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(cJi) ~~I File No. GAPPL/COM/STP/2562/2022-APPEAL /gos- 1a
ft st?gr ierrsit fain [

(<sf) Order-In-Appeal No. and Date
AHM-EXCUS-001-APP-150/2022-23 and 01.02.2023

(«)
utR fr +aTI sf7 fer&grpar, errzgas (sf)

Passed By Shri Akhilesh Kumar, Commissioner (Appeals)

rt aaRf2aia/
('cf) Date of issue

03.02.2023

Arising out of Order-In-Original No. 05/CGST/Ahmd-South/AC/PMC/2022-23 dated

(s-) 26.04.2022 passed by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division-V, Ahmedabad South

Commissionerate

31 cf! aaafT -.=ni=f 3Til:: 1fclT / M/s Thummar Engineers, TF/15, Adheshwar Gold,

('cf) Name and Address of the Near Galaxy Business Mall, GIDC, Kathwadaz,
Appellant Ahmedabad-382350

#l? rf zr sr{a-st?grsritr sit+awartazsrs?gr aft znRnfa fl aa7g·TT
rf@era1t#t aft rargherwrlartmmar2, #ha faet an?grh fas grmar?l

Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal or revision
application, as the one inay be against such order, to the appropriate authority in the
following way.

wraalatglrurma:
Revision application to Government of India:

(1) a{hr3graa gr«ca zfeRn, 1994 Rt err sadHtaarmataapat err #t
sq-rT k rr rug h iasfatruma zft Ra, stzar, fe iaria, ztua fa1T,
tfifs, sflaa tra, iraf,{Rt 11ooo 1 <ITT"#~~:-

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: -

(cJil "llR mc'f cfil" ~ t ml=ffi if \jfq itm" aif.-1911.z '©Tri" "B" f#fr gos rat qr tr attara faft
nrsrtr aassert sragrf, zfr sssrrr rmeraz a@ft mar #

nszrwgt Rr4fur htug&zt
In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a

ehouse or to another factory or from one warehouse to another during the course
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of processing of thj;oods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a
warehouse.

("©") m«f ah arzz zrat2afaffaa l=ITT1° If{ "lfTma afuf I if~~~ l=ITT11TT'

'3 ,91 c;_i-j ~%- fnR:mrtrmah atzfrug at tear ii faffaa 2
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.

(4) sifa sq1a Rt sgrar green hmar Ru it zat hfemtr #7 n&?sit? ser sit zr
enrr tu4 Ru ah q1fen ngn, fth trRa atartafa zf@fr (i 2) 1998

err 109 tr Rgn fg rgz
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.

(2) ~ -3,91c;_r1 ~(arfm) Hlfl-licJJl, 2001 %"f.tl!i:t-9%"3Tct"lfufclRFcf@.m~~-8if°G)
"SlTcflfT , fa s?gr a uf st2gr ha feta cf)-;:r mt ? sfapsr?gr ua sfta stir Rt tat
qait k rr fa znaa far star afzuu s# Tr arar < ml er ff a iaf aT 35-< if
faffaRt gram haarr €la-6artftuf sf 2lft arfeqt

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.

(3) Rf@sr sear aersziiar van «ra s?z3qm 2tats? 200/- fl {at Rt
sq it szi i«avara star gt at 1000/- Rt flu {rat Rt srql

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.

ftr tea,ht 3rai rem ui tar cp{ 61 c11J1a nrrf@raw h 7Rtfl:
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) ht 3«qar gt«a rf@f7a, 1944 fr ua 35-fl/35-z # siavfa:
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

(2) affa qRaa aag ear h ratar ft sf, zft amtflr g[ea, eh4hr
sgrar gr«cean qiara sf@Ra rf@#wr (fez) R uf@am fl ff#r, zr«rat2d tr,

Gt§l-llffi '+fclrf, 3ffRcIT, DR~{rjj41{, 6l\1l-!G.lci!IG.-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
:s....~escribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be

5'-il-~~~~~f,n);iariied against (one which at least should be accompanied by· a fee of
,'fr ,~ c.,. ~
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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.

(3) fa<asrr ii w&grstart cfiTarr glare at r@agragr a fuRa mr @tarsrj
±«t far sat a@fez s sr #zra su ft f fat €t #tf au fu zrnfrf alt
+naf@rawr #t u4zl qr a#tzrant Rt vmaa fastar ?t

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) ·qr7tr g«can sf@enfRu 1970 rn tis)fa ft {aft -1 eh siafafafRa fau gar s
sr@aTrqr?gr zrnfrf f6fa 4feat a?gr r@a Rt va f@s6.504 ai rlj Ill l~ll

gt«an femz«rgrReg
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 it iif@+clt Rias #a ark frii ta ft tr staff far mar ? st «tr
~'~ '3 ,9 1a green viat441 ffi4~ (c:fi Illf ftj fcr) mi=f, 1982 it frrt%cr ~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.

(6) far gre4, ht 3qr grcaqiata4la arr@aw (R@«ez) hif sf@t ahma
it c:fido444i◄I (Demand) ~~ (Penalty) cfiT 10% pf sn #at far ht grifa, rf@marf mar
10~~t1 (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994)

#tr scar pea i hara h siafa, gfagtaar Rti (Duty Demanded) I

(1) ie(Section) 1 1D hagfufR« rr;
(2) fa+aa%f ft ufgra;
(3) tr4@zfit a fa 6 hag2ruf

zTz qfwar'if@sf'ug4warRtear iiu zfta'rfah fufaa fear

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

(6)(i) <a tar h #fr r4hr #ferawrrr zi gtea rerar gen at au fa(R@a gt atl flu +Tu
« #10% {ratr sit sgt #aa aw fa(Ra gt aa are@h10% tatr Rt sraft?t

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on
yment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute,
penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute."
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by Mis. Thummar Engineers, TF/15,

Adheshwar Gold, Near Galaxy Business Mall, GIDC, Kathwada, Ahmedabad

- 382 350 (hereinafter referred to as the appellant) against Order in Original

No. 05/CGST/Ahmd-South/AC/PMC/2022-23 dated 26.04.2022 [hereinafter

referred to as "impugned order"] passed by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST,

Division-V, Commissionerate ' Ahmedabad South [hereinafter referred to as

"adjudicating authority].

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

Service Tax Registration No. ACCPT8126AST001 and engaged in providing

services like Erection, Commissioning and Installation and Maintenance and Q
Repair. The appellant was issued a Show Cause Notices bearing F.No. CEA

II/ST/15-24/C-VI/AP-29/FAR-78/R.P.-06/2016-17 dated 01.12.2016 and F.No.

VI/1B)-191/C-IAP-VII/Now AP-O2)/Audit/AHD/2017-18 dated 27.07.2018 for

nonpayment of service tax, during FY. 2011-12 to FY. 2014-15, and FY.

2016-17 respectively, under Erection and Commissioning Services. The

appellant had, though considering the service provided by them as exempted,

paid service tax along with interest and penalty at the insistence of the

jurisdictional Central Excise and Service Tax Range Office. The details of the

services provided by them during the period from April, 2017 to June, 2017

was called for from the appellant. As per the details submitted by the

appellant, they had received an amount of Rs.3,00,77,336/- from Erection,

Commissioning and Installation Services during the said period on which

service tax amounting to Rs.45,11,600/- was payable. The appellant had paid

service tax amounting to Rs.35,24,032/- on different dates during July to
October, 2017.

2.1 On going through the invoices issued by the appellant during the said

period, it appeared that they were providing only labour services, in the

capacity of sub-contractor, to the main contractor and the appellant were not

sub-contracted for works contract. It, therefore, appeared that the appellant

were providing labour services relating to Erection, Commissioning and

Installation services. Accordingly, it appeared that the appellant were not

0
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eligible for exemption in terms of Serial No. 13 (a) and 14 (a) or 29 (h) of

Notification No.25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.

3. The appellant was, therefore, issued a Show Cause Notice, under Section

73(14) of the Finance Act, 1994, bearing No. V/3-23/Thummar/Dem/19-20

dated 11.02.2020 wherein it was proposed to :

a) Demand and recover service tax amounting to Rs.45,11,600/- under

Section 73 (IA) of the Finance Act, 1994 and appropriate the service tax

amounting to Rs.35,24,032/- paid by them, ..

b) Recover Interest under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994.

c) Impose penalty under Sections 76 and 77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994.

0

0

4. The SCN was adjudicated vide the impugned order wherein :

A. The demand of service tax amounting to Rs.45,11,600/- was confirmed

and the service tax amounting to Rs.35,24,032/- paid by them was
appropriated.

B. Interest was ordered to be recovered under Section 75 ofthe Finance Act,
1994.

C. Penalty amounting to Rs.4,51,160/- was imposed under Section 76 of the
Finance Act, 1994.

D. Penalty amounting to Rs.20,000/- was imposed under Section 77 (2) of
the Finance Act, 1994.

5. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellant have filed the

present appeal, along with condonation of delay, on the following grounds :

of construction provided in respect ofroads, airports, railways, transport

1. The appeal was filed after a delay of 10 days as the pre-deposit was not

made in time on account of they facing financial hardship.

11. The adjudicating authority has not appreciated the facts and

circumstances of the case. They had availed exemption on the basis of

labour service provided to infrastructure projects relating to construction

ofAirports, Metros, Bridges and Roads.

Prior to 01.07.2012, the definition of industrial construction given in

Section 65 (25b) ofthe Finance Act, 1994 specifically excluded the service

111.
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terminals, bridges, tunnels and dams. The service of construction of civil

structure or part thereof provided by them was not liable to service tax.

1v. Notification No.17/2005-ST dated 07.06.2005 granted exemption to site

formation and clearance, excavation and earthmoving and demolition

and such similar activities referred to in sub-clause (zzza) of clause (105)

of Section 65 of the Finance Act, 1994, provided to any person by any

other person in the course of construction of roads, airports, railways,

transport terminals, bridges, tunnels, dams, ports or other ports from

the whole of service tax. Further, Notification No.42/2010-ST dated

28.06.2010 also granted exemption to the service of commercial or

industrial construction when wholly provided within an airport.

v. From 01.07.2012, Serial No.14a) of Notification No.25/2012-ST dated

20.06.2012 provided exemption by way of construction pertaining to

airport, railways or metro, while Serial No.13 (a) provided exemption to

construction of road and bridges. Consequently, the service of

fabrication/construction provided by them to the aforesaid contractors

was exempt from service tax.

v. They were also informed by the contractor that since the work was of

fabrication /construction for airport, metro, bridge and road, the same

was not liable to service tax. Accordingly, they had not paid service tax

and have not recovered the same from their contractors. The other sub

contractors of the said contractors have also not been paying service tax

in respect of similar work. Therefore, the exemption is not deniable.

v. The SCN is issued on 11.02.2020 for the period of FY. 2015-16 to FY.

2016-17 which is issued beyond the normal period.

vn1. Reliance is placed upon the judgment in the case of Hindustan

Construction - 2021 (44) GSTL 95 and GMR Projects (P) Ltd - 2021 (44)

GSTL 110. Reliance is also placed upon Board's clarification para 7 .11.11

of the Education Guide.

1x. They rely upon Board's Circular No.138/7/2011-ST dated 06.05.2011 in

which it was clarified that although a contractor may be rendering

Works Contract service, the service provided by the sub-contractor is to

be classified under the applicable head and not under Work Contract
serv1ce.

x. The notice has not specified the particular clause of Section 65 of the

ce Act, 1994 under which the service rendered by them would fall.

0
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The notice has proceeded on the basis that they were rendering service

ofErection, Commissioning and Installation without examining whether

the service rendered by them would fall under Section 65(39a) of the
Finance Act, 1994.

x. They rely upon the judgment in the case of Mackintosh Burn Ltd. Vs.

CST - 2016 (42) TR 161. They also rely upon the judgment in the case

of Pioneer Fabrication P. Ltd. Vs. CCE -2016 (42) STR 563.

xn. The service rendered by them to the Contractors are by way of

construction etc. and the same are in respect of airport, metro, roads and

bridges and are, therefore, clearly exempt under Serial No.14(a) and

13a) of Notification No.25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.

x111. The contention that the contractors have not sub-contracted the Works

Contract Service to them and that the service rendered by them are only

input service to the contractors is entirely irrelevant to the question of

their eligibility to exemption under the said Notification. There is

nothing in the Notification which restricts the scope of exemption only to

Works Contract Service. Further, there is also nothing in Serial No. 13a)

and 14(a) ofthe said Notification to exclude their applicability when such

service is provided by a sub-contractor.

xv. The notice is issued on 26.04.2020 demanding service tax for the period

FY.2015-16 to FY.2016-17 which is beyond the normal period of

limitation. The larger period of limitation is not applicable since there

is no fraud or collusion or wilful mis-statement or suppression offacts or

contravention with intent to evade tax.

xv. It is evident from the work orders that the work executed was in respect

of Road, Airports, Railways, Terminals. Despite this undisputed facts,

the adjudicating authority has given findings that the said work pertains

to only regular labour work and does not involve transfer of goods or
property.

xv. The Board has vide Circular No.147/16/2011-Service Tax dated

21.10.2011 clarified that in respect of projects involving construction of

Road, Airport, Port, Railway etc. service provided by the sub-contractor
will get the benefit of exemption .

xvii. It is their bona fide belief based on the clarification issued by the Board

'" ~that they are eligible for exemption and as such no du.ty was assessed
r I

%
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and shown in their returns. The penalty of Rs.10,000/- imposed is liable

to be set aside.

xv111. The very fact that they had maintained complete records in respect of

the service rendered by them rules out any fraud, collusion or wilful mis

statement or suppression of facts of contravention with intent to evade

tax. In the present case there is no positive and deliberate act of

concealment of facts nor any clandestine activity. Therefore, the larger

period of limitation cannot apply. They rely upon the decision in the case

of CCE Vs. Chemphar Drugs and Liniment- 1989 (40) ELT 276 (SC) and

Pushpam Pharmaceuticals Limited Vs. CCE - 1995 (78) ELT 401 (SC).

xix. Since the demand of service tax is liable to fail both on merits and

limitation, the question of interest or imposition of penalties does not

ar1se.

xx. Assuming but not admitting, if service tax is confirmed, cum duty price

may kindly be given.

0

6. Personal Hearing in the case was held on 05.01.2023. Shri Naimesh K.

Oza, Advocate, appeared on behalf of appellant for the hearing. He reiterated

the submissions made in appeal memorandum and submitted copies of Invoice

No. L/005 dated 17.04.2017 issued to L&T Ltd. and Work Order Amendment

No. EC885WOD6000066/1 dated 07.04.2017.

Appeal Memorandum, the additional written submissions and the material

available on records. The issue before me for decision is whether the labour

service relating to Erection, Commissioning and Installation service provided

by the appellant are exempted in terms of Serial No. 13 (a) and 14a) of

Notification No.25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 or otherwise?. The demand

pertains to the period from April to June, 2017

7. I have gone through the facts of the case, submissions made in the 0

8. Before going in to the merits of the appeal, the request of the appellant

for condonation of delay in filing the appeal is taken up for decision. The

appellant have stated that the delay was on account of financial hardship,

which resulted in delayed payment of pre-deposit and consequent delay in

filing of the appeal. It is observed that the delay in filing the appeal is of eight

«days@Ster expiry of the prescribed period of two months in terms of Section 85~ :.~~•·A -~ ~~ .
·.- r

o z !r 3, !

ii J' i
, ·v%
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ofthe Finance Act, 1994. Appeals preferred before the Commissioner (Appeals)

are governed by the provisions of Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994. The
relevant part of the said section is reproduced below :

(3A) An appeal shall be presented within two months from the date ofreceipt
of the decision or order of such adjudicating authority, made on and after the
Finance Bill, 2012 received 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
satisfied 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."

8.1 Taking into account the fact that the delay is of only eight days and

finding the reason for delay cited by the appellant to be sufficient cause, I am

0 ofthe considered view that the request ofthe appellant for condonation merits

favourable consideration and accordingly, the delay in filing appeal on part of
the appellant is condoned.

o

9. Coning to the merits of the issue involved in the present appeal, it is

observed that the impugned SCN has been issued to the appellant under

Section 78 (14) ofthe Finance Act, 1994 for the period fromApril to June, 2017.

The appellant were earlier issued SCNs, involving the same issue, for the

period from FY.2011-12 t0 FY. 2014-15 and FY. 2016-17. The SCN issued for

the period from RY. 2011-12 to FY. 2014-15 was decided against the

appellant by the adjudicating authority. On an appeal filed by the appellant,

this authority had decided the matter vide OIA No. AHM-EXCUS-00l-APP-

069/2022-23 dated 31.10.2022. The relevant part of the said order is
reproduced below '

"13. For the period post 01.07.2012, I find that the adjudicating
authority has held at Para 26.6 of the impugned order that the
appellant is supplying only labour work for erection, commissioning
and installation to the main contractor where there is no supply or
transfer of goods/property. The adjudicating authority thereafter held
that the appellant could not prove that the service provided by them
to the main contractors fell under the category of works contract
service for original work as exempted under Serial No. 13 (a), 14(a)
and 29h) of Notification No.25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012. As the
adjudicating authority has himselfheld that the services provided by ·
the appellant was erection, commissioning and installation service,
he ought to have examined the eligibility of the appellant to
exemption in .terms of Serial No.13 (a) and 14a) of the said
Notification. On going through the material on record, I find that the
appellant have at no stage claimed that the services provided by them
were Works Contract Service nor did they claim the benefit of i
Sr.No.29 (h) of the said Notification Therefore, the findings of the
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adjudicating authority regarding the eligibility of exemption under
the said Serial No.29h) is not relevant to the issue on hand.

13.1 I find that the appellant have claimed the benefit of exemption
in terms of Serial No.13a) and 14(a) of the said Notification, which
are reproduced below :

"13. Services provided by way of construction, erection,
commissioning, installation, completion, fitting out, repair,
maintenance, renovation or alteration of,

(a) a road, bridge, tunnel, or terminal for road
transportation for use by general public:"

14. Services by way of construction, erection, commissioning,
or installation of original works pertaining to,

(a) an airport, port or railways, including monorail or
metro;"

13.2 It is clear that Serial No.13 (a) and 14 (a) of the said Notification exempts
the specified services, which includes construction, erection, commissioning,
installation etc. pertaining to road, bridge, tunnel, terminal for road
transportation, airport, port or railways including a metro. Even if the finding of
the adjudicating authority that the services provided by the appellant were
classifiable under erection, commissioning and installation service is accepted,
then also the appellant are eligible for exemption under Serial No.13(a) and 14
(a) of the said Notification. However, without giving any findings regarding the
eligibility of exemption to the services provided by the appellant in terms of
Serial No. 13(a) and 14(a) ofthe said Notification, the adjudicating authority has
denied the benefit of exemption based on his findings that the service provided
by the appellant was not Works Contract Services.

13 .3 As stated earlier, it is not disputed by the department that the services
provided by the appellant are pertaining to roads, bridges, airport, metro etc.
Further, it has already been held in the preceding paragraphs that the services
provided by the appellant are Construction services and the same are within the
scope of Serial No. 13(a) and 14 (a) of the said Notification. Therefore, the
services provided by the appellant are exempt from payment of service tax in
terms of Serial No.13(a) and 14(a) of the said Notification. Consequently, the
impugned order confirming demand of service tax for the period post O I.07.2012
also is not legally sustainable.

14. Considering the facts ofthe case, the Circulars issued by the Board as well
as thejudgments ofthe Hon'ble Tribunal supra, I am of the considered view that
the impugned order confirming demand of service tax on the appellant is not
legally sustainable. Accordingly, the impugned order is set aside and the appeal
filed by the appellant is allowed with all consequential relief."

9.1 The issue involved in the present appeal is the same as that in the OIA

dated 31.10.2022 involving the same appellant. Further, there is no material

on record indicating that the said OIA has been overruled and set aside by any

higher appellate authority. Consequently, I do not find any reason to deviate

from the view taken in the aforesaid OIA dated 31.10.2022. Accordingly, I am

0
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of the considered view that the impugned order confirming demand of service

tax against the appellant is not sustainable and is, hence, set aside.

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

0

0

Attec
(N.Suryanarayanan. Iyer)
Assistant Commissioner (In-situ)
CGSTAppeals, Ahmedabad.

BY RPAD I SPEED POST
To

M/s. Thummar Engineers,
TF/15, Adheshwar Gold,
Near Galaxy Business Mall,
GIDC, Kathwada,
Ahmedabad - 382 350

The Assistant Commissioner,
CGST, Division - V,
Commissionerate : Ahmedabad South.

• JO-N} 022.
:·.1are»- d'

Akmresh Kumar )
Commissioner (Appeals)
Date: 01.02.2023.
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Appellant

Respondent

Copy to:
1. The Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone.
2. The Principal Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad South.
3. The Assistant Commissioner (HQ System), CGST, Ahmedabad South.
~-6f' uploading the OIA)

'\A. Guard File.
5. P.A. File.




