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g e @1 M wé war Name & Address of the Appellant / Respondent
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Ahmedabad
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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 :
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Revision application to Government of India :
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(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

Y,

proviso to sub-section (1) of Section-35 ibid :
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(i) In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a warehouse or 0
another factory or from one warehouse to another during the course of processing of the goods in &
warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehouse.

(b) In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory outside India of

or territory outside India.
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Delhi - 110 001 under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944 in respect of the following case, governed by first

on excisable material used in the manufacture of the goods which are exported to any country
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(b)  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.
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(c)  In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of
cuty.
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(d)  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.
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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.
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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.
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Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.
(1) DL SerE Yoo AR, 1944 P GRT 35— /35-F B eI~
Under Sectioh 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-
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(a) To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal- (CESTAT) at
0-20, New Metal Hospital Compound, Meghani Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380 016. in.case of

appeals other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above. ﬂ{g‘qa”"?n;
r{“r O;?cri AN
/ A
el
ey |
N4
\‘u..

ﬁﬂﬂwmmﬁﬁuﬁﬁwwmwa%ﬁﬁﬁwﬁmﬂwﬁmwm




. 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.
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In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.1.0. should be
paid in the aforesaid manner not withstanding 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.
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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-l item
of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.
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Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in the
Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.
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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;
(ii) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
(i)  amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules. :
wwa@r%wﬁaﬁauﬁm*mﬁaﬁewmaﬁmmﬁmﬁ?rzﬁa’rnﬁrmmaya:%
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In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribuna/l({car/n%p‘-é*&f’r_ﬁ-ght. ofﬂ
10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, of ,E)?ﬁ]alty,,whe‘r\e B
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penalty alone is in dispute.” Y
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ORDER IN APPEAL

M/s. Planet Hyundai (Planet Automative Pvt. Ltd.), Planet House, Khokhra Circle,

Maﬁinagar (E), Ahmedabad-380008 [for short - ‘appellant’] has filed this appeal against OIO No.
-11/CX-I Ahmd/JC/KP/2018 dated 23.07.2018, passed by the Joint Commissioner, CGST
Commissionerate, Ahmedabad — South [for short - ‘adjudicating authority’].

2. Briefly stating, the facts to the present case is that during the course of investigation
by the department, it was found that the appellant had deliberately not paid the service tax for the
period 2013-14 to 2015-16, on the “Handling charges” collected from their clients and had not
included the said amount in the gross receipts shown in their ST-3 returns and in turn not paid the
service tax for the same. The show cause notice demanded service tax along with interest and further

proposed penalty on the appellant under sections 76 and 77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994.

3. This notice was decided by the adjudicating authority, vide the impugned OIO
mentioned in para 1, supra in which the demand was confirmed, along with interest and penalty as

demanded in the notice.

4 Feeling aggrieved, the appellant has filed this appeal on the below mentioned grounds:

o that the collection of handling charges are not against any service provided to the customers;

o that the handling charges are collected from the customer for the expense incurred for bringing vehicle
from their godown/stock yard to their showroom at the time of delivering vehicles to the customers;

o that the appellant has to incur expenses for freight, loading/unloading charges etc and for that purpose
they collect handling charges and they pay sales tax on the goods on the value inclusive of handling
charges;

o that in the decision of tribunal in the case of CCE v Dynamic Motors (ST/263/2010-SM) and Ketan
Motors Ltd. v CC, CE & ST (Final order No. A/321/2013-WZB) it was held that any consideration
received for supply of goods is not covered within the scope of section 67;

o that the customer approaches the showroom for purchase of a vehicle in that case the customer
happens to buyer of the vehicle and not service recipient per se;

¢ that since tax is not payable so the impugned OIO should be set aside with consequential relief.
5. Personal hearing in the matter in respect of the present appeal was held on 20.11.2018,
wherein Shri Devam Sheth, CA, appeared on behalf of the appellant. He reiterated the grounds of

appeal and also prayed for the condonation of delay in filing the appeal for being delayed by 41 days
in filing of appeal. |

6. Before I go into the merits of the matter, I find that the appellant in their letter dated
05.11.2018 prayed for the condonation of delay as they filed the present appeal beyond the period of

ninety days from receiving the impugned OIO.

7. Ifind that the aforementioned appeal have been filed beyond the stipulated period of
two months, the time limit specified under section 85(3A) of the Finance Act, 1994. Relevant

- extracts of Section 85 of Finance Act, 1994, is reproduced below for ease of reference:

SECTION 85. Appeals to the [Commissioner] of Central Excise. (.<1£peals) —
[(D) Any person aggrieved by any decision or order passed by an.adjudicating authority subordinate
to the *[Principal Commissioner of Central Excise or Commzsszoner of C’entral Excise] may appeal to
the Commissioner of Central Excise (Appeals).] ,._’:- R \_‘\

c. C&% P




©

V2(ST)135/Ahd-South/18-19

(2) Every appeal shall be in-the prescribed form and shall be verified in the prescribed manner. -
)

[(34) An appeal shall be presented within two months from the date of receipt of the decision or order
of such adjudicating authority, made on and after the Finance Bill, 2012 receives the assent of the
President, relating to service tax, interest or penalty under this Chapter :

Provided that the Commissioner of Central Excise (Appeals) may, if he is satisfled that the appellant
was prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the appeal within the aforesaid period of two
months, allow it to be presented within a further period of one month.]

8. I find that the aforementioned appeal has been filed beyond the prescribed time limit of
two months. Further, even the delay in filing said appeal is more than one month after the prescribed

time limit of two months. As such I am not empowered to condone the delay in this appeal, as it was

filed after three months from the date of communication of the impugned order. In view of the

foregoing, I reject the appeal on limitation as provided under Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994.

9. s G et Y T 3 T FUeRT SR i § A S T
9. The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.

Date :Jp 112018

Attestew

AN

(Vinod LiKose)
Superintendent (Appeal),

Central Tax,
Ahmedabad. -

By RPAD.

To,

M/s. Planet Hyundai (Planet Automative Pvt. Ltd.),
Planet House, Khokhra Circle,

Maninagar (E)

Ahmedabad-380008

Copy tfo:-

1. The Chief Commissioner, Central Tax, Ahmedabad Zone .

2. The Principal Commissioner, Central Tax, Ahmedabad South Commissionerate.

3. The Joint Commissioner, Central Tax, Ahmedabad South Commissionerate.

4. The Assistant Commissioner, System, Central Tax, Ahmedabad South Commissionerate.
%mrd File.

6. P.A.
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