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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 :

Tf

0
'BNd' ti-<¢('{ cITT gnhrvr srraa

Revision application to Government of India:

() ab4hr sqla z,ca 3rf@fa, 1994 cBl" tTRT 3a Rh aar mTg ma#i a qlrr err "cbl'
~-tTRT a mer qga siafa gaheru 3ra 3rft 'flm, 'BNd' tlxcbl'{, fctrn l-i?ll&lll, ~
far, theft if#r, Rta laa, ti rf, { fact : 110001 "cbl' cBl" ~~ [

(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: ·

ii) zrf Ta l zlRa a w# sfar an fa#t querIr za ru arar i za
fa#t qosrlr aw rusrnr im a na g mf #i, zu f4Rt avesrIr zn Tuer i ark a f4Rt
ara za fa#l qasrIr 'sta t 4Rau # hr g{ &l I

(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 ccrurse of processing of the goods in a
warehouse er in a factory or in a warehouse.
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a) ma are fa#tz zu qlg Raffa Ta q u7 m aRaft ii sq#1t grca aa
ma w 5qla zyca faaa lsl1" -im h are fan#tn urql Raffa &l

(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.

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

~ '3Nli:i1 cBl" '3NICi1 ~ cfi 'T.fdM a fg uit sh #fee mu al n{ ? ail h srzr
\sl1" ~ tTRT ~ A<Ff cfi jd I fcilcb ~, ~ cfi &RT -cnfu=r cJT x=r=r£J' "CfX <TI 6flq if fctro
37f@e,fr (i.2) 1998 mrT 409 tr Rzga fa; ·g el L

Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final
products under the provisions of this Act or the Rules made there under and such order
is passed by the Commissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under Sec.109
of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998.

(«) atu sa«a zgcs (rat) Pura8\, 2001 cfi A<Ff 9 cfi 3@T@ f21Pff&l'c'. m~ ~-8 if
ah #ii , hf mer a uR sn? hf feta fr m a s9areasrar vi r#le
3mg t at-at ,Rji # er sfr an4aa fhu urr afeg fv rer grar gar gr ±ff
cfi aisfa nT 35- #Reiff t cfi :r@Ff # rqd arr €ls--6 arar a ,f sf st#
a1Reg I

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 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.

0

(c)

(2) Rf@G amraaa mer set ica a Va car q? zn wa as shat q?1 20o/--#r
:fJc'fFf cB7" ~ ~ \Jl6T xia+a ya ala ?a unar st at 100o/- cB7" -cim=f :r@Ff cB7" ~ I 0
Tae 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.

tr z[co, eta 3qrzrca vi tar a 3r4ala naff@aw.# uf 3r@tea--
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(«) #eta sari zrca st@fu, - 1944 #ter 35-ft/35- cfi 3@T@:-

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

'3cfd~f{Qa 9R-v9i:i 2 (1) a aag 3rar #m cBl" 3llfr&,, 3NTcYIT a mah i #tar gee,
#tu sqra zrcen vi ala 3748ta nnf@au(fee) at ufa 2flu 4fer, Ge«rqr
# 214el, agIf] 44+I , 3#7al ,fRR+IF,Ilsldso0o4

(a) To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at
21d Floor,Bahumali Bhawan, Asarwa, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004. in case of appeals
other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.



(3)

---3---

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 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.

uf? z« 3mer i a{ pa om?sgi ar mrgl et it r@ta pr silt a fg #h al Tarr
sq[aa an a fart urr afe; <a ea st'sgg ft fa fuffl "Cl-tr cBT4 '9" m cB" ~
zrenfenf 3q)1 nrzn@rawr at vs or@la z ab4ha val at ya r4a f@a urar &t
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
filled to avoid scriptoria work if excising Rs. 1 lacs fee of Rs.100/- for each.

(4) rarerz zcnerf@efu 197o zqenisif@r #t~-1 a iafa feiffa fag 1w U#
3re4a znr corr zrenfenf Roff f@rant # oner r@ta #6t va #flu .6.so h

Q prurzarczu zrcn feas am @tr af@gt

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.

<= sit iif@ rat at [iru cpFf q@" Ff<FIT cBl" 3ITT m ~ ~ I cb fcra ~ \i'ITcTT % \JJl"
#ta zrca, 4ta Gara ca y @ala r4hr nrznrf@rear (raff@f@) frmi:r, 1982 ffaa
t

(5)

0

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

6sow #tr zyca, ft sari zyc vi tar# 34ta zrzrf@raw(Rrbz),#
"ITTcr3flfrci1Tma aacqju(Demand) gi s(Penalty) cBT 10% wf iJ1"J..JT~
3rfarf a 1sreifh, erf@a5a qfw 1o a?tsuu & I(section 35 F of the Central
Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

haGarayea siaresh siafa, nR@re @tat "q5"do!:fml" l=JTff"(Duty Demanded)
a. (Section) is ±upbaafuffaft;
~ iw:ITT@a~wl%cmtxffetr ;
a hf@zhffail asRua 6has2rift.

> qeqfsa v«if@a ar@tauzqa srar a~lgeari, srfer'fra ks f@gqfsf sa fur +rr•
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.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:
(lxiv) amount determined under Section 11 D;
(lxv) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
(lxvi) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules. .

<r err?r k uR or@he nf@rawhwarsisyea srzrar zyesarau Raif@a gt at in fagyea 1o%
4rarw sitsf#aaus Ra1fa slaraush 1ogarualstraft

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of
10% of the duty . - ere duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where
penalty alone is t ·

l-1t;
»."
·J 0
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by MIs. Ashokkumar Amritbhai Patel, B-6, Tridev

Park Society, Near Trilok Park, Vastral, Ahmedabad - 382418 (hereinafter referred to as "the

appellant") against Order-in-Original No. 41/AC/Ashokkumar A Patel/Div-1/A'bad

South1JDM/2022-23 dated 27.09.2022 (hereinafter referred to as "the impugned order")

passec. by the Assistant Commissioner, Central OST, HQ, 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.

AQRPP1725C. 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 an

income ofRs. 18,20,245/- during the FY 2014-15, Rs. 15,93,173/- during the FY 2015-16 and

Rs. 17,58,919/- during the FY 2016-17, which was reflected under the heads "Sales / Gross

Receipts from Services (Value from ITR)" fled with the Income Tax department.

Accordingly, it appeared that the appellant had earned the said substantial income by way of

providing taxable services but have neither obtained Service Tax registration nor paid the

applicable service tax thereon. The appellant were called upon to submit copies.of relevant

documents for assessment for the said period. However, the appellant had· not responded to

the let:ei·s issued by the department.

2.1 Subsequently, the appellant were issued. Show Cause Notice No. V/15-681/Div

I/Ashckkumar Amritbhai Patel/2020-21 dated 26.12.2020 demanding Service Tax a.mounting

to Rs. 7, 19 ,830/- for the period FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17, under proviso to Sub-Section (1)

of Section 73 of the Fina.nee Act, 1994. The SCN also proposed recovery of interest under

Sectio:i. 75 of the Fina.nee Act, 1994; and imposition of penalties under Section 77(1) and

. Sectio 78 of the Finance Act, 1994.

2.2 The Show Cause Notice was adjudicated vide the impugned order by the adjudicating

authority wherein the demand of Service Tax amounting to Rs. 7,19,830/- was confirmined

under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 of the Finance Act, 1994 a.long with Interest

under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994 for the period from FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17.

Further (i) Penalty of Rs. 7,19,830/- was 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

Sectio1 77(1) of the Finance Act, 1994.

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

appellant have preferred the present appeal on the following grounds:

0

0
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c, The appellant are engaged in the job work process in relation to engineering goods.

o Being small service provider by virtue of Notification No. 33/2012-ST dated

20.06.2012, they were not required to registered with the Service Tax department.

They have submitted detailed reply to the SCN on 07.06.2022 along with bifurcation

of job work done in relation to excise registered manufacturers and others by

describing proper facts of the case and claimed that job work done for excise

registered manufacturers was exempted and remaining job work activities falls under

threshold exemption, however, the adjudicating authority passed the impugned order

confinning the demand of service tax stating that the appellant have failed to submit

additional documentary evidences ..

0
o The appellant have done majority of intermediate production job work process on

behalf of two principal manufacturers viz. Mis. Shreeji Flowtech System (Proprietor

Praful Mansukhbhai Patel) (having Central · Excise Registration No.

AFRPP4046HEM001) and MIs. Megha Engineering (Proprietor Patel Amit Hiralal)

(having Central Excise Registration No. BDQPP1648MEM001) ?tnd such gooqs
further used in manufacture the goods on which appropriate excise duty has been paid

by both principal manufacturers during the period FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17.

o AS per Sr. No. 30(c) of the Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012, services by

way of carrying out any process amounting to ·manufacture or production of goods
exempted from Service Tax.

0 0 They have also submitted copy of Central Excise Registration Certificate of the

aforesaid two principal manufacturers; letters issued by them stating that not to charge

service tax because such process is exempted by virtue of Entry No. 30(c) of

Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012; copies of Form 26-AS for the FY

2014-15 to FY 2016-17; sample copies of challan under which the inputs or partially
..

process goods received for further processing; sample copies of invoices issued by the

appellant for job work charges; and copies of job .work income ledgers for the

aforesaid both firms. They have also submitted bifurcation of income for job work

done on behalf of principal manufacturers and for other during the FY 2013-14 to

2016-17, which are as under:

Financial Year Job work for Job works for Total Job work
Excisable party Others Income
(exempted)

°

5
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F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/8/2023-Appeal

2013-14 9,87,405/ 8,10,270/ 17,97,675/-

2014-15 12,55,494/ 5,64,751/ 18,20,245/

2015-16 9,73,633/ 6,19,540/ 15,93,173/

2016-17 9,63,359/ 7,95,560/ 17,58,919/

e The SCN is merely based on the comparison of data received from the Income Tax

department and there is no investigation was conducted and the department has

conveniently preferred to issue SCNs rather than conducting enquiry in the matter.

Such SCN is violation of law and not sustainable. In this regard, they relied upon the

following case laws:

MIs. Amrish Rameshchandra Shah VIs. UOI and others - TS-T77-HC-2021-Bom ST

M/s. Sharma Fabricators & Erectors Pvt. Ltd.- (2017 (5) GSTL 96 (Tri.All.)

M/s. Kush Constructions Vs. CGST NACIN-- 2019 (24) GSTL 606 (Tri.All.)
M/s. Alpa Management Consultants P. Ltd. Vs. CST --2007 (6) STR 181 (Ti. Bang.)

o SCN has been issued and demand has been confirmed by invoking the extended period

under Section 73 (1) of the Finance Act, 1994. However, from the above facts it can be

very well established that the appellant was not liable to pay service tax. Hence,

charging suppression and invoking extended period and levying service tax is not

valid.

4. Personal hearing in the case was held on 23.06.2023. Shi Keyur Kamdar, Chartered

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

submissions made in appeal memorandum. He submitted that the appellant carried out activity

on job work of shaping of engineering goods on which excise duty was paid by principal

manufacturers who are registered under the Central Excise. The same is exempted from

Service Tax vide Sr. No. 30(c) of the Notification No .. 25/2012-ST. The lower authority has

confirmed the demand merely clue to non-submission of additional documents as mentioned

in the impugned order. All these documents have since been submitted along with the appeal.

Therefore, he requested to set aside the impugned order.

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

0

0
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6. I find that in the SCN in question, the demand has been raised for the period FY 2014

15 to FY 2016-17 based on the Income 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

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 dated 26.10.2021, 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 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. "

6.1 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 further

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

wl:ich service tax is sought to be levied and collected. This, in my considered view, is not a

valid ground for raising of demand of service tax.

7. It is observed that the main contentions of the appellant are that (i) they have carried

out job work on which appropriate duty is payable by the principal manufacturer, therefore,

the same is exempted from payment of service tax as per Sr. No. 30(c) of the Notification No.

25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012; (ii) for the remaining amount of services provided the

appellant is not required to discharge the service tax liability in view of Notification No.
33/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.

7.1 It is observed that the adjudicating authority has in the impugned order observed that

the appellant not submitted sufficient evidential proof, in support of their claim to doing job

work which amounts to manufacture during the period covered under the notice, and
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therefore, he confirmed the demand of service tax under the impugned order. The relevant

paras of the impugned order reads as under:

"28. However, I find that the noticee failed to submit· any of the following

documentary evidences, in support ofhis claim:

A. Job work challaris

B. Invoice IBills issued showingjob charges

C. Name and C.Excise Registration details of the persons on whose behalf, he had

carried outjob work

D. Moneyflow from Principal to the noticee (job worker)

E. Nature and type ofjob work carried out

F. Whetherjob work carried out by him was amounting to manufacturer or otherwise

29. Thus, in absence ofsufficient evidential proof, I have reason to believe that the noticee

had provided taxable service - which is neither exempted by any Notification nor itfall

under the Negative List ofservices under Service Tax law. Though defended by him in his

reply, hefailed to substantiate his claim ofdoingjob work which amounts to manufacture,

duting the period covered under the Notice.

30. It was not forthcoming from the submission that the activity carried out by him was

exempt from levy ofService Tax. Ifind that the onus to prove that the income earned by

hira was not generatedfrom the provisions ofservice and was exemptfrom. levy ofService

Tax.

31.In view of the above, Ifind that the income earned by him was subject to Service Tax

and he was liable to follow proceduresprescribed under Service Tax Law andpay the Tax

as stipulated."

8. For ease of reference, I reproduce the relevant provision ofNotification No. 25/2012

ST dated 20.06.2012 as amended, which reads as under:

For the periodfrom 01.07.2012 to 30.03.2017,

Notification No. 25/2012-Service Tax dated 20th June, 2012 reads as under:

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

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

said Act) and in supersession of notification No. 12/2012- Service Tax, dated

the 17th March, 2012, published in the Gazette of India, Extraordinary, Part

II, Section 3, Sub-section () vide n ...en (E), dated the 17th

O

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

the public interest so to do, hereby exempts thefollowing taxable servicesfrom

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

namely:

1 ...

2 .

30.Carrying out an intermediate production process asjob work in relation to

(a) agriculture. printing or textile processing;

(b) cut and polished diamonds and gemstones; or plain and studded

jewellery ofgold and otherprecious metals, falling under Chapter 71 of

the Central Excise TariffAct, 1985 (5 of1986);

(c) any goods [excluding alcoholic liquors for human consumption,]

{inserted vide Notification No. 6/2015-ST dated OJ. 03.2015) on which

appropriate duty is payable by the principal manufacturer; or

(d) processes ofelectroplating, zinc plating, anodizing, heat treatment,

powder coating; painting including spray painting or auto black, during

the course ofmanufacture ofparts of cycles or sewing machines upto

an aggregate value of taxable service of the specified processes ofone

hundred and fifty lakh rupees in a financial year subject to the

condition that such aggregate value had not exceeded one hundred and

fifty lakh rupees during the precedingfinancial year;

9. Based on the legal provisions above and on verification of the (i) copy of invoices

raised for job work services provided; and (ii) copy of delivery challans for goods supplied by

principal manufacturer for carrying out job work activity. I find that the appellant had carried

out intermediate production process on the goods supplied by the principalmanufacturers.

9.1 I also find that the appellant have carried out the job work services of intermediate

production job work process on behalf of two principal manufacturers viz. MIs. Shreeji

Flowtech System (Proprietor Praful Mansukhbhai Patel) (having Central Excise Registration

No. AFRPP4046HEM001) and M/s. Megha Engineering (Proprietor Patel Amit Hiralal)

(having Central Excise Registration No. BDQPP1648MEM001) and such goods further used

in manufacture the goods on which appropriate excise duty has been paid by both principal

manufacturers during the period FY 2014-15 to FY 0 -17.
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9.2 The appellant have also submitted copies of delivery challans for receiving the

material for job. work from the aforesaid entity and delivery challans for supplying the

material after job work to aforesaid entity. Both the above entity are registered with Central

Excise and the finished goods are leviable to the Central Excise duty.

9.3 In .view of the above provisions ofNotification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 and

on verification of the documents submitted by the appellant as explained above, I find that the

· job w:::>rk service provided by the appellant to the aforesaid two entity during the relevant

period were exempted from the Service Tax as per Sr. No. 30(c) of the Notification No.

25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012. The details are as under:

(Amount in Rs.)

Financial Year Job work for

Excisable party

(exempted)

2014-15 12,55,494/-

2015-16 9,73,633/-

2016-17 9,63,359/-.

0

10. As regards the ll;;viability of service tax on the remaining income and that whether the

benefit of threshold limit of exemption as per the Notification No. 33/2012-ST dated

20.C6.2012 is admissible to the appellant or not, I find that the total value of service provided

during the Financial Year 2013-14 was Rs. 17,97,675/-. Out ofwhich the taxable value ofjob

wor service provided during the FY 2013-14 was Rs. 8,10,270/- as per the details submitted

by the appellant, which is relevant for the value based exemption under Notification No. Q
33/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 for the FY 2014-15. I also find that the remaining job work

income received by the appellant.was ·Rs. 5,64,751/- during the Financial Year 2014-15.

Therefore, the appellant are eligible for benefit of exemption upto a value of taxable service
. .

amour.ting to Rs. 10,00,000/- during the FY 2014-15 and they are not liable to pay Service

Tax on remaining amount of Rs. 5,64,751/- for the FY 2014-15.

11. Similarly, I also find that the remaining job work income received by the appellant

was Rs. 6,19,540/- during the Financial Year 2015-16 and Rs. 7,95,560/- during the FY 2016

17. Therefore, the appellant are eligible for benefit of exemption upto a value of taxable

service amounting to Rs. 10,00,000/- during the FY 2015-16 and FY 2016-17 and they are not

liable to pay Service Tax on remaining amount for the FY 2015-16 and FY 2016-17 also.

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

confirming demand of service tax on job work income received by the appellant during the

FY 2014-15 to FY 2016-17, is not· legal and proper and deserves to be set aside. Since the

10
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demand of service tax is not sustainable on merits, there does not arise any question of

charging interest or imposing penalties in the case.

13. 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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(Shiv Pratap Singh)

Commissioner (Appeals)
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To,
M's. Ashokkumar Amritbhai Patel,
B-6, Tridev Park Society,
Near Trilok Park, Vastral,
Ahmedabad - 3 82418

The Assistant Commissioner,
COST,HQ,
Ahmedabad South
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Appellant

Respondent

Ccpy to:
1) The Principal Chief Commissioner, Central OST, Ahmedabad Zone
2) The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad South
3) The Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division I, Ahmedabad South
4) The Assistant Commissioner (HQ System), CGST, Ahmedabad South

(for uploading the OIA)
5)Guard File
6) PA file
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