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Passed by Shri. Uma Shanker, Commissioner (Appeals)

7 Arising out of Order-in-Original No. SD-01/08/AC/Shree Siddhi/17-18 fite: 23/05/2017 issued
O by Assistant Commissioner, Central Tax, Ahmedabad-South
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M/s Shree Siddhi Infrabuild Pvt.Ltd
Ahmedabad
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Any person a 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 :

T PR B GG 3T :
Revision application to Government of India :

(1) a‘ﬁﬁuwwaﬁﬁw,1994aﬂwmﬁﬁmwm$aﬁﬁ@aﬁmaﬁw—m$umw§m
& aferter qeRleT S SRl R, W wREw, e wee, o e, el w#Rrer, Sftem €9 we, wag A, ¢ Roell
- 110001 @Y @ S =RY ,
(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
_ Oproviso to sub-section (1) of Section-35 ibid : .
o
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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 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.

(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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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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in case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of -

duty.
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Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on finai
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 OlO 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:
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Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-
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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. '
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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 / 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.O. 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
Q 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 Cernvat Credit taken;
(i)  amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.
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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.”

@ @ g,
K CENrn4‘,ai?
N G,

\)
e W

(51v36

&)

hy
243
’

&

Q.
on
2




V2(ST)60/Ahd-1/2017-18
V2(STC)12/North/Appeals/17-18

ORDER IN APPEAL "

Two appeals have been filed against OIO No. SD-01/08/AC/Shree Siddhi/17-18
dated 19.5.2017 passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Service Tax Division I, Ahmedabad [for

short —‘adjudicating authority], the details of which are as follows:

Sr. No. | Name of the appellant Appeal No.
1 Shree Siddhi Infrabuild P Ltd V2(ST)60/Ahd-1/2017-18
2 Shri Kalpesh Patel, Director - | V2(STC)12/North/Appeals/2017-18

Briefly, stated the facts are that based on an intelligence, an investigation was

o

conducted by Directorate General of Central Excise Intelligence, Zonal Unit, Ahmedabad, which
culminated in a show cause notice dated 21.10.2015, being issued to the aforementioned two
appellants, inter alia, alleging that the appellant at Sr. No. 1 of the table supra, had short pai_d/
evaded service tax of Rs. 46,59,000/- under the category of Works Contract Service during the
period from 1.4.2010 to 31.3.2014. The notice, therefore, demanded the service tax short paid

along with interest and further proposed penalty on both the aforementioned appellants.

3. This notice was adjudicated vide the aforementioned impugned OIO dated
19.5.2017, wherein the adjudicating authority confirmed the demand along with interest and O
further imposed penalty on the appellant under sections 77 and 78 of the Finance Act, 1994, on
the appellant mentioned at Sr. No.1 and under section 78A on the appellant mentioned at Sr. No.

2 of the table, supra.

4, Feeling aggrieved, both the appellants have filed the appeal on the following

grounds :
Shree Siddhi Infrabuild P Ltd

o the appellant is a private limited company providing services of construction of commercial
complex; that they had undertaken the project of ‘Ganesh Meredian’ and the commercial units
were sold to members; that Ganesh Meredian commercial complex is divided into different
blocks constructed on two distinguished land and has three blocks A, B and C; that block A is
constructed on land owned by two individual land owners while block C and D is constructed on
land owned by a society; , Q

s in block ‘A’, the initial agreement was to-develop it and transfer the partial possession of the
block to the land owners while the remaining portion was to be sold by the appellant; that the
agreement was later amended & the appellant was appointed as a contractor to construct the said
block on contractual basis and handover the same to landowners for a consideration of Rs. 15
crores; that earlier they were discharging service tax @4.12% on construction portion of total
value i.e. after deducting the land value; that after October 2012 they had discharged service tax
under works contract without taking any abatement towards the value of land; that they had

calculated the consideration received for Block A on inclusive of service tax as they had not
charged service tax separately but DGCEI did not consider thelr argument and dld not consider &

calculated tax exclusively.

e inrespect of block ‘C* and ‘D’, the land owner [Modinagar Coopeative Society] had transferred
development rights to construct two blocks; that they had the rights to construct, market, possess
and sell these blocks; that they had paid an amount of Rs. 3.01 crores to Shri Siddhi Corporatiot

construction as well as the land attached to the construction;

o that they had discharged the service tax @ 4,12%/4.944% after deducting land portion on 6
value of total amount received; that from April 2010 to March 2011, they took deduction o
@ 40% of total amount received from members & on remaining 60% value, they discha
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@4.12/4.944 % on remaining 75% value under Works contract service; that from October 2012
they paid service tax on amount received from members under works contract service @ 4.944%
without taking deduction of land;

- Al

+ o thatthey have calculated the consideration received for block ‘A’ inclusive of service tax;

e that they would like to rely on the case of Sanjevalal & Ors [2015(5)SCC775] & Chaturbhuj
" Dwarkadas Kapadia [2003(260) ITR 491]; -

o that where the consideration for the land and the consideration for the building is identified in the
sale-deed between contracting parties, the department cannot sit in judgement and conclude that
there is no bifurcation of value; :

o that the scope and ambit of works contract itself is confined to transfef of property in goods in the
course of execution of works contract and land is alien and not relevant to the works contract; that
if the legislative intent was to include the value of land in the gross amount, the inclusive part of
the explanation of Works Contract (Composition Scheme for payiments of service tax) Rules,
2007, would have expressly included land; '

o that they would like to rely on the case of SPL Developers [2015(39) STR 455], Reddy Structures
P Ltd [2014(70) VST 329 and L & T [2013(65) VST 1]; that when the value of land cannot be
included in the computation of taxable turnover under works contract for the purpose of VAT, it
is not relevant for computing service tax; :

o that the bifurcation of value between consideration towards land and consideration towards
construction were properly shown in the sale deed executed with ultimate members;

o that development right are rights to transform/change an immovable property by carrying out
improvements for constructing building thereon, etc;

e that with regards to an agreement for transfer of development rights whereby such rights are
transferred permanently on an irrevocable basis constitutes a sale of immovable property; that an
agreement for transfer of development rights constitutes transfer of title in immovable property in
terms of section 65B(44)(a)(i) of the Finance Act, 1994;

o that the buyer is having full and due title of the property which includes the land; that the buyer
will have right with respect to undivided shares of the land; that selling the property to any other
person he does not have to take permission of the society or any person; A

o that they have taken land value approximately retrospectively from April 2008 including for the
period.from April 2010 to March 2011; that the differential tax arising due to change in deduction
portion from 40% to 25% has already been paid during the inquiry and was intimated to the
inquiry authority; that they have paid Rs. 26.88 lacs vide challan dated 3.7.2012;

\

e that they have paid Rs. 16.17 lacs towards outstanding tax for the year 2010-11;

o that extended period could not have been invoked;

®

that no penalty is imposable under section 78;

Shri Kalpesh Patel, Director

o that none of the conditions were violated since no tax was evaded by-appellant mentioned at Sr.
No. 1 and therefore, the question of imposition of penalty under Section 78A does not arise.

5. Personal hearing in the case was held on 6.2.2018, wherein Shri Nitesh Jain, CA,

appeared on behalf of the appellant. He reiterated the grounds of appeal and explained the case

in detail and requested for a further hearing. Thereafter, a further hearing was held on 9.2.2018,
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10.7.2018, wherein ag
case and submitted additional submissions raising the following points:

in respect of Block A, the notice had

o that in respect of demand of Rs. 3,36,748/-,
duty

collected tax on ex tax basis whereas the appellant had calculated & paid tax on cum

basis; _
o that in respect of block C and D- the cost of land is not to be added; that neither the works

contract definition, nor rule 2A of the Valuation rules, provide directly or indirectly, that
the land value is includible.

6. I have gone through the facts of the case, the grounds of appeal and the oral
averments made during the course of personal hearing. The question to be decided is whether
the deduction availed towards value of land, by the appellant while discharging service tax under

«Works Contract (Composition Scheme for payments of service tax) Rules, 2007”7 is correct or

otherwise.

7. The appellant [Sr. No. 1] engaged in construction of commercial offices,
residential apartments, bungalows, etc was registered with the department under the taxable
category of ‘Works Contract Service’. Investigations by DGCEI revealed that the appellant,
while discharging service tax under “Works Contract (Composition Scheme for payments of

service tax) Rules, 20077, had taken the abatement/deducted 40%/25% towards land value from

the gross amount charged.

8. 1 find that the adjudicating authority in his findings after posing two questions viz.
[a] whether land was part of the consideration received from the buyer; and [b] if yes, whether
deduction of land value is available under composition scheme, held that land was not a part of
the consideration received from the buyer since they did not own the same; that they had
received development right in the land and amount received from the buyers towards so called
land was not totally paid to the land owners; that as per the sale deed the society would continue
to hold the land in its name and the buyer will not become owner of the land; that under the

composition scheme no deduction is available on the value of the land.

9. Now, Works Contract service was brought under service tax w.e.f. 1.6.2007.
While VAT/sales tax is leviable on transfer of property in goods involved in the execution of the
works contract, the taxable value under works contract service is that part, which is relatable to

the services provided in the execution of the said works contract. However, the service

provider(s) have been given an option, to opt for a composition scheme, known as Works -

Contract (Composition Scheme for payments of service tax) Rules, 2007. Service providers who

opt for this composition scheme, can pay service tax @ 4.8% [4% prior to 1.4.2012] of the gross

amount charged.for works contract, instead of paying service tax at the rate specified in Section

66 of the Finance Act, 1994. Since, the discussion hinges around, the said Rules, the same, is

reproduced below for ease of reference:

A T Han

a CENTR,
at 3o

[Notification No. 32/2007-S.T., dated 22-5-2007]

Works Contract (Composition Scheme for Payment of Service Tax) Rules. 2007

ainst Shri Nitesh Jain, CA reiterated the grounds, once again explained the .
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In exercise of the powers conferred by sections 93 and 94 of the Finance Act, 1994 (32 of 1994),
the Central Government hereby makes the following rules, namely :-

1. Short title and commencement. = (1) These rules may:be calied the Works Contract
(Composition Scheme for Payment of Service Tax) Rules, 2007.

(2) They shall come into force with effect from the 1st day of June, 2007.

2. Definitions. - In these rules, unless the context otherwise requires, -

(a) “Act” means the Finance Act, 1994 (32 of 1994);

(b) “section” means the section of the Act;

(c) “works contract service” means services provided in relation to the execution of a works
contract referred to in sub-clause (zzzza) of clause (105) of section 65 of the Act;

. (d) words and expressions used in these rules and not defined but defined in the Act shall have

the meanings respectively assigned to them in the Act.

~3(1) Notwithstanding anything contained in section 67 of the Act and rule 2A of the Service
(Determination of Value) Rules, 2006, the person liable to pay service tax in relation to works contract
service shall have the option to discharge his service tax liability on the works contract service provided
or to be provided, instead of paying service tax at the rate specified in section 66 of the Act, by paying an
amount equivalent to two per cent. of the gross amount charged for the works contract.
Explanation. - For the purposes of this rule, gross amount charged for the works contract shall not
include Value Added Tax (VAT) or sales tax, as the case may be, paid on transfer of property in goods
involved in the execution of the said works contract. v

(2) The provider of taxable service shall not take CENVAT credit of duties or cess paid on any

* inputs, used in or in relation to the said works contract, under the provisions of CENVAT Credit Rules,

2004.

(3) The provider of taxable service who opts to pay service tax under these rules shall exercise
such option in respect of a works contract prior to payment of service tax in respect of the said works
contract and the option so exercised shall be applicable for the entire works contract and shall not be
withdrawn until the completion of the said works contract.

Susbetluently, vide notification No. 7/2008-S.T., dated 1-3-2008, the rate tWo percent was changed to four
percént and thereafter vide notification No. 10/2012-S.T., dated 17-3-2012, effective from 1.4.2012, it was
further amended to 4.8%.

Thereafter, vide notification No. 23/2009-S.T., dated 7-7-2009, the rules were further amended

as follows:

2. In the Works Contract (Composition Scheme for Payment of Service Tax) Rules, 2007, in rule 3, -
(4) in sub-rule(l), for the Explanation, the following Explanation shall be substituted, namely :-
“Explanation. - For the purposes of this sub-rule, gross amount charged for the works contract shall be the

sum, -

(a) including -

(i) the value of all goods used in or in relation to the execution of the works contract, whether
supplied under any other contract for a consideration or otherwise; and

(i) the value of all the services that are required to be provided for the execution of the works
contract; i

(b) excluding -

(i) the value added tax or sales tax as the case may be paid on transfer of property in goods involved;
and .

(ii) the cost of machinery and tools used in the execution of the said works contract except for the

charges for obtaining them on hire:

Provided that nothing contained in this Explanation shall apply to a works contract, where the
execution under the said contract has commenced or where any payment, except by way of credit or debit
to any account, has been made in relation to the said contract on or before the 7th day of July, 2009.";

I(B) after sub-rule(3), the following sub-rule shall be added, namely :-
“(4). " The option under sub-rule (3) shall be permissible only where the declared value of the works

contract is not less than the gross amount charged for such works contract. v

The appellant, as is undisputed, was discharging service tax under the Works Contract
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and D by the name of Ganesh Meredian. Now, gross amount charged, in terms of the rule supra,

clearly states that gross amount charged would be including '
() the value of all goods used in or in relation to the execution of the works contract, whether

supplied under any other confract for a consideration or otherwise; and ‘

(ii) the value of all the services that are required to be provided for the execution of the works

contract;

and excluding —

(1) the value added tax or sales tax as the case may be paid on transfer of property in goods involved;
and
(ii) the cost of machinery and tools used in the execution of the said works contract excep! for the

charges for obtaining them on hire:

So it is explicitly clear that only VAT/sales tax paid on transfer of property in goods involved
and cost of machinery and tools used in the execution of the said work contract except for the

charges for obtaining them on hire are to be excluded from the gross amount charged.

BLOCK A

10. It is in the aforementioned background that I have to examine whether the value
of the land is to be excluded from the gross amount charged or otherwise. Of the three blocks of
Ganesh Meredian viz, A, C and D, the appellant has stated that block A was constructed on land
owned by two individual land owners; that initially they were given rights to develop the block A
and transfér the partial possession of the block to land owners and the remaining portion would
be in the possession of the appellant wherein they would have the right to sell it in the open

market; that subsequently, the agreement was amended and the appellant was appointed as a

contractor for Block A, wherein he was supposed to construct Block A on contractual basis and

hand over the same to the land owners for a lump sum consideration of Rs. 15 crores. Since the
appellant was a contractor [in terms of the amended contract], the question of deduction towards
land just simply does not arise, because Rs. 15 crores was the consideration for construction of

block A, which was to be subsequently to be handed over to the land owners. I find that as per

Amnexure C to the show cause notice. the service tax demand in respect of block A is Rs.

3.36,748/-, which has been correctly confirmed by the adjudicating authority. In-fact, the

appellant is on record in the grounds of appeal in para 2 where he states that theyl have already
paid the said amount. However, they have disputed the tax confirmed on the ground that they had
not collected service tax separately. This does not appear to be a prudent argument simply
because the appellant himself is on record that as per the amendment dated 18.10.2011, to the
development agreement dated 12.12.2007, he was given a contract to construct block A at the
cost of Rs. 15.00 crores. Despite this the appellant continued to wrongly take abatement of land.
The appellant now claims that he had not collected service tax. It goes without saying that
service tax is to be paid on the contracted amount of Rs. 15 crores. Therefore, now to claim that
since no tax was collected benefit of cum duty should be given is not a tenable or just argument

and is therefore rejected being without any basis.
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BLOCK CAND D

1. In respect of block G and D, the appellant is on record stating that it was

constructed on the land owned by a society [Modinagar Cooperative Society Limited]; that the
society had transferred land development rights to construct these two blocks to M/s. Shree
Siddhi Corporation, who vide a development rights and development agreement
surrendered/assigned the rights in favour of the appellant; that the ‘appellant had the right to
construct, market, posses and sell these blocks and that the appellant had paid Rs. 3.01 crores

towards development and land cost to M/s. Shree Siddhi Corporation. However, the adjudicating

authority has in his findings in para 23.1 discussed one deed of allotment of unit no. 001 in block
D. The adjudicating authority, after going through the deed, has stated that buyers had purchased
the unit from the developer for a lump sum of Rs. 2.43 crores; that the buyer was entered into the
society as its member; that as per clause no. 2 the society would continue to hold the land in its

name and the buyer will not become the owner of the Jand.

12. Now the.appellant has given a copy of allotment deed [allotment dastavef in
gujarati language], in respect of allotment of C-709 of C block to M/s. Jani Advocates along with

the appeal papers. A scanned copy of clause 14 is reproduced below for ease of reference:

Clause 14 of the deed states that of the Rs. 22,01,000/-, Rs. 6,38,000/- is towards the price of
undistributed allotted land and Rs. 15,63,000/- is towards extra construction cost. Surely, the

appellant has charged Rs. 22,01,000/- from the customers, which includes the cost of land, as per

“the allotment deed/dastavej. Thus one thing is clear that a portion of the amount taken from the

customer was towards land.

13. Now the moot question that needs to be decided is whether land can form a part

of the gross amount charged under the Works &1@@"@?1 sition Scheme for payment of
o S,
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Service Tax) Rules, 2007, for the purpose of calculating service tax. The Constitution of India,

Seventh Schedule under Article 246, consists of three lists, under which land/property has been

dealt with in the lists as follows:
‘ . List II—State List

nd tenures including the relation of landlord and

18. Land, that is to say, rights in or over land, la .
lienation of agricultural land; land improvement

tenant, and the collection of rents; transfer and a
and agricultural loans; colonization;

45. Land revenue, including the assessment and collection of revenue, the maintenance of land
records, survey for revenue purposes and records of rights, and alienation of revenues.

49. Taxes on lands and buildings.

List III—Concurrent List

6. Transfer of property other than agricultural land; registration of deeds and documents

States, have been dealing with taxation, transfer, registration, collection of land revenue, stamp
duty, in respect of sale/purchase of land. Hence, what is not a part of the Union list or has been
dealt by with States by virtue of it being mentioned in the Qtate List or the Concurrent List,

cannot form a part or be taken into consideration while computing the value under Section 67,

ibid, for taxing under Finance Act, 1994, Accordingly. 1 hold that value of the land cannot form

a part of the gross amount charged under Rule 3(1) for determining tax under Works Contract

(Composition Scheme for payments of service tax) Rules. 2007.

13.1 Even otherwise, in terms. of Rule 2A of the Service Tax (Determination of Value)
Rules, 2006, under which the value of service portion involved in the execution of a works

contract is determined, states as follows:

24(D() Value of service portion in the execution of a works contract shall be
equivalent to the gross amount charged for the works confract less the value of property
in goods [or in goods and land or undivided share of land, as the case may be]
transferred in the execution of the said works contract.

Further the proviso to (ii) states as follows:

[Provided that where the amount charged for works contract includes the value of goods

as well as land or undivided share of land, the service lax shall be payable on thirty per
cent. of the total amount charged for the works contract.]

The portion regarding land or undivided share of land was retrospectively added vide Finance
Act, 2017, which clearly shows the intent of the Government that land was not to be included.
When it is not a part of the value as regard a works contract, surely it would not form a part of
the gross amount charged in respect of Works Contract (Composition Scheme for payment of

Service Tax) Rules, 2007.

13.2. Therefore, I find that prima facie, the demand of service tax in terms of
Annexure B o the notice for Rs. 43,22,252/- in respect of abatement taken towards deduction on

land, is not tenable and cannot be upheld.
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14.  Now coming to the appeal filed by Shri Kalpesh ;l?atel,' Director of the appellant. I
find that penalty has been imposed on the appellant under section 78A of the Finance Act, 1994
on the grounds that he was in charge and was responsible for the conduct of the business and was
knowingly concerned with such contravention. The appellant has stated that since none of the
conditions were violated no tax was evaded by appellant mentioned at Sr. No. 1 and therefore,
the question of penalty under Section 78A does not arise. The contention that no tax was evaded
is not a correct contention in view of my findings, in para 10, supra and therefore, the appellant

mentioned at St. No. 2 is liable for imposition of penalty under Section78 of the Finance Act,

1994. However, in view of the facts mentioned in paras 10 and 13.1 above, [ reduce the penalty

imposed from Rs. 1,00.000/- to Rs. 10.000/- only.

15. In vie\;of the foregoing, the appeal is decided as follows:

[a] the confirmation of the demand, interest and penalty as far as annexure A is concerned, is
upheld in terms of para 10 supra;

[b]the deniand as far as annexure B to the show cause notice is concerned, is set aside in terms
of findings at para 13" 13.1 and 13.2., supra;

[c] in respect of the appeal filed by appellant mentioned at Sr. no. 2 of the table in para (1) -
above, the penalty imposed is reduced from Rs. 1,00,000/- to Rs. 10,000/-. |

16. dieTeRelT SN gor T IS e BT ATERT SREd R R ST &l
16. - The appeals filed by the appellants stands disposed of in above terms.
. \ S
(3HT L)
3FT (3T9Te4)

Date 3D £.2018

Attested

ol
(Vir tkose)

Superintendent (Appeal),
Central Tax,
Ahmedabad.

By RPAD.

To,

M/s. Shree Siddhi Infrabuild Private Limited,
D/1001, Ganesh Meredian,

Opp. Amiraj Farm,

Nr, Gujarat High Court,

S G Highway,

Ahmedabad 380-060.

Shri Kalpesh Patel, Director

M/s. Shree Siddhi Infrabuild Private Limited,
D/1001, Ganesh Meredian,

Opp. Amiraj Farm,

Nr. Gujarat High Court,

S G Highway,

Ahmedabad 380 060.
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Copy to:-

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

3. The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner, Central Tax, Division-VI, Ahmedabad North.
4. The Assistant Commissioner, System, Central Tax, Ahmedabad North.

/ Suard File.
6. P.A.
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