Tiat D13

AT (dTew) HT FTATE, IR UF A HT I FENT 3G Yo

O/0C THE COMMISSIONER (APPEALS), GST & CENTRAL EXCISE
Ziad aer, S v & HaeT [ 2" Floor. GST Bhavan,
™ g N ﬂg, / Race Course Ring Road,
TTHIE / Rajkot — 360 001
x No. 0281 —2477952/244 1142 Email: cexa

L e o m T T P

2.

D gmail.com

pealsrajkot@

:

Woees s& w @ @ -

(A)

0]

(i)

(iii)

(B)

HAST /B BEET / A IET H / R f
Appeal / IFile No. 0.1.0. No. Date |
V2/109 to 112, 118 to 120/RRAJ/2017 12-18/5T/Ref/2017 16.01.2017
V2/207/RAJ/2017 60/ST/REF/2017 22.02.2017
V2/208,209/RAJ/2017 56,57/ST/REF/2017 20.02.2017
V2/210,211/RAJ/2017 59,58/ST/REF/2017 21.02.2017

ATl AR FE&AT (Order-In-Appeal No.):

RAJ-EXCUS-000-APP-089-TO-100-2018-19

e F feeAaw / S & T arlE /
Date of Order: 18.05.2018 Date of issue: 22.05.2018

FAR HAW, 31g3d @rdres), Tsrhie eanT ol /

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

I HFA] VYRS HYFA SULHA WERF R, FeEA 3G o WaIR, T [ SR | T @ seiiaa s
AT Few ¥ g /

Arising out of above mentioned OIO issued by Additional/JointiDeputy/Assistant Commissioner, Central Excise / Service Tax,
Rajkot / Jamnagar / Gandhidham

Fferwar & widaey &1 719 vd uar /Name&Address of the Appellants & Respondent -

M/s. Shanti Structure P. Ltd., 205, Sanskar, Opp : K.K.V. Hall 150 Feet Ring Road
Kalawad Road ,Rajkot -360 005
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Any person aggrieved by this Order-in-Appeal may file an appeal to the appropriate authority in the following way.
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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:-
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The special bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal of West Block No. 2, R.K. Puram, New Dethi in alil
matters relating to classification and valuation.
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To the West regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appeliate Tribunal (CESTAT) at, 2™ Floor, Bhaumali Bhawan,
Asarwa Ahmedabad-380016 in case of appeals other than as mentioned in para- 1{a) above
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The appeal to the Appeliate 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 duly demand/interest/penalty/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 any nominated public sector 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/-.
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The appeal under sub section (1) of Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994, to the Appeliate Tribunal Shall be filed in
quadruplicate in Form S.T.5 as prescribed under Rule 9(1) of the Service Tax Rules, 1994, and Shall be accompaniec by a
copy of the order appealed against {one of which shall be certified copy) and should be accompanied by a fees of Rs.
1000/- 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 & penally levied is more than five lakhs but not exceeding Rs. Fifty Lakhs,
Rs.10,000/- where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penally levied is more than fifty Lakhs rupees, in the
bank draft in favour of the Assistant Registrar of the bench of nominated Public Sector Bank of the place
Tribunal is situated. / Application made for grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.500/-.
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The appeai 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 accormpanied 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.
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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 payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penally, 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 :

0] amount determined under Section 11 D;
(i} amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
(iii) 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 authority prior to the commencement of the Finance (No.2) Act, 2014.
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Revision apphcauon to Government of India:
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A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Government of India, Revision Application 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:
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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 one
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
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In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any couniry 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.
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In case of goods exponed outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without payment of duty.
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Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final products under the provisions of this Act or
the Rules made there under such order is passed by the Commissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under Sec.
109 of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998.
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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 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.
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The revision appTication 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.
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In case, if the order covers various numbers of order- in Original, fee for each O.1.0. should be paid in the aforesaid manner,
not withstanding the fact that the one appeal to the Appeliant 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.
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One copy of application or O.1.O. 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-l in terms of the Court Fee Act, 1975, as amended.
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Allentlon is also invited to the rules covering these and other related matiers contained in the Customs, Excise and Service

Appeliate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.
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For the elaborate, detailed and latest provisions relatmg to filing of appeal to the higher appellate authority, the appellant may
refer 10 the Departmental website www.cbec.gov.in
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Appeal No. V2/109 to 112, 118 to 120 & 207 to 210/RAJ/2017

:: ORDERAN-ARPEAL ::

M/s. Shanti Structure Pvt. Ltd., 205, Sanskar, Opp. KKV Hall, 150 Feet Ring
Road, Kalawad Road, Rajkot — 360 005 (hereinafter referred to as “appellant”) has filed

below mentioned appeals against Orders-in-Original No. (hereinafter referred to as

‘impugned order”) shown against each appeal, passed by the Assistant Commissioner,

Service Tax Division, Rajkot (hereinafter referred to as “the lower adjudicating

authority”).
Sr Appeal No. 010 No. Description of service | Government | Amount of | Amount
No. provided Authority/ Service of ,
Local Tax interest
Authority claimed for | claimed
refund for refund
(Rs.) (Rs.)
] 2 3 4 5 , 6 7
1 V2/109/RAJI2017 | 18/ST/REF/2017 | Construction of new | NBCC (India) | 65,04,389 | 1,63,410
dated 16.01.17 library  building  at | Ltd.
SVNIT, Surat
2 V2/110/RAJI2017 | 13/ST/REF/2017 | Providing Stainless | Prasar 24,29,832 | 1,21,726
ﬂ dated 16.01.17 Steel Space Frame | Bharti, All
N Structure for SVNIT, | India Radio
Surat
3 V2/111/RAJ/2017 | 12/ST/REF/2017 | Construction of class | Gujarat 2,88,572 5,018
dated 16.01.17 rooms at  Primary | Council of
‘ Schools in  various | Elementary
vilage of Junagadh | Education
District
4 V2/112/RAJI2017 | 14/ST/REF/2017 | Conversion of Garbage | Rajkot 3,00,972 3,493
dated 16.01.17 Transfer Station into | Municipal
semi-closed Garbage | Corporation
Transfer Station
5 V2/118/RAJ/I2017 | 16/ST/REF/2017 | Construction of Transit | CPWD, Diu 21,014 891
dated 16.01.17 Hostel Facility at Diu :
6 V2/119/RAJ/2017 | 15/ST/REF/2017 | Construction of | Omnibus - 1,80,476
dated 16.01.17 Hospital at Diu Industrial
Development
Corporation
7 V2/120/RAJ/2017 | 17/STIREF/2017 | Construction of | Airport --- 8,106
@ dated 16.01.17 Balance Perimeter | Authority  of
Road (Phase-lll) at| India
Surat
8 V2/207/RAJI2017 | 60/ST/REF/2017 | Construction of sub- | Project 48,720 1,270
dated 22.02.17 centre  building  at | Implementati
Lakhtar, District | on Unit,
Surendranagar Gandhinagar
9 V2/208/RAJ/2017 | 56/ST/REF/2017 | Construction of Modal | Executive 2,70,041 158
dated 20.02.17 School  Building  at | Engineer,
' Patdi, District - R & B
Surendranagar Division, D i
Surendranag W
ar
10 V2/209/RAJ/2017 | 57/IST/REF/2017 | Construction of Govt. | Executive 4,00,004 -
dated 20.02.17 Higher Secondary | Engineer,
School at Patdi, | R & B
Surendranagar Division,
Surendranag
ar
11 V2/210/RAJ/2017 | 59/ST/REF/2017 | Construction of Model | Executive 6,16,092 --
dated 21.02.17 School  Building at | Engineer,
Lakhtar, District -—-1|R & B

Page No. 3 of 9
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Appeal No. V2/109 to 112, 118 to 120 & 207 to 210/RAJ/2017

Surendranagar Division,
Surendranag
ar
V2/211/RAJ/2017 | 58/ST/IREF/2017 | Construction of Govt. | Executive 16,238 250

dated 21.02.17 Higher Secondary | Engineer,
School at Madhada, | R & B

Bhavnagar Division,
Bhavnagar
2. The brief facts of the case are that appellant, a service provider of construction

services and works contract services to Government, Government authorities and to
local government authorities, filed various refund claims in terms of Section 102 of the
Finance Act, 1994 (hereinafter referred to as “the Act”), inserted vide Finance Act, 2016,
in respect of service tax paid by them during the period from 01.04.2015 to 29.02.2016.
SCNs were issued to the appellant proposing rejection of refund claim on the grounds
narrated in the SCNs. The lower adjudicating authority has, vide impugned orders

rejected refund claims on the following grounds:

(i) Appellant has taken and utilized cenvat credit but no reversal under Rule 6(3) of
Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 has been made by them and they have also not produced

any separate calculation/work-sheet for the cenvat credit;

(i) Appellant has not provided the required documents such as payment particular of
service tax and interest, copy of invoices issued under Rule 4A, copy of GAR-7 challans

indicating date of payment of service tax for particular work etc.;

(i) RA Bills submitted by them were not signed by service provider and service

receiver;

(iv) Appellant did not produce supporting documents regarding status of service
receivers, therefore, it cannot be proved that appellant has provided services to the

Government authority or local government authority; \\((\/\/\\_\“Q

(v) Appellant did not file refund claims of Rs. 49,990, Rs. 2,70,199, Rs. 4,00,004, Rs.
6,16,092 and Rs. 16,238 within time limit prescribed under Section 102 of the Act;

(vi)  Appellant has charged service tax from the service receivers and thus it is not
established that they have not passed on the incidence of service tax to the service

receiver or to any other person.

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellant has filed appeal, inter-
alia, on the ground that the impugned orders are non-speaking orders inasmuch as the
same failed o deal with the submissions made by appellént in reply to SCNs as well as
written submissions; that Section 102 inserted in the Act by Finance Bill, 2016 is a self-
contained code and there is no pre-condition of non-availment of cenvat credit or
reversal of cenvat credit to claim refund; that appellant had taken cenvat credit and

utilized for payment of service tax when the project was taxable; that denial of refund on
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Appeal No. V2/109 to 112, 118 to 120 & 207 to 210/RAJ/2017
this ground is unlawful, being outside the scheme of Section 102 of the Act and is also

against the judgement of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Ashok Iron & Steel
Fabricators reported as 2003 (156) ELT A212 (SC) upholding the decision of, Larger
Bench of the Hon'ble CESTAT, New Delhi; that it is evident from ST-3 returns for the
months from October, 2015 to March, 2016 that appellant reversed balance cenvat
credit of service tax of Rs. 5,27,905/- and balance cenvat credit of Education Cess of
Rs. 4,416/- after utilizing cenvat credit of service tax of Rs. 3,41,441/- towards payment
of service tax on construction service under reference; that refund filed under Section
102 of the Act cannot be denied on this ground; that appellant had produced copy of
invoices issued under Rule 4A of Service Tax Rules, 1994, Challans under which
service tax was paid, also ST-3 returns showing payment of service tax during the
relevant period and had also explained the details of calculation, however, refund was
denied by the lower adjudicating authority without giving due consideration to any of the
submissions made by the appellant and refund denied on trivial and inconsequential
grounds; that the lower adjudicating authority has not disputed the fact of service tax
paid by the appellant on construction services provided to various Government
authorities and local government authorities and that the appellant has not recovered
any amount towards service tax paid on the said construction service; that the defect
memos returning the claims and SCNs were issued after expiry of six months’ time limit
prescribed under Section 102 of the Act and hence, appellant could not have complied
with the same before expiry of six months; that appellant relied on decision in the case
of Balmer Lawrie & Co. Ltd. reported as 2015 (315) ELT 100 (Tri. Kol.) wherein, it is
held that claim re-filed after removal of defects cannot be rejected on the ground of time
bar and original date when refund claim was filed for the first time must be reckoned as
date of filing of refund. ({:\;{‘r\/KTM@;}/
4. Personal hearing in the matter was attended to by Shri Vikas Mehta, Consultan’é,
who reiterated the Grounds of Appeal and submitted that they have not taken cenvat
credit of service tax paid on common input services like Telephone services, etc.; he
also submitted that they have not collected any amount of service tax paid by them from
service recipients; that this amount has been shown by them as sum receivable from
the department under current assets in their Balance Sheet; that cenvat credit taken has
been/being reversed by them appropriately and all relevant documents will be submitted

as additional submissions though submitted to adjudicating authority.

4.1 Appellant in their additional submissions, submitted Certificate dated 28.03.2018
issued by S.C. Makhecha & Associates, Chartered Accounts certifying that out of total
cenvat credit of Rs. 12,05,748/- availed during April, 2015 to September, 2015, cenvat
credit of Rs. 6,69,201/- was utilized in the same period and refund to the extent is not
claimed, Balance Sheet for FY 2015-16 showing Rs. 1,43,57,971/- as service fax

receivable from the department vide Note No. 13 — Current Assets — Deposits of their
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Balance Sheet and copy of ST-3 returns for half year ending 30.09.2015 and
31.03.2016 and relied upon decision of Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of
Chandrapur Magnet Wires (P) Ltd. reported aé 1996 (81) ELT 3 (SC) and submitted that
credit reversed would amount to not taking the credit; that for remaining 09 projects,
they have not taken any cenvat credit as also certified by Chartered Accountant; that
they have not received service tax from service receivers or from any other person and
service tax has been shown as deposit receivable from the department in their Balance
Sheet for FY 2015-16.

FINDINGS: -

5. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case, impugned order, appeal filed
by the appellant and written as well as oral submissions made by the appellant. The
issue to be decided is whether in the facts and circumstances of the present case, the
impugned orders passed by the lower adjudicating authority rejecting refund claims filed

by the appellant under Section 102 of the Finance Act, 2016 are correct or not.

6. The lower adjudicating authority has rejected refund claims on the ground of non-
submission of the relevant documents. | find that the appellant had submitted copy of
agreement/letter of award establishing that the services were provided to the
Government, Government authorities and local government authorities, copy of relevant
R.A. Bills issued during 01.04.2015 to 29.02.2016, copy of GAR-7 challans evidencing
payment of service tax, Work-sheet establishing correlation of payment particulars of
service tax for the work undertaken by appellant, certificate of chartered accountant
certifying that the incidence of service tax has not been passed on to the service
receivers or to any other person, copy of audited balance sheet for FY 2015-16 showing
amount as service tax ‘receivable’ in ‘current assets’, copy of ST-3 returns showing
details of service undertaken, payment of service tax made by the appellant during FY
2015-16, etc. Hence, | find that appellant has submitted the required and relevant

7. The lower adjudicating authority has observed that the appellant has taken and

documents along with their refund claims.

utilized cenvat credit towards payment of service tax but no reversal under Rule 6(3) of
Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 has been made by them whereas | find that appellant has
submitted ST-3 returns for half-year ending September, 2015 and March, 2016 and
Certificate dated 28.03.2018 issued by S.C. Makhecha & Associates, Chartered
Accountants certifying that the appellant has taken cenvat credit of Rs. 2,82,810/- in
respect of service tax paid on input services which were used towards providing works
contract/construction service for one project only out of ten projects for which refunds
have been claimed; that appellant vide their reply to SCN vide letter dated 17.01.2017
had submitted that they had utilized cenvat credit of Rs. 3,41,441/- towards payment of

service tax liability of works contract/construction service provided to NBCC (India)

Page No. 6 of 9
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, Appeal No. V2/109 to 112, 118 to 120 & 207 to 210/RAJ/2017
Limited and hence, they have restricted their refund claim to the extent of service tax

paid in cash and they have not claimed refund of service tax paid through cenvat credit.
The said certificate also certifies that appellant has totally taken cenvat credit of Rs.
12,05,748/- during the impugned period which were used in providing various taxable
services, out of which cenvat credit of Rs. 6,69,201/- was utilized towards payment of
service tax liability and Rs. 5,32,321/- lying in balance was reversed by them as shown
in ST-3 return of October, 2015 to March, 2016. Hence, | find that the appellant has
claimed refund of service tax of that amount only, which was paid by them in cash and
they had reversed balance of cenvat credit of service tax availed on input services used
for providing this output service. The appellant has also submitted that they have not
availed cenvat credit on common inputs and common input services which were used to
provide taxable and exempted output services. Hence, | find that appellant has
sufficiently complied with the provisions of Cenvat Credit Rules, 2004 and therefore, the
refund claims of service tax paid by the appellant filed under Section 102 of the Act

cannot be denied to them on ground of cenvat credit.

8. The lower adjudicating authority has denied refund claims filed under Section
102 of the Act also on the ground that appellant has not produced any supporting
documents regarding status of service receivers and therefore, it cannot be proved that
appellant has provided services to Government, Government authority or local
government authority. | find that rejection of refund claim on this ground is not tenable at
all since the appellant has claimed refund of service tax paid for the services provided
under works contract/construction service to Prasar Bharti, All India Radio, 'CPWD,
NBCC (India) Limited, R & B Division of Government of Gujarat, Project Implementation
Unit of Government of Gujarat, Rajkot Municipal Corporation. | find that Prasar Bharti
and All India Radio are Government department working under Ministry of Information &
Broadcasting, Government of India and CPWD is Government department working
under Ministry of Housing and Urban Development of Government of India, that Road &
Building Division is working under Ministry of Roads and Buildings, Government of
Gujarat; that Gujarat Council of Elementary Education is a state level society
established by the Government of Gujarat to carry out implementation of projects in the
education sector in the state of Gujarat; that Project implementation unit, Gandhinagar
is a state level authority established by the Government of Gujarat to carry out
implementation of projects in the health sector in the state of Gujarat; that NBCC (india)
Limited is a Government undertaking/authority under Government of India to carry out
implementation of Government projects. These all are Government or Govgrnment

authority whereas Rajkot Municipal Corporation is a local government authority. Hence,

rejection of refund claims on this count is not sustainable at all. L ST

9. | find that lower adjudicating authority has also rejected refund claims filed by

appellant on the ground of time bar in terms of Section 102(3) of the Act vide Orders-in-
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Original No. 56/ST/REF/2017 to 60/ST/REF/2017 dated 20.02.2017 to 20.02.2017. The
appellant contended that the defect memos returning the claims and SCNs were issued
after expiry of six months time limit prescribed under Section 102 of the Act and hence,
they could not have complied with the same before expiry of six months and that claim
re-filed after removal of defects cannot be rejected on the ground of time bar and
original date when refund claim was filed for the first time must be reckoned as date of
filing of refund. | find that impugned refund claims were initially filed by the appellant on
09.11.2016 and this is well within time limit of six month stipulated under Section 102(3)
of the Act and therefore, refund claims cannot be held time barred as per settled legal
position. Hence, | set aside the impugned orders rejecting refund claims on the ground

of time bar.

10. I also find that appellant has submitted copy of project-wise Certificates issued by
Chartered Accountant certifying that appellant has not received service tax paid by them
towards works contract/construction service from Government, Government authority or
local government authority or from any person. The appellant has also submitted copy
of Audited Balance Sheet for FY 2015-16 wherein service tax amount was accounted
for in current assets as ‘service tax receivable from revenue authorities’ and also
submitted copy of letters issued by service receivers such as NBCC (India) Limited,
Prasar Bharti, etc. clarifying that they have not made any reimbursement of service tax
to the appellant substantiating their claim that incidence of service tax has been borne
by them and has not been passed on to service receivers or to any other person. | find
that. service tax was exempted when contracts/letter of award for providing
construction/works contract service provided to the Government, Government authority
or local government authority had been entered into. The contract price was not
revised/amended when exemption from payment of service tax was withdrawn. | also
find that the appellant has not charged amount representing service tax in their R.A.
Bills issued to such Government, Government authority or a local government authority.
Hence, in view of these documentary evidences produced by the appellant, | find that
appellant has successfully proved that they have not passed on the incidence of service
tax to service recipient or to any other person. Thus, | find that the refund claims are not

hit by bar of unjust enrichment. N

TR
\{‘{\\\) \Jj/

11. It is observed that appellant has claimed refund of interest paid by them towardsy
late payment of service tax. | find that the interest amount paid by them was towards
late payment of service tax leviable at the material time. Section 102(1) of the Act grants
retrospective exemption in respect of taxable services provided to the Government,
Government authority or a local government authority. Section 102(2) of the Act very
clearly states that refund shall be made of all such service fax which has been collected
but which would not have been so collected had Section 102 (1) been in force at all

material time. In the instant case, the appellant had not paid service tax on taxable
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services provided by them to various Governmenti authorities within the time limit
prescribed under Service Tax Rules, 1994 and therefore they were liable to pay interest
amount. The statutory provisions exempt levy of service tax retrospectively for the
service tax paid and not interest paid on such tax. Hence, | hold that the appellant is not

entitled for refund of interest paid by them.

12. In view of above, | allow appeals for refund of service tax claimed by the
appellant with consequential relief and set aside the impugned order in this regard.
However, | hold that the appellant is not entitled for refund of interest paid by them and

therefore, | reject appeals to this extent.

R SlHdl GRT Gul &1 T8 IR IR of FAYeRrT SuRIad aids Q fsar s g1
12.1  The appeails filed by the appellant are disposed off as above.

Ry
GO~ K

2 a shat
(PAR "l
o 2Rl | 1o S (Gftﬂ?ﬂ)
@ By Regd. Post AD : .

To, ‘
M/s. Shanti Structure Pvt. Ltd., . T Wa=r wn. [ s,
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Rajkot — 360 005 IGIPIT — 360 ooy
Copy to:

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

2) The Commissioner, GST & Central Excise Commissionerate, Rajkot

3) The Assistant Commissioner, CGST & Central Excise, Division-I, Rajkot.
4 uard file.
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