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School, AInraiwadi, Ahmedabad - 380026

#{alf%q©wft©-meg & q+dqqlqq%tm{aqx® w=M%vfiwrTf%dt#t+q7TqIIT vwr
vf&qr6#wfivqvqrlqfwr wMxt!€%tv6m€,qvr f+R&wlv #R$a§amT {I

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.

vna vrvH #rlqftwqrjqq:-

Revision application to Government of india:

(1) #{h®qnq Twwf$Mm, 1994 # urn VTa+t+qnw w agO+qltfM %Tag?T

3q-%rtr + 7qq qtqq # #tK !Hmt qIM VEftV tif%, VTla wwE, fR?r +qT@r, ngn f#In,
d.R +B,r, anT aT ,IRT, TtHT TInt, TTteaM, 1 rooor=#=FtqTnqTfqq :-

A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th Floorl Jeevan Deep
Building1 Parliament Street1 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

(q) gR qTv#r6TR%qrq&qqVB3R§MH©B+RMwKFrH qr wgnWTt q qr fM
$wTnrn+stR qugl+ll<+qr@+vTtEuqFt +,VTfqa wvntnnWVnqqT%g§®aqTali+
Trf%afTWTErH+On% av%n%arTq§{ {TI

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 facto=7 or in a
warehouse.

X 4i?!?n:b!I ;f%I
(v) VTr€ h vr§r f#rfT iTy qr viv + fh#fta vr@ qt qr qTV % fifMr
©wqqqrvvbfi& bqm++qt VNv+4@MTUYWVtV+fhRffer iI
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In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory
outside India of on excisable material used in the manufacture of the goods which are
exported to any country or territory outside India.

(q) vfl qjmm !qzmf%qfhnvn€%gT@ (+w©nqZTqqt)fhdvfbIT Tun@ gtI

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

(v) dfhrnwqq#r@wqq qrv%%!*T?Tq#fRqqt qai©zqW 4tq{e3irq8wtqTqt§©
uruT{fhni #8TTfRq WI%,wftv%na wf\7qtvqqqITrvnqfqv gf#fhm (+ 2) 1998

Fr- l09 ©afqW f+q „q6t'

Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final
products under the provisions of this Apt 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 Fklance (No.2) Act, 1998.

(2) ++hura qrvq (wfM) fbmTqdt, 2001 + fhm 9 + +mtvfqfqf?gwq fwr R-8 + d
vfhft q, §fqv mtv % vfl wtqr #fqv ftqTq + Itv WT % vftTuiv-mtqr IH wfM new #t qtat
vfhff QT vrq BfRv ©T+ fim vm qTtjnl a1% wrq @Hr ? vr !@ qfhf % gmtv ura 35-1 +
flufftv=$t+!qeT+h©qv#vrqa©H-6vmn#tvft$ft©#qTfPl

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 OIG 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) ftf+rrwqrr i;vr%q§}+wt6q Tq vrv@r+n©Mqq83t wt 200/- #rlq7Tq#
vw 3irq€Y+q7t6qIW vr©+@rn§atrooo/-#t=$tVjqVTq#tqTql

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.

tfhn g@,##hr@qr€q qI@ vfen#t Vfl#hqnTfbva %vfl wftv:-
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) M:h KqFqT qrvIF ©fbfhrT, 1944 gt TrTr 35-dt/35-v + +tnt7:-
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to :-

(2) 3nfRfRv qft4v + gmT WTt % mrm qt gMtv, wftqt % gwr+ + dhiT qrvq, #gbr
@Iran Tm vf 8qTqt @ft#r amTfbmw (fR+b) #f qfbt Mr fFF%qT, g§qXT4T4 + 2-d vrvr,
qgqTdt va, wvm, $tt&nqFn, W§qqT@R-3800041

To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2'=dfloor, 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-
3 as prescribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be

accompanied against (one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of
Rs.1,000/-, Rs.5,000/- and Rs.10,000/- where amount of duty / penalty / demand /
refund is upto 5 Lac, 5 Lac to 50 Lac and above 50 Lac respectively in the form of
crossed bank draft in favour of Asstt. Registar of a branch of any nominate public
sector bank of the place where the bench of any nominate public s

place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated.
3ctor bank of the

Tel@ 3;
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(3) vfl sv Reg # # IF grIeR vr mrjqT gm { at sr& qv dIet + iRT =$tv 6r %1TIm wr{n
eq +f#nvrnnfjql€ Tq % OIEg gif% fRw gdl %r{+qq++fdv vvTfRrfiwftdh
qBTf#qwrqtq6wftvqr#fhrw€nqtqq w+€qfhnvrar€ 1

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) qrqrRq qr@ ©fbfhR r970 wr tRi}f©T # aTjq+ -1 % data fRHfftT f+F WK an
grtm vr lg©fiw v=rT@'rfI fMhm VTfbrTft + mtv + + nhr qt qq vfbrI v 6.50 qt vr @rqrgq

qr©ft@wn6~TqTqTfhl

One copy of application or O.I.O. as the case may be, and the order of the
adjournment authQrity shall a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paise as prescribed under
scheduled-1 item of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended.

(5) A fH++f#vqFrqt#fhknr vB wct fWHft#TaTqt&7nqTqf#€fbnvrmeqt fM
q!@, k.fR WiTH qr©q++qTW wft#kramTf&qwr (qFrffqft) fhrq, 1982 tf+fiTel

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) gMT w, %n€hraTrqT qj&l @ tqTqt wftdhawrTf&Har Ma) Kb SIft &HtMl #qPT©

if q&PItT (Demand) # # (Penalty) HT 10% Rf WT $iTT gnWf eI IT.d%, HfhF6q if WT
10 BfB NnT el (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86
of the Finance Act, 1994)

Mb[ nTH %m al +RTqT q StOtT, qTTfRv 8TIT Mr fr ThT (Duty Demanded) I

( 1) dg (Section) IID baSK f+8ffta ITRF;

(2) fbnm€ biz hftz: # rTfin;

(3) bitE#ftZ%Fif#f+m6ba®tqURl

v6BjWWT' dR,r wnd t q§Rljqnaqgn+vwft©’ nf&@%t+%fh{I$gH@uMT
Tvr el

For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, 10% of the DutY & PenaltY
confirrned by the Appellate Commissioner would have to be pre-deposited, provided
Chat the pre_deposit amount shaLL not exceed Rs. IO (_'rores. It may be noted that the
pre-deposit is a murdatory condition for filing appeal before C:ESTAT. (Section 35 C
(2A) mld 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)

(ii)

(iii)

amount determined under Section 11 D;

amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cen\rat Credit Rules.

(6) (i) qv©itqT % vR wRy y IRq tu1 % vq© qd qP gmT W qT wrRvTR7 OfT #Nl RK W:

qvq BrO% WmRalqd%qM@;fqMa83R@T%10% WwaqTMa81
In view of above) an appeal against this order shall lie before The Tribunal on

payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penaltY are in disputep
or penalty'? where penalty alone is in dispute.” Gq.A ,#;

+3
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3$itfhT31aQr / ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s Chandrakant Rameshwar Yadav,

39, Ishwarlal Shopping Centre, C)pp. Nalanda School, Amraiwadi, Ahmedabad,

Gujarat- 380026 (hereinafter referred to as “the appellant ”) against Order in

Original No. 306/AC'/Div-I/HKB/2022-23 dated 02.01.2023 [hereinafter referred

to as “impugned order”] passed by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST and Central

Excise,-Division-I, Ahmedabad South Commissionerate [hereinafter referred to as

:'adjuctcaang am//zor£fy”] .

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

No. AASPY5888L. On scrutiny of the data received from the Central Board of

Direct Taxes (CBDT) for the Financial Year 2014- 15, 2015-.16 and 2016-. 17, it was

noticed that thQ appellant had earned an income of Rs. 10,97,784/- during the FY

2014-15, which was reflected under the heads “Sales / Gross Receipts from

Services (Value from IT:R)” 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 Balance Sheet, Profit & Loss Account, Income Tax Return, Form 26AS,

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 and demanding

Service Tax amounting to Rs. 1,35,686/- for the period FY 2014- 15, under proviso

to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 of the Finance Act, 1 994. The SCN also proposed

recovery of interest under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994; and imposition of

penalties under Section 77 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.

1,35,686/-was confirmed under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 of the

Finance Act, 1994 along with Interest under Section 75 of lee Act, 1994

for the period from FY 2014-15. FurTher (i) Penalty was
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imposed on the appellant under Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994 and (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, the appellant have filed the

present appeal alongwith application for condonation of delay on following

grounds :

The appellant has not provided any taxable services and therefore is not liable
to pay service fax:

> The appellant is running a business of LABOUR- SERVICE WORKS OF

JEWELLERY OF GOLD AND SILVER SERVICES Provided by them are

covered into negative list as provided under section 66D of the Finance

Act,1944 has not provided any taxable services and therefore is not liable to

pay service tax, under the trade name of "KAM LESH JEWELLERS" . The

Services Provided by them covered under mega exemption notification

No.25/2012-S.T. dated 20.06.2012,SERIAL NO.30(B) JEWELLERY OF

GOLD AND hence they are not liable to pay service tax under the Provision

Of Section 66B OfFinanace Act, 1994

> The appellant submits that trading and JEWELLERY OF GOLD AND

SILVER SERVICES is not subject to service tax, it is under negative list.

The said is explained below:

> According to the section 66(D) of the Finance Act 1994, service tax shall be

levied on all services except services provided in negative list. The said

Section 66 (D) of the Finance Act, 1994 is reproduced as under:

"There shall be levied a tax at the prescribed rate on the value of all

services, other than those services specifIed in the negative list, provided

or agreed to be provided in the taxable territory by one person to

another and collected in such manner as may be prescribed”

> Fullher ’Negative list of services' which are not eligible to service tax are

given in Section 66D of Finance Act, 1994. Ac9ording to section 66D of the

Finance Act 1994 trading of and JEWELLERY

SERVICES falls under 30(B).The said section is

brevity :

AND SILVEROF

the sake of
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> Section 66D-Negative list of services NOTIFICATION NO.25/2012-

SERVICE TAX DATED 20/06/2012, SERIAL NO.30(8) of Finance Act,

1994 Negative list of services. 66D. the negative list shall comprise of the

following services, namely: - 30(B) Trading AND SERVICE OF

JEWELLERY OF GOLD AND OTHER OTHER PRECIOUS METALS of

goods;

Therefore, it can be seen that according to above submission, The appellant

is into trading business and LABOUR- SERVICE WORKS OF

JEWELLERY OF GOLD AND SILVER SERVICES Provided by us are

covered into negative list as provided under section 66D of the Finance

Act, 1944 has not provided any taxable services and therefore is not liable to

pay service tax and therefore the impugned order confirming the demand is

void.

B. The Services Provided by us covered under rrrega exernption

notification NO.25/2012-S.T. dated 20.06.2012, SEIUAL NO. 30(B)

JEWELLERY OF GOLD AND HENCE WE ARE NOT LIABLE TO PAY

SERVICE TAX UNDER THE PROVISION OF SECTION 66B OF

FINANACE ACT, 1994.

>

>

C)IO vis a vis SC:N is Invalid- When it does not propose dernand under

specific category

> it is a settled proposition of law that a show cause notice, is the foundation

on which the demand is passed and therefore, it should not only be specific

but must also give full details regarding the proposal to demand9 but the

demand itself must be in conformity with the proposals made in the show

cause notice and should not traverse beyond such proposals. In the given

case neither the demand is specific and nor full details under which category

of service/classification such demand has been confirmed and is by without

giving proper justification and facts

> The present impugned OIO confirming demand proposed in the SC'N did

neither propose the classification of taxable service(s) for which the service

tax was demanded from the appellant nor specify the classification of

services allegedly rendered by the appellant.

coverage of transaction/turnover specified by

pure, scope and

R have not

By
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been considered by the learned adjudicating authority in the OIO for demand

of service tax. In the absence of specific proposal for classification and

allegation that the turnover shown in ITR would be classihable and taxable

under a specific provision of Finance Act, 1994, the demands Made on the

generic basis, merely on the basis of ITR, should not have been confirmed in

the orders-in-original;

> in the instant case the impugned SCN and OIO do not contain the details

like the category of services under which the service tax liability would fall;

that the nature of activities carried out by the appellant and whether such

activities could be classified under specific categories of services and

applicability of relevant provisions to the said category. Time and again, as

rightly held by the Apex Court in various cases that, SCN is foundation on

which the Department has to build up its case, be in a position to defend

their case effectively.

> The said analogy has been confirmed and held by various courts in various

decisions as below:

A. In the case of M/s R. RAMADAS reported at 2020 (11) TMI 84-

Madras ' High Court.

B. In the case of Brindavan Beverages (P) Ltd. reported in 2007

(2013) ELT 487(SC).

C. In the case of Arpit Advertising reported in 2011 (23) STR 460

(Tri. Del.) .

D. In the case of Shyam Enterprises reported in 2011 (23) STR 29

(Tri. Del.).

The demand is confirmed based on account of mere assumptions and

presumptions, is liable to be set aside

> it is to submit that the amount derived by the department is merely on the

basis of assumption and presumption. It can be seen from the SCN that

department has not produce any evidence to prove that such transaction

other than JEWELLERy OF GOLD AND OTHER SPECIUS METAL of

goods. Therefore, the figures are arrived at assumptions and presumptions

lellant haveThe revenue has not come forward with the evidence

generated the disputed income on account of p: service
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Therefore, in absence of concrete evidence on record the service tax cannot

be demanded on the basis of assumption and presumption. The department

has not been able to support their allegation with evidence that the said

income is generated for providing other than JEWELLERY OF GOLD AND

OTHER SPEC'IUS METAL of goods services. There is merit in the

contention of the appellant that it is settled principal of law that the burden

of proving fact is on the person who alleges the same but the department did

not produce any evidence on record to prove that the disputed Income

pertained to taxable services and that the charges that income was generated

out of taxable activity without any evidence was not sustainable in the

absence of cogent, convincing and tangible evidences. Therefore, by relying

only on the figures shown in ITR, without undertaking any independent

investigation under the Ser,rjce Tax Act, without going into details of actual

nature of such receipt, demand of service tax cannot be made.

> it is also noted that there are numerous decisions of the Tribunal laying

down that such admission of receipt of income without there being any

admission of correctness of the amount derived by considering nature of

bank receipts, cannot be considered to be conclusive evidence to establish

the guilt of the appellant. Burden of proof is on the Revenue and is required

to be discharged effectively. The same was held by the Hon'ble Ahmedabad

Tribunal in the matter of M/s Goyal And Co Construction Pvt Ltd And Shri

Mukesh Agarwal Versus C.S.T. -Service Tax - Ahmedabad reported at 2022

(4) TMI 735 - CESTAT AHMEDABAD.

Figures ITR cannot be used for determining service tax liability unless

there is conclusive evidence as to the said is on account of providing

taxable service:

> As mentioned in the facts in detail that demand raised through the Show

cause Notice, is only on the basis of data available from CBDT i.e. ITR of

the Appellant, without proper investigation or appreciation.

> As such, the contention of the Ld. Adjudicating authority that every payment

which is recorded in income tax retuln is service income and liable to tax, is

baseless, erroneous and lacks merit. For the si

rely on below mentioned cases:

would like to
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o a) Indus Motor Company vs. CCE, Cochin 2007-TIOL-1855-

CESTAT-Bang: 2008(9) STR (Tri. Ban.)

o b} Synergy. Audio Visual Workshop Pvt. Ltd. Vs CST Bangalore,

2008-TIOL 809-CESTAT-BANG;

> in this regard, relying on the order of the C'ESTAT Allahabad in Kush

Constructions vs CGST NACIN reported at 2019 (34) GTL 606, the

appellant would like to submit that it is trite law that figures of Form ITR

can not to be used for determining Service Tax liability unless there is

conclusive proof to show that it was on account of any taxable service and

the same view is appreciated and upheld in case of M/S Luit Developers

Private Limited reported at 2022 (3) TIVll 50 by CESTAT Kolkata.

> Further, the figures submitted to the Income Tax authorities cannot be used

for determining Sen/ice Tax without evidence of taxable service as has been

pronounced in case of Tribunal in CCE Ludhiana vs Deluxe Enterprises

2011 (22) STR 203.

Extended period cannot be invoked

> Without prejudice to the above written submissions, without admitting but

assuming, the appellant submits that the show cause notice is erroneous in as

much as it demands Service Tax by invoking extended period. It is to submit

that major portion of demand in the Show Cause Notice is being hit by the

bar of limitation. The meaning of the word "suppression" was considered by

the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of Continental Foundation Jt. Venture

Vs. CCE, Chandigarh, reported in 2007 (216) ELT 177 (SC), and was held

by the Hon'ble Supreme Court with regard to the proviso to Section IIA of

the (-'entral Excise Act, 1944, that mere omission to give correct information

was not suppression of facts unless it was deliberate and to stop the payment

of duty.

> The impugned order confirming demands and penalties by invoking

extended period should be dropped on this ground.

> Since the demand of duty is not sustainable either on merit or on limitation,

therefore there is no question of any interest and penalty as held bY the

Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in the case of M/s HNW&mind.

> appellant would like to submit that, it is settlg§

Section 78 of the Finance Act, in other words/ M
$
VI

V:?y'



F No. GAPPL/COM/STP/3 147/2023

willnll mis statement or suppression of facts with intend to evade payment

of service tax by the appellant, then and only then penalty under Section 78

could be imposed 1994, could be imposed only if demand of service tax

could be sustained under proviso to Section 73(1) of the Finance Act 1994.

For the same the appellant would like to rely on below mentioned cases

o The Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in case of M/s Uniworth Textile

Limited 2013 (288) E.L.T. 161 (S.C.)

o The Hon’bIc Supreme Court of India in case of M/s Rajasthan

Spinning & Weaving Mills 2009 (238) E.L.T. 3 (S.C.)

o The Hon'ble Supreme Court of India in case of M/s Cosmic Dye

Chemical 1995(75) E.L.T.72(S.C.)

> Relying on the Hon'ble Supreme Court's judgment as submitted above, it can

'be said that the present case is not the case of fraud, suppression, willful

misstatement of facts, etc. Hence penalty under section 78 of the Finance

Act 1994 cannot be imposed. The demand is liable to be dropped on this

ground also.

4. The appellant were given opportunities for Personal Hearing on 1 1.09.2023,

15.09.2023, 22.09.2023 & 20.10.2023. The appellant were granted ample

opportunity of Personal Hearing in terms of the provisions of Section 35(IA) of the

Central Excise Act, 1994. But they neither appeared in personal hearing nor sought

any adjournment.

4. 1 in terms of the provisions of Section 35(IA) of the Central Excise Act, 1994,

hearing of the appeal can be adjourned on sufficient cause being shown. However,

as per the proviso to the said Section 35 (IA), no adjournment shall be granted

more than three times to a party during hearing of the appeal. In the present

appeals, the appellant were called for a personal hearing on four different dates,

however, they neither attended the hearing nor sought any adjournment. I am,

therefore, satisfied that the appellant have been granted ample opportunities to be

heard, which they have not availed. I, therefore, proceed to decide the case, ex-

parte, on the basis of the material on available on record.

/<(
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5. 1 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 .

6. It is observed that the main contentions of the appellant in the appeal

memorandum are that (i) running a business of LABOUR- SERVICE WORKS OF

JEWELLERY OF GOLD AND SILVER SERVICES Provided by them are

covered into negative list as provided under section 66D of the Finance Act,1944;

(ii) The Services Provided by them covered under mega exemption notification

No.25/2012-S.T. dated 20.06.2012,SERIAL NO.30(B) JEWELLERY OF GOLD

AND hence we are not liable to pay service tax under the Provision Of Section

66B OfFinanace Act, 1994.

7. 1 also fitld that the appellant submitted various documents in support of their

claim for exemption from service tax, which was not produced by them before the

adjudicating authority and first time submitted at appeal stage. I am of the

considered view that the appellant cannot seek to establish their eligibility of

exemption, which is covered into negative list as provided under section 66D of

the Finance Act,1944 and covered under mega exemption notification

No.25/2012-S.T. dated 20.06.2012,SERIAL NO.30(B) JEWELLERY OF GOLD

at the appellate stage by bypassing the adjudicating authority. They should have

submitted the relevant records and documents before the adjudicating authority,

who is best p,Laced' tLXQri$' the authenticity of the documents. Considering the

Pfa its if -lhg case as discussed hereinabove and in the interest of justice, I am of the

considered view that the case is required to be remanded back to the adjudicating

authority to consider the aforesaid claim of the appellant for exemption for sewlce

tax payment under section 66D of the Finance Act,1944 and covered ur}der mega

exemption notification No.25/2012-S.T. dated 20.06.20122SERIAI, NO.30(B)

JEWELLERY OF GOLD. The appellant is directed to subwi£.:aWe records and

documents in support of their claim before the

a{''-). U ’: Frit
a

S
lority. The
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adjudicating authority shall, after considering the records and documents

submitted by the appellant, decide the case afresh by following the principles of

natural justice.

8. In view of the above discussion, 1 remand the matter back to the adjudicating

authority to reconsider the issue a fresh and pass a speaking order.

9. vfl@qatgruqd#tq{wflv©rfhnc nUnn+fM vrar{I

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

3Trqqa (3BIt@D
Dated lecember, 2023

Indent ( Appeals)
eals, Ahmedabad

By REGD/SPEED POST A/D

M/s Chandralcant Rameshwar Yadav,

39, Ishwarlal Shopping Centre, opp. Nalanda School,
Amraiwadi, Ahmedabad, Gujarat- 380026.

To
9

Copy to :

The Principal Chief Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Ahmedabad;

The Principal Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise9 liRa;&q4%
The Deputy / Assistant Commissiner, Central GST, Palanpur Division%@Mt. iAgM
Comrnissionerate;

The Superintendent (Systems), (-'GST3 Appeals9 Ahmedabad> for publication 'of OIA on
website;
Guard file;

PA File


