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Arising out of above mentioned OlO issued by Additional/Joint/Deputy/Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise/ST / GST,
Rajkot/Jamnagar/Gandhidham :

g deear & gfdardr &1 797 vd 9ar /Name & Address of the Appellants & Respondent :-
M/s. Madhavi Ghanshyam Lakhani, 2296/49, Nalanda Tenament Hill Drive, Bhavnagar-364001.

U I (3e) ¥ =afla A3 eafera Prafaf@d alie & 3uged TSR / TIitIor & awe Hdier S X Tl ¢l
Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal to the appropriate authority in the following way.

(A) O YeF [ FENT ST Yo Ud BAE T FATTRIaor & Uiy 3, e 3cUT Yoo HRas 1944 Y ORI 358
% it va faw RIRRIA, 1994 1 uRT 86 & e fw=iTaRd SToTE Y o W & 1

Appeal to Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal under Section 35B of CEA, 1944 / Under Section 86 of the
Finance Act, 1994 an appeal lies to:-

() FIETOT Feaiens § Grateyud Tl AT W1 Yo, Feird 3G Yo Ta Jara dielid sranaenor i ARy fis, dwe
SOl o 2, . &. IXH, 7 e, Fr 1 ed Ao 1/

The special bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal of West Block No. 2, R.K. Puram, New Delhi in all
matters relating to classification and valuation.

(i) IR IREOK 1(a) 7 TATT 7T el & rarar A Wi el VAT ok, HFAT 3G Yook TF VAT AT raITRHOT
(Rret) 1 o eelt dfeaT, | afdeia oo, TgATel sraet 3RTaT EHATAIE- 3Coore H A AR ART I/

To the West regional bench_of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at, 2™ Floor, Bhaumali
Bhawan, Asarwa Ahmedabad-380016 in case of appeals other than as mentioned in para- 1(a) above

(i) el saraTftesor ¥ Tt e ST e ¥ AT e searg aew (arfe) raareeh, 2001, F @A 6 & sigea
oreifar T 97 wo EA-3 Y R 9l & ast T Sl Siee | 2o1at F a7 & ol U T o F1R, ST 3re ok Y AT
ST Y FIT T AT 3120 FHIAT, TIC 5 A A7 3EH FA, 5 A YT AT 50 TG TIC T 31 50 R 39¢ 3 Hh g ar
A 1,000/~ F94, 5,000/~ FIF 3rq@r 10,000/ - TR T AR 30 Ao H 9y Fovea w1 RS Yo 7 spTaE,
Faftra ety RIS $1 AT % FERrSE YR & A1H ¥ et off Ao o1 & do gar oy YEitha 3% g
aym%mmm%vmaﬁasmaragamm,w@rWQmﬁmmmmamWﬁm@ﬁm
& 1 Ty RN (R AR & AT HAGA-9F F W 500/~ T F1 RART e STAT ST 81 1/

The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3 / as prescribed under Rule 6 of Central
Excise FAppeal Rules, 2001 and shall be accompanied against one which at Jeast should be accompanied by a fee of Rs,
1,000/- Rs.5000/-, Rs.10,000/- where amount of duty demand/interest{ enalg/refund is upto 5 Lac., 5 Lac to 50 Lac and
above 50 Lac respech‘vefy in the form of crossed bank draft in favour o Xsst. e%lstrar of branch of any nominated public
sector bank of the place where the bench of any nominated public sector bank of %lace where the bénch of the Tribunal
is situated. Application made for grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 500/-.
B mmmﬁgw$m_ 3dre, fag , 1994 €I 8RT 86(1) & 3icdld Qam fagsarel, 1994, & &= 9(1) &
®) e PreiRe g7 ST.-5 3 9R gRvat & 1 o Fl v 3a v R Ik F fway e B el g, 3w wid @ o
. HeldsT HY (3AF @ U Giy vaionT gl wiRe) 3R 2e § FH Q @i T 9id & |, STEi JaTe] 6 Sier [ sarer H1 At AR
FERIT 377 FHA, TIC 5 oG T 3 FH, 5 G FIC J7 50 G TIC 7 31941 50 o I9¢ { 3118 § ot Farer 1,000/

92, 5,0001 T 32rar 10,000/- TTA HT BEART SIAT e H1 i Terael | TR Yoo 1 3711y, Hafer ey

SATTRIOT T AT F HEF VIR & 1 & TR o ST 87 & 3% qarT 9l Waifed & g qarT et st
aifev | mwww,hﬁwﬁmﬁmwmmmmmm@ramﬁm% | T 3T
(¥ 3i187) & FrT Imdg=r-ua & Ay 500/- F9T 7 FAeifer 2ok STAT 1 819 1/

The appeal under sub section (1) of Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994, to the Aé)gpellate Tribunal Shall be filed in
quadrufphcate in Form S.T.5 as prescribed under Rule 9(1) of the Service Tax Rules, 1994, and Shall be accompanied b¥@a
cg&/ of the order appealed against (one of which shall be certified copy) and should be accompanied (l))a;oa fees of Rs.
1 - where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty Tevied of Rs. 5 Lakhs or less, Rs.5000/ - where the
amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty levied is' moreé than five lakhs but not exgeedméhlis. Fifty Lakhs,
Rs.10,000/ - where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty levied is more than fifty Lal rupeés, in the
form ‘of crossed bank draft in favour of the Assistant Registrar of the bench of nominated Public Sector Bank of the place
where the bench of Tribunal is situated. / Application made for grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.500/-.
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T sfaferas, 1994 9 4RT 86 Y 39-urI3Ht (2) U (24) F AN gof Y AT 3refrey, Jara Frmard, 1994, & g 9(2)
TF 9(2A) F e WHIRA 99 S.T.-7 A I S gl vd 3T W HGF, FRNT 371G Yok IAAT W (A, AT
IS, Yok GART AR TN T Uikt Werdel X (37731 & T YT sammione glelt wiigw) 3R 3Tt SaRT Herdieh 31gerd vl
3T, FeErd 36T e/ QAT DI FANT wATAIIRIOT Y HTaee Gof aRer P A & ared 3rewr r iy o ARy A
qoaet HLEN gt |/
The appeal under sub section (2) and (2A) of the section 86 the Finance Act 1994, shall be filed in For ST.7 as prescribed
under Eule 9 (2) & 9(2A) of the Service Tax Rules, 1994 and shall be accompanied by a c?fpy of order of Commissioner
Central Excise or Commussioner, Central Excise (Appeals) (one of which shall be a certifie copy2 and copy of the order
assed by the Commissioner authorizing the Assistant Commissioner or Deputy Commissioner of Central Excise/ Service
ax to file the appeal before the Appellate Tribunal.

HIAT Yooh, FAIT 3T Yeeh U HATHT AT WITAHIT (88T) & aid 3det & 71l 7 ST 3eure Yok ifafaga 1944
&1 GRT 35U & IaAd, 1 1 g 3RATH, 1994 TR 83 F HeFT YA FY off Ay Y 1S B, 37 3w & vy ey
IR 3ol IS THY TS Leeh/AdT & AT & 10 FTARIT (10%), ST Ao va At Rarfed &, ar e, e e
STt farafea B, &1 sgeranet foram ST, aeret o 53 Ry & siasta s ok St arelt 3rdféra o o o| a1 FuT & 3 AT g
FERT 3EITE e T8 VAT & 3t “HT v 1w o & et anfaa §

@ URT 11 8 & AFNT &EH

(if) erde AT FI & 973 ITa TR .

(i) Yerde AT ramETae & 37w 6 & Aaeta du A

- w7 % 5 U & wau fael (6. 2) 3fOEEs 2014 & e @ 9 R sy oftendt & gere

ramredier et 319l wa e 1 o) R g/
For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, under Section 35F of the Central Excise Act, 1944 which is also made
applicable to Service Tax under Section 83 of the Finance Act. 1994, an api)eal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal
on payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are'in dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone
is in dispute, provided the amount of pre-deposit payable would be subject to a ceiling of Rs. 10 Crores,

Under Central Excise and Service Tax, “Duty Demanded” shall include :

1) amount determined under Section 11 D;
11) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
1i1) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules

- provided further that the provisions of this Section shall not appll\%l to the stay application and appeals pending
before any appellate authority prior to the commencement of the Finance (No.2) Act, 2014.

3R FIHT FY TANRTOT e :

Revision appli€ation to Government of India:

G JCRT T GeEToT ATl et T Ae &, $RT 30U Yo AT, 1994 6 URT 35EE F GUH WIF & ded

]
110001, & f&a1 S=TT T1gT /
A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Government of India, Revision ABplic_ation Unit, Ministry of
Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Parliament Street, New Delhi-110001, under Section
35EE of the CEA 1944 in respect of the following case, governed by first proviso to sub-section (1) of Section-35B ibid:

Ife AT & f6dll FHA & FAHS H, gl FHa fFd JT F Rt FRE™ § $581 I8 F aIET F gRer a7 B s
FR@E a1 TR ) T 973K 76 T g@Y HER 6 IRIHAA & &R, AT Rl HER [ A 4T H3ROT F AT & THEOT & IR,
ol R 1 R (SR [ 3 AT o AT & AT F

In case of any loss of goods, where the 18ss occurs in transit from a factory to a warehouse or to another factory or from one
warelﬁgﬁgg t0 another during the course of processing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage whether in a factory orin a
ware

ST & ST el ISz a7 &5 1 el st 3 AT & fafAaior 3 ggard Fed A1 X 878 978 Sy 3eug e & g (Rae) &
AT H, S AR & a? & aog a1 g o Rata fraf g/

In case of rebate of dut?‘/ of excise on éoods 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.

g 3ca1E 2ok FT HITAT T AT TRA & 18R, AuTer o7 [T A At Had fRar | /

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

AT 3curg & IcUIee Yoh & IR & AU S 37¢ shale 3w yiftfaas ud sush e gawat & dJga Aeg & 7% §
R O 3MERT S IR (Her) I Eawy forw JABA (7. 2), 1998 Y ERT 109 & EIRT A G 1 91 AN 3raT GHEATI
9 1 g1 F uRd fFe e g/

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

IRFT TdesT HI & Ul T99 TEAT EA-8 #, St Y S5y 3cUree Yooh (3dIe) Agamaelr, 2001, & Haer 9 & 3ideia
fafafése &, su 3der & FO90T & 3 a7E & HAANT H A AR | IWEFT 3T F 1Y HT HAY T T 3meer &Y gfdmy
HerIet &Y Sl AT AT & Ferd 3cdre Yoh ATBTAGA, 1944 &Y uRT 35-EE & ded BUiRa ok H gl & oy &

N W TR-6 & 9l Hetaat 1 =0T UIlgw) /

The above application shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as s%eeciﬁed under Rule, 9 of Central Excise (A%peals)
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 OIO 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.

YAIETOT 3MTdee & Wi Teaaad IHuiRd Yo 1 3rereh & S a1l |
STET T3t I U oI S0 T 3HY T g1 af 9 200/ - T e frar e 3R i Foree @ 0 o §99 § ST 8

A YA 1000 -/ T I fHAT AT | )
The revision appli¢ation shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 200/- where the amount involved in Rupees One Lac or less
and Rs. 1000/ - where the amount involved is motre than Rupees One Lac.

IfE T/ I H F FAF SN F TAG § A TP T IS & AT 36 7 39711, 39470 &1 W fovar s o) 39 o
¥ 8 gU o Y T 98y e ¥ a9 & T Tnfewia 3ol SRRIEoT A Ue e a1 SR TER FF T H1ageT T
AT 871 / In case, if the order covers various numbers of order- in Original, fee for each O.1.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 lakh fee of Rs. 100/ - for each.

JYTERNTS FATATerd Yok HATATH, 1975, & HT-1 & ITAR T I T F2377 38T $ 9fdr ot iR 6.50 w02 &

ST [eeh T S9N giefr AT /
One copy of a%Blicaﬁon or O.LO. as the case may be, and the order of the adjudicating authority shall bear a court fee
stamp of Rs. 6.50 as prescribed under Schedule-I it terms of the Court Fee Act, 1975, as amended.

YT Yo, ST 3CUTE Yok UG [ATHT JMeNT =arariaraor (i 1aff) gsraeh, 1982 # aftia @ 3y wafeva A
P FIPATIE et T BT 1 3% o) et sneRia fpar o &1 /

Attention is also invited to the rules covering these and other related matters contained in the Customs, Excise and Service
Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.

I HANT NIRRT HT 31l STilel e § Gatard 419, AEga 3R aderas wau=t & fov, 3ot Remhe dease

in H T FHAE | / ) .
detailed and latest provisions relating to filing of appeal to the higher appellate authority, the appellant
artmental website www.cbec.gov.in
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:: ORDER-IN-APPEAL ::

Ms. Madhavi Ghanshyam Lakhani, 2296/49, Nalanda Tennament,
Hill Drive, Bhavnagar-364001 (hereinafter referred to as “appellant”) was an
associate of M/s Herbalife International India Wt. Ltd., Bangalore (hereinafter
referred to as ‘Herbalife’) filed an appeal against OIO No. 3/Service
Tax/Demand/2018-19 dated 30.07.2018 (hereinafter referred to as “the
impugned order”) issued by the Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division,

Bhavnagar-I (hereinafter referred to as “the adjudicating authority”).

2. Briefly stated that, during the course of investigation carried out by the
DGGSTI, BZU, Bhopal, it was revealed that the appellant had not paid service
tax on the services provided by them to Herbalife. The above acts of the
appellant culminated into issuance of Show Cause Notice dated 03.05.2018
which was confirmed by the adjudicating authority vide OIO No. 03/Service
Tax/Demand/18-19 dated 30.07.2018. Feeling aggrieved, the appellant filed the

present appeal, interalia, on the following grounds:

(i) that discounts of various types paid by M/s Herbalife (i.e named as
commission e.g. commission, profit/wholesale, split commission, incentives etc.)
in respect of the goods purchased from M/s Herbalife, directly by the appellant
and indirectly by the downline and upper line matrix of associates is as per the
agreement. The commission earned is in relation to sponsorship of products of
M/s Herbalife like displaying the name of the company, its logo, displaying its
different products, holding events, seminars etc. The purchased goods are liable
to Sales Tax under the Sale of Goods Act and the amount of VAT/Sales tax has
already been mentioned with discounts in the invoices. The whole marketing
matrix is controlled and managed by M/s Herbalife and the discounts on the
products is also determined by M/s Herbalife. The said discounts are receipts of

the associates.

(i)  the amount earned from M/s Herbalife is covered within the definition of
Sponsorship Service as per Section 65(99a) of Finance Act, 1994 and is a
“Taxable Service’ as per provisions of Section 65(105)(zzzn) of Finance Act, 1994.
As per Notification No. 30/2012-Servcice Tax dated 20.06.2012, the said
receipts are sponsorship income and service tax will be applicable on reverse

charge basis and according M/s Herbalife are liable to pay service tax on reverse

(
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(iii) extended period has been invoked for peri'od of 5 years even when there is

no fraud, collusion etc.
(iv) levying penalty u/s 77 is not justified.

(v) penalty u/s 78 of the Act is not justified as there is no wilful evasion or

intention to evade tax.

3. Personal hearing in the matter was granted on 03.09.2019. Shri P.M.
Bhayani, Chartered Accountant appeared for the hearing on behalf of the

Appellant. He reiterated the written submissions of appeal memo for

consideration.

4. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case, the impugned order,
appeal memorandum filed by the appellant and written as well as oral

submissions made by the appellant. The issue to be decided in the present

appeal are:
(1) whether the appellant (service receiver) is liable to pay service tax
amounting to Rs. 24,19,756/-.
(iij  whether Herbalife is liable to pay service tax under reverse charge
mechanism.

(111) whether interest is chargeable under Section 75 of the Finance Act,
1994.
(iv) whether penalty u/s 77 and 78 of the Act are imposable upon the
appellant.

S. During the course of investigation carried out by the DGGSTI, BZU,
Bhopal, it was revealed that the appellant was an associate of Herbalife since
2012 and was involved in business of sale of Herbalife products and recruitment
of associates for Herbalife; that the business involved two types of work namely
(i) Team building and (ii) product sale to customer. Team building was meant to
introduce fresh associates called down-line associates with Herbalife, and
accordingly the appellant was working as millionaire level associate since 2013.
The role of the appellant was to motivate people to join the firm and sell the food
supplement products of Herbalife, for which the appellant got commission from
assocliates. Further, the appellant functioned as an associate for sale of food
supplement products of Herbalife. Such services provided by the assessee to

M/s Herbalife fall under the category of ‘other than negative list’ and was
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therefore leviable to Service Tax.

6. The appellant has contended that the nature of service provided by them \eas
covered under ‘Sponsorship Service’ as defined under Section 65(99a) of iie
Finance Act, 1944, therefore as per Notification No. 30/2012-Servcice Tax dated:
20.06.2012, the said receipts are sponsorship income and service tax will be
applicable on reverse charge basis and accordingly M/s Herbalife are liable to

pay service tax on reverse charge basis.

In this regard, I find that the appellant is one of the independent
distributors of M/s Herbalife and received commission for promoting, marketing
and selling the goods produced by M/s Herbalife. After examining the rules
and regulations for sales and marketing of the products, I observe that the
appt?llant vide their submission dated 17.05.2018 to the adjudicating authority
at para no.3 has submitted that “they have received commission income from
the company as per the agreement and as well as the rules framed thereunder by
M/s Herbalife. The commission earned by the member are clearly defined
in the agreement.” They have further submitted that, arrangement to earn

income as a sponsor as per agreement is as under:

i) You can earn money by sponsoring someone who either sells Herbalife
products or purchases them at a discount for their own or household
use and

ii) You can earn money by selling Herbalife products that you buy at a
discount. ' -

iii) You cannot earn money simply for recruiting or sponsoring someone
(means without above event).

On going through the above, 1 find that as per the agreement, of the
appellant with M/s Herbalife the appellant has to sponsor/ recruit someone and
sell the product. They cannot earn commission by  simply
recruiting/sponsoring someone. Thus, the plea of the appellant that the services
provided by them is sponsorship services and therefore, M/s Herbalife is

required to pay service tax under Reverse Charge Mechanism is not acceptable.

6.1 Further, from the submissions made by the appellant, I infer that,

M /s Herbalife raised bills on the sale of products to the appellant (distributors)
by raising sale invoices and charges value added tax on them. The appellant did

e

not//{g%@@y?separate sale document in respect of subsequent sales made by
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them and did not charge sales tax/VAT on such sales and thus, they acted as a
commission agent on behalf of M/s Herbalife by promoting their products. Thus,
I conclude that the services provided by the appellant to Herbalife is covered
under the category of ‘other than negative list’ and the appellant is required to

pay Service Tax on the income earned by them.

7. Further, I find that with effect from 01.07.2012, the term “service”, has been
categorically defined in clause {44) of new section 65B inserted in Finance Act,
2012, and the same reads as under:-

“Section 65 B (44) “service” means any activity carried out by a
person for another for consideration, and includes a declared service,
but shall not include - (a)

an activity which constitutes merely, -

(i) a transfer of title in goods or immovable property, by way of
sale, gift or in any other manner, or

(i) such transfer, delivery or supply of any goods which is deemed
to be a sale within the meaning of clause (29A) of article 366 of the

Constitution; or
(iii) a transaction in money or actionable claim;
»

Section 66B reads as under:

“Section 66B : There shall be levied a tax (hereinafter referred to as the
service tax( at the rate of twelve per cent 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.”

8. [ find that, the definition takes within its ambit only activity carried on by
a person for another for consideration. Therefore, with effect from 01.07.2012,
all the services, other than those mentioned in the negative list are taxable and
it is no longer mandatorily required to classify each and every transactions
related to service provided by the service provider. The activity undertaken by
the appellant, as described above, is not falling under the negative list of
services and therefore, the service provided by them would attract service tax

under the category of ‘other than negative list’.

9. Further, I find that one of the grounds raised by the appellant in the
grounds of appeal is that extended period and penalties have been wrongly

imposed in the impugned order. In this regard, I find that the negative list
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regime is very clear and except the categories mentioned therein, no activity is
entitled for exemption fror:n service tax leaving no scope to harbor any doubt.
Though there is no ambiguity in law, the appellant was making a wrong
interpretation of law and did not bring the relevant material facts to the notice of
the department on their own. The fact of non-payment of service tax, has come
to light only on specific intelligence collected by the Departmental Officers.
Therefore the required ingredient of suppression of these facts for imposing
penalty is found to be existed in this case and such suppression was not
without intention to evade the Service Tax. In that context, the meaning of
'positive act of suppression' also changes. In an era of self-assessment, the onus
is on the assessee to comply with the regulations, it is their duty to come before
the department, declare the activities and seek guidance of the department if
required. Therefore, Appellant failed to prove their bonafide in absence of any
communication with the department about their activity and any doubts on
taxability. No evasion can be justified in the guise of bona fide belief of
taxability. Therefore, suppression of facts and intent to evade the payment of
service tax are established in this case and therefore, the extended period of
limitation has rightly been invoked in this case and this act has rendered the
Appellant liable to imposition of penalty under Section 78 of the Act. Hence, I
hold that the penalty imposed in the impugned order is justified and uphold
imposition of penalty of RS. 24,19,756/- on the Appellant under Section 78 of
the Act. In this regard, I rely on Final Order of the Hon’ble CESTAT, in a case
of TVS Motor Co. Ltd. reported as 2012 (28) S.T.R. 127 (Tri. - Chennai), wherein

it is held as under:

“13. So far as ground of no penalty advanced by learned counsel is
concerned there is nothing on record to show that the appellant
avoided its liability bona fide when it is an established business
concern with vast experience in application of provisions of Finance
Act, 1994. Its returns did not disclose bona fide omission. Rather
facts suggest that knowable breach of law made the appellant to
suffer adjudication. Accordingly, no immunity from penalty is possible
to be granted on the plea of tax compliances made which was found
to be a case no payment of tax on the lmpugned services provided
during the relevant period.”

Therefore, the appellant’s plea is not acceptable.
Since the appellant has contravened the provisions of Section 70 of the
Act read with Rule 7 of Service Tax Rules, 1994, penalty of Rs.10,000/- under

Section 77 of the Act is imposable on them and hence, the impugned order to

this extent is also correct legal and proper. Accordmgly, I uphold the imposition

TAT
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10. In view of the above discussions, I uphold the impugned Order and
dismiss the appeals filed by the appellant.
‘ | &W 0\\\7
s (Gopi Na
Rz Commissioner (Appeals)
1L1ba /\1 ,pu

By Regd. Post AD

C’rTﬁT?*“
Shpe“x’tzudem

To, »
Ms. Madhavi Ghanshyam Lakhani, | sigfq. Ared g9=am araml,
2296/49, Nalanda Tennament, qreier é:l:fﬁf
Hill Drive, Bhavnagar-364001. 2296/49, ’
fed 812d, HIGTR-364001.
Copy to:
1) The Principal Chief Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise, Ahmedabad Zone,
Ahmedabad.
2) The Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise Commissionerate, Bhavnagar.
9 The Deputy Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise, Division, Bhavnagar-I. u
\4Y Guard file.
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