'T'hat the adjudicating authori.ty h.a.s relied upon lh.e departmental circular

no. 87I 06/2019 elated 02.01.2019 which darij1.ecl that the transition of
credit ofcesses is not allowed in terms ofExplanation 3 ofSection 140 of

the CGS1' /let, is issued to settle ambiguity in the provisions by way of

clarification does not hold good and has merely been provided to witl1c/rm1
1

the credit ofcesses which the appellant is entitled

'T'he appellant has relied upon references of uariou.s judgements to cle_(P.11d
their case.

0

the balance of ED CESS, SHED 8 KKC is a vested right, it could not be

taken away on account of the subsequent omission of the provision
enabling the cwailment ofcreclii ofED CESS, SJ JED 8 KKC.

that transitional credit ofED CESS, SHED 8KKC cannot be denied merely

relying on the judgement passecl by the divisional bench of Hon'ble

J\IIadras High Court. I-Jenee it is hwnbly prayecl to your good self to set
aside the impugned order.

)

6. Personal Hearing in the mall.er was held 011 26.07.2023 wherein Mr.

0 1-<ahul Patel, C./\.. appeared on behalf of the 'Appellant' as authorized

representative. During P.H. he has rcitcralccl lhe wrillcn submission and
requested Lo allow Lhc appeal.

DISCUSSIONS ANDFINDINGS

7. I have gone through the facts of the case, written submissions
rnadc by the .'appellant'. I find that the main· issue to be decided in Lhc

instant case is (i) whether the appeal has been filed within the prescribed
time- limit and (ii) whether the appeal filed against thc impugned order

"for rejecting ccnvat credit of Rs. 89,277/·· carried forward to Table ~-i(n) nf"
Tl<J\N-1 ", can be set aside.

- 8. First of all, I \;voulcl like lo lake up lhc issue of filing the appeal and

before deciding the issue of filing Uw appeal on merits, it is imperalivc
that the statutory provisions be gone through, which are reproduced,

/J
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eloW:

SECTION 107. Appeals to Appellate Authority. - (1) Any person
aggrieved by any decision or order passed under this Act or the State Goods
and Services Tax Act or the Union Territory Goods and Services TaxAct by an
cu.:Uudicating authority may appeal to such Appellate Authority as may be
prescribed within three months from the date on which the said decision or
order is communicated to suchperson.

(2) ..

(3) ..

(A) The Appellate Authority may, if he is satisfied that the appellant was
prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the appeal within the aforesaid
period of three months or six· months, as the case may be, allow it to be
presented within afurther period ofone month.

9. I observed that in the instant case that as against the

t appeal is well within the time limit and I proceed ahead to decide
the

t case, the appellant has stated that they were communicated

ed order on 06.12.2023 and in view of the same, I find that

impugned order of dated 31. I 0.2022, the appeal has been filed on Q
20.02.2023 i.c. appeal filed by delay from the normal period prescribed

under Section 107(1) of the CGST Act, 2017. I find that though the delay

. in filing the appeal is condonable only for a further period of one month

provided Lhat. the appellant was prevented by sufficient cause. In the

the

r
10. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case available on records,

submissions made by the 'Appellant' in the Appeals Memoranqum as well as 0
through additional submission. I find that the 'Appellant' had availed the credit

of Central Excise/Service Tax, Education Ccss, Secondary & Higher Education

Cess and Krishi Kalyan Cess overall amounting to Rs.34,36,949/-through

TRAN-1 as transitional credit. Accordingly, a SCN dated 10.09.2021 was issued

to the appellant in this regard. Thereafter, the adjudicating authority vide

impugned order has partially confirmed the demand of wrongly availed credit of

Cesscs. Further, I find that the adjudicating authority has confirmed the

demand of Rs. 89,277/- under proviso to Section 73 (1) of the CGST Act, 2017

read with Rules 121 of CGST Rules, 2017, interest as applicable, under Section

50 and penalty of Rs. 89,277/- under Section 122(1)(vii) of the CGST Act,

2017.

1 I. On carefully going through the submissions of appellant I find that the

appellant is mainly con tending that the Section 140(1) refers to 'CENVAT

Credit' carried forward in the return and the explanation to Chapter XX

a..-«awoo
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"Transitional Provisions' states that the term CE\VAT' Credit' used in tie

chapter shall have same meaning as assigned to them in the Central I·~..

Act, 1944 or Lhc rules made there under (i.e. CINVAT Credit Rules, 2004);

that in view of said provisions, a rcgislered perE>on shall be eligible Lo Carr

fonvarcl the crcclil into Lhe GST regime. The ctppellan.t has accorclingl_,

contended in this appeal that on a co--joint reading of Section 140( I) ,111cl

aforesaid Explanation, il is evident that any credit which qualifies as eligi l>lc

CINVAT Credit under the CNVA'I' Crcdit Rules, 2004 and shown in thc return

filed under erstvvhile regime, shall be carried forward into the GST regime.

0

12. 1 find lhat the appellant has further contended that vide CG'T

(Arnendment) Act, 2018, explanation 3 was inserted with rct:rospccl.ive cfTccl

from O 1.07.2017 that int:er--alia clarified that "eligible clut.ies ancl loxes" will 11()1

include Cess, not specified in Explanation 1 and 3 ; that the said amendn1c111

has not been notified by t.he Government and prcsenl.ly, not in operation.

Accordingly, they had carried fonvarcl lhe Cl·DNVA'l' credit accumu[al.ccl on
account of Cesses through T'RAN-1.

13. ln vinv of above, the appellant has conlended that I.hey lrnvc·
£

correctly carried forward lhe credit: of Ccsses into GSI' regime. Further, the

appellant has contended that Lhe Circular No. 87/06/201 LJ. GT dated

.01.20 l 9 relied upon by the Adjudicating Authority is ultra vires to I he c;sT

and hence bad in law. Further, appellant has contended that they arc

natively eligible lo ~;!aim refund or Cesses and in support of same I he,
red case of Schhunberger/J.sia Services LtclV ConunissionerofCE & S'f'.

aon-1 [2021-/1L-2 18-CESTT-CHD-ST} wherein the CliS1'A'./' has followed the
Q afore1nentioned decision of Bharat Heavy Electricals Ltcl (supra) and held that

t.he appellant is entitled to the refund claim of the cess balances.

J 4. Since, the appellant has contended that lhc amendment llrn l

excluding Cess in "eligible duties and taxes" has not been notified 5,
Governmcnt, I rcfcr the relevant Iplanation 3 'The same is reproduced 4e

under:

Explanation 3.- For rem.oval of doubts, it is hereby clarified that the
expression "eligible duties ancl taxes" excludes any cess which has not
been specified in Explanation 1 or Explanation 2 and any cess which ~
collected as aclclitional duty of customs under sub-section ( 1) of section 3 of
the Customs Tariff/J.ct, 1975 (51 of 1975).j

The Explanation 3 is inserted w.e.f. 01.07.2017 by s.28 of 'The Central Goocls

and Services Tax (Amendment) Act, 2018 (No. 31 of2018)'. And the Government

of India vide Notification No. 02/2019--- Ccnlral Tax elated 29.01.20 19 appoints

the O 1.02.2019, as the dale on which the provisions or the Centro/

G
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Goods and Services Tax (Amendment) Act, 2018 (31 of 2018), except clause

(b) of section 8, section 17, section 18, clause (a) of section 20,sub-clause (i) of

clause (b) and sub-clause (i) of clause (c) of section28, shall come into force. In

the present matter the SCN vide which demanded the wrongly availed

Transitional Credit is issued on 10.09.202 l. Accordingly, I do not find any

force in the contention of the appellant. In view of foregoing, I am of the

considerate view that in the present matter, as per Section 140 of the COST

et, 2017 it is very much clear that transitional credit of Education Cess,

Secondary & Higher Education Cess and Krishi Kalyan Cess under TRAN-1 is
not admissible.

15. Further, I find that the appellant has contended that alternatively

they are eligible to claim refund of Cesses and in support of their claim they

referred case law of Bharat Heavy Electricals Ltd. (Supra). In the present appeal

proceedings the issue involved is rejection of transitional credit claimed by

appellant by filing TRAN-1 in terms of Section 140 of the COST Act, therefore,

facts and circumstances of present case is different from the aforesaid case

laws and thus ratio of said case laws are not applicable in the present matter.

Further, as regards to order for demand & recovery of interest the

t has con tended that since, there was no dispute on eligibility of credit

ime of availment and the only dispute was for transferring the credit,

levy of interest is incorrect. However, If tax is payable under Section 73,

shall also be payable under Section 50 of the CGST Act, 2017.

Accordingly, the adjudicating authority has held that the noticee has carried

forv,'c1rd transitional credit and therefore ordered for recovery of interest under

Section 50( l) of the CGST Act, 201 7. Accordingly, I do not find any force in the
contentions of the appellant in this regard.

17. Further, as regards t.o imposition of penalty of Rs.89,277/- I find

that the appellant has contended that penalty under Section 122(l)(xvii) of the

COST Act is not imposable in the matter of wrong availment of input tax credit.

Whereas, in the present case they had carried forward CENVAT credit lying in

balance as on 30.06.2017 in electronic credit ledger pursuant to rollout of GST

w.c.r. 01.07.2017 v,rhich is permissible as per Scction 140(1) of the CGST Act.

/\ccordingly, the appellant has contended that there was no such deliberate

and mala-fide intention to avail excess input tax credit and therefore, charging

interest and penalty in the instant case is not tenable. Accordingly, I hereby

refer the relevant provisions.

7
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Section 73. Determination of tax not paid or short pd.id or erroneously
refunded or input tax creditt wrongly availed or utilised for any reason
other than fraud or any willful-misstatement or suppression offacts.--

(I) Where it appears to the proper officer that any tax has not been paid or
short paid or erroneously refunded, or 1.uhere input. tax credit has been
wronql_i; availed or utilised for Cl/1._lf reason, other t.h.cm the reuson u( firn11I
or any wilful-misstatement or suppression of (acis lo evade tax, he slrn/1
serve notice on the person char,qeable with tax which has not been so pair/
or which has been so short paid or to whom the refund has erroneously
been macle, or who has wronql_tf availed or utilised input tax credit.
requiri.nq him lo show cause as to why he should not pay the amount
specified in the notice along with interest payable thereon u.ncler section 50
and a penalty leviable under the provisions of this Act or the rules nwde
thereuncler.

Section 122. Penalty for certain offences.

0 (1) Where a taxable person who -
(cvii] fails to furnish information or documents called [or by an officer m
accordance with the provisions of' this Act or t.he rules 1nacle thereuw./er or
furnishes false information or clocwnent.s clurin.q any proceedings under this Act;
"shall be liable to pay a penalty of ten thou.sancl rupees or an wnount equivule111
to the tax evacleci or the tax not deducted under sect.ion 51 ">section. 51 or short
deducted or deducted but not paid to the Govem.ment or tax not collected
under section 52">section 52 or short collected or collected but not paid to the
Govenvnent or input lax credit availed of or passed 011 or distributed irregularly.
or the refund claimed fraudulently, whichever ls hi,c;her''.

aa, l14) Any person who retains the benefit of a transaction covered under clauses/es".ga u), (vu) or clause (u) of sub-secton (1) and at whose ustance suet
$5° &@nsaction ts conducted, shall be liable to a penalty of cm am.aunt equivalent to~ . it , __tax evaded or input tax credit availed of or passed on.

,, In the present matter, as discussed in foregoing paras I find tht ++.
appellant had wrongly carricd forward ITC of Cess amounting to Rs.89,277/ .

l lowever, I find thaL there is no evidence on record that the appcllan l had any

lime failed l.o furnish information or clocurncnls called f'or by an ufliccr 111

accordance vvith the provisions of this /\ct. or the rules made there uncle,· or

l'urnishcs false information or clocumcnls during any proc_ccclings unclcr I his

Act. Therefore, lhe penalty imposed by Lhe J\cljuclicating Authority u11dcT

Section Secl.ionl22(l)(xvii) of the CGST/OOST Acli 2017 is not rnainlainable.

19. In view of the above discussions, I uphold the demand of Rs.

89,277 /- under Section 73(1) along-v,rith interest al applicable under

Section 50 of the COST Act, 2017 and drop the penalty of Rs. 89,277 /

imposed under Section 122(1)(xvii), as discussed above.

8
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20. ftaaf trasf ft re aftafart 3qlr4at fan srarh
The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.

(Ades. n)
Joint Commissioner (Appeals)

Date: .09.2023
/\ttcsted

$±="(Vija lak mi V)
Sup intendent (Appeals)

By R.P.A.D.
To,

M/s. Hazira Infrastructure Limited,
/\dani House, NR. Mithakhali [~oacl, J\hmeclabacl -- 380009.
Copy to:
I. The Principal Chief Commissioner of Central Tax, Ahmedabad Zone.
2. The Commissioner, CGST & C. Ex., Appeals, Ahmeclabacl.
3. The Commissioner, CGST 8 C. Ex., Ahmedabad-South.
4. The Dy/Asstt. Commissioner, COST, Division-VI, Ahrneclabad South.
5 ../he Superintendent (Systems), COST Appeals, /\hmedabad.

,)I.' Guard File.
'/. P.A. File
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