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a,l{ anf#a zr 3r@la amber a riits rgra aa at as gr sr If ijenRerfa #ta
s; Tg gr 3r@ant at sr@ta zr gntrur Igd # aar &1

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 theJollowing way:

0 'ffNa tlxcf>IX "cb"f~lffUT ~

Revision application to Government of India:

(1) b4tr 3l« z,ca ar@fr, 1994 cBT tlm 3ra fl aarg mg mii #a iq@la err "cbTUr-err per Ga3if gnterur am4a 3reft era, la iql, fcrffi ½?!lc>ill, ~
ft, aft #fGraa, fta tu ra, is mf, { f4cat : 110001 "cbT cBt ~~,

(i) 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 - 11 O 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:

(ii) 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.
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l=fTc1 "CR sgraa grca aR#muit naare fa#tz zu ?r # fuffa t'I .

(A) · · 1n case of rebate of duty of ~xcise on goods exported to any country or territory outside
· India of on excis·able material used in the manufacture of the goods which are exported '
to any ·country or territory outside India. · ·

:_ (B) . · -In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without" payment of

duty.~..,...,......, ~,.,-,---,- .
3if sgI Ct1 ctr '3ttl I q.-J ~ cB" :fIBFl frg wit spt afee mer .n{ & sh h 3rat
\Jl1' ~ tTRT ~ RlJ1i cB" al@a 3rrga, sr#ts gr uRa at + R <TT 6fTcr ~ fcm:r
~ (.=f.2) 1998 tTRT 109 "[RT~~ ~ :rn-1 .

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
Gf the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998. · ·

(1) ab4t sqrres (sr8ta) Pura8, 2001 cB" RlJ1i 9 cB" 3TcfT@ fclPtfetcc sa in sys i )
at ,Raul , hf sndr # #R srr fa f#a a fl 1=fffi cB" ·4'1a-<+1<:>1-~ ~~

. 3near #l atufii a mt Rra an4r fhn Gr afeg ta rer gar z.ar gn flf
cB" 3Rfl"Tcf tTRT 35-~ ~ A~ -ctl- cB" :fTGR rqd # arr €tr-6 arcar #l IR aft el#t
afegt

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 accompani~d by
two ·copies each of the 010 and Order-In-Appeal. It should also be accompanied by a
copy of TR-6 Challan evidencing payment of prescribed fee as prescribed under Section
35-EE of CEA, 1944, under Major Head of Account.

(2) Rf@3melt # arr usj ica v ya Gara q] zu '3W cl?l=f mm~ 200/--c#R=r.
:fffiR ctr~ 3tR "(j'j6T via v ala saner t at 1000/- ctr -c#m" :fRfR ctr~ I

The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the amount Q
jnvolved is Rupees One Lac or less and Rs.1,000/- where the amount involved is more
than Rupees One Lac.

ft# zyca, €hr sglzrca via as r@#tu nan@au ,fr or#)e
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(«) at 5grzca srfe,fr, 1944 ctr tTRT 35-GlT/35-~ cB" 3Rfl"@:-

(c)

(a)

. Under Section 358/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

aafRa qRhe 2 (4)a i sag rwr a srrar #l a4ta, a4tat # i v#tr. zye,
#tu sari zcas g atan@la nnf@raw (free) at fa 2bfta 4lat, rs«Iara
a# 2'1,Tl, sag,If 44a , 3Rat ,f@RTF, 34Isla-so0o4

To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at
2nd Floor,Bahumali Bhawan, Asarwa, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004. 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;~entral Exci9e(ARP,eal) 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 I 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) zufe za 3mer i a{ a sr#ii ar rgr star t- m~ ~~ cB" @""([ i:#R=f cB"T ~
sqja int far urn arf; <a rzr st'gy st fa fern ul rf a aa cB" @""([
zrenife,fa 37@18jg =znznf@raw at y 3r@a. zn a4tu zar at ya 3re4a fa5zu ™1" -g I

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each 0.1.0. shquld 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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(4)

(5)

,';lJllllcill ~~ 1970 "lf~ cBl"~-1 a sift feufRa fag 3gr sa
3re4aa ur Gener zqenfenf Rsfu. If@erart a and a r@ta ya Rau 6.6.5o

rIr1tau zca fee arr zir ale I

One copy of application or 0.1.0. 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-I item
of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

~ ~~ l=friC1T cBl" f.i;tj?{Ul ~ cf@" Aif1il" cBl" ~ ~ tlfR ¢JI cbrtct fcnllT ™1° t° "G'IT
tr zrca, ala sqra zre ya @ta ar4l#tr nrznf@rau (aruffef@) fz, 1982 "Ff Afficf
t- I

0

Attention is invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in the
Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (P~ocedure) Rules, 1982.

«o #tr re, #hr sari zyca vi ara Gr@la znf@raw1(frec),#
,Re374tat #wt aaariirDemad) vi i(Penalty) q5T 10% ~ 'Gl1=lT cf5FIT
a#farf riffs, 3fraaqa 1o a?tsT & I(section 35 F of the Central
Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

a±4du 3nla zeas sitaresa siafa, IR@ra@tr "afar6tDuty Demanded)-
. . a. (Section)~ 1Dazafuffaft;

z Rn nraa#kz fszalft;
aua3feziiafu6haa au tr.

> sq4sat if&a er4la ] ug? qfa stgear, er@heraaRra ks f@g yafa '@r+r
3.6.

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, 11Duty demanded" shall include:
(i) amount determin,ed under Section 11 D;
(ii) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;

. (iii) ·amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Ru!es.
zr err?r# uf erfla nfaur#prusi zeso srrar zeasuaus [@aif@a it atr figTg zyeoh10%

yrarw sitsii#acerau fqarf gtas aushoraratraft&I

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the · ·_:....,-,,-. _ent of
10°/4 of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dis here

. penalty alone is in.dispute." ·



F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3198/2023-Appeal

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s. Sam Maneckshaw Palia, "Disha", 16,

Ruchir Bunglows, Beyond Sarathi Hotel, Bodakdev, Ahmedabad - 380015 (hereinafter

referred to as "the appellant") against Order-in-Original No. 158/AC/Sam Maneckshaw Palia

/Div-I/A 'bad-South/JDMI2022-23 dated 29.12.2022 (hereinafter referred to as "the impugned

order") passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Central GST, Division II, Ahmedabad South

(hereinafter referred to as "the adjudicating authority").

2. Briefly stated, the facts .of the case are that the appellant are holding PAN No.

AABPP2138D, On scrutiny of the data received from the Central Board of Direct Taxes

(CBDT) for the FY 2015-16 and FY 2016-17, it was noticed that the appellant had earned an

income of Rs. 29,61,191/- during the FY 2015-16, Rs. 30,86,000/- during the FY 2016-17,

which was reflected under the heads "Sales / Gross Receipts from Services (Value from ITR)" ·

filed with the Income Tax department. Accordingly, it appeared that the appellant had earned Q
the said substantial income by way of providing taxable services but had neither obtained

Service Tax registration nor paid the applicable service tax thereon. The appellant were called

upon to submit copies of required documents for assessment for the said period. However, the

appellant had not responded to the letters issued by the department.

2.1 Subsequently, the appellant were issued Show Cause Notice No. V/WS06/O&A/SCN

581/2020-21 dated 30.12.2020 demanding Service Tax amounting to Rs. 9,07,078/- for the

period FY 2014-15 and FY 2015-16, under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 of the

Finance Act, 1994. The SCN also proposed recovery of interest under Section 75 of the

Finance Act, 1994; and imposition of penalties under Section 77(1) and Section 78 of the

Finance Act, 1994.

2.2 The Show Cause Notice was adjudicated, ex-parte, vide the impugned order by the

adjudicating authority wherein the demand of Service Tax amounting to Rs. 9,07,078/- was

confirmed under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 of the Finance Act, 1994 along with

Interest under Section 75 ofthe·Finance Act, 1994 for the period FY 2014-15 and FY 2015

16.Further (i) Penalty of Rs. 9,07,078/- was imposed on the appellant under Section 78 of the

Finance Act, 1994; (ii) Penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was imposed on the appellant under Section

77(1) of the Finance Act, 1994.

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

0



.0

0

essay. +&F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3198/2023-Appeal
is ix,#,

s The appellant had been working as a Non-Executive Independent Director in listed

public limited companies since many years. His Director Identification Number issued

by the Ministry of Corporate Affairs is 00031145.

e As per the provisions of erstwhile Companies Act., 1956 and current Companies Act,

2013, every listed public limited company must have at least 1/3rd of total number 'of

directors as independent directors. Section 149(6) of the Companies Act., 2013 has

defined "Independent Director".

o An independent director is a non-executive director of a company who helps the

company, in improving corporate credibility and governance standards. He/ She does

not have any kind of relationship with the company that may affect the independence

of his/ her judgment. In other words, he his neither the promoter nor an employee of

the company.

o Independent Director acts as a guide, coach, and mentor to the Company. The role

includes improving corporate credibility and governance standards by working as a

watchdog and help in managing risk. Independent directors are responsible for

ensuring better governance by actively involving in various committees set up by

company.

e It is the duty of the independent director to attend Board Meetings, Committee

Meetings, General Meetings of the company but not involve himself in day-to-day

affairs of the company. The day-to-day affairs of the company are required to be

managed by Executive and Whole-time Directors.

o For the performing his role as an independent director, person shall receive an agreed

fee for attending various meetings and such fees are known as "Sitting Fees". In

addition to sitting fees, independent directors are also entitled to receive profit related

commission or remuneration as per the provisions of section 197(5) of the Companies

Act., 2013.

o The sitting· fees as well as remuneration so received by the independent directors is

show as income received for providing services to the companies from whom the said

sitting fees as well as remuneration so received in the income tax return filled by the

said independent directors.

5
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e As per the provisions of section 194J of the Income Tax Act, 1961, the companies

deduct income tax at source-on the said sitting fees as well as remuneration sopaid.

e It is submitted that the appellant was an independent non-executive director on the

board of the following companies for FY 2015-16 and FY 2016-17:

FY 2015-16

Sr.No. Name of the company
1 Gruh Finance Limited (Nowknown as Bandhan Bank Limited

on account ofmerger of Gruh Finance Limited with Bandhan
Bank Limited)

2 TheBombay Dyeing & Manufacturing Co. Ltd.
3 AI Champdany Industries Limited
4 Saline Area Vitalization Enterprise Limited

FY 2016-17

Sr.No. Name of the company
1 Gruh Finance Limited (Now known as Bandhan Bank Limited

on account ofmerger of GruhFinance Limited with Bandhan
Bank Limited)

2 The Bombay Dyeing & Manufacturing Co. Ltd.
·, AI Champdany Industries Limited.J

4 Saline Area Vitalization Enterprise Limited

o It is further submitted that the appellant has received the following sitting fees for

attending various meetings and remuneration for rendering services as non-executive

independent director to the above-named companies.

FY 2015-16

Sr. Name of the company Sitting Fees Remuneration Total
No.
1 Gruh Finance Limited 5,20,000/- 10,00,000/ 15,20,000/
2 The Bombay Dyeing & 10,80,000/ NIL 10,80,000/

Manufacturing Co. Ltd.
3 AI Champdany Industries 50,000/ NIL 50,000/

Limited
4 Saline Area Vitalization · 1,000/ NIL 1,000/

Enterprise Limited
5 ACC Limited* NIL 3,10,192/ 3,10,192/

Total 16,51,000/- 13,10,192/ 29,61,192/

In relation to ACC Limited, the appellant had step down as director on 07/02/2014.

However, ACC Limited has paid remuneration for the calendar year ended on

31/12/2014 on 31/03/2015 which is amounting to Rs. 3,44,657/- and since the same

was received by the appellant on 08/04/2015 after deducting income tax at source Rs. .

34,466/-, the said income is reflecting in the books of the appellant in FY 2015-16.

Please note that appellant is following cash system of accounting and as per the said
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system, income is recorded only in the year of receipt irrespective of its actual accrual
date.

FY 2016-17

Sr. Name ofthe company Sittinq Fees Remuneration Total .
No.
1 Gruh Finance Limited 5,20,000/ 12,00,000/ 17,20,000/
2 The Bombay Dyeing & 12,40,000/ NIL 12,40,000/

Manufacturing Co. Ltd.
3 AI Champdany Industries 1,25,000/ NIL 1,25,000/

Limited
4 Saline Area Vitalization 1,000/ NIL 1,000/

· Enterprise Limited
Total 18,86,000/ 12,00,000/ 30,86,000/

o The above incomes were reflected as service income in the Income Tax Return filed

by the appellant for FY 2015-16 and FY 2016-17.

The appellant vide his letter dated 01/12/2020 and 15/12/2020 submitted all the details

sought by your good office which include (a) Profit & Loss Account and Balance

Sheet, (b) Income Tax Returns, (c) Form 26AS and(d) Bank Statement. The appellant

has also mentioned that the service income reported in Income & Expenditure

Account is in relation to services provided by him as a director to various. companies

· and as _per. Notification No. 30/2012-STdated 20.06.2012, the liability to pay service

tax on the said income is that ·of the recipient and not on the appellant. Without

considering the reply and evidences filled by the appellant, show cause notice dated

30.12.2020 issued to the appellant.

o The appellant also filled his written submission along-with all the evidences with the

office ofDy./Asstt. Commissioner CGST, DIV-VI(VASTRAPUR), Ahmedabad South

on 05/02/2021. However, without considering the same, the adjudicating authority

passed the impugned order ex-parte.

(i) The adjudicating authority has erred in passing an ex-parte order whereas the fact is

appellant has not only filled the reply to the Show Cause Notice but. also produce

several documentary evidences which clearly indicates that the Service Tax on

Services rendered by the appellant is to be paid on Reverse Charge Mechanism (RCM)

and the Companies who have paid for the services rendered by the appellant have

actually paid service tax on the said services on RCM basis.

o The demand of service tax has been raised merely on the basis of the data received

from the Income Tax Department but the data recei ed e Income Tax

7
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3

Department cannot form the sole ground for ransmng of demand of service tax

Instruction dated 26.10.2021 issued by the CBIC has not been followed in letter and

spirit and therefore SCN issued is bad in the eyes oflaw.

0 SCN has been issued on the basis of information received from Income Tax

Department. The said information has been provided in the Income Tax Return by the

appellant himself and therefore there is no case ofWilful Mis-statement and therefore

the SCN issued invoking extended period is bad in the eyes oflaw.

The appellant requested to drop the proceeding on the grounds mentioned above.

4. Personal hearing in the case was held on 21.08.2023. Shri Umesh Shah, Chartered

Accountant, appeared on behalf of the appellant for personal hearing and reiterated

submissions made in appeal memorandum and in the additional submission dated 21.08.2023.

handed over at the time of personal hearing along with the supporting .documents. e O
submitted that the appellant had replied to the notices prior to the show cause notice and also

had replied to the show cause notice and appeared for personal hearing too. However, the

adjudicating authority has ignored all the submissions and has passed the impugned order ex-

parte. It is submitted that the appellant received income in the form of sitting fees for the

. director from a few companies wherein the tax liability is discharged by the recipient of

service on reverse charge basis. They have submitted all the supporting documents with the

appeal and requested to set aside' the impugned order.

4.1 The appellant vide their additional written submission dated 21.08.2023, inter alia,

reiterated the submissions made in the appeal memorandum. The appellant also submitted

copies of income ledger and following certificates:

i) Certificate dated 30.12.2020 issued by Mis. Bandhan Bank Limited certifying
that the appellant appointed as independent director on the Board of Gruh Finance Ltd.
for the period from 01.04.2014 to 31.03.2017.

ii) Certificate dated 04.02.2021 issued by Mis. Bandhan Bank Limited certifying
that erstwhile Gruh Finance Ltd. had discharged service tax liability for payment of
sitting fees and commission paid to the appellant.

iii) Certificate dated 30.12.2020 issued by Mis. Bombay Dying and Manufacturing
Co. Ltd. certifying that the appellant appointed as Non-executive independent director
on the Board of their company for the period from 30.05.2006 to 08.08.2018.

iv) Certificate dated 31.03.2016 issued by Mis. Bombay Dying and Manufacturing
Co. Ltd. certifying that the appellant were paid Rs. 10,80 000/- as sitting fees during
the FY 2015-16.

8
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made in the Appeal Memorandum; in the additional submission; during the course of personal

hearing and documents available on record. The issue to be decided in the present appeal is

whether the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority, confirming the demand of

service tax against the appellant along with interest and penalty, in the facts and circumstance

of the case, is legal and proper or otherwise. The demand pertains to the period FY 2015-16

and FY 2016-17,

0 5.

v) Certificate dated 03.04.2017 issued by M/s. Bombay Dying and Manufacturing
Co. Ltd. certifying that the appellant were paid Rs. 12,40,000/- as sitting fees during
the FY 2016-17.

vi) Certificate dated 21.01.2021 issued by M/s. Al Champdany Ind. Ltd. certifying
that the appellant appointed as Non-executive independent director on the Board of
their company for the period from 31.05.2006 to 13.08.2018.

vii) Certificate dated 04.02.2021 issued by Mis. Al Champdany Ind. Ltd. certifying
that the appellant were paid Rs. 50,000/- during _the FY 2015-16 and Rs. 1,25,000/
during the FY 2016-17 as sitting fees and the service tax has been paid on the same
under the reversed charge mechanism.

viii) Certificate dated 21.01.2021 issued by Mis. ACC Ltd. certifying that the
appellant appointed as Non-executive independent director on the Board of their
company for the period from 25.01,2002 to 07.02.2014 and also certifying that the
appellant were paid Rs. 3,44,657/- towards commission in the March-2015.

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

6. It is observed that the main contentions of the appellant is that he was working as

director 'in various companies during the FY 2015-16 & FY 2016-17 and received director

sitting fees and director remuneration, on which the liability to pay service tax is on the

() companies paying the said amount and not on the appellant on reversed charge basis as per

Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.

6.1 It is also. observed that.the adjudicating authority has confirmed the demand of service

tax vide the impugned order passed ex-parte.

7. I find that in the SCN in question, the demand has been raised for the period FY 2015

16 and FY 2016-17 based on the Incoine Tax Returns filed by the appellant. Except for the

value of "Sales. of Services under Sales / Gross Receipts from Services" provided by the

.Income Tax Department, no other cogent reason or justification is forthcoming from the SCN

for raising the demand against the appellant. It is also not specified as to under which category

of service the non-levy of service tax is alleged against the appellant. Merely because the

appellant had reported receipts from services, the same cannot form the basis for arriving at

9

the conclusion that the respondent was liable to pay service tax, which was not paid by them.

In this regard, I find that CBIC had, vide Instruction date~-~:rected that:j' s· . %$%+¥· %az,,e •Yfk £es ?s% is ix."s
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f .

"It was further reiterated that demand notices may not be issued indiscriminately.
based on the difference between the ITR-TDS taxable value and the taxable value in

Service Tax Returns.

3. It is once again reiterated that instructions ofthe Board to issue show cause notices

based on the difference in ITR-TDS data and service tax returns only after proper·

verification offacts, may be followed diligently. Pr. Chief Commissioner /Chief

Commissioner (s) may devise a suitable mechanism to monitor and prevent issue of

indiscriminate show cause notices. Needless to mention that in all such cases where

the notices have already been issued, adjudicating authorities are expected to pass a

judicious order after proper appreciation offacts and submission ofthe noticee."

7 .1 In the present case, I find that letters were issued to the appellant seeking details and

documents, which were allegedly not submitted by them. However, without any urher O
inquiry or investigation, the SCN has been issued only on the basis of details received from

the Income Tax department, without even specifying the category of service in respect of.

which service tax is sought to be levied and collected. This, in my considered view, fa not a

valid ground for raising of demand of service tax.

8. Further, for ease of reference, I reproduce the relevant provision for reverse charge

mechanism contained under Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012, as amended,

which reads as under:

Notification No. 30/2012-Service Tax dated 20.6.2012, as amended vide Notification No.

45/2012-ST dated 07.08.2012 0
Table

Sl. Description ofa service Percentage ofservice tax Percentage ofservice tax
No. payable by theperson payable by anyperson

providing service liableforpaying service
Tax other than the
service provider

5A. in respect of services NIL 100%
provided or agreed to be
provided by a director of a
company or a body
corporate to the said
company or the body
corporate

10

8.1 In view of the legal provision under the Notification No. 30/2012-ST dated

20.06.2012, as amended, and from verification of the vari 1. tes submitted by the
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appellant, I find that the appellant is not liable to pay service tax on income ofRs. 29,61,191/

during the FY 2015-16, Rs. 30,86,000/- during the FY 2016-17, from the various companies

as director sitting fees and remuneration to the director, and the service tax on the said

amounts is payable by the service recipient i.e. various companies, on RCM basis and not by

the appellant.

9. In view of the above discussion, I am of the considered view that the appellant is not

liable to pay Service Tax on the income received by them during the FY 2015-16 and FY

2016-17. Since the demand of Service Tax is not sustainable on merits, there does not arise

any question of charging interest or imposing penalties in the case.

10. In view of above, I hold that the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority

confirming demand of Service Tax, in respect of job work income received by the appellant

0 during the FY2015-16 and FY 2016-17, is not legal and proper and deserve to be set aside.

11: Accordingly, I set aside the impugned order and allow the appeal filed by the

· appellant.

12. sf aafrr af ft n& s4ta mt Rqzrtqt a0ha fasart
The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.

it,4
(Shiv Pratap Singh)
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