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In pursiance to Board's Notification No. 262017 -C Ex.(NT] dated 17.10.217 read
with Board's Order No. 05/2017-5T dated 16.11.2017, Shri Lalit Prasad, Commissioner,
Cenitral Goods and Service Tax & Central Excise, Rajkot hag been appainted as Appellate
Authorty for the purpose of passing orders in respect of appeals filed under Seetion 35 af
Central Excise Act, 1944 and Section BS of the Finance Act, 1904
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Any person aggricved by this Order-in-Appeal may fle an appeal to the appropriate authority
i Ehe following way,

T o Tl T G B G o e o Tl T
WOFER 1944 § UWT 358 & Foda ve T #f0TEEs 190 & uwr 86 & e
Ffafde aag & 5 ot & oo
A]:F:a.‘l to Customes, Excige & Service Tax Appellate Tnbunal under Section 358 of CEA, 1944
[ Under Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994 an appeal Hes to:-

(il ol AFued § wiATs Bl A d oS, ARl 3RS W U S TR
sty & P dvs, e wtE A 2, 3. W Yo, @ e, @ R e o )
The special bench of Customs, Excise & Service Toax Appellate Tribunal of West Block No. 2,
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tral Excise/ Service Tax to file the appeal before the Appellate Trbunal
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Appeal No: 71/GDM /2016
Appellant: M/s. Roopsangji Samatji Payar

:: ORDER-IN-APPEAL ::

Being aggrieved with the Order-in-Original No: 15/JC /2016
dated 09.09. 2016 (hereinafter referred to “as impugned ordes) passcd
by the Joint Commissioner, Central Excise & Service Tax, Gandhidham
(kutch) (hereinafter referred to “Lower Adjudicating Authority"), M/s.
Roopsangji Samatji Payar, Hajapar Mivani, Taluka: Abdasa, Dist Kutch
= 370 650 (hereinafter referred to “as the appellantd’) have filed the
present appeal,

2.1 The facts of the case are that during the course of audit of
records of M/s. Ashapura International Limited and M/s Ashapura
Minechem Limited, it was found that they have availed the services of
mining, digging of materials from the appellants at their mining site for
which they have made payments to the appellants. However, it was
observed that the appellants has neither got registered themselves under
the provisions of the Finance Act, 1994 and rules made thereunder nor
they have paid Service Tax on the amounts received from service

receivers.

2.2 Therefore, upon being requested to provide the details |/
documents of the services provided by them to M/s. Ashapura
International Limited and other parties the appellant furnished the
copies of the Form 26AS for the Financial Years 2009-10 to 2013-14, It
appeared that as the appellant have provided the services in the nature
of *“Mining Services® classifiable as taxable service under Section 65 (105)
{zzzy) of the Finance Act, 1994 to M/s. Ashapura International Limited
and other parties, therefore thev were liable to pay Service Tax thereon.
Accordingly, based on data appearing in Form 26AS, Show Cause Notice
dated 07.10.2014 was issued to the appellant.

2.3 The said Show Cause Notice dated 07.10.2014 was
adjudicated by the Lower Adjudicating Authority vide his impugned order
ex-parte, as the appellant neither filed any reply to the Show Cause
Notice nor appeared for personal hearing before the adjudicating
authority. In his impugned order, the Lower Adjudicating Authority
confirmed the demand of Service Tax of Rs. 23,18,240/ - under proviso to

Section 73(1) of the the Finance Act, 1994 along with interest. He further

\va
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imposed penalty of Rs. 10,000/- under Section 77 ibid , penalty of Rs.
20,000/ - per return under Section 70 ibid read with Rule 7C of Service
Tax Rules, 1994 and penalty of Rs. 23,18,240/- under Section 78 thid.

3.1 Being aggrieved, the appellants have filed present appeals on
the grounds that they have not provided any mining services, which has
been presumed in the impugned order; that they own leases of mine in
therr name and have sold certain products upon payment of Value Added
Tax; that the services provided by them were in nature of transport
contractor and the activity of loading was incidental to transportation of
goods which is exempted; that income of Rs. 2,21,200/- and Rs,
28,82,000/ - in relation to goods sold on which Tax has been Collected on
Source by “OF Geologist and Mining" have also been taken into
consideration as income from mining; that similarly interest income of
Rs. 15,757.56 and Rs. 14,008.87 for Financial Year 2012-13 & 2013-14
have also been taken as mining income; that rent income of Rs.
1,37,037 /- from Shri Vimal Pratapbhai Vanza during the Financial Year

2012-13 has also been taken into consideration,

3.2 The appellant further contended that transportation income
was not taxable and were eligible for exemption under Notification No.
6/2005-Service Tax upto 30.06.2012 and under Notification No,
33/2012-Service Tax from 01.07.2012 thercfore no Service Tax is
payable by them for the period from Financial Years 2009-10 to 201314,

3.3 The appellant further stated that Service Tax on GTA is not
payable by them and it is payvable by recipient; that the contents of Form
26A5 cannot be taken as basis for confirmation of demand as it does not
include nature of activity carried out: that since demand of Service Tax
does not exists therefore no interest is payable: that likewise no penalty
under Section 77 and 78 of the Finance Act, 1994 is imposable.

3.4 The appellant further stated that the benefit of cum-tax is
admissible to them; that since all the transactions were recorded in their
books of accounts therefore extended period cannot be invaked,



Appeal No: 71/GDM /2016
Appellant: M/s. Roopsang)i Samatji Payar

6

4, The Central Board of Excise and Customs vide Notification
No: 26/2017-CX(NT) dated 17.10.2017 read with Order No: 05/2017-
Service Tax dated 16.11.2017, has appointed undersigned as Appellate
Authority under Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994 for the purpose of
passing orders in this appeal.

5. Accordingly, personal hearing in the matter was held on
20.02.2018 which was attended by Dr. Nilesh V. Suchak, Chartered
Accountant on behalf of the appellant. During the hearing, Ld. Chartered
Accountant submitted another written submission and requested that
their appeal be allowed.

6.1 In the additional submissions the appellant has argued that
they have not provided any mining service and there is no evidence to
this effect; that he has sold minerals from his mines and apart from sale
of goods they have provided services of transportation as transport
contractor and the income thereof is credited to job work account or
transport income account; that as per Form 3CD they are in business of
manufacturing of Bantonite and Transport Contractor; that therefore
they are not engaged in providing mining services; that after mining was
brought into Service Tax net from 01.06.2007 and as per clarification
issued vide letter F. No. 232/2/2006-CX 4 dated 12.11.2007 the
transportation of mineral from pithead 1o a specified location within
rune/ factory or for transportation are post mining activity and thus it is

not 8 MINIng service.

6.2 The appellant further stated that when they have not issued
any consignment note therefore their services cannot be equated with
GTA Service as per Circular No: 186/5/2015-Service Tax dated
03,10.2015 and placed reliance on the case law of Western Coal Fields
Limited - 2017 (4) GSTL 260 (Tri. Del); that even if it is held that they
have provided GTA services then the Service Tax liability is on receiver of

the services,

ussion :
7. | have carefully gone through the entire records and the

submissions made i writing, as well as orally, during the personal
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hearing. | find that the appellant has deposited an amount of Rs.
1,74,000/- as pre-deposit therefore, there is compliance to Section 35F{i)
of Central Excise Act, 1944, made applicable in Service Tax matters vide
Section 83 of the Finance Act, 1994, Therefore, | proceed to decide the

appeal on ments.

8. | ind that the case of the department is that since the
appellant has provided services in the nature of mining they were
required to pay Service Tax thereon by following the provisions stipulated

in the Finance Act, 1994 and the rules made thereunder.

To counter the charges as made in Show Cause Notice, | find that

appellant has made various arguments, which are summarized as under:

(1) that they are holders of mining lease and the transportation
service provided by them was incidental to the sales of the

minerals mined by them;

(i)  that they have objections against certain sums taken into

consideration while making the demand;
(i)  that thev are eligible for value based exemption;

(iv] that Form 26AS cannot be taken as basis for confirmation of
demand as it does not indicate the nature of activities carried

oLt

(¥) that benefit of cum tax is admissible to them;

9.1 [ find that Show Cause Notice has been issued on the
grounds that the appellants have provided mining services to M/s.
Ashapura International Limited and M/s Ashapura Minechem Limited.
The appellants contention is that the transportation services provided by
them are incidental to the minerals sold by them. Thus, thev have
contended that amount shown as payment in Form 26AS by M/s.
Ashapura International Limited and M/s Ashapura Minechem Limited

are in relaton to transportation services and the same has been

M
2
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accounted for in their books of accounts as Job-work Income or

Transport Income.

9.2 Upon perusal of the Form 26AS for the financial vear, as far
as payments made by M/s. Ashapura International Limited, M/s
Ashapura Minechem Limited and M/s. Ashapura Infrastructure Limited

are concerned, | find them as under:

Financial Name of Deductor Section of Income Tax  Amount
Year Act, 1961 under which
deduction has been
5 made
2009-10 | Ashapura Minechem Limited | 194C 26,18,154.00
_ Ashapura International Limited | 194C | 30,06,124.00_
Total for 2009-2010 e 9 | 56,24,278.00
| 2010-11 Ashapura Minechem L:m:tm 194C _17,82,174.00
] ﬁahuEu_ra_[lEFmaﬂunul Lamllirl 1‘4‘-‘”: | 15,78, 902.00 |
| Ashapura Infrastructure Lid 164 - 90.115. m}
" Total rur BO10-F0T T —~e—eerrrrre—eererererrrermearrrrrrammeae 3 34,49,191.00
| 2011-12_ | Asbapura Minechem Limited 194C 15,79,408.00
' - Ashapufa Intem-a;l_*.-nnal leltr:d | 194C 40,45, 296,00
Ashapura Infrastrueture Ltd | 194C e 25,200, 00 _| 1
‘ _ Total for 2011-2012 Er— ———— 3 56,49,904.00 |
12012- 012-13 | !Lﬂ.hﬁj:m"ﬂ Minechem Limited 194C 21,67,997.00
| Askapura International Lamtl-l:*l:f . 194C | 5,07,558.00 |
Total for 2012.2013 R s ~——3 | 26,75,555.00 |
| 2013-14 _ Ashapura Minechem Limited | 194C 7.06.024.00
Ashapura International Limited __184C 2,39.121.00
Total for 2073-2014——— . e es 9,45,145.00
9.3 I find that above deductions made by M/s. Ashapura

International Limited, M/s Ashapura Minechem Limited and M/s.
Ashapura Infrastructure Limited are under Section 194C of the Income
Tax Act, 1961, which according to the appellants are in relation to the

transportation services provided by them.

2.4 | ind that Section 194C of Income Tax Act, 1961 provides
for Tax Deduction at Source upon payments to contractors, however

sun-section (o) as it stood prior to 01.06.2015, reads as under:

[LT] Ne deduction shall be made from any sum credited or paid or
hkely to be credited or paid during the previous year to the account
of a contractor during the course of business of plying, hiring or

l2asing goods carrigges ivhere such contractor furmishes o
ﬂ'ﬁ'n'r:mnun to that effect clong with s Permanenmt Accotnt

flumber, to the persan paying or crediting such sum
(emphasis supplied)

y':
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Thus, if the services provided by the appellant were in
relation to transportation of goods then while making its payment there
was no statutory onus upon M/s. Ashapura International Limited, M/s
Ashapura Minechem Limited and M/s. Ashapura Infrastructure Limited
under Income Tax, 1961 to deduct the tax at source as provided under
Section 194C ind.

10.1 I find that appellant have preduced Form No 3CD,
prescribed under Rule 6G{2) of Income Tax Rules, 1962 read with
Section 44AB of the Income Tax Act, 1961, duly audited by Chartered
Accountant for the Financial Years 2009-10 and 2010-11 and have
contended that they are transport contractor and not engaged in
providing mining services as per Part B - Column No. 8{a), which
appears to be incorrect.

10.2 Upon referring the Form 3CD, available on the official

website of Income Tax department, [ find its format as under:

FORM NO. 3CD [See rule 6G{2)
Statement of particulars requitred 1o be furnished under section 49A5
of the Income-taxy Act, 196]

PART - A
Name of the assessee
Address
Permanent Account Number (PAN)
Whether the assessee is liable to pay indirect tax like excise duty, service
tax, sales tax, customs duty, etc. {f yes, please furnish the registration
number or any other identification number allotted for the same
Sfalus
PrEwiOuS Hear frOmL . .. oo rereesssrsnsiises ¢ FEERIS L T
Assessment year
Indicate the relevant clause of section 44AB under which the audit has
been conducted

Lo by =

+

B~ O

PART- R
9. fa) If firm or association of persons, indicate names of partrers/ members and their
profit sharing ratios.
fi) If there is any change m the partners or members or in their prafit sharing ratio
since the last date of the preceding year, the particulars of such change
0. fa) Nature of busimess or profession (if more than one business or profession s
carried on during the previous year, nature of every nisiness or profession)
(b} If there is any change in the nature of business or profession, the particulars of
stuch change,
11. ja) Whether books of account are prescribed under section 4444, if yes, list of books
50 prescribed.
fb) List af books of account maintained and the address ar which the books af
account are kept, {In case books of account are maintained n a computer system,
mention the books of account generated by such computer system. If the books of
account are not kept at one location, please firmish the addresses of locations
along unth the details of books of account maintained ar each location. )
fe) List of books of account and nature of relevant documents examined,

\



Appeal No! 71/GDM /2016
Appellant: M /s. Roopsangji Samatji Pavar

10

10.3 Upon comparing the Form 3CD furnished by the appellant
and the prescribed format, 1 find that 81. No. 4 of Part A requires the
Chartered Accountant to state whether the assessee is liable to pay
indirect tax like excise duly, service tax, sales tax, customs duty, ete. if
yes, he is required to furnish the registration number or any other
identification number allotted for the same, However, 1 find that no such
report is given by Chartered Accountant. | further find that Column No:
8 of Part A requires Chartered Accountant to indicate the relevant clause
of section 44AB under which the audit has been conducted. | find that
no such column appears in the Form 3CD produced by the appellant.

10.4 Thus, | find that Form 3CD produced by the appeliant does
not have any evidentiary value since it is not in line with the provisions

of Income Tax Act, 1961 and the rules made thereunder.

11.1 I find that pages of Form 3CD for the Financial Years 2000-
2010 & 2010-11 and Profit and Loss Accounts for the Financial Years
2009-2010 to 2013-14 have been produced before me. Thus, they have
prepared the books of accounts on the basis of the invoices issued by
them to their customers. [ find that they have not volunteered to produce
the entire bills issued by them to M/s. Ashapura International Limited,
M/s Ashapura Minechem Limited and M/s. Ashapura Infrastructure
Limited during Financial Years 2009-2010 to 2013-14 for reconciling
them with Form 26AS so as to strengthen their case that whatever
income they have received are in relation to transportation services and
not in relation to mining services. Alternativelv, they could have
reconciled the same with the ledgers of Job-work and transportation

INCOMes,

11.2 Even otherwise from the copy of Inveoice No. 053 dated
31.12.2010 issued to M/s. Ashapura Infrastructure Limited, which
according to the appellant pertaining to transportation services for Rs.
27,150/-, 1 find that the same does not appear to have been booked
under Transport Income in Profit & Loss Account for the Financial Year
2009-10, Likewise, for the Invoice No: 168 dated 30.04.2013 | find that it
has been issued for an amount of Rs. 1,49,580/- to M/s. Ashapura

Minechem Limited however, | find that the same does not appear to have

S
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been booked under Transport Income in Profit & Loss Account for the
Financial Year 2013-14. Thus, by producing just two invoices and
selective pages of the Balance-Sheet, appellant has failed to convince me
especially so when they have not provided any data to the Jurisdictional

Superintendent of Service Tax or to the Lower Adjudicating Authority.

11.3 As regards to the reliance placed on the case law of Western
Coal Fields Limited - 2017 (4) GSTL 260 (Tri. Del), | find that as per
facts of the case, consignor and consignee were same therefore the same

is not applicaple as the facts are different from the present case,

12. Accordingly, since no cogent evidence has been produced by
the appellant that the payments received by them from M/s. Ashapura
International Limited, M/s Ashapura Minechem Limited and M/s,
Ashapura Infrastructure Limited, during Financial Years 2009-2010 to
2013-14 were in relation to GTA services, | hold that mining services
were provided by the Noticee as under, on which Service Tax at

applicable rates is required to be paid by them:

— . r—

Financial Name of Deductor Section of Income Tax Amount
Year Act, 1961 under which
deduction has been
N S made _
2000-10. | Ashapura Minechem Limited | 194C 26,18,154.00
Ashapura International Limited | IE..jI-I"E- | 30,06,124.00
Total for 2009-2010--------- — > 56,24.278.00
| 2010-11 Aship ira Minechem Limited 194C | 17,82,174.00
. | Ashapura International Limited 194C 15,76,902.00
| Ashapura Infrastructure Ltd 194 90,115.00
 Total for 2010-2011---- 'I-' ety | 34,49,191.00
2011-12 | Ashapura Minechem Limited 194C 15,79,408.00
Ashiazu-s International Limited | 194C 40,45,296.00 |
Ashupura Infrastructure Led | 194C B 25,200.00
_ Total for 2011.2012-.-- - ) 56,49,904.00
2012-13 | Ashapura Minechem Limited | 194C 21,67,997.00
| Astapura International Limited | 194C__ | 5,07,558.00 |
Total for 2012-2013 - <  26,75,555.00
2013-14 | Ashaoura Minechem Limited 194C | 7.06,024.00
| Ashapura International Limited | 184 2.39.121.00
Total for 2073-2014-—— —3 | 9,45,145.00
13.1 As regards to the error in quantification of demands, | find

that value ol services, on which demand of F. Y. 2009-2010 has been
made, is Rs. 58,40,978/- out of which, as held in paras supra, mining

|

\,
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services valued at Rs, 56,24,278/- have been provided, thus leaving the
difference of Rs. 2,16,700/- , On the other hand | find that an amount of
Rs, 2,21,200/- is shown as TAX COLLECTED AS SOURCE by "OF
GEOLOIST & MINING" under Section 206CD of Income Tax Act, 19561
which is not a payment for any service but is pertaining to profit and
gains from the business of trading. Thus, lable for exclusion.
Accordingly the value of taxable services for F, ¥. 2009-2010 is reduced
from Rs. 58,40,978/- 10 Rs. 56,24 278/-

13.2 For the Financial Year 2010-11, | find that value of services,
on which demand has been made is Rs. 35,89,191/-, out of which it has
been held in paras supra rhat services valued at Rs. 34,49 19] /- are
mining services, thus there is a difference of Rs. 1,40,000/-, 1 find that
said amount has been received from Shri Naranbhai Shivjibhai Vekaria
and have been reported under Section 194C of Income Tax Act, 1961 for
which appellant has not produced any evidence. Therefore, in absence of
any evidence | hold that the value of taxable services for F. ¥, 2010-2011
15 Rs. 35,89,191/-.

13.3 As regards to Financial Year 2011-12, | find that value of
services, on which demand has been made is Rs. 85,31,904/-, which
excludes an amount of Rs, 9,788.99 which is interest income booked by
M/s. Paschim Gujarat Vij Company Limited, out of which it has been
held in paras supra that services valued at Rs. 56,49,004 /- are mining
services, thus there is a difference of Rs. 28,82,000/- which is shown as
TAX COLLECTED AS SOURCE by “OF GEOLOIST & MINING" under
Section 206CD of Income Tax Act, 1961, As held earlier since it is not a
payment for any service but is pertaining to profit and gains from the
business of trading, hence liable for exclusion. Accordingly the value of
taxable services for F. Y. 2011-12 15 reduced from Rs. 85,31,904/- to Rs.
56,49,904 /-,

13.4 With reference to Financial Year 2012-13, | find that value of
services, on which demand has been made is Rs. 28,28,349/-, out of
which it has been held in paras supra that services valued at Rs,
26,75.555/- are mining services, thus there is difference of Rs,
1,52,794 /-, Upon perusal of Form 26AS, | find that an amount of Rs.

2
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1,37,037 /- paid as rent by Shri Vimal Pratapbhai Vanza and interest of
Rs. 15,757.56 by M/s. Paschim Gujarat Vij Company Limited have been
reported under Section 1941 & 194A of Income Tax Act, 1961. Since the
Show Cause Notice does not propose Service Tax on the renting services
provided hence | find that the same is liable for exclusion. Further
interest income is not a taxable service therefore same is also liable for
exclusion. Accordingly the value of taxable services for F. ¥, 2012-13 is
reduced from Rs. 28,28,349/- o Rs. 26,75,555/ -

13.5 In the case of Financial Year 2013-14, I find that value of
services, on which demand has been made is Rs. 9,59,243/-, out of
which it has been held in paras supra that services valued at Rs.
9,45,145/ -are mining services, thus there is difference of Rs. 14,098/ -,
Upon perusal of Form 26AS, | find that it is an amount interest from
M/s. Paschim Gujarat Vij Company Limited which have been reported
under Section 194A of Income Tax Act, 1961, Since interest income is
not a taxable service therefore same is liable for exclusion, Accordingly
the value of taxable services for F. Y. 2013-14 is reduced from Rs.
9,59,343/- to Rs. 9,45,145/ -,

13.6 Accordingly, the revised value of services is tabulated as

under:

_Financial Year _:‘pfﬁlE-;_nl' taxable services

| 2009-2010 | Rs. 56,24,278/- |
| 2010-2011 | Rs. 35.80,191 /- |
| 2011-2012_ | Rs. 56,490,904 /- |
| 4012-2013 | Rs. 26,75,555/- |
| 2013-2014 | Rs. 9,45,145/- |
14.1 The appellants have argued that the benefit of exemption

under Notification No. 6/2005-Service Tax upto 30.06.2012 and under
Notification No. 33/2012-Service Tax from 01.07.2012 is admissible to
them. 1 find that Notification No. 6/2005-Service Tax dated 01.03.2005,
as amended exempted the services upto Rs. 10 Lakhs provided in any
financial year subject to condition that value of the taxable services
provided in preceding financial year was less than Rs. 10 Lakhs. 1 find
that appellant has not placed on records the value of services provided in
Financial Year 2008-2009, therefore, | am unable to extend this benefit
for the Financial Year 2009-2010.

1"-%
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14.2 For the subsequent Financial Years i.e. 2010-11, 2011-12,
2012-13 & 2013-14, | find that value of the services provided in
preceding Financial Year was more than Rs, 10 Lakhs therefore, benefit

of exemption is not admissible.

15. | find that Jurisdictional Superintendent of Service Tax had
requested the appellant to provide the data so as to enable him to
correctly determine the Service Tax liability. | find that they have simply
submitted the Form 26AS through email. 1 also find that it is a fact that
the appellant had not registered themselves under the Finance Act, 1094
and the rules made thereunder also they have not filed ST-3 returns.
Therefore, 1 find that only recourse available was to resort to Section 72
tbid. Thuus, 1 find that in absence of any other data the demand of Service
Tax has been rightly made on the basis of Form 26AS by invoking the
suppression clause.

16 | find that another set of contention put forth by the
appellant is that cum-tax benefit be allowed to them. However, | find that
except making this statement the appellant has not placed on records
any evidence to prove that the receipts, received by them as reflected in
Form 26AS, is inclusive of Service Tax. Thus, | find that cum tax benefit
is not extendable in absence of any documentary evidence showing that
the amount received is of inclusive of Service Tax. | find that my views
are well supporied by the decision of the Tribunal in the case of Rudra
Galaxy Channel Limited- 2015 (38) S. T. R. 445 (Tri. Mum) wherein
the ratio laid down by Apex Court in the case of Amrit Agro Industries
Limited-2007 (210) ELT 183 (8.C.) has been followed,

17. Thus, the revised Service Tax calculation is as under:
Financial = Value of Rate of Service |  Amount of |
Year taxahble Tax inclusive af Service Tax
| sServices CESs | fincluding
[In ks | | Cess) |
| 2009-10 513.'-‘..4 278 /- ]-U-E-ﬂ"'ln .79 EDI,."-
| 2010-11 | 3589,191/- |  1030% | _3::9 687/- |
Jﬂl] ].FII i | -T_lh 44 "':H:J"'IE | _EEI." | j,ﬁﬁﬂ =
| 2012-13 | 26,75,555/- |  12.36% 3.30.699/-
|_2013-14 | 945,145/ | 12.36% 1.16,820/-

e T — U [ T T YT
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18, [ further find that since there is a failure on the part of the
appellant to pay Service Tax within stipulated time and to file correct
returns and also they have till date not filed returns. Therefore, | find
that the penalty of Rs. 10,000/- imposed under Section 77 of the
Finance Act, 1994 and penalty of Rs. 20,000/- per return imposed under
section 70 id read with Rule 7C of Service Tax Rules, 1994 needs no
interference. However, the penalty under Section 78 ibid shall be equal 1o
Rs. 19,78,447 /-

19, Appeal of the appellants is partially allowed and impugned
order modified accordingly.
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F.N.V.2/71/GDM/2016 i S '
Place: Rajkot (LALIT PRASAD)
Dated: 27.02.2018 COMMISSIONER, CGST & CEX, RAJKOT/

COMMISSIONER (APPEALS-11),
CGET & CEX, RAJKOT

By Speed Post

To,

M/s. Roopsangji Samatji Payar,
Hajapar Miyani,

Taluka: Abdasa, Dist Kutch - 370 650

Copy to:

1] The Chief Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Ahmedabad
Zone, Ahmedabad.

2 The Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Kutch.

3) The Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Rajkot,

4) The Assistant Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Division:
Bhuj.

3) Guard File.
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