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374laaaf ar r vi qaT Name & Address

Appellant

M/s. Aadhya Corporation Pvt. Ltd.,
D-5, Dayal Park Co. Op. Hou. Society,
Near Venugopal Tenement, Behind D-Mart,
132, Feet Ring Road, Jivraj Park, Vejalpur,
.Ahmedabad-380051.al anfq za sr#ta me a riits arra ar & it as grmks uRa zrntRrfa =3

aalg ·Tger arf@err at ar8ta nr g=nru 3ma uga# rare1
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 :

0

Revision application to Government of India:

±$$..(4). h€ta sara zgca 3rf@fir, 49g4 #t er araa Ra aag ·;mi #aq@ta err #t
#$fs#ft#±ju-er # rem qre si+fa gnrv am4a aft #Rra, r tar, fa«a iara, 7Ula
«, t««vi·p,-,rr } -, r • r -£ - - _,.,...i;:,,. =-r8rr,-,:>').,;f'.1'i.i)/}1qm•1, l:ll~I +-il\JJC"J, \YIICJ'l Ctl'-1 'BcPr , ~ l=frT, ...,~ 11:tC'"C"JI : 110001 Cl?I C!?I \Yll'll CJllo's I ·
t.±#.
/\··')s~fj/(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- 1 i 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: ·

~ ~- c#i" mR a +reera aft ztfar ffi "ff fa#t qaeIr u 3r, .ala, za
avert qr rusrIu i a a uag f , a fa8tor a usr ia as ff

arap a fas4t mart 'at 6 4fan air g& st I . .

1i) In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a warehouse or to
nother factory or from one warehouse to another during the course of rocessing of the goods in a
arehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehou

'··•
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In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory
India of on excisable material used in the manufacture of the goods which are ,.,.,,... ,.,.,..,,....,..
to any country or territory outside India.

In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without
duty.

~ '3i:'41G.-J c#l" '31:'41<:(.-J ~C'CI"> # gram #a fg il sq€tbfr #l ·r{ &st ht
w ~ t:1m ~ R"lll=f * :1a1Rlcb ~, ~ * IDxT "CffRd cn- -w:m ~ m GfTcf #
3rf@fa (i.2) 1998 t:1m 109 IDxT~~. ~ ir I

~- cfi GfTITT" ~ ~ m ~ ~ Pl£11faa ~ "CR znr mT fafu qi)re
1=f@ "CR 8ala zlc # fR amiuh sna GfTITT" fcpm~ "<:IT~~ Pl~fftla -g- I

(B)

(c) 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 unc:ler Sec.109
of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998.

«) hfr sari zgcans (r#ta) Ramra4, 2oo1 Rm s # siaf ff[fe sra in &g-s ;i$)
at 4Raji #, )fa srar 4fa srar hf feta f # mnaa-sh va r8le :.,f.
3mar t a1-at ufji #a er Ga am4a fan urn al; Ira rr rar s. gr ff.±%j
iafa err 35- # RefRa l gram # rqd # rr €tr-o arr # uf ft@)ft%##%$%$$ $

er 9$$4%i
i .

. (A)

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

. The above application shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified under.i > · :. . .
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)t,~'l~~;ti~t:f':i\/·.
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) Rf3ma rr ursi ica van ya Gara r?) zn Ura ma @hat sq} 20/-h
Tar at urg 3jk uri icaa vs ara .snr st "ITT 1000 /- c#l" ~~ c#l" "GiW I ·

#tr zyc, aha sari gc vi ar a or4lrr urn@rwr ufa or4la.
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tr[bunal.

(«) a#{ta Gara zca a7ff1a, 1944 ct!- t:1m 35-#1"/35-~ cfi 3IBT@:-

Under Section 35B/ 35E ofCEA, 1944 an appeal•!ies to:-

(c1J) \:}cm~Rsla qR-vBc; 2 (1) a slgrr # srarar #t r@, 3r@lat ameft re,
ihu sw ca vi aa 3r4)#tr uuf@au(fez) t uf?a hfta Rf8at, ssarara
if 2ndmffi,· isl§J:Jlffi 'J-fcR" ·, '3-Jfl'(cll , °fTR<cH-=JIJI'(, '3-1$J:lCtlisllCt-38ooo4 .

(a) To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) .·
2nd Floor,Bahumali Bhawan, Asaiwa, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004. in case of appeals
other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.



The appeal to the Appellate. Tribunal· shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3 as
prescribed under Rule 6 fef i' G,entral :lz,xcis.e(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.

(3) uf gr 3mer i a{ q sm?sit ar rrhr et & it r@ta pa sir #afg cfJT :fTT1R
0q4cra ctrr "ff fclxrr \YJFIT ~~cf~ cB" mer'~~~~~ C1?f4 "ff ffl fig
zqenfnf 37alts znzn@raw at ya 3r8ta zn €tu zr st ya 34a+ fan mar &l
In case of the order covers a numb.er of order-in-Original, fee for each 0.1.0. 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.

rarrza zcaerf@fzu 1g7o zqenizitf@r # ryqf-1 aiafa fefRa fhg 3rr al
3rr4a a Torra zenfenf [ofri uf@rant # am?gr mircB" at ga ,Ru 6.6.so h
arr1ra zyca fea cu zitfl
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.

st 3?ht iif@er ri at Riart aw crrcq- FfWt #l s#hi ft eat anaffa Ran urtit
#tar zjca, 4ta saa zca v @ala r4au -nrznf@raw (arafff@) r, 19e2 # ffea
er

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

o #tar zre, a€hr' sglz[cs vi @ha1a 3r4Ra rzaf@ran(Rrec),#
,fear#lat a mm i afcIi(Demand)g ~(Penalty) cnf 10% 119 u!m~
~%I~, '3fflWf 119 ulm 10~~t !(Section 35 F of the Central
Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

a{tu3qrea sithara h oiafa, fagtafaratiir"Duty Demanded)-
. a. (Section)~ nD~~ f;i"mfurxWtr ;

zs fear raaaafe aluft;
au it&z2#feefutfu6#aa2rft.

> ueqanar v«if&a crfaugk qfwar~lgear, ar@he 'aira bfhru qffarR@+TI

%.
For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, 10% ofthe Duty & Penalty confirmed by
the Appellate Commissioner would have to be pre-deposited, provided that the pre
deposit amount shall not exceed Rs.1 0 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 Ru\es,

hufr arfha infra=urhaa@izeas srraresat zus Raif@a it ati fag Tg zeak 10%

srai#ausR@arf@aalas ausk 1orarrwalasflI
view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of
he duty demanded where duty or duty and pE\9-fiilfYnfle,in dispute, or penalty, where
lone is in dispute." / <1:· "'.clHf!!A I".·

,/:;r
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3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority, the

appellant have preferred the present appeal, inter alia, on the followino· ..•

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. 16,55,754/- was

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

Interest under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994 for the period from FY 2015-16. Further

(i) Penalty of Rs. 16,55,754/- 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; and (iii) Penalty of Rs. 10,000/- was imposed on the appellant under

Section 77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994.

2.1 Subsequently, the appellant were .issued Show Cause Notice

CGST/WS0802/O&A/TDP(15-16)/AAMCA3922A/20-21 dated 22/12/2020 'demanding

Service Tax amounting to Rs. 16,55,754/- for the period 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), Section 77(2) and Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994.

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

F.No.

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

AAMCA3922A. On scrutiny of the data received from the Central Board of Direct Taxes

(CBDT) for the FY 2015-16, it was noticed that the appellant had earned an income of Rs

1,14,18,996/- during the FY 2015-16, which was reflected under the heads "Total

Paid / Credited under Section 194C, 194I, 194H, 194J" filed with the Income Tax department.

Accordingly, it appeared that the appellant had earned 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.

The present appeal has been filed by Mis. Aadhya Corporation Pvt. Ltd., D-5, Dayal

Park Co. Op. Hou. Society, Near Venugopal Tenement, Behind D-Mart, 132 Feet RingRoad,

Jivraj Park, Vejalpur, Ahmedabad - 380051 (hereinafter referred to as "the.appellant)co

Order-in-Original No. 184/WS08/AC/KSZ/2022-23 dated 01.02.2023 (hereinafter

as "the impugned order") passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Central GST, Division

Ahmedabad South (hereinafter referred to as "the adjudicating authority").
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. .
. Rs. 1,14,18,996/- on the basis of which the captioned show cause notice issued to the

appellant. The said income is received by the appellant by providing Erection,

commissioning and Installation of the Bio Gasi Fire and Wormcast Production Project

for the State Government (Animal Husbandy Department) on the basis of the Work

Orders issued by the District Development Officer and thus, the service provided by

them were exempted under Entry No. 12/12A of Mega Exemption Notification No.

25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 read with Section 102 of the Finance Act, 1994.

e The appellant submitted that their income 1.e. 1,19,77,156/- is from servce and

received from the Assistant Director of Animal Husbandary. However, the Assistant

Director of Animal Husbandary deducted TDS under Section 194C on an amount of

5

o AS evidence, the appellant attached herewit · order:

. .

I
o The sale of goods/ trading of goods falls in Negative List as per Section 66D(e) of the

Finance Act, 1994. Hence, the appellant are not liable to pay service tax on the said

amount of Rs. 15,59,500/-, Rs. 63,000/- and Rs. 27,43,440/-. The appellant already

paid appropriate VAT on the said sale of goods. It is·also to note that in the captioned

show cause notice the service tax not demanded on the aforesaid sale income of the

appellant.

e Their income from trading and service during the FY 2015-16 is as under:

© The appellant, were a private limited company and were in business of trading of

goods i.e. Agri. Plants, Electrical Goods, etc. and also engaged in providing Erection

and installation services for installation of Gasi-fire for the State Government during

the FY 2015-16.

Particulars . FY 2015-16 Remarks

Service Income - Installation of 1,19,77,156/- Exempted as per Sr. No. 12A
BioGasifire of the Noti. No. 25/2012-ST

Sales income from sale ofAgri. 15,59,500/ Sale of goods covered in

Plants negative list of service

Sales income from sale of goods 63,000/ Sale of goods covered in
negative list of service

. Sales income from sale ofElectric . 27,43,440/ Sale ofgoods covered in

Goods to Anganwadi negative list of service
•

Total 1,63,43,096/
I



(1) Work Order No. DP/NaPaNi/4/WorkOrderNashi/1113/2015 dated 31.01.2015

issued by the District Development Officer, Sabarkantha-Himatnagar issued to the

appellant for the work of "Bio Gas Plant and Wormicast Production project" for

an amount ofRs. 49,60,075/-.

(2) Work Order No. DP/NaPaNi/4/WorkOrder/Vashi/241 to

17.01.2015 issued by the District Development Officer, a.barkan""

issued to the appellant for the work of "Biomass Gasi Fire" for an amount

64.60 Lakhs.

They have also submitted Copy of Annual Audit Report for the FY 2014-15, Copy of
Income Tax Return for the FY 2014-15, Profit & Loss Account for the FY 2014-15,

Form 26AS for the FY2014-15.

They further submitted that the service provided by the appellant were exempted as
per Notification No. 25/2012-ST. Hence question of violation of any of the provisions

of Finance Act 1994 or rules made there under does not arise. No payment of service

tax or interest or penalty is require to be paid by the appellant. It is requested to

the proceeding and oblige.

0 The appellant have never suppressed anything from the department. All the

carried out by the appellant is already recorded/declared in the statutory records

maintained by them. Hence proviso to section 73 of Finance Act cannot be invoked for

the demand of extended period.

0 The show cause notice and impugned order issued merely on the basis of amount

reflected on 26AS/ITR, therefore, liable to be quashed. In this regard, they relied upon.

the following case laws:

a) Mis. Amrish Rameshchandra Shah Vs. Union oflndia and others (TS-77-HC-2021

Bom.-ST)
b) Sharma Fabricators & Erectors Pvt. Ltd. [2017 (5) GTL 96 (Tri. - All.)]

c) Kush Constructions Vs. CGSTNACIN [2019 (24) GSTL 606 (Ti. - AIL.)]

d) AlpaManagement Consultants P. Ltd. Vs. CST [2007 (6) S.T.R. 181 (Tri.-Bang.)]

e The departmenthas simply collected the data from the income Tax departmentsuch as

TDS 26 AS Return: for the year 2015-16 and issued Show cause notice demanding the

amount of Service Tax on the total income so received by the appellant which is time

6
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6. I. find that the main contention of the appellant are that (i) they were engaged in

Erection, Commissioning and Installation Work for government authority as main contractor

and their services are exempted from whole o£.a<a.j under clause 12, 12A 0f
' ·

o AS the service provided by the appellant were exempted under Notification No.

25/2012-ST. Hence question of violation of any of the provisions of Finance Act 1994

or rules made there under does not arise. No payment of service tax or interest or

penalty is require to be paid by the appellant. The appellant requested to drop the

. proceeding initiated against them.

o As regard other allegation regarding suppression of facts and intension to evade

payment of tax, the appellant have submitted that they have not suppressed anything

from the department,· recorded every details of the 'Service provided in their statutory

records and hence it cannot be said that the appellant have suppressed anything from

· the department with an intent to evade payment of tax, specifically when the appellant

is not liable to any service tax as enumerated above.

(a) CCE Vs. Chemphar Drugs & Liniments - 1989 (40) ELT 276 (SC)

(b) Uniworth Textiles Ltd. Vs. €CE - 2013 (288) ELT 161 (SC)

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

barred under limitation act and provisions of Section 73(1) of Finance Act, 1994 are

not applicable. The appellant relied on the following decisions pronounced by the

Supreme Court of India and other apex court.

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

made in the Appeal Memorandum; 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 2014-15.

4. Personal hearing in the case was held on 01.09.2023. Shri Hitesh Gadhavi, Director,

appeared for personal hearing and reiterated submission made in the appeal. He submitted that

the appellant provided service to the Government authorities that is to the Department of

animal husbandary and to the Anganwadi (ICDS). He submitted that, Copies of work orders

are enclosed with the appeal, requested to set aside the impugned order since, the service

provided by the appellant was exempted from service tax.



F.NO.

exemption Notification No. 25/2012-ST as amended read with Section 102 of the Finance

Act, 1994, hence they are not liable to pay service tax on such services. It is also

that, the adjudicating authority passed the impugned order ex-parte.

7. For ease of reference, I hereby produce the relevant abstract of the Notification

25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 as amended, and Section 102 of the Finance Act, 1944,

reads as under:

"Notification No. 25/2012-Service Tax dated 20th June, 2012

G.S.R. 467E).- I exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section

section 93 ofthe Finance Act, 1994 (32 of1994) (hereinafter referred to as the

said Act) and in supersession ofnotification No. 12/2012- Service Tak, dated·

the 17th March, 2012, published in the Gazette ofIndia, Extraordinary, Part>

II, Section 3, Sub-section (i) vide number G.S.R. 210 (E), dated the 17th

March, 2012, the Central Government, being satisfied that it is necessary in

the public interestso to do, hereby exempts thefollowing taxable servicesfrom
' .

the whole ofthe service tax leviable thereon under section 66B ofthe said Act, • ·

namely.:

1 ...

[(c) a structure meant predominantly for use as (i) an educational, (ii) a

clinical, or (@ii) an art or cultural establishment; [] omitted by

Notification No. 6/2015-STdated 1.3.2015 w.e.fl.4.2015.

12. Servicesprovided to the Government, a local authority or a governmental

authority by way of construction, erection, commissioning, installation,

completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance, renovation, or alteration of-

(a) a civil structure or any other original works meantpredominantlyfor

use other thanfor commerce, industry, or any other business or

profession; [] omitted byNotification No. 6/2015-ST dated 1.3.2015

w.ef.1.4.2015.

(b) a historical monument, archaeological site or remains of national

importance, archaeological excavation, or antiquity specified under the

AncientMonuments andArchaeological Sites and RemainsAct, 1958 (24 of

1958);

2 .
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SECTION 102.Special provision for exemption in certain cases relating to

construction ofGovernment buildings.

(1) Notwithstanding anything contained in section 66B, no service tax shall be

levied or collected during the period commencing from the ]st day ofApril, 201;_p

and ending with the 29th day ofFebruary, 2016 (both days inclusive), in respect

of taxable services provided to the t, a local authority or a

under a contract which had been entered into prior to the 1stMarch, 2015 and

on which appropriate stamp duty, where applicable, had been paid prior to

such date:

Provided that nothing contained in this entry shall apply on or after the 1st April,

2020;] Inserted vide Notification No. 9/2016- ST dated, 1.3.2016 w.e.f1.3.2016."

[124. Services provided to the Government, a local. authority or a

governmental authority by way of construction, erection, commissioning,

installation, completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance, renovation, or

alteration of-

(a) a civil structure or any other original works meantpredominantlyfor use
other thanfor commerce, industry, or any other business orprofession;

(b) a structure meant predominantly for use as (@) an educational, (ii) a

clinical, or (iii) cm art or cultural establishment; or

(c) a residential complex predominantly meantfor self-use or the use of their

employees or other persons specified in the Explanation 1 to clause (44) of

section 65 B ofthe said Act;

f_,

4. e
(d) canal, dam or other irrigation works;

(e) pipeline, conduit or plantfor (@) water supply (@i) water treatment, or

(iii) sewerage treatment or disposal; or

(f) a residential complex predominantly meant for self-use or the use of

their employees or otherpersons specified in the Explanation 1 to clause 44

ofsection 65 B of the, said Act[***] omitted by Notification No. 6/2015-ST

dated 1.3.2015 w.e.f1.4.2015.
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9. In view of the above discussion, I find that the appellant are not liable to Service Tax

of Rs. Rs. 16,55,754/- on the income of 1,14,18,996/- received by them during the FY 2015

16 as confinned in the impugned order. Since the demand of Service Tax is not sustainable

on merits, there does not arise any question of ch · 'mposing penalties in'.tl

case.

8. As regard the remaining income of Rs. 43,65,940/- (Rs. 15,59,500/-, Rs. 63,000/- and

Rs. 27,43,440/-) for the FY 2015-16, on verification of the documents submitted by the.

appellant, i.e. Annual Audit Report, Profit & Loss Account for the FY 2015-16, I

during the relevant period i.e. FY 2015-16, the appellant received the. said income from

trading activities, which falls in Negative List as per Section 66D(e) of the Finance Act, 1994.

I also find that the appellant paid appropriate VAT on the said trading income. I also find that

the service tax not demanded on the said income in the caption show cause notice and in the

impugned order.

(a) a civil structure or any other original works meant predominantlyfor

other thanfor commerce, industry or any other business orprofession;"

of-

Governmental authority, by way of construction, erection,

installation, completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance, renovation or

F.NO.

7.1 On verification of Work Order No. DP/NaPaNi/4/WorkOrder/Vashi/1113/2015 dated,

31.01.2015 issued by the District Development Officer, Sabarkantha-Himatnagar issued to
the appellant for the work of "Bio Gas Plant and Wormicast Production project" for

amount of Rs. 49,60,075/- and Work Order No. DP/NaPaNi/4/WorkOrder/Vashi/241

244/2015 dated 17.01.2015 issued by the District Development Officer,

Himatnagar issued to the appellant for the work of "Biomass Gasi Fire" for an amount of

64.60 Lakhs, I find that the appellant carried out work related to Erection, Commissioning.

and Installation of Bio-Gasi Fire and Wormcast Production Project for the Government

authority and the said work is exempted by virtue of Section 102 of the Finance Act, 1994 for

the period from 01.04.2015 ·to 29.02.2016 and Sr. No. 12A(a) of the Notification No,

25/2012-ST dated 30.06.2012 as amended during the period of 01.03.2016 to 31.03.2017, arid
therefore, the appellant is not liable for Service Tax on the said workincome of Rs::

1,63,43,096/- received during the FY 2015-16 and on thesame TDS under Section 194C

been deducted and Service Tax demanded under the captioned show cause notice and

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

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

FY 2015-16, is not legal and proper and deserve to be setaside. Accordingly, I set aside the

impugned order and allow the appeal filed by the appellant.

The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms.
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2) The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad South
3) The Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division VIII, Ahmedabad South
4) The Assistant Commissioner (HQ System), CGST, Ahmedabad South

(for uploading the OIA)
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The Assistant Commissioner,
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