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al anf#a ga srfl 3mer rials rra aa ? at as g 3reg a uf zenfenf Rt
aaTg T; am aTf@rant at srft u g=+teru34 Igd a 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 the following way :

Revision application to Government of India:

.· Tf

.-() a4; sen<«a zrcr arf@fr, 1994 cBl" tTRT 3ra ft qarg ·T mt#ii #a iq@tar er "cb1"
.q-err # er qga iasfa gr?ru amaa 3rfh ra, ala nR, fa iaraa, lUa

.. . fat, atf ifs, fta ta #a, via mf, { fact : 110001 "cb1" cBl" \J1Rf ~ I

(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 - 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:

-(ti) zufe I l gnf # mu i ca hat gi~arc'ar fa#t qastr zn rt alar u
faRt ·qusrrr a aw usrrrma ua gg mf i, zu fa#t qssrrr z rver i ark as f@av#t
cblxi!sll'i "B a f0a8t gosrtr 'it ma Rt ,fan a trg{
{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 he goods in a
warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehouse.
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(a) qr # as f# zz zar q?r Raffa ma u qr ma a Raffo 5qi1r zca #ea
1=fTcYf 4x" '3 t4 I qzrea #R am it ma a as fatz zu r?gr # PI lltfa a % 1

(A) 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.

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

if snaa#t gr+ zrca # gramfrg uit.spt afs ma at n{ sit ha arr
sit zr er vi fr grR@ 3ga, sr@la m -cnfu=r err ~ 4x" m GffG'. -q fclm.
arf@fr (i.2) 1998 enrr 1o9 arr fgaa Rh; ·rg &ti

. · (c) Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final
prnducts 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.

a€tr grye (3r4ta) mraft, 2oo1 :cfi frl<:r:r 9 cfi 3RIT@ f21PlfcttSc:', m~ ~-8 -q
c?f #Raif #i, hfa sme # sf oner fa fain "ffi'i 1=fNf cfi '+i"lcix4iC'l-~ ~ ~
3mar #ltat ,Rji a arr Ufa mat fan urn a,Reg tr rer arar z.al gr sfr$
cB" 3RIT@ m 35-~ ~ At!TffiT Lf51" cB"~ cB" ~ cB" .x=rr~r--6 ara4f ft eh
a1Reg I

:O(1)

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>:,i\iii J'. ..
the order sought to be appealed against is cbmmunicated and shall be accompanied by ·"f='•}i(t/-..{";~S0-
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@Ga 3mar er uej icaa a ya ar uh zn wk a stat nu?1 200/--#r
:fIBR cITT \i'fR 3it uzf via Va alasnrt st cTT 1 ooo /- cITT tB7x,~ cITT \i'fR I

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

#tr zrca, et 3qrzrca vi tar 3r4Ra qrzuf@au k #f 3r&ta
Appeal to'Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal. ·

(«) tu grzyca 3rf@)fma, 1944 t rr 354/35-£ cfi 3RIT@:-

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

(a) saga qRe@ 2 (4)a iaag rar # 3rat #it 3r@a, 3r4hat # mu#tr zge,
aha glza zca vi @ala 3r)ta nznf@au(free) al uf2a #tr 4)feat, 3z«Ira
2"real, <S!§J..Jlffi 'J-fcR, -3HHcll ,~'l!x..--JIJI../., di~P--lc1tl<Sllc't-380oo4

(a) 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.

IE;



· The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3 as
prescribed under Rule 6 ,g;,fi:.::'.C,E;r,itral E;0,ci8~,v,£\PPeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be
accompanied against (one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of Rs.1,00.0/-,
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.

zrf zr 3er a a{ re mzii srrat zt & at r@ta per its a f; #hr ar 7Tar
sqjai ad far urn a; < au a st'gg st fas far u&kt arf aa a fg
qenRerf 37q)1 Inf@rawr at ya 3r@ zu arr var at v 3ma fhu unrart

0:

(4)

. .

In case .of the order covers a number 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
fil_led to avoid scriptoria work if excising Rs. 1 laps fee of Rs.100/- for each.

urara zcaarf@Pu 1970 zenisitf@ea at srgf-4 a 3iafa feffRa fa; Tur sad
3ma4at zu pa3res zrenfenfa Rofu If@rant a sr2gr a r@ta #l a #Rau 6.6.so ha
cbl ...qr4rczl z[ca feaz m@tr ale; [
One copy of application or 0.1.0. as the .case may be, and the order of the adjou.rnment
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.

<a 3it ii@era ii a isrut a ar fr#i at al ft en z-31 1affa fhn star e uit
tr zca,et ara zrea gi la1an@la urzarf@raw (at,ffaf@) fr, 1982 # ffe
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.

«u #tar zca, #tu saraa zyca vi ha1a 3r4@lR)a nnf@raw (Rre),
,fer4lat a ma i a&rj1Demand) yi is(Penalty) pr 1o% qfs #var
afarf ? lzraif@, ff@eaqaa ±o?lsug & I(section 35 F of the Central
Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

ala Galacasj hara# 3iafa, fagtafara6tii(DutyDemanded)
a. (Section) is ±ap aeafeifa fr;
zw farnaa@z2fezatfr;
au ?rd#fee fit±u 6haa 2auI.

For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, 10% of the Duty & Penalty confirmed by
the Appellate Commissioner woulcl have to be pre-deposited, provided that the pre
deposit amount shall not exceed Rs.1 O 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. .
zr arr?r Ra rfha uf@rur#rrrsiye arrar ye a aus f@a4Ral fng Tz yen #10%

4arruft srzi baa aue f@afa staaausa 1oratrtstsRtI
In view of above, an appeal against this· order shall lie be - al on payment of

10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty a penalty, where
penalty alone is in dispute." t ·

"'l! 51:l
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F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP//2023-Appeal

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/ s. Tarun Hamukh Shah,

11, Naminath Society, Near Shantivan Bus Stop, Narayan Nagar Road,

Paldi, Ahmedabad (hereinafter referred to as "the appellant") against

Order-in-Original No. WS07/O&A/OIO-190/AC-RAG/2022-23 dated

22.11.2022 issued on 23.11.2022 (hereinafter referred to as "the

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

Division VII, 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. AFVPV0143H. On scrutiny of the data received from

the Central Board of Direct Taxes (CBDT) for the FY 2014-15 to FY

2016-17, it was noticed that the appellant had earned income of Rs.

17,82,737/- during the FY 2014-15; Rs. 29,25,576/- during the FY

2015-16; Rs. 27,37,258/- 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 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 . 0
period. However, the appellant had not responded to the letters issued

by the department.

2. Subsequently, the appellant were issued Show Cause Notice No.

V/WS07/O&A/SCN-255/AIFPS9221G/2020-21 dated 23.09.2020

wherein it was proposed to:

a) Demand and recover an amount of Rs. 7,00,242/- for the period

FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17 under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of
Section 73 of the Finance Act, 1994; read with relaxation

0
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·e .as po '
prov1sons of Section 6 of Chapter V of the Taxation and Other

Laws (Relaxation of Certain Provisions) Ordinance, 2020(No.2 of

2020) promulgated on 30.03.2020 by invoking extended period of

time limit along with interest under section 75 of the Finance Act

1994 (hereinafter referred to as 'the Act').

b) Impose penalty under the provisions of Section 70, 77 (1) and 78

of the Act.

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

The demand of service tax amounting to Rs. 10,69,771/- was

confirmed along with interest .

b) Penalty amounting to Rs. 10,69,771/- was imposed under section

78(1) of the Act.

c) Penalty amounting to Rs. 10,000/- was imposed under section

77 (1) (a) of the Act.

d) Penalty amounting to Rs. 1,20,000/- was imposed under section

70 of the Act.

4. Being · aggrieved with the impugned order passed by the

adjudicating authority, the appellant have preferred the present appeal,

inter alia, on the following grounds:

► The appellant submitted that the impugned order passed by the

authority is even otherwise bad, incorrect, erroneous, without any

authority in law and jurisdiction and therefore, it deserves to be

set aside.

» The adjudicating authority have erred in law and on facts in

issuing the impugned order without considering appellant reply,

without granting sufficient opportunity of being heard and thereby

order so passed, is liable to be quashed without going into merits.

5

a)



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

>» The show cause notice is issued after the period of limitation was

over, there is no application of /relaxation as contemplated in

section 6 of Chapter V of the Taxation and other laws (Relaxation

and amendment of Certain Provisions) Act, 2020 (No. 38 of 2020)

in this case where department is also failed in. justifying the

extended period of issue of the notice and therefore deserves to be

rejected in toto.

► The adjudicating authority has erred in interpreting the Services

received by appellant company as liable for Service Tax merely

based on Income Tax Return as well· as 26AS, without

appreciating the facts in proper perspective and without granting

appropriate opportunity before issue of Show cause Notice as well

as before issue of impugned order.

» The adjudicating authority has passed SCN as well as impugned

order disregarding, the fact whereby amount realized as Pure

Agent is not falling within taxable value of services. Further

Income/Commission received from Agriculture produce covered

under exemption Notification cannot be fall part of taxable value

of services and accordingly, while working out Service Tax liability

the adjudicating authority disregard initial exemption up to Rs.

10,00,000/- as available to small service Provider and working out

Service Tax liability of Rs. 10,69,771/- merely based on ITR

figures value, is unjustified and required to be dropped.

► The appellant did not pay tax under bona fide belief of consultant

advise where amount received are covered by Exemption

notification as well as received in course of providing service as

pure Agent and accordingly cannot be said that it acted

deliberately in defiance of law and in view thereof harsh penalty of

100% equivalent Tax under Section 78 is unjustified and
accordingly deserves to be droppe · of ruling of various

higher Courts.

6
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»» The appellant Company is covered within small service provider

having- income below Rs. 10,00,000/- and not require to be·

registered for service tax and, hence penalty for non-registration

under the service tax is not applicable and the preposition for levy

of penalty under section 77(1)(a) need to be quashed.

not get an

7

Therefi y uld

a a
40

zl
'!!

• +

impugned order was passed.

5. Personal hearing in the case was held on 11.08.2023. Shri Aatish

Shah, Chartered Accountant, appeared for personal hearing on behalf

of the appellant and reiterated submission made in the appeal. He

submitted that the appellant was having . income from sale of

agricultural produce as ·well as from commission on agricultural

operations. However, while filing ITR, owing to ignorance they included

such income in the value of services regarding coaching and services for

immigration. If the income from agriculture is excluded, the remaining

income in each of the years is less than Rs. 10 lakhs. He submitted that

they had filed reply to the show cause notice on 15 April 2022. As the

three hearings. mentioned in para five of the impugned order, were

through a single letter. They were told that they would be given another
. .

hearing post submission of the reply which was never granted and the

► Since the Income of appellant is below threshold limit and not

required to be registered under the Provision and accordingly

levying penalty under Section 70 read with Rule 7C of Service Tax

Rules, is unwarranted when already penalty under Section 78 is

levied equivalent to amount of Tax.

. ► They .l~ave also submitted copies of Annual Audit Report for the

FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17; Income Tax Return for the FY 2014-15

to FY 2016-17; Profit & Loss Account and Balance Sheet for the

FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17; Form 26AS for the FY 2014-15 to FY

2016-17, copy of Bank Statement for the FY 2014-15 to FY 2016

1 7 along with appeal memorandum.



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

opportunity to explain their case properly. He requested to allow one

week time to submit further documents regarding their claim for

income from agriculture produce sale and commission from agricultural

operations. Based on the same, he requested to set aside the impugned

order.

6. The appellant vide letter dated 18.08.2023 submitted copies of

Annual Audit Report, Profit & Loss Account and Balance Sheet, Income

Tax Return for the F.Y.. 2013-14 for demonstrating the fact that the

income of the appellant in immediate preceding year of FY. 2014-15 is

below the Taxable limit and thereby the appellant is not liable to service

tax. The appellant also submitted supporting documents for income

from Agricultural produce sale as well as Commission Income from

Agricultural Operation for the impugned period. O

7. Before trucing up the issue on merits, I will first decide the

Application filed seeking condonation of delay. As per Section 85 of the

Act an appeal should be should be filed within a period of 2 months

from the date, of receipt of the decision or order passed by the

adjudicating authority. Under the proviso appended to sub-section (3A)

of Section 85 of the Act, the Commissioner (Appeals) is empowered to

condone the delay or to allow the filing of an appeal within a further

period of one month thereafter if, he is satisfied that the appellant was

prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the appeal within the

period of two months. Considering the cause of delay as genuine, I

condone the delay of 8 days and take up the appeal on the merit.

8. 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 intere alty, in the facts

8
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and circumstance . of the case, 1s legal and proper or otherwise. The

demand pertains to the period FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17.

9. It is observed that the demand of service tax was raised against

the appellant on the basis of the data received from Income Tax

department. It is stated in the SCN · that the nature of the activities

carried out by the appellant as a service provider appears to be covered

. under the definition of service; appears to be not covered under the

-~egative List of services as per Section 66D of the Act and also declared

services given in 66E of the Finance Act, 1994, as amended. However,

nowhere in the SCN it is specified as to what service is provided by the

appellant, which is liable to service tax under the Act. No cogent reason

or justification is forthcoming for raising the demand against the

appellant. The demand of service tax has been raised merely . on the

basis of the data received from the Income Tax. However, the data

· received from the· Income Tax department cannot form the sole ground

for raising the demand of service tax.

9.1 I find it pertinent to refer to Instruction dated 26.10.2021 issued

by the CBIC, wherein it was directed that:

"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 of the Board to issue
show cause notices based on the difference in ITR-TDS data and service
tax returns only after proper verification of facts, may be followed
diligently. Pr. Chief Commissioner/Chief Commissioner(s) may devise a
suitable mechanism to monitor and preventissue 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 of facts and

sµbmission of the noticee."

9.2 However, in the instant case, I find that no such exercise, as

9



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

instructed by the Board has been undertaken, and the SCN has been

issued only on the ·basis of the data received from the Income Tax

department. Therefore, on this very ground the demand raised vide the·

impugned SCN is liable to be dropped.

10. Coming to the merit of the case I find that the main contention of

the appellant are that (i)- the appellant were agriculturist and providing

services relating to agriculture produce by way of agricultural operation

including cultivation, harvesting etc. and Income earned for services

related thereto shall not be liable for VAT/ Service Tax since the same is

covered under Negative List of Services; (ii) the appellant were also

carrying out consulting for Visa and Immigration services under the

name SWEC Education and Immigration Services and for the year
\

referred in SCN, gross receipt as mentioned and taken from Income Tax

return also include Income received in capacity as Pure Agent, whereby

the appellant have received and paid Visa fees on behalf of

Students/Travelers and if the same are excluded from the Gross receipt

of their Income, the same will not exceed gross amount of Rs. 10 Lacs

as liable for service Tax registration and service tax payment.

11. I also find that the adjudicating authority had passed the

impugned order confirmed ·the demand of service tax observing as

under:

. -0
· 4 

0
"6.1 I have carefully gone through the Show Cause Notice and relevant case

papers. I find that the Show Cause Notice recovery ofService Tax on the income

shown by the noticee in their ITR ofFY 2014-15 and 2016-17 towards income from

sale ofServices. I find that The noticee is running a firm in the Name ofSEC

EDUCATIONAND IMMIGRATIONSERVICES and they have shown the incomefrom

Sales ofServices in the respective columns ofITR filed by them and they have paid

income tax on the amount earned by them as per IT ACT and they have show NIL

incomefrom Agriculture, whereas they have submitted Profit and Loss Account ofthe

respective years in which they have shown Agricultural income, It is evident that the

noticee has misled the department with an intent to evade the service tax. Ifind that

10
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~ . ~'>the noticee have earned their amount from Coaching income, Commission Income.

consultancy services on which they have notpaid any service tax.."

12. On verification of the documents submitted by the appellant viz.

copies of Annual Audit Report for the FY 2013-14 to FY 2016-17;

Income Tax Return for the FY 2013-14 to FY 2016-17; Profit & Loss

Account and Balance Sheet for the FY 2013-14 to FY 2016-17; Form

26AS for the FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17, copy of Bank Statement for the

FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17, .supporting documents for income from

Agricultural produce sale as well as Commission Income from

_Agricultural Operation for the impugned period, I find that the

appellant is engaged in the activity of agriculturist and providing

.services relating to agriculture produce by way of agn operation

including cultivation, harvesting etc. Income earned for services related

thereto shall not be liable for VAT/ Service Tax since the same is covered

under Negative List of Services under 66D(d) of the Finance Act, 1994

which specifies the negative list of services relating to agriculture . or

agricultural produce which are not liable to service tax. The relevant

text of the stature is reproduced under:

(d) services relating to agriculture or agricultural produce by way

of-

(i) agricultural operations directly related to production of any
agricultural produce including cultivation, harvesting,

threshing, plant protection or testing

13. On verification of the above mentioned documents submitted by

the appellant, it is observed that the adjudicating authority had

included_ agricultural income in the value of services regarding coaching

and services provided for immigration. Similarly, it is also obs_erved that

the appellant had been carrying out consulting for Visa and

Immigration services under the name SWEC Education and
Immigration Services. It is observed that fo · ed_period, gross

11
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receipt taken from Income Tax Return by the adjudicating authority

was inclusive of income received in the capacity as Pure Agent, whereby

the appellant had received and paid Visa Fees on behalf of

Students/'Travelers and if the same were excluded from the gross

receipt of their income, the same will not exceed gross amount of Rs. 10

Lacs as liable for service Tax registration and service tax liability. On

the basis of documents I find that the appellant's non taxable income

viz. agriculture income and income received as pure agent which was

included in gross taxable value by the. adjudicating authority in the

impugned period is illustrated as under:

Sr. Description 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17
No.

1. Total Income as per OIO 17,82,737 29,25,576 27,37,258

2.
Less-Non-taxable value 9,10,625 18,80,310 16,89,738
{Agriculture income)

Income received as Pure
.

3. 65,407 1,06,553 1,17,605
Agent

Net Taxable value (SSI
4. exemption as per 8,06,705 9,38,713 9,29,915

Notification No. 33 of 2012)

0

14. Accordingly, the total taxable value of the appellant from providing O
taxable services during F.Y. 2014-15, 2015-16 and 2016-17 is

amounting to Rs. 8,06,705/-, Rs. 9,38,713/- and Rs. 9,29,915/- which

is below the threshold exemption lilnit of Rs. 10 lakhs as per

Notification No. 33/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012. It is also observed the

Appellant income in the FY. 2013-14 is also below the threshold

exemption limit Rs. 10 Lakhs. Consequently, the appellant are not

liable to pay service tax on the income. In view thereof, I am of the

considered view that the adjudicating authority has erred in confirming

the demand of service tax amounting to Rs. 10,69,771/- for FY. 2014

15 to 2016-17.

12
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15. Accordingly, in view of my foregoing discussions, I set aside the

impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority for being not legal

and proper and allow the appeal filed by the appellant.

16. Since the demand of service tax is not sustainable on merits,

there does not arise any question of interest or penalty in the matter.

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

Attested

A. el;a
(Shiv Pratap Singh)

Commissioner (Appeals)

Dated: .09.2023

Respondent

Appellant

mar)
Sup peals)

C edabad.

By RPAD / SPEED POST
To,
M/s. Tarun Hamukh Shah,
11, Naminath Society,
Near Shntivan Bus Stop,
Narayan Nagar Road, Paldi,
Ahmedabad

.The Assistant Cormnissioner,
CGST, Division-VII,
Ahmedabad South

o

Copy to:

1. The Principal Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone
2. The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad South
3. The Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division VII, Ahmedabad South
4. The Assistant Commissioner (HQ System), CGST, Ahmedabad South

(for uploading the OIA)
---S-:-Guard File
6. PA file
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