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(A)

(i)

(i)

3T IS HE&T (Order-In-Appeal No.):

RAJ-EXCUS-000-APP-028-2018-19

3eRr @ Rt / S e A e
Date of Order: 20.04.2018 Date of issue: 23.04.2018

Passed by Shri Chandrakant Valvi, Commissioner , Central GST & Excise, Bhavnagar

IO FEAT 6/R0%6-H.3.9]. (WAL RAlF to.t0.080 F Ty qg NF 3fifww 3meer &
04/09-TH.EY. f&aTich 9€.98.20%0 & AT H, A Gegebled doidY, HYFT, ol o] Td Jar
3R 3ewE Yo AR A Rea ATty & amies, T e g HARTA oy H
URT 39 & 3T goF T 95 el F Feesl 7 ey INT w F 3w F 30T wREd F w9
& fagera T o 3.

In pursuance to Board’s Notification No. 26/2017-C.Ex.(NT) dated 17.10.217 read
with Board’s Order No. 05/2017-ST dated 16.11.2017, Shri Chandrakant Valvi,
Commissioner , Central GST & Excise, Bhavnagar has been appointed as Appellate Authority
for the purpose of passing orders in respect of appeals filed under Section 35 of Central
Excise Act, 1944 and Section 85 of the Finance Act, 1994.

I FFA/ VIad IYFA/ 3AYFA/ FEIAF HIF, dhogid 3cdiG Aeh/ VA, TSiehic / AMHAIR
/ | EERT SRS S A e A Ghowa: / 7
Arising out of above mentioned OIO issued by Additional/Joint/Deputy/Assistant

Commissioner, Central Excise / Service Tax, Rajkot / Jamnagar / Gandhidham
3Rl & WG &1 A UG 9T /Name & Address of the Appellants & Respondent :-
M/s. Atul Motors Pvt. Ltd., Rajkot - Jamnagar Highway,, Hapa,, Jamnagar.,

g IuEHe) ¥ g w5 @fFd Felaf@a aF & suged wiftelr / wrfaetor & aee
HT TR T Ghar g1/

Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal to the appropriate authority
in the following way.

WA e Fodid oG Yod  Td Jarsd Ffeid ~AnfBeor & 9id 3l S 3 geh
FRWTH ,1944 91 arT 358 & iddd vd  fded AT, 1994 Hr GrT 86 &F 3idda
frafaf@a s & S Jadl § 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:-

TR A @ GRS W A WA Yo, Feed Scdiee Yok Ud Jarnt srdeir
IRITEROT &7 Ay @15, 3¢ sdld 7 2, IN. F. Q@HA, 75 oo, A & o= qRe |/

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.

3T GREAE 1(a) 3 Fa1C v Irdel & remar AW F 3rfel WAL ek, FAI IcuE Yoh UF
mmmmw(m)ﬁmmm,,aﬁmmwwm
IEHSIEIG- 3¢oote HY FI =N =AY I/

To the West regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal {CESTAT) at,

2nd Floor, Bhaumali Bhawan, Asarwa Ahmedabad-380016 in case of appeals other than as
mentioned in para- 1(a) above




(iii) mmﬁwkmmmam*mmmerﬁ(m)m,zom,
¥ @139 6 & Jiadid PEIRA BT a9 Y99 EA-3 @ 9 9fdl ¥ aof R Siem @iy | g &
FH Y BH OF UG K A, ST 3G YeF BT AT [SASN A AT AR AT IR SAT, T S
AE AT 3T HH, 5 @ T I 50 F@ ITIC aF IUAT 50 oG TIC A Wb § Al HAW
1,000/- T, 5,000/- T 3rerar 10,000/~ T & A 50 e $r gfd Howar w1 FeiRa
Acch I IR, TADT A FARTHEAOT f AW & HWeRh IATECR & o A fradr o
Frifoerd 87 & d garn ol Y@ifhd &% gFe garT R ST AT | §ERd gve @ s,
& &1 39 am@r F g o S Gdfod rdely sarnfRERer dr arar R b o) s sneer
(¥ AR & AT HAGH-IT F W 500/- T9C &7 AR e AT HiTalm gham 1/

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.5000/-,
Rs.10,000/ - where amount of duty demand/inferest/ ipenalty/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 Asst.
Registrar of branch of any nominated public sector bank of the place where the bench of an
nominated public sector bank of the glace where the bench of the Tribunal is situated.
Application made for grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 500/-.
AT SAAMOHOT & HART 3r¥m e AfATH, 1994 & GRT 86(1) F AN JdTR
B} frewmareh, 1994, & faw 9(1) & ded iR 997 S.1.-5 F aR gfedl & 1 o @l vd 3%
ey fw e & faeg il & AR @), 3w gfd @ A Fea Y (39H A v ufd gered
g TRY) X SAH ¥ A ¥ FH U Uld F A, @7 Jare] H Fler sarer Fr Afr 3R qemar
AAT AT, TIC 5 AW AT IAG FA, 5 O TV AT 50 @ IIC aF AT 50 NG T F
& § & @ 1,000/~ ¥, 5,000/~ $94 Far 10,000/- ¥9F & R s@w e $r ufa
Hoee Y| fAuiRa gk & e, Wit ey sarnfaeor $r amar § wEEe o 3
A A R o Wrdfees &1 & d ganT o @ik dF 3T ganT R ST Wik | Pﬁﬁp
SITC T ST, o I 3G MWT H AT AU SigT el ey =araniereor v emar ffud §
R IR (¥ ) & T 3deer-a7 & W 500/~ F9¢ F ARG e ST HEw g |/

The appeal under sub section_(1) of Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994, to the Appellate
Tribunal Shall be filed in qliia%%uaﬁ)lhcate in Form S.T.5 as prescribed under Rule 9 15) of the
an

Service Tax Rules, 1994 be accompanied by a copy of the order appeale a%%i(r)lft

1994,

(one of which shall be certified copy) and should be accompanied lgf a fees of Rs. 1
where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty levied of Rs. 5 Lakhs or less,
Rs.5000/- where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty levied is more
than five lakhs but not exceeding Rs. Fifty Lakhs, Rs.10,000/- where the amount of service
tax & interest demanded & penalty levied is more than fifty Lakhs rupees, 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/-.

) g M, 1994 1 arr 86 $T 3R (2) UF (24) F 9T goF #T IR e, QA
fAaemardly, 1994, & AT 9(2) vd 9(2A) & dgd ARG yusr S.T.-7 & & ST TFel vd Ig&H @Y
IGF, Feald 3cUTE Yooh IYAT T (HNe), FT 3cUle Yoeh aRT IR 3T Hr gfaar
oad Y (37 q T gfd ganfoig glelr wifge) 3R NgFT SaRT Wedd JgE HUEr I,
FET 3cUTE e/ AT, Fr INERT FARIRT 7 HSG aof FY 1 I 2T AT A
afd o e 3 FeraeT el gl | /

The appeal under sub section (2) and (2A) of the section 86 the Finance Act 1994, shall b, ¥
filed in For ST.7 as prescribed under Rule 9 é2) & 9(2A) of the Service Tax Rules, 1994 p
shall be accompanied by a copfy 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.

(@) Hem gew, S0 3G YoF UF JarRT el TR (ARee) & ufa el & AR F
3cure Yooh HARATA 1944 F1 GRT 350w & 3JicdeTd, S & faccha fdfaer, 1994 $r arr 83 &
et Qa8 @l i A §, 5 IS & 9fd ey witeter F adie aRa @Eg 3o
eﬁ/aaTw:ﬂi?TaMog%am(m%),mmwgﬁmﬁmﬁﬁg,msﬁﬁmaﬁm@m
faafea &, &1 gerae R ST, aend 6 su uRT & i o R e atel 3T &7 URY gw
5 TIC ¥ 3#fqF 7 ghi :

P 3G Yok T AR & A “HiET T aIw e F AT iR
(i) aRT 11 & & AT B .
(i) QeAdT STAT Fr ol IS aTera iy
(i) V=dc FTAT PTATAN F AFH 6 F AT T W
- god T® F 39 9RT & wEue facdl (6. 2) sffawer 2014 & aRe @ qf fRE srdel
iR & WHET Tauriee ere 316l ud 3der & de) 6l gierl/

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 payment of 10% of the duty
demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or pena.lt%, 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, “Dut%Demanded” shall include :
i) amount determined under Section 11 D;
1) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;

i) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules
- provided further that the provisions of this Section shall not apply to the stay

application and appeals pending before any appellate authori rior to the commencement of
the Finance (No.2) Act, 2814. yap P
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:ﬂ'ai TIER $Y TAaTor AT :
evision application to Government of India: ,
wa@rﬁyﬂmu@wﬁmﬁﬁa H, T 30 Yok JAIH, 1994 H URy
35EE & SRIH W & 3iad Ia¥ e, SR SR, IRl dee SS, fied FAI0E, Tored
Aﬁsmr,‘q‘hfr Hﬁ{? sgavr elﬂtr sata:rmnga‘r a5 fgeel-110001, & BT ST wrRY) /

revision application lies to the Under Secret: to the G i isi
Application Bmt, Ministry of Finance, De art?m%rr}l, o(% Re%qng‘é?mﬂﬁn%lggrfngé%’va%evlljségn

Building, Parliament Stréet, New Delhi-110001, under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944 74
respect of the following case, governed by first proviso to sub-section (1) o? Seci?ion—SSB i9bid: n

i AT & A T & A &, SET JHae R AT B AR SREE @ $ER IE & 9

& N a1 Rl 3o FREw A1 T R TS 91BN I A @Y SR I YR & SR, ar e

;fﬁqgﬁ;ﬂﬂmmﬁm*%mm*ﬁm,%ﬁmmﬁrﬁmmﬁm%w
E I < I

{g g%%(i ﬁ)érag)é tlgf; glf §oods, where the loss occurs in transit from a factory to a warehouse or

rom one warechouse to another during the course of processing of the
goods in a warehOuse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehouse P &

W%mﬁnﬂmm&ﬁﬁﬁaﬁamr@m*ﬁﬁmﬁwmmwmﬁ
?ﬁwmaw%gz(ﬁéz)%nm@rﬁ,mwﬁm%ﬁwmmwﬁaﬁaaﬁrm%‘l

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 manufagture- of theygoods I\;vyhich are err};ported to any
country or territory outside India.

aﬁm%ﬁwwﬁwﬁmm%aﬁ,mmmaﬁmﬁmﬁa%mm%l/

In case of goods exf)’orted outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of duty.

FREa 3c0g & 3culee YoF F WA H AT S 38 Hie sw wPEE @ sas Rl

yraert & aga e B g § v T e o amgE (@) & qar Rea sffaE @ 2),
1998 &Y &RT 109 & ganm =g #1718 Al 3ruar AR @ a1 91§ JF uia fFv aw gy

Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final products

under the ptrovisions of this Act or the Rules made there under such order is passed by the

gotmrlrblgssmner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under Sec. 109 of the I?inance 0.2)
ct, .

IWIed 3MdesT @ ar Sidar gud @Ear EA-8 #, St I G IcUEs Yoo () [AuHATae,
2001, & @97 9 & 3gda RRARS §, 5@ 3w & @Owor & 3 AR F A0 H e wfRe |
IUNFT IAET F WY FA WA g el 3mexr H a1 fdai Forer &y S aigrl Wy Sy
3c9e o e, 1944 &1 anr 35-EE & aga uiRa e &1 s@m@el & @y F ak W
TR-6 $T Uy HerweT T S aifguy /

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 QIO and Order-In-Appeal. It should also be accomgan_led b%/ 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.

TE{RIOT 3dee & WY Arfafdd Wi e &1 el f ol @fee | _
STl HerdeT T Ueh oW €U AT I HH & A FIA 200/ FSPEIARA AT ¢ W AR Feroo
{HA Tah ol ®9 @ ST 8 aF 9 1000 -/ &7 37T ST |

The revision application 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 more than
Rupees One Lac.

AR T IFRY F FS A AW T AARY § A AT A I F AT Yo H A, 30T
G § AT oI TR 36 a2 F Y gU o H forwr U 1 ¥ gue & fAv guieafa sridRr
TAMRROT B U NN AT FAT WA H Tk IJAeA AT S & | / In case, if the order
covers various numbers of order- in Original, fee for each Q.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 lfs. 1 Jlakh fee of Rs. 100/- for each.

TN AT Yo AT, 1975, F I3Tgd-1 F FFEN Ao HE 06 RET T H

i o PURE 6.50 T H AT ek e ea @ awfev] /

(@) f lication or O.1.O. a§ the case may be, and the order of the adjudicatin
agfhgggy si'):laﬁl peé(m:' a court fee stamp of Rs. 6.50 ag prescribed under Schedule-I in terms o%
the Courit Fee Act, 1975, as amended.

AT UeF, FET 3T Yo U QA AR S ritetor () e, 1982 # i
UE 3 defPud Al H aEAtad e are et i AR o eure g R S g/

Attention is also invited to the rules covering these and other related matters contained in the
Cug{i)rlr?él, 1I%:a(cissc()e gg?i Service Appellate Tribugnal {Procedure) Rules, 1982

Foq FNANT TRF I INT AT W § FoAa A9F, BEgd AN ANTaHm e & v,
I fiemelt Remi dgasT www.cbec.gov.in F &@& Fhd § | /

For the elaborate, detailed and latest provisions relating to filing of appeal to the higher
appellate authority, the appellant may relfer to the Departmental website www.cbec.gov.in







. Appeal No 130/RAJ/2017

:: ORDERs IN APPEAL ::

M/s. Atul Motors Pvt Ltd., Rajkot-Jamnagar Highway, Hapa, Jamnagar,
holding the Service Tax Registration No AADCA1551AST004, has filed present appeal
against the Order-In-Original ( hereinafter referred to as “ the impugned orders”)

passed by the respective adjudicating authority (hereinafter referred to as “the lower
adjudicating authorities”) as under -

Sr | Appeal No. OIO No. & Date Adjudicating Amt. Period involved
No. Authority Involved
A B C i D E F
1 130/RAJ/2017 | DC/JAM/ST/47/2016- | D.C., C.Ex. & 40,18,462/- | 01.07.2012
17, dtd 17.02.2017 S.Tax Division to 31.03.2015
Jamnagar

a -

Briefly stated facts of the case are that the appellant is a dealer of M/s.
Maruti Suzuki India Ltd and a service provider and holding separate service tax
registration for different business units at different places. The inquiry initiated by
DGCEI, Rajkot, revealed that Appellant from the above registered business premise
was collecting service charges of Rs.6400/- per vehicle from their customers as
“handling charges” and did not pay service tax for the period from 01.07.2012 to
31.03.2015. The services rendered by the Appellant appeared to be taxable services
with effect from 01.07.2012 under Section 65 (B) (44) of the Finance Act, 1994
(hereinafter referred to as “the Act”.) Accordingly, show cause notices was issued to the
Appellant demanding service tax as mentioned in ‘Column E’ of the Table hereinabove
under Section 73 of the Act along with interest under section 75 of the Act and penalty
under 78 of the Act. This show cause notices was adjudicated vide impugned order by
the lower adjudicating authority confirming demand of service tax along with interest

and imposing penalty under Section 78 of the Act.

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellant preferred the present

appeal mainly on the following grounds:

() Service charges collected by the appellant were nothing but expenses incurred
by them prior to sale of vehicle and subsequently recovered from the customer at the
time of sale of vehicle, without providing any service whatsoever.

(i)  Activities undertaken by them from the stage of receiving the car/ vehicle and
upto the delivery of the same to their customer were nothing but services availed by

them for themselves only since at the time no car/ vehicle were apportioned to any

customer. &
i Page 3 of 9
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Appeal No 130/RAJ/2017

4
(i) Even though activity of selling car without charging ‘service charges' was

possible, however, recovering ‘service charges’ without selling car was not possible,
meaning thereby, that recovering service charges and selling of cars were mutually
integrated and bundled.

(iv)  Adjudicating authority has ignored the clarification given at last Para of Circular
dated 05.03.2003 which says that ‘any activity of sales dealer at the pre-sale stage or at
the time of sale will not come under the purview of service tax.

(v)  As appellant had not provided any services to their customer and hence
impugned order is against the provisions of Section 66B of the Act read with Section
65B(44) of the Act; that the appellant indeed received some consideration in form of
“service/handling charges” from their customers at the time of sale of vehicle which was
not for any activity carried out by them but was for the recovery of expenses (like

unloading expenses, washing expenses, pre-delivery inspection expenses, petrol

-

expenses, etc.) incurred by them for services availed prior to the sale of vehicle; tha’f_\Q

when these expenses were originally incurred by them the prospective'customer (from
whom these expenses have been recovered as ‘service/ handling charges’ at the time
of sale of vehicle ) was nowhere in picture i.e. at the time of incurring of these
expenses, ho vehicle had been apportioned to the particular prospective customer; that
at the time of recovery of said ‘service/ handling charges’ there was never any relation
of ‘service provider’ and ’éervice availer' between the appellant and the prospective
customer and therefore confirming recovery of service tax on such amount is untenable.
(viy  They are primarily providing services of selling car/ vehicle (trading of goods )
and services in dispute are sundry services; that services of ‘tradi}ng of goods’ is
essential character of such services and hence provision of other sundry services are
naturally bundled services in the ordinary course of business; that in their case main
services is integrally connected with the provisions of other sundry services; that they
have provided bundled service in the present case; that activity of “trading of goods” is
covered under the negative list of services under the Act and hence impugned order
co'nfirming the demand on sundry services is against the provisions of Section 66F of
the Act.

(viiy Itis a settled legal position that any expenditure incurred by a dealer before sale
and to make the goods available to the intending customer at the place of sale is part
and parcel of the taxable turnover liable to sales tax/ vat unless exempted otherwise;
that since such expenditures are part and parcel of the taxable turnover liable to sales
tax/ VAT, the no service tax was péyable on such expenditure. Appellant referred
decision of Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case of M/s. Dyer Meking Breweries Ltd
reported as (1970) 3 SCC 253, M/s. Kirampudi sugar Milis Ltd reported .as 86 STC
1991, M/s. Arvind Motors reported as 59 STC 337 . Appellant further reported service
tax case laws in the case of M/s. Automotive Manufactures reportéd as 2015 (38) STR
1191 (Tri-Mumbai) and M/s. Indian Oil Corporation Ltd reported as 2015 (38) STR 501

Z(J Page 4 of 9
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(Tri-Mumbai). Appellant submit that “handling charges’ are part of “ex showroom price”

and relied upon the decision of Hon'ble CESTAT in the case of M/s. Maruti Suzuki India
Ltd reported as 2015 (315) ELT 397 (Tri-Delhi).; that therefore, confirming service tax
on “handling charges” which is a part of “ex showroom price is not tenable; that they
have now accepted the legal position that such ‘service/ handling charges’ are part of
their sale price of the vehicles and accordingly, the same have been absorbed in their
basic price and in support of their submission appellant produced sample copies of
recent sale invoices.
(vii) CBEC vide Circular No. 699/15/2003-Cx dated 05.03.2003 has categorically
clarified that any activity of sales dealer at the pre-sale stage or at the time of sale will
not come under the purview of service tax; that the circular is applicable in their case
even after regime effective from 01.07.2012.
(x)  The impugned order is partly barred by limitation as there is nd ingredients to
invoke extended period of limitation; that it was their bonafide belief that such
‘service/handling charges’ were not liable to service tax and therefore, there is no
.~ ~ ~suppression of facts or willful mis-statement on their part; that interest and penalty is

also not imposable as recovery of service tax itself is unsustainable in law.

4, Personal hearing in the matter was attended by Shri Dinesh Kumar Jain,
Chartered Accountant, to represent the appeal. Shri Jain reiterated grounds of appeals
alongwith various judgments and referred Board's circular No. 699/15/2003-Cx dated
05.03.2003 and requested to drop the case.

FINDINGS

-~ 5. -1 have carefully gone through the facts of the case, the impugned order,
@ appeal memorandum and the submissions made by the appellant in writing as well as
orally at the time of personal hearing. The issue to be decided in the matter is whether
appellant is liable to pay service tax on the service charges recovered by them from

their customers or not?

6. | find that Appellant has contested the issue on the ground that charges
recovered by them are towards expenses incurred prior to sale of vehicle and
subsequently recovered from the customer without providing any service. Appellant also
contended that activities undertaken by them from ‘the stage of receiving the car’ to ‘the
delivery to the customer’ were services availed for themselves and not apportioned to
the customer. | find that the argument become void as much as appellant is charging a
fixed amount of Rs.6400/- per vehicle from the customer. Once a consideration is
charged and recovered, over and above price of the goods, it can not be said that the

| Page 5 of 9
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activity carried out by them is for themselves. | further find that Appellant has

contradictions in their argument that their activity is ‘sundry services’ provided with main
services of “trading activity” thus treéting the activity as provision of services to the
customers. It is contended that at the time of incurring expenses (Which are recovered
as “handling charges”) no vehicle had been apportioned to any customer and there is

3

no relation of ‘service provider' and “service receiver”. | find that once customer agrees
fo pay the amount, relation of ‘service provider’ and “service receiver stands
established and amount so charged is consideration for such services and therefore, |
do not agree that the services are availed by them and no services are provided by
them to customers. | also find that recovery of separate charges as “service charges” in
addition to sale value of the goods negates the argument of ‘bundled services’. The
reliance placed on CBEC Circular No. 699/15/2003-Cx dated 05.03.2003, is also
misplaced in as much as clarification is given with regard to activity of Teflon coating by
sales dealer distinguishing it from services classifiable under “Authorized service Q
station” prior to negative list regime introduced with effect from 01.07.2012 under the
Finance Act, 1994.

7. Appellant has contended that the recovery of service charges are part of sales
and any expendituré incurred by a dealer before sale is part and parcel of the taxable
turnover liable to sales tax/ VAT. Appellant relied upon the Hon'ble Supreme Court's
decision in the case of M/s. Dyer Meaking Breweries Ltd reported as 1970 (3) SCC 253.
| find from the sample invoices dated 29.08.2012, 09.10.2013 & 09.03.2015 submitted
along with the Appeal Memorandum that charges are recovered ‘separately as

“Handling Charges” and no Sales Tax or VAT has been paid.

7.1 The Invoices show that VAT @12.5% is paid by the Appellants on assessable O
value of the vehicles and Rs.6400/- shown as handling charges, which has not been
included in the assessable value for VAT and has not been considered for assessment

of VAT at all. The Appellant produced a copy of Hon’ble Supreme Court’s decision in

the case of M/s. Dyer Meaking Breweries Ltd, [1970 (3) SCC 253]. Relevant portion of

the judgment reads as under:-

“8. It is common ground that the sale of the liquor took place in
Emakulam. The company arranges to transport liquor for sale from
the factories fo tits warehouse at Ernakulam. IT was not brought for
any individual customer. Al the expenditure incurred is prior to the
sale and was evidently a component of the price for which the
goods were sold. It is true that separate bills were made out for the
price of the goods ex-factory and for ‘freight and handling charges”.
But, in our judgment, the Tribunal was right in holding that the
exemption under Clause (f) of Rule 9 applies when the freight and
charges for packing and delivery are found to be incidental to the
sale and when they are specified and charged for by the dealer
separately and expenditure incurred for freight and packing and
delivery charges prior to the sale and for transporting the goods

e
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from the factories to the warehouse of the company is not
admissible under rule 9(f). Rule 9 (f) seeks to exclude only those
charges which are incurred by the dealer either expressly or by
necessary implication for and on behalf of the purchaser after the
sale when the dealer undertakes to transport the goods and to
deliver the same or where the expenditure is incurred as an
incident of sale. It is not intended to exclude from the taxable
turnover any component of the price, expenditure incurred by the
dealer which he had to incur before sale and to make the goods
available to the intending customer at the place of sale.”

7.2 | find that above decision of Hon'ble Supreme Court was dealing with the
provisions of Kerala General Sales Tax Rules,1963. The matter was relating to
expenses incurred towards transportation of liquor arranged by the appellant and bills
were raised separately in addition to ex-factory sale price and said charges were not
computed by the appellant for Taxable Turn Over. Therefore, | am not able to convince
myself to consider that the judgment is anyway applicable to the present case on hand.

Similarly, issue involved in the decision of Hon'ble High Court of Andhra Pradesh in the

- ease of M/s. Kirlampudi Sugar Mills {86 (STC) 1991] and Hon'ble High Court Karnataka

in the case of M/s. Arvind Motors [59 (STC) 337] were also in respect of inclusion of
freight charges in Taxable Turnover under Andhra Pradesh General Sales Tax Ct, 1957
and Karnataka Sales Tax Act,1957. | also find that the appellant has produced sample
invoices dated 11.11.2016 & 09.01.2017 to submit that “handling/ service charges”
recovered by them are now absorbed in basic price. Thus, the facts not disputed are

that “service charges/ handling charges ” recovered by them were not part of the
assessable value under Sales Tax/ VAT law of State Government. Thus, | find that
Appellants have misplaced the reliance on these decisions as much as charges
recovered by the appellant are not included in the assessable value for the VAT and
these decisions are in respect of state sales tax laws and prior to introduction of service

tax.

8. Appéllant has relied upon Hon'ble CESTAT's decision in the case of Ms.
Automotive Manufacturers P Ltd [2015(38) STR 1191) Tri-Mum)]. | find that the demand
of service tax in that case was on ‘handling charges' incurred in connection with
procurement of goods, which are included in the value of the goods sold and sales tax/
VAT liability was discharged by the assessee on the value inclusive of the handling
charges, whereas, in the present case VAT/Sales Tax is not assessed on value

inclusive of service charges recovered by the Appellant.

8.1 The Hon'ble CESTAT’s decision in the case of M/s. Indian Oil Corporation Ltd
reported as 2015 (38) STR 501 (Tri-Mumbai) also is not applicable as in the said case,
demand of service tax was on the Contractual Value of Sale Price where Sale Price

between two parties was arrived at by treating a pre-determined expense of handling of
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cargo under an agreement and where expenses incurred by the Appellants were for

their own purpose.

8.2 Since, the two case laws discussed above deal With different set of facts, they
can not be made applicable to this case on hand. Thus, | uphold_the confirmation of
demand under Section 73 and payment of interest under Section 75 as held under the

impugned order.

9. Regarding extended period, | find that negative list regime is very unequivocal,
and except the categories mentioned therein, no activity is entitled for exemption from

being levied service tax leaving no scope to harbor any doubt. | find that the Appellant

has recovered the amount from the customer by stating it as ‘Service charges” in their -

invoices, however, appellants argued that the said recovery is towards sales of goods
and hence they did not pay service tax on this amount. Therefore, it is evident that there
was/is no ambiguity in law and the appellants an established private limited company,
managed by professionals have distorted law to evade payment of service tax and did
not bring the relevant material facts to the notice of the department at any point of time.
In this context, l'rely on the Order passed by the Hon’ble CESTAT, Chennai, in the case
of M/s.TVS Motor Co. Ltd. reported in 2012 (28) S.T.R. 127 (Tri. - Chennai), 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 impugned services provided during the relevant period.”

9.1 Considering the facts of the case, required ingredient of suppression of these
facts, mis-statement etc. for invoking extended period is found to be existing in this case
and such suppression was not without intention to evade the tax. |, therefore, do not

subscribe to the contention of the Appellant and reject the same being devoid of merits.

10. I also find that the lower adjudicating authority has rightly imposed penalty under
Section 78 upon the appellants as they have suppressed the facts as discussed in
foregoing Para by not declaring the material facts before the department. Hence,
penalty imposed under Section 78 of the Act with option to pay reduced penalty @25%
of demand confirmed, if service tax is paid alongwith interest and reduced penalty within

30 days of receipt of order is correct, legal and proper.

10.1 As discussed in Para 9; the appellants have failed to declare the correct
information. in their ST-3 returns for the relevant period and therefore imposition of

penalty on the appellant under Section 78 of the Act is also justified.
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11. In view of above discussion and findings, | uphold the impugned orders in toto

and reject the appeal filed by the Appellant- assessee.

R, IR GaRT Gof Y IS e T FueRT IIEFT aiF & fFar Srer ¥
12.  The appeal filed by the Appellant stand disposed off in above terms.

mﬁh\\é

By R.P.AD,.
To

M/s. Atul Motors P Ltd, Y A Aled W s,
@\”‘“‘Rajkot-Jamnagar Highway, ToThle- SATHFIN 8154,
Hapa, Jamnagar : gl SITHAAIN

Copy to:-

1. The Chief Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Ahmedabad Zone, Ahmedabad.
2. The Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Rajkot Commlssmnerate Rajkot.

3. The Addl. Commissioner, CGST Rajkot

4. The Deputy Commissioner, CGST Division Jamnagar-I/ Jamnagar—ll

5.4 The Superintendent, AR-Jamnagar (Through DC , CGST Divn. Jamnagar )
. Guard File.
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