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at{ anfq z r8amgr ariits 3a awar ? at a a cm#r gf zqnferf fa
sag Tyr rf@rrt al arfta zu grleru 3ratgat & I

Any person aggrieved by this Order-In-Appeal may file an appeal or revision application, as the
one may be a~ainst such order, to the appropriate authority in the following way :

0
Revision application to Government of India:

() i4a nlq zyca 3rf@fr, 1994 ctr 'cfRT 3ra Rh sag ·T;mi a qaiar err cf)l"
"BLf-'tITTT cB" ~~ Y'F'gcb cB" 3wrc=f "9:ffia=roT 3JNcR 3i'clFf ~, ~ fl"<cbl'<, fclm ½?!l&ill, m
fart, a)ft ifGra, Rta tu rat,i rf, { feat : 110001 cf)l" ctr ~~ 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:

(ii) llfq l=ffcYf ctr 6Tf1" m ra ht far um a fas4 'tj0-§1<11'{ m ~ cbl-<~l<i ~ m
M- maerI. au qusrm ir na g; mmf i, zn fa#t ·tj0-sPII-< m ~ ~ ~ cm- M
rat zn f@hat quern 'st ma # 4f@au a hr+ g{ st
(ii) In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a warehouse or to
another factory or from one warehouse to another during the course of pr - Q~119'?f:~the goods in a
warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehouse. ....:....._;,:~
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() rd # are fa8h rs, u rr # Plllffaa l=JTc1 ~ <TT l=JTc1 cB" fclP!J-Jf0 1 if '3qlJ'lll ~ ~
mra R sqr zrca a RR #mi it na a are Rh#t , u rear Plllifaci g I

(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 manufactuce 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 payment of
duty.

~ '3Nlci-=t cB1" '3Nlci-=t ~ cB" 'l_f"RfR fer; it szpl fs mu l nu{& st ha rag
uit z nr vi fu gatR mrgaa, 3fl # mr -qfffif cJ1" ~ ~ m 6ffc; if fcrro
~ (~.2) 1998 tlm 109 mf.~ ~ Tfq "ITT!

(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 under Sec.109
of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998.

(«) ta sara zea (r@ta) Rmra1, 2001 cB" R"ll"l-J" 9 cB" 3faT@ Fc!PlfctlSc'.. >fq"?f xfu:m ~-8 if 0
GT "ITTITllT if, )fa 3rt uR smear hf feta Rh me a s#ape--snr i r8ta
37el l at-at ufii arr sra 3n4a fur utar al?g tr arr arar z.al gr gfhf
a sisfa er 35< fefffRa #l a gar a er €tr-6 areal t ,fa ft ht
a1Reg1 ·

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. ·

(2) Rfamat a mer ui icaa a v Garg qt ur sra an zit r?1 2oo/-pl
:fTTfR cB1" "i3'fllZ 3jl usf iaa v car a snar st cTT 1000 /- cB1" tBTTi~ cB1" "i3'fllZ I

The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the amount 0
involved is Rupees One Lac or less and Rs.1,000/- where the amount involved is more
than Rupees One Lac.

Rt zyca, ta saraa gc vi tar a 3rat#hr nap@rasur uR arfl=a-
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) ta Ura zyca 3re)fu, 1944 6t err 354/35-z 3iasf

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

(en)

(a)

3 aa~ Ra qR@ 2 ( 1 ) a # aarg agar # srarat at sr#ta, sr4tat a # #l zc,
#ha qra zyc vi ara r91Ru nrznrf@ran(frec) #t ufa &fr Rf8at, 37zalsra
# 2",eT, sg,If i4a , 3Fq1 ,fraR, Gu1alaaeooo4

To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at
2nd Floor,Bahumali Bhawan, Asarwa, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004. in case of appeals
other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above.
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The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3 as
prescribed under Rule 6 of 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. ·

(3) afe z om?gra{ snezii ar rarast & at r@la e sit a fg #la at 'TTT1Pf
sq[aa it fsu Gr a@g gr aezr a it'g; ft fa ftrurT qdl atf sa # fr
zrnfe/fa 3g1flu mrznf@rau st 101? 3=flTRYr m~ flxi:blx cITT 101? 3WlcR fcnm \i'fIBY -g 1

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.l.O. 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 .

0

(4)

(5)

.-llllllcill ~~ 1970 ~~ cBl"~-1 a sifa feffRa f; 313a s#
are4aa zr para zaenfenf Rofu f@rat a 3met u2)a #l gs ,flu .6.5o tfff
arnr1la zrca fes cm gin afeg].
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.

ga 3it iif@era rcai at A irat a# ah fr#i t 3l #ft eznr '11 I cbfcid fcnm uirar uit
Rt zcan, a@hr sqra zge vi hara a4)Ru nnf@au (ruffaf@e) fr, 1982 # f#Rea
i1

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.

72v 4hr zca, #€tr surd gca vi ala 3r4ta znznf@row(RRrbz),#
TR@or9lata i afarjrDemand) ya is(Penalty) cl?T 10% "(J9"Gfm~
effarf ? tare«if, sf@raaqa "Gfm 10~~t !(Section 35 F of the Central
Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

a±a3nrazeasjaresa siafa, nf@reair far a6tiDutyDemanded)
a. (Section)~ nDW$dFf~"{[M;
zu fr tealzhf atft,
aua#fezRiafu 6#aa auft.

> uqasa if#a srfte ? qelqasalgerar i, arfe' afara fg qa ifsr fer +7r
%.

For an appeal to be filed. before the CESTAT, 10% of the Duty & Penalty confirmed by
the Appellate Commissioner would have to be pre-<;:leposited, provided that the pre
deposit amount shall not exceed Rs.10 Crores. It may be noted that the pre-deposit is a
mandatory condition for filing appeal before CESTAT. (Section 35 c (2A) and 35 F of the
Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

Under Central Excise and Service Tax, "Duty demanded" shall include:
(lxxxii) amount determined under Section 11 D;
(lxxxiii) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
(lxxxiv) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

se or?ra er@l nfrawr #war s& zeas arrar zeaouaus f@atRa slati f@nuzyea 1o%
prarru ant a@i#aa aus faalR@a slaaavs #ognarrual sraRt?I

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie b pre.etunal on payment of
10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty W''} i~cfis13ufe_) r penalty, where
penalty alone is in dispute." e:· ! \(<J].. .,~:t,

# %}\"(.;,,, . . .,,. . l.r'\.. ~,,, . , .
. ·------~--✓
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i'.

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

These three appeals have peen filed by Mis. A,ipi Cars Pvt. Ltd., Near Vishala Hotel,

Sarkhej Narol Road, Ahmedabad - 380055 (hereinafter,referred to as "the appellant") against

Order-in-Original No.15-l7/CGST/Alund-South/JCINB,/2022-23 dated 12.09.2022 issued on

13.09.2022 (hereinafter referred to as the impugned order") passed by the Joint

Commissioner, Central OST, Alunedabacl South (hereinafter refenecl to as the adjudicating

authority").

2. Briefly stated, the facts of the case are that the appellant are engaged in providing

services as Authorized Service Station for Mis. Tata Motors Ltd., and are providing various
:. ! }

taxable services and were registered with Service Tax Registration No. ACIFS9592HSD001.

Dming the scrutiny of ST-3 returns of the appellant,)~ was observed by the jmisdictional

service tax officer, that the appellant had not paid service tax on the portion of the value of

spare parts used in the servicing of Motor vehicles. It was observed that the spare parts used

in the course of providing service are to be treated asinputs for providing the service and·y
0

accordingly cost of such inputs form an integral part of the value of the taxable service and

where spare parts are used by a service station for servicing of vehicle, service tax is required

to be levied on the entire bill, raised by the service provider namely service station.

2. 1 The jurisdictional service tax officers further observed that the appellant had also not
·''·· -

paid service tax on the portion of the value oflncentive)ncome and Reimbmsement Charges.
\_. ... .

payments were made to the appellant only because/the appellant promoted, marketed· and 0
. 4. ,

The Incentive Income and Reimbursement Charges received from the manufacturer of.',. ,,[1 ·.

vehicles are taxable under Business Auxiliary service1:.Jt_was o~served that Mis. Tata Motors

Ltd. had paid incentive to the appellant during the said.period to promote and increase their
± +.

sales, to stimulate demand and to build upgoodwill '.of Mis. Tata Motors Ltd., and these
· ,

eventually sold vehicles and spare parts that were manufactured and provided to the appellant. :.•.~ -__ .

by Mis. Tata Motors Ltd. -:! .. ~

2.2 After completion of the scrutiny, tlu·ee Show Cause. Notices were issued elated
.' 4.. . . . ..

24.10.2012, 19.06.2013 and 04.06.2014 proposing as d~tailed belq:w:~,'.··:c-· ; ·•

r • .~.' ... .. ·••·· ....

(A) SCN No. STCl4-31/0&A/12-13 dated 23.10.2912
1. Demanding Service Tax of Rs. 5,39,3701- on the Commission income under proviso to

Section 73 (1) of the Finance Act, 1994, fo1<t~~ FY 2007-08 to FY 2009-10, along

with interest of Rs. 2,36,9581- under section,75 of the Finance Act, 1994 and

proposing the adjustment of amount of Rs, 5,39,370/- and Rs. 2,36,9581- already paid

by them against the liability of Service Tax;s~t-;-.)-.spectively.

#es%)a·eKC> ..:'° -":/5-3, ·o...--s"/
·' ¥.. ~-.._. ...~--~-
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11. Demanding Service Tax of Rs. 8,02,700/- on the Incentive income under proviso to

Section 73(1) of the Finance Act, 1994, for the FY 2007-08 to FY 2010-11, along

with interest under section 75 of the Finance Adt;(l994}{

m. Demanding Service Tax of Rs. 9,52,483/- on the value of spare parts and lubricant

used by them for servicing of motor vehicles under Section 73 (1) of the Finance Act,

1994, for the FY 2007-08 to FY 2008-09, alorig•with interest under section 75 of the

Finance Act, 1994.

0

IV. Demanding Service Tax of Rs. 1,30, 10,871/- op the value of spare parts and lubricant

used by them for servicing ofmotor vehicles under Section 73 (1) of the Finance Act,
. !•···

1994, for the FY 2007-08 to FY 2010-11, alorig,.with interest under .section 75 of the
.I••

Finance Act, 1994.

v. Im.posing Penalty tmder Section 76, Section 7J(2) and: Section 78 of the Finance Act,

1994. -·.. «¢.. .-., ..

(B) SCN No. STC/4-65/0&A/12-13 dated 19.06.2013
1. Demanding Service Tax of Rs. 5,77,593/- on the Incentive income under proviso to

Section 73 (1) of the Finance Act, 1994, for the,EY 2011-12, along with interest under

section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994.
· + r

0 11. Demanding Service Tax of Rs. 48,66,358/- or the value of spare parts and lubricant
: RS. s ! ••

used by them for servicing of motor vehicles t~nder Section 73:(1) of the Finance Act,
:-. ' ' ·.s :. : ' ' : .. ' . . .

1994, for the FY 2011-12, along with interestunder: section 75- of.the Finance Act,
' ': .•:• . . -. . : :. , . ; . . ..

1994.

111. Imposing Penalty under Section 76 and Section 772) of the Finance Act, 1994.

:·n--.. •:.,.

(C) SCN No. STC/4-68/0A/13-14 dated 04.06.20Jf

1. Demanding Service Tax of Rs. 3,67,317/- on· the Incentive income under proviso to
. . . • .. .;:

Section 73 (1) of the Finance Act, 1994, for the:i:>eriod.from 01.07.2012 to 30.09.2013,

along with intere_st under section 75 of the Fin,a,J1ce Act; l 994..... . ~

5

Demanding Service Tax of Rs. 16,87,399/- 01-1:tJ1-.e ;v~l.11~,ofspare J?filis and lubricant
•• I ,.. ......·,. •• •. ···•• •. •· •.. ,·,

used by them for servicing of motor vehicles·°(1) of the Finance Act,

~ '-\~ ,

:· .....

">

ii.
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lll.

1994 for the period from 01.04.2012 to 30.06.2012, along with interest under section

75 of the Finance Act, 1994.
±
9#.±ht@•-.

Demanding Service Tax of Rs. 77,17,914/- oii;the v~fi\~ of;spal'e parts and lubricant

used by them for servicing of motor vehicles ~rider Se~ttdn-?i'.(1j ofthe Finance Act,

1994for the period from 01.07.2012 to 30.09.2013, along with interest under section

75 of the Finance Act, 1994.

1v. Imposing Penalty under Section 76 and Section 77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994.

2.3 All the said tlu-ee Show Cause Notices were adjudicated vide the impugned order,. ••.·-

wherein the adjudicating authority has partly confirmed and partly dropped the demands of

service tax, as detail below:

(A) For SCN No. STC/4-31/O&A/12-13 dated ~tJ0,2012 _: .The adj_udicating authority

has confirmed the demand to the extent of Rs. 22,94,5,53/- along with interest under Section
. . . , l · . . '• ·•·• l • •

75 of the Finance Act, 1994, He has imposed a penalty of Rs. 22,94,553/- under Section 78 of

the Finance Act, 1994 and also imposed a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- under Section 77 of the

Finance Act, 1994. The remaining amount of demand.ofservice tax was dropped.

0

(B) SCN No. STC/4-65/O&A/1,2-13 dated 19.06.213 :.The adjudicating authority has

confirmed the demand to the extentof Rs. 5,77,593/-.,afong_wit11,interest under Section 77 of
. . . J. -. ~ ., • • . •. •.• . ..

the Finance Act, 1994. He has imposed a penalty of Rs. 1,45,000/- uhider Section 76 and also
:.' i ·<t

imposed a penalty of Rs. 10,000/- under Section 77 of th~ F111ahce Ac~/ 1994. The remaining

amount of demand of service tax was dropped. "'.. ·) .,. ·•...· · .

(C) SCN No. STC/4-68/OA/13-14 dated 04.06,2014 : The. adjudicating authority has
'· (' . .

0
confirmed the demand to the extent.of Rs. 3 ,67,317/- along with interest .under Section 77 of

. ' . .

the Finance Act, 1994• He has imposed a penalty .of R?-~ 92,000/:- under Section 76, and also
• ··-- • -i •. • ' • •

imposed a penalty of Rs. 10,000/:. under Section 77 (2) of the Finance Act, 1994. The

remaining amount of demand of service tax was droppedr. --· • - .1...

3. Being aggrieved with theimpugned order passed by-thie. adjudicatig authority, the- . . :~.' ... - .. ::. __ ;,,"".·.:., ._;,_·•.~ . ..:.. I.;.·.· .... i..__~ ... , :.;,; · •. •

appellant have preferred the pres_ent appeals, along wipJ.;__an::~ppJiq}fonsJ9.r_ condonation of
l .a·" . a t al ta , ' t « "ga , +

delay.

4. On going tlu·ough the appeal~ memorandum, it-fs.noticedthat-the impugned order was
. ., \. --

issued on 13.09.2022 and received by the appellant on 28.09.2022. However, the present
. . .

-.....

a$' :l:· re' :z'·- s
» 4.,_, _,_'O•,'----- . '
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appeals, in terms of Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994 were filed on 06.12.2022, i.e. after a
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'.····--·~-- ·-----·- -···
' : -;2. ,•. ... •..·:.•..:..· ..· ' .et . '·-:.':_:;<}::: .,::-·.·

# #pis.,.st
delay of 8 days from the last date of filing of appeal.:Theapjjellanthaealng with appeals
memorandum also fled Applications seeking coido»a44&6raj44u#4@ia e authorized

person was on tour during the last days of fiH~g o~lppeils~· ~1ct,:ev~1~ though the entire

preparation for filing the appeals was done, and the pre-deposit challans were also ready, it

could not be filed only because the authorised person)igning the appeals was not available,

and was continuously on tour, due to upcoming state eiiections in Gujarat. Thus, it resulted in

delay of 8 days.

5. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 14.07.2023 tln·ough virtual mode. Sln·i R.

Subramanya, Advocate, appeared for personal heariri.gi online on behalf of the appellant. He

submitted that the appellant is an authorised dealer ~oi:.cJata Motors .and for Maruti Ltd. He

reiterated the submission made in:the COD applicati.or.is. and in.the.appeals. He requested to
. . ' . . . .

set aside the impugned order. .. :. ,•.

0 6.
. . .

Before taking up the issue on merits, I proceedto decide the Applications filed seeking

0

condonation of delay. It is observed that the relevant Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994,

provides that the appeal should be filed within a period '6f 2 months from the date of receipt of

the decision or order passed by the adjudicating authority. I find that the appellant is

registered with Service Tax and is a Private Limited Company and worked. as an authorised

dealer for Tata Motors and for Marii Ltd. They are fe4aired'toi6aware ofthe provisions of
• .-.:-.-A:'6,·1,·i·

the Finance Act, 1994 being a private limited coi11parly"arid:'frumotlal<.e:shelter of the reason
• :· ·- --1-. i...3!ii- ;

that authorised person signing the appeals was not'available. ·· · ··: "···5: .:-:- · ;· ..·.

7. Further, under the proviso appended to sub-secti<;m (3A) of Section 85 of the Act, the
'

Commissioner (Appeals) is empowered to condone th_e delay or to allow the filing of an
. . ,.,, ...... ·_,- __ ,,. .·· : :·f·· .· .. · - .- .. :.:.. ·:· ,' . .:.--·· - .· , ....

appeal within a further period of orie month thereaftet; if he is satisfied that the appellant was
,I • • . •

prevented by sufficient cause froni presenting the appeal with in the period of two months.

Relevant text of Sectioi1 85 is reproduced below:

-:>:".. _. . . . .. . ,... .. ·:",·;,-. :,. . . . . :- ·:.
"SECTION 85. ApJ)eals to the Commissioner ofCentral Excise (Appeals).-

-.· -.rii;a
(0) Any person aggrieved. by, any decision,grorder,passed.by gr,adjudicating authority
subordznate to the· Principal ConunissicHj.er.; ~J;:s~htrql_-J?/tq1s,f ::9,r'.·Commissioner of
Central Excise may:appeaho;-the·Commissioner,iJ.JCentral f,xc.ise /Appeals).

(2) Every appeal shall be. inJhe prescrihe.d_fclrtn-..and shall be .verified in the prescribed
manner. · ·· · · ·. · · ' · · · ·•· ' '··•·. · ·.' · ·

. . - ..· . .-. l .. ~·· - .. .
,.it.

(3) An appeal shall be presented within thrr;_e. .months ji-om the date of receipt of the
decision or order ofsuch adjudicating auth9rlty, relating to service tax, interest or
penalty under this - Chaptet, ·:made before thc{•.date on which the Finance Bill, 2012,
receives the assent of.thePresident:

Provided that the Commissioner ofCentral Excise (Appeals) may, ifhe is satisfied that
the appellant was_ prevented by .sufficient. _cal,fse-fi:, J?J?re~rz. ,· g the appeal within the

• ' J. ,.. ,0... '~ ~NT}f }'t"'
~I ,,o,-.'· .t14l,.,.~,· . -~ ;;>

! • "' ..,-0 '3\
... ,-j .. ~~~c::;~- ~....,.

~· ,· • UJ «?@.> e
. .. ic :< ';t1;_;~1.-.. - !"i·
v- ''::2"..-.. '·,-,. '(f, ..v'._,, •., ·' ,e,'.;:"~ •a ,·•.!, .•", Zs.o. '-.; ,,. . . "~ '•.•• ' 'ii: ·. ,;
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aforesaidperiod ofthree months, allow it to be presented within afurtherperiod ofthree
months. i:

;i

(3A) An appea/,shall be presented within tw·/Vnonths from the date of receipt of the
decision or order ofsuch adjudicating authority, made On and after the Finance Bill,
2012 receives the assent of the President, relating to service tax, interest or penalty
under this Chapter : ·

: . . :; -· .

Provided that the Commissioner ofCentral E~cise (Appeals) may, ifhe is satisfied that
the appellant was prevented by sufficient causi .fi·om presenting the appeal within the
aforesaid period oftwo months, allow it to be presented within afurtherperiod ofone
month. " .., · · ·

"
8. I find that in tenns of Section 85, the limitatioh period of two months for filing the

appeal in the present cases starts from 28.09.2022 and the appellant-were required to file the
."

appeal on or before 28.11.2022. However, the appeals were filed on 06.12.2022 that too

without showing sufficient genuine.cause for such delay..

,·
9. It appears that legal provisions relating to condonation of delay was taken very

casually and presumed that condonation of delay will· be granted as a matter of right without
. . .·.:

10. I find that the appellant, in the facts and circumstance{disfa1~sec( ab:~~e, has not been

explained the sufficient.cause for condoning the.delay, .Accordingly,.I, reject-the applications

seeking condonation of delay. Hence, the appeals have,also to be rejected.

11. In view of the above discuss.ion and well settled. law, without expressing any opinion on
. . . ~ '.. ·•. . - . :. - - .. :.::; . .

the merits of the case, I reject all the three appeals filed by the appellant on the grounds

0
any proper and genuine explanatio11:

of limitation. •.· .. ,. ":- .••

12. rfta aaf.zrr.sf.Rtafta Rqzrt sfi# a@a far sat?
The appeals filed by the appellant stands disposedof in'above terms.: es

- - (Shiv Pratap Smgh)
Commissioner (Appeals)

a a no .,. • • • • • - - - • - -~ ; .

0

"f
al@,,
Superintendent(Appeals), .
COST, Alunedabacf .. ---

-. ---·-· . -·- ... --•
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F .No. GAPPL/COM/STP/13-14-19/2023-Appeal

By RPAD I SPEED POST

To,
Mis. Aspi Cars Pvt, Ltd.,
Near Vishala Hotel,
Sarkhej Narol Road,
Ahmedabad - 380055

The Joint Commissioner,
Central OST,
Ahmedabad South

Appellant

Respondent

Copy to:
1) The Principal Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone
2) The Principal Commissioner, COST, Ahmedabad South
3) The Joint Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad South
4) The Assistant Commissioner, COST, Division II, Ahmedabad South
5) The Assistant Commissioner (HQ System), CGST, Ahmedabad South

(for uploading the OIA)
1S)Guard File
7) PA file
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