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Appeal / File No. ! 0.1.0. No. Date
V2/268/GDM/2017 ; : 10/AC/2617-18 09.01.2018
V2/269/GDM/2017 11/AC/2017-18 : 09.01.2018
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g orfier s weAT (Order In-Appeal No.):
KCH EXCUS-000-APP-013-TO- 015 2019
Arger &7 famie / AT T &t qraE /
Date of Order: ‘31'01'2019 : Date of issue: 04.02.2019

(A)

(i)

TR AT, VU S (rfew), e g TR

- Passed by Shri Kumar Santosh, Principal Commissioner (Appeals), Rajkot

AL I/ FYT AL/ IUTYTH/ FETIF AT, k1 I e/ AATHY/ T8 T A,

TRAHIE / ST / Tiefema) g Suferfd s qm snaer & giom: /

Arising out of above mentioned 010 issued by Addmonal/]01nt/Deputv/A5515tant Commissioner; Central Excise/ST / GST,
Rajkot / Jamnagar / Gandhidham :

st & STl &7 917 T war /Name & Address of the Appellant & Respondent :-

1. Shri. Kesharam Kumbharam Chaudhary, Railway Slum Area,Railway Colony,New Kandla,Kutch.
2. Shri. Kesharam Chaudhary, Railway Slum Area,Railway Colony,New Kandla,Kutch.
3. Shri. Chandrashekhar Maurya, House No. B-66, Sector-6, Gandhidham, Kutch.
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Qﬁ§ person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an’ appeal to the appropriate authogtér in the following

%ﬁms ER RG] "Wmﬂvﬁx‘mmfm F=hr IeaTe
l-?F uH, 1994 ﬁmSGEﬁmﬁ’ﬁﬁfﬁﬁ %qﬁrﬂé QI‘GFW 1944 &t a7 35B F

A Hfal to Customs Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tnbunal under Section 35B of CEA, 1944 / Under Section 86
e Finance Act, 1994 an appeal lies to:-

e W HT
Wﬁ?w?% gwﬁ%w " 95, mmwﬁwaﬁeﬁuw@mwﬁﬁﬁm% JEe =T 7 2,

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

:wfm; 1(a) % Fovq 7T el F e 4 mﬁartﬁ%ﬂ;msg Eﬁnmwwﬁwwﬁamﬂw@@?}ﬁ
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To the West regional bench of Customs Exc1se & Service Tax Appellate Trlbuna_l {(CESTAT) at, 2nd Floor,

Bhaumali Bhawan, Asaxwa Ahmedabad-380016 in case of appeals othier than as mentioned in para- 1(a) above

arfiefi = ?m%mamwm%mwma arrn) femrach, 2001 %ﬁwq6%mﬁa’r&amnﬁ

ST ATRT | S0 § F1 H T3 UF wrmrm 97e T BT, SATST Y A 3T e
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TR § ATH Y Relt o % & 5 afm’amsnﬁ‘mr%ag?ﬁ B ST AT | HATE ST T T, &% H 97
gmﬁrjm;ar%w Haféll?wﬁ?ﬁxmﬂawﬁQWﬁqa%nmﬁ&r(@a@)%mmhw%msowmm
q 3aQ gll .

The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3 / as prescribed under Rule 6 of
Centr: Exc1se (Appeal) Rules 2001 and shall be accompanied amst one wln(h at least should be
accompaniec fee 1,000/~ F’s 5000/-, Rs. l é where amount of duty
demand{)mteresgé)enalty refund is u to 5 lac.,'5 Lac to 50 Lac and above 0O Lac respectively in the. form of
crossed in fayour of Asst. Registrar of branch of any nominated public sector bank of the place where
the bench of any nominated public seéctor bank of the place where the bench of the Tribunal is situated.
Application made for grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 500

FUTHT ATINUFTO F THE AU, [T g, 1994 +F &<y 86 YATHT TAEETet, 1994, F HAW 9(1) &
Bt 3 S.T,-5 § T wial 3 # o w3t o gy v R (gﬁmma‘%nﬁ@ awﬁsrf%mwir ?S'»)(( ki
e wig TRY) T F7H § 7  F7 0F T = 917, qg_rrr ST 7T L ¥T 5
T msmmé%som a’eﬁamaTsommﬁ ? r1000/§ 5(&90/?@%10000%@
E%ﬁﬁgﬁ T@ﬁa S et vrr;'ﬁs | w5 T, Hggﬁmﬁ‘ aﬁ%‘q

CEk] L T %=
qﬁix‘crarﬁeﬁwmr ﬁsrr@ﬁ@m IFW%TUSH%QT(E%SIFL( Fﬁnaﬁww$§r¥r500/ wraTﬁﬁ&a%wg
Bl

The appeal under sub section (1) of Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994 to the A pellate ’l‘rlbunal Shall be filed
n quagruphcate in Form S.T.5 as prescrlbed under Rule 9(1) of the Service Tax Rules, , and Shall be
accompanied by a copy of the order a]l)lpeale against {one o Wthh shall be certified ¢ 3)%6 should be
accom amed by a fees of Rs ere the amount of service tax & interest demande penalty levied of
Rs. 5 l?akhs or}less Rs.5000/- where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty levied is more
than five lakhs but not ex< -eeding Rs. Fifty Lakhs, Rs.10,000/- where the amount of serviceé tax & interest
-.demanded & penalty levied is more than Lakh$ rupees, in the form of crossed bank draft jn favour of the

;.. Assistant Registrar of the bench of nominated Public Sector Bank of the place where the bench of Tribunal is
- 'éi%ul;ted / A%lpshcatlon made for grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.500/-.
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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 Rule 9 (2& & 9(2A) of the Service Tax Rules, 1994 and shall be accompanied by a copy of order
of Commissioner Central Excise or Commissioner, Central Excise (Appeals) (one of which shall be a certified
copy) and copy of the order passed by the Commissioner authorizing the Assistant Commissioner or Deputy
Commissioner of Central Excise/ Service Tax to file the appeal before the Appellate Tribunal.

AT e, T ST IoF U FaTHT aieta sthlsor (deee) ¥ wfd adfist & e # Fitw Searg 0o A 1944 H ara
35Ut & e, STt Ty afafaw, 1994 ] €< 83 F 3ida qATH By W AR TE §, T A & WA ey wierwor ¥
ST LT T ITE F /ﬁmwm%loﬁ%muo;/%mﬁmqa <§,m;‘w,w%m§ﬁmﬁa'rﬁag,m ‘
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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:appeal against this order shall lie
before the Tribunal on p:lyment 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, : CL . i
Under Central Excise and Service Tax, “Duty Demanded” shall include :
1) amount determined under Section 11 D; :
1) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken; .
. i) - amount &ayable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules
- provided further that the provisions of this Siection shall not apply to:the stay application and appeals
pending before any appellate authority prior to the commencement of the Finance (No.2) Act, 2014.

I TR T Eﬁwr AR -

Revision application to %overgment of Indija: . e .
T ACH T AT T mn,:ﬁ}m ERUER aﬁ}?’m,w% &1 &1 35EE ¥ 94% TgE.F g dag
UCER maégérr{, QAT AT §9TS, [ HAT, e (4T, RIS, Saw a9 Waw, 698 I, 95 (Zeei-110001, Ft
aﬁl ?}] H i .

A revision %pp ication lies to the Under Secret ‘to the Government of India, Revision Application Unit,
Ministry of Finance, Degartment of Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Parhament Street, New Delhi-
110007, under Section 3SEE of the CEA 1944 in respect of the following case; governed by first proviso to sub-
section (1} of Section-35B 1bid: .

Tfe wrer & frdt T %Wﬁ,mmﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ H WET I[E F TIOTHT & a1 37 ] steq srear a7 e
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In case of any loss of goods, where the loss occurs in transit from a factory to a warehouse or to another factory
or from gne warehouse to another during the course of processing of the goods in a warehouse or in storage

whether in a factory or in a warehouse

WA F qred Al we o dx #r Ryle = © e F Bfmin § waee 58 mw 9% w8 T 3509 I OF F ge (REw) ¥ g §,
ST TR o STET Y CTE AT 8 Y at w2 / - _ ‘ _ ,
In case of rébate 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.

zrf'?:'wra's;ﬁ;mﬁw AT wa ¥ 3y, ﬁmmwwﬁmﬁﬁa%w’é{l /
In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of duty.

S ey o AR o2 o Aoy et 1L PR o A o e T o

|
TCrge 1t of any duty allowed to be utilized towards pgym,ent of excise duty on final products under the provisions
of this Act or the'Rules made there under such order is gassed by the ‘Cornmissioner (Appeals) on or after, the
date appointed under Sec. 109 of the Finance (No.2) Act, '1998. :

I AFSA it 37 wfagt 797 €=y EA-8 ¥, S it F19 IT0E e (o] )W,QOOL%@WQ%W%%_%,@
& T & 3 ST ot ST T80 | SURIT NIed % R E AR L UGS E U GG LF
%ﬁ%’;ﬁwmml?;ng’gﬁw,1944ﬁm§§-m%mﬁﬂfﬁﬂ?§gﬁggﬁ%m£% WTSP%\I%W#%

| .

The above a_plplication 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 gPpea_led agamst is
communicated and shall be accompanied by two_copies each of the OIQ 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.

Wﬁwa{ﬁa’rr%muﬁé‘_’;‘rﬁﬁv FRetha s & smraft i sy t )
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The re{lisio%%;l a(}i')ﬁnlication' shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 200/- where the: amount involved in Rupees One
Lac or less and Rs. 1000/- where the armnount involved is more than Rupees One Lac.

TfR T He ¥ FL I AL F gHraq § v o e F [y o IUF Y By ST Ay ST & 3 5
o} &7 forar udt ‘HW,%&W%W% argarzrr[ %ﬂmﬁfﬁ@aﬁ?ﬁr%mm %t/In‘casgp
if the order covers various numbers of order- in Original, fee for each Q.1,0. ;should be paid in the aforesaid
manner, not withstanding the fact that the one apgeal to the Appellant Tribunal or the one apghcatlon to the
Cenﬁral Govt. As the case may be, is filled to avoid scriptona work if excising Rs. 1 lakh fee of Rs. 100/~ for
each. : :

TUTELEE AT 45 m}rﬁw 1975, ¥ A1 & SITEIR & MR UF R ne9r iy 9y v Ruffia 6.50 g3 #r =y
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ane copy of ai?)plication or O.1.0. as the case may be, and the order of the adjudicating authority shall bear a
court fé€ stamp of Rs. 6.50 as prescribed under Schedule-I in terms of the Couftt Fee Act,1975, as amended.

FﬁT{TQ%EFv ,%ﬁzmsﬁwﬁwaﬁsﬁvmﬁbﬁw & A Famee, 1982 ¥ aftta ud s safa mwrat #r

R e ot oL 81{ 4 other related ' din the C E
ention is also mvited to the rules covering these and other related matters contained in the Customs, i

and Service Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) I?ules, 1982. ; stoms, hxase
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For the elaborate, detailed and latest
appellant may refer to the Departmen?
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rovisions relating to filing of appeal to thé higher appellate authority, the
al website www.c ec.gov._lgn PP gher appetia Yy
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3
:: ORDER-IN-APPEAL ::

The present three appeals have been filed by three appellants
(hpremafter referred to as Appellant No.1, Appellant No2 and Appeliant No.3)
against respectlve Orders-in-Original (hereinafter referred to as “impugned
orders”) . |ssued by the respective lower adjudicating authority (hereinafter

referred to als ‘the adjudlca’ung authority”) as mentioned in Table below:-

Sr. AppeTal No, Appellant Order-In-Original
No. | No./Date/ Issued by
1 ; 2 3 4
: |
V2/268/GDM/ | Shri  Kesharam  Kumbharam | 10/AC/2017-18 dated
1 20173 Chaoudhary, Railway Slum Area, | 9.1.2018
s ; Nr Gurudwara, New Kandla Issued by AC, CGST
SE (AMTPC7873NSD001) Rural Division,
|- (Appeliant No.1) Gandhidham
2 . V2/2§9/GDM/ Shri Kesharam Chaudari, 11/AC/2017-18 dated
2017 . | Slum Area, Railway Colony, New | 9.01.2018
¥ - { Kandia Kutch. Issued by AC, CGST
i | (ALMPC2382HST001) Rural Division,
I (Appellant No.2) Gandhidham.

3 V2/1'/GDM/20 M/s. Chandrashekhar Maurya, 5/GST/IAC/2017-18
House No. B-66, Rotary Nagar, dated 31.01.2018

l
' Section -6, Gandhidham Issued by AC,
1 (ARPPM9205PSD001) CGST, Gandhidham
| (Appellant No.3) (Urban) Division,
‘l Gandhidham.
2, - The l‘ssue in all above mentioned three appeals is common, the same

are taken up together for disposal under this common order.
-

3. The \brief facts of the cases are that during the course of
invéstigétion against M/s. Mahadeshwar Logistics, Gandhidham, the
officers of DGCEI RRU Rcukot resumed documents in respect of Cenvat
Credit avaned by them. Scrutiny/ verification of documents of M/s.
I\/Iahadeshwar Logistics revealed that Appellant No.1, Appeliant No.2 and
Appellaht ![\10.3 (hereinafter referred to as ‘Appellants’) had provided
“Cargo }haridling Service” to them but had not not deposited the service

|
tax as undc?r:—

| o Year - Service tax not paid/ short paid
Appellaint l\;lo.1 2012-13 Rs.5,13,607/-
Appeliant No.2 12011-12 Rs.5,06,470/-
Appellant No 3 2011-12 & Rs.3,46,412/-+ Rs.2,21,728/-
2012-13 (=Rs.5,68,140)

l
| i
‘ ({j&,«j\/\é(} o

Prvess
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i
f

3.1 Show Cause Notices under .S4ection 73 of the' Finance Act, 1994
(hereinafter referred to as “the Act") were issuedé to‘ithe appellants
demanding short paid service tax along with inteﬁest and proposing
penalty under Section 78 of the Act and recoveryief Late fee under
Section 70 of the Act. The lower adjudicating authority vide the impugned
orders confirmed demand and interest and fee and al':so imposed penalty

on the appellants under Section 78 of the Act.

4. All three Appellants filed appeals on the grougnds that the lower
adjudicating authorities have wrongly confirmed demand‘ along with

interest and imposed penalty as findings are not juetlfled and are bad in

law.

5. Personal hearing in the matter was attended by Shri Abhishek
Doshi, C.A. on behalf of all three appellants who reitefrated the ground of
appeals and submitted written PH submissions statiné that entire Service
tax has been paid by the appellant before initiation e'f in‘quiry by DGCEI
through summons proceedings; that servicve tax comfﬂd not be paid by
them in time because of fraud committed by their cornimon accountant but
they could not lodge FIR with Police because case éecords pertained to
2011-12 and hence, they had no hard evidences against that common
accountant; that fraud committed by Accountant cafn’t be attributed to
them and hence, no penalty is imposable on them as per Hon'ble
CESTAT’s orders cited by them in their written submlssmn‘*

51 The Appellants in their written submission%s ‘stated that their
accountant siphoned off the amount of service tax gi\;en by them and not
deposited the cheques in government account; that 0}1 coming to know of
fraud played by the Accountant, they deposited ?thie due service tax
amount; that they were not literate persons and do not have knowledge of
finance, accounts, banking, and other laws; tha{ th‘ey were totally
dependent on the said Accountant Mr. Pankaj Trivedi (PAN
No.AFTPT0946C) for his financial, banking and SerVICe Tax related
work; that they had issued cheques for payment of servuce tax, which
were given to the accountant Pankaj Trivedi but he! 3|phoned off money
by transferring the cheque in his name and by wﬂhdrawmg cash from the
Bank account; that the Appellants have periodically is sued cheques to the
accountant for paying service tax but the cheques were misused by the

said Accountant; that other contractors of M/s. I\/Iahadeshwar Logistics

W/
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|
Cod
- V2/1/GDM/2018
l
i

i

filed FIR lml

5
h police against the said Accountant Pankaj Trivedi and they

produced copy of that FIR; that Gandhidham Police Station (Division-B)
has bookedl case against the said accountant under Section 406, Section
420 andVS‘lection 114 of the Code of Criminal Procedure and they
ploducedl copy of the charge sheet; that Shri Pankaj Trivedi was arrested
by the Polic-i:e and he is still in the judicial custody; that Appellants have

filed affidjav‘t in this regard and produced copies of the same.

52 Appellant No.1 stated that payment of due service tax was made
by him pnor to issuance of summons or even letter issued to them: that
the payment was made by him on his own and hence penalty was not
impesable pnder Section 78 of the Act; that benefit of reduced penalty of
50% under; Section 78 is also not given in the impugned order; that
Section 80 of the Act provides that no penalty shall be imposable on the
assessee for any failure referred to in the said provisions, if the asessee
provés that there was reasonable cause for the said failure; that they rely
on the felloyvihg case laws:

* Her!nangi Enterprise [2015-TIOL-2184-CESTAT-MUM)\

* M/a. Ganesh Enterprise [ 2015-TIOL-1650-CESTAT-MUM]

* Sh.?Hari Enterprise [2015-TIOL-1586-CESTAT-MUM]

* M/sl. Motorwarld and other {2012-TIOL-418-HC-KAR-ST]
o M/Sl' Hindustan Steel Ltd[ 2002-TIOL-148-SC-CT-LB]

!
t
l

v‘) 3 Appellant No.2 and Appellant No.3 also made similar submissions as

above mac?e by Appellant No.1.

l
|
FlNlDlNGS l

6. l have carefully gone through the facts of the case, the impugned
orders, the grounds of all 3 appeals and submissions made by all three
appellants rl'he issues to be decided in the preaent appeals are as to,

(l) whether ’the impugned orders confirming demandq and ordering payment
of mterest are correct or nof;

(u) whether appropriation of amounts paid by the appellants is correct or
otherwise;
(iii) whether imposition of penalty on the appellants under Section 78 of the

Act is correct or not.

Page Mo. 50of 8
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7. | find that the appellants haveb in the grounds of appeal contended
that the demands have been wrongly confirmed by the lower adjudicating
authorities, however, in P.H. submissions, they did not contes,t their liabilities
to pay service tax and also stated that the payments of Service Tax were
made by them before the initiation of i mquwy against them [ find that there is
nothing substantial submitted by them: as to why Servnce Tax and interest on
Service Tax for delayed payment was not payable by thgm. I find that service
ta$< along with inlerest at applicable rate is payable by th"é abpella_nts. Hence,
the impugned orders confirming demand of service tax along with interest

from all three appellants are upheld as demanded in the ﬁrespective SCNs.

8. Regarding imposition of penalty under Section' 78 of the Act, the
appellants have contended that fratld has been commitjted on them by their
common Accountant, who got money from them but did not deposit into the
Government account; that they paid entire service tax %béfore issuance of
SCNs. | find that the appellants in their respective‘;sta*tements during
investigation had also stated that the said common aic’countant had been
given cheques by them for depositing service tax into Government
accountant but he did not deposit those cheques into Government account
and had transferred/withdrawn the amount of che.q:uge .in his personal
account. However, the contention of the appellants thatgthey were defrauded
are not supported by evidences except an affidavitf filted by them. The
Appellants have not produced any FIR lodged by thefn with Police or any
complaint or any legal suit filead by them with the gbanks or any other
authorities Iin spite of the appellants having knowledgé of fraud committed
with them till date/ even now. | further find that service tax payment s made by
them in the year 2016 pertain to S Tax Ilablllty for the yeare 2011-12 and
2012-13. Hence, | am unable to agree with the appellants contention that non
deposition of service tax was on account of fraud committed by their common
accountant. Further, the appellants have also not depoSited interest payable
by them on account of late deposit of service tax. The beneflt of no penalty
can be given to a person liable to pay service tax only |f he pays service tax
along with interest before issue of SCN, which IS; not the case here.
Therefore, equal penalty imposed by the Ibwer adjudicaj'ating authority with an
option of reduced penalty @25% in under Section 78 f’of the Act is justified.
However, proviso to Section 78 stipulates penalty of 5'0% of the service tax
demand in cases where transactions have been recorded in the book of
accounts. Relevant portion of Section 78 reads as under:-

“1) Where any service tax has not been levied or paid, or has been short-
levied or short-paid, or erroneously refunded, by:reason of fraud or

ol
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7
collusron or wilful mis-statement or suppression of facts or contravention
of any of the provisions of this Chapler or of the rules made thereunder

-with, the intent to evade payment of service tax, the person who has been
served notice under the proviso to sub-section (1) of section 73 shall, in
addition to the service tax and interest specified in the notice, be also
liable to pay a penalty which shall be equal to hundred per cent. of the
amount of such service tax :

'Prov:ded that in respect of the cases where the details relating to such
fransactions are recorded in the specified records for the period beginning
with the 8th April, 2011 upto the date on which the Finance Bill 2015

receives the assent of the President (both days_inclusive), the penalty
shall be fifty per cent. of the service tax so determined :

| (Emphasis supplied)
8.1 l findbthat the show cause notices issued to the appellants are only
after \)erification of records of the appellants and hence, transactions have
been' reco'rdied by the appellants in their records. Therefore, imposition of
equal penalty is not correct legal and proper and penalty @50% of service

tax IS requ1red to be lmposed under proviso to Section 78 of the Act.

9. Accordlngly, the impugned orders are upheld for confirmation of
demand and recovery of interest, as per applicable rate and for appropriation
of amounts deposuted towards Service Tax, however, penalty imposed on the
Appdlants L1mder Section 78 of the Act is reduced to 50% of service tax

confirmed i ln‘ the respective impugned orders.

3{!?1?»1'&3‘0# ganr as% & 7S rfedw o P 3uled alse 4
ﬁﬁzn AT %*l

9.1. The appeals filed by the appellants are disposed off in above terms.

i l
[
l
|

1
i - \ e\ \;\
3 R
l (FTHAR )
| T Sga (SAUITH)
By Speed Post
To _ _
1 | Shri Il(esharam Kumbharam  Chaudhary, Tgﬁ HIRY PHRH Eﬁaﬂ
‘ Rallway‘Slum Area, ‘ (S Tax 399' No.
Nr Gurudwara, AMTPC7873NSD001)
‘New Kandla - Yo o Ui TR & U
R | | 2 Bisdl (FD)
‘ Cod
2 | Shri Kesharam Chaudari, ‘ sz“[ Fora el
Slum Area, Railway Colony, (S Tax Reg. No.
New Kandia Kutch ALMPC2392HST001)
(AL‘MPCEJZBS?HSTOO 1) E . Qﬁ’tﬂ | , ¥ ur
| ; o Hiedl (@)
; i
3 M/s Chandrashekhar Maurya, oft TER T U

. |

!
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V2/1/GDM/2018
g | !
House NO. B-66, Rotary Nagar, ‘ BI3Y A §-66
Section -6, Gandhidham 1 A @':FIF{
(ARPPM9205PSD001) R
Tn%ﬂum (D)
Copy to:
1) The Principal Chief Commissioner, CGST & Central Excme Ahmedabad

2)

3)

4)

e

Zone, Ahmedabad for kind information please. 1'

The Commissioner, CGST ;& Central I‘xcnse Gandhidham
Commissionerate, Gandhidham (Kutch) for necessary action.

The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner, Central GST Urban Division,
Gandhidham for necessary action. S

The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner, Central GST' Rural Division,
Gandhidham for necessary action. ‘

Guard File. 6)F.No.VV2/269/GDM/2017 7)F.No. V2/1/GDM/2018
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