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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,
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Arising out of above mentioned OlC issued by Additional/Joint/Deputy/Assistant
Commissioner, Central Excise / Service Tax, Rajkot / Jamnagar / Gandhidham

rdiaawal & 9IS & A7 T gar /Name & Address of the Appellants & Respondent :-

M/s. Prime Décor, Survey No. 20/F/1, Near Engineer Office, Out side Bedi Gate, Jamnagar
361 001,

39 AR § Aty a3 cufda PEafaf@a o & swEd wisd /o witeor & wee
3TUTST I T Fhal g1/

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 {o:-
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ST T a9 §15, ¢ sdlieh o 2, 3 &. YT, A5 Ewell, 1 ) e @ige |

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

YT IO 1(a) H FaAC I et & romar A9 @I el WAL o, FA IEN Yok T
Aarey el FgrnEor (Reee) & aiRge ey A, |, afady ad, sgard sdst smd
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To the West regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellaie Tribunal (CESTAT) at,

2nd Floor, Bhaumali Bhawan, Asarwa Alinedabad-380016 in case of appeals other than as
mentioned in para- 1(a) above
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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 clem,and/mterest/fpenalty/refund is upto 5 Lac., 5 Lac to
Lac and above 50 Lac respeclively in the form of crossed bank draft in favour of Asst.
Registrar of branch of any nominated pulilic sector bank of the place where the bench of arl%l
nominated public sector bank of the ]Ijl;ace where the bench of the Tribunal is situated.
Application made for grant of stay shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 500/-, .
TSR FARNAFOT & FHaT 3rdiel, Tdecr 3MTa#, 1994 & 9T 86(1) & 3HId Tareg
foiRmrarel, 1994, & foram 9(1) & cga Freild yaa S.T.-5 & ae gfcal 7 $r o1 #all va 385
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The appeal under sub section (1) of Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994, to the Appellate
Tribunal Shall be {iled in quadruplicate in Form S.T.5 as prescribed under Rule 9(1) of the

Service Tax Rules, 1994, and Shall be accompanied by a copy of the order appealed against

{one of which shall be certified copy} and should be accomqamed_ tgz a% fees of Rs. 1000/- -
)

where the amount of service tax & interest demanded & penalty levie 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 banlk 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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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 certitied 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 [liled before the CESTAT, under Section 35F of the Central Excise Act,
1944 which 1s also made applicable to Service Tax under Section 83 of the Finance Act, 1994,
an. appeal aﬁ;ainst this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10% of the duty
demanderl 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 :

. i) amount determined under Section 11 D;
1) amount ol crroneous Cenvat Credit talen;
1) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules

- provided further that the provisions of this Section shall not apply tp the . stay

Tapplication and appeals pending befors any appellate authority prior to the commencement of

the Finance {(No.2) Act, 201
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A revision application_lies to the Under Secretary, to the Government of India, Revision
Application Bnlt, Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Dee

Building, Parliament Street, New Delhi-110001, under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944 ig
respect of the following case, governed by first proviso to sub-section (1) of Section-35B ibid:

I AT & fRAY ATl & AH A, o6l Addrel fhal Al A fhdl SR A B8R g & TRIFHAF
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In case of any loss of ;%oods, 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

R & SgY W usg @ & # id a W oA & [ F ggea s wer woalt a8
S 3cuTe Yoh & g (RST) & Aer &, S ARa & aeR fondy wsg 41 a1 &t i $r ardr g
/

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 manufacture of the goods which are exported to any
country or territory outside India.

Il 3cE Yo T AR hU AT 9T & X, AuTer AT el HT Arer ovafey fhar amr g1/

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

YRARTT 3cug & Ieuleed Yok & P & WU S A Hdle 3w 3T @ sus [iFes
saured & dgd A B A § A T e S smawd (3den) § gart faea dRfRA (& 2),
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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

[C\logmlnglssswner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under Sec. 109 of the Finance (No.2)
ct, .
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The above %Ppljcation 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
souﬁht to be appealed against is communijcated and shall be accompanied by two copies each
of the QIO and Order-In-Appeal. It should alsp 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.

YALRIOT 3deA & WY REataida SR e #1 serel & SE @ik |
aﬁmwwma@mwﬁm%amzow-wwm ST 3R AfE Gofeet
@A U T &I F SIIET & al 94 1000 -/ T A fmar Siv |

The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs. 200/- where the amount
ngolved O1n Rﬂlpees One Lac or less and Rs. 1000/ where the amount involved is more than
upees One Lac. -

I 56 U H % HFA AEAT T FAQY § A TAF Hel MY F AT o H T, Iudad
T U fRar ST WA 59 a9 F A gv o # fEr U s ¥ 999 & o ey s
AGIMRHOT & Ueh N AT T WER Y Tah e AT Sar & | / In case, if the order

covers various numbers of order- in Original, fee for each 0.I.O. should be paid in the
aforesaid manner, not withstanding the fact that the one appeal to the Appellant Tribunal or
the one arg)phcatlon to the Central Govt. As the case may be, is filled to avaid scriptoria work if
excising Rs. 1 lakh fee of Rs. 100/- for each.

TYEART =TT Yo AT, 1975, & qgal-1 & IFFaR el S Ud TATF & FH
oy W uiRe 6.50 T9 & =AM e RRFe oAl gl Tyl /

One CQFy of apbplication or 0.1.0. a8 the case may be, and the order of the adjudicatin%
authority shall bear a court fee stamp of Rs. 6.50 as prescribed under Schedule-I inn terms o
the Court Fee Act, 1975, as amended.

QT Yo, FelT 301G Yo U9 Hara N FaRnftator (@R fafl) Freeraeh, 1982 #F afld
Ud 3T Galyd A @ AEATIT ST arer adr $r 3T ol et seeiSa fmar Sirar 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, 198

Foa el WEsd & 3de Sfd w0 @ et samgs, faega 3R adsan gauEt & fav,
rdreelt faermeir d9asT www.cbec.gov.in T & HHhd & | /

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

M/s Prime Decor, Survey No. 20 F/1, Near Engineer Office, Outside Bedi Gate,
Jamnagar (hereinafter referred to as 'the appellant’) is registered as service providers
and holding Service Tax registration No. AAJFP7300BSD001 filed a present appeal
against the Order in Original No. DC/JAM/R-444/2016-17 dated 13/14.02.2017
(hereinafter referred to as ‘the impugned order’) passed by the Deputy Commissioner,

Central Excise, Jamnagar (hereinafter referred to as ‘the Lower Adjudicating
Authority’.

2. The facts of the case are that the appellant filed a refund claim of
Rs. 2,02,596/- of Service Tax on account of retrospective exemptions granted to the
Service Provided to the Government Department and local Authorities as prof/ided in
the Section 102 Finance Act, 1994 as amended vide Section 159 of the Finance Act,
2016. The Refund claim was claimed under Notification No. 09/2016-ST. The claim
pertains to Refund of Service Tax under Section 102 of the Finance Act, 1994 ( as
enacted vide Section 159 of the Finance Act, 2016). On scrutiny of the refund claim by
the proper officer, it was found that the appellant was required to submit following
documents/ information and they have not submitted the same.
i. The copies of contract of relevant contracts/ agreements with terms &
conditions duly stamp duty paid, since the refund is to be granted only

in respect of contracts entered prior to 01.03.2015 which is mandatory

requirement.

ii. Evidence of Service Tax payment in respect of Service provided to the
Government organization for which refund claim filed.

fii. Invoice/ Bill raised by the appellant to the Government authority.

iv. Detailed calculation sheet detailing contract-wise / Bili wise payments
received and service tax thereon payable. They have merely submitted
Service Tax payment Challans.. '

V. Nothing is forthcoming from the records , whether the appellant has
reversed CENVAT credit amount towards the services so exempted
retrospectively.

vi. The appellant has not mentioned specific service category under which
they have provided service to the Government and now claimed as
Refund.

vii. The application Form-R in duplicate with pre-receipt.

viii. R.A. & Final Bills raised by the Government Authority.

3. The above observation culminated into issuance of Show Cause Notice
No. V.44(18) 83 /Refund/2016-17 dated 22.12.2016 for rejection of refund claim of Rs.
Rs. 2,02,596/- The said show cause notices was adjudicated by the proper
adjudicating authority vide the impugned order, under which the Refund claim of. Service
Tax and interest totally amounting to Rs. 2,02,596/- was rejected, under Section 102 of
the Finance Act, 1994 read with Section 11B of the Central Excise Act, 1944 as made
applicable to Service Tax matters under Section 83 of the Finance Act, 1994.

y Page 3 of 8
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4. - Being aggrieved by the impugned order, the appellant filed the present

appeals, inferalia, on the following grounds:

(i) The appellant submitted that at the time filing of refund claim, they had enclosed Tender
Acceptance Letter/ Summery of Contract, Copies of Challans under which Service Tax
has been paid. Copies of ST-3 Returns and Audit Reports etc.. Appellant has put effort to
obtain necessary documents / information and Contract Agreement and requested
Garrison Engineer to provide the said document vide letter dated 10" January 2017, but

the same could not be made available from Garrison Engineer.

(i) The appellant has also submitted that the adjudicating authority has not considered tender
which weare opened prior to 1.3.2015 and also not given any opportunity to provide any

other sustainable documents for the same.

(iliy The appeliant has also submitted that adjudicating authority has overlooked the summary
reflecting nature of work, date of work order, contract wise ledger, Books of Accounts and
copy of Service Tax payment challans alongwith summary of all challan paid submitted

with Refund application.

(iv) The appellant has also submitted that “Works Contract’ as defined in Section 65B(54)
which read as “Works Contract” means a contract where in transfer of property in Goods
involved in the execution of such contract is leviable to tax as sale of Goods and such
contract ijs for the purpose of carrying out construction, erection, commissioning,
installation, completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance, renovation, alteration of any
movable or immovable property or for carrying out any other similar activity or a part
thereof in relation to such property, as the transfer of property in Goods is involved said

category of Service are taxed under "Works Contract”.

(v) The appellant further submitted that adjudicating authority has committed grave error in
rejection of refund claim and the Order-in-Original is required to be set-aside and appeal

may be allowed ;

5. . Opportunity of personal hearing in the matter was granted to the appellant
on 16.02.2018 and 27.02.2018. Mr. Mehul Vora, authorized representative of the
appellant appeared for personal hearing in the matter. He reiterated submission dated

14.04.2017 submitted with the appeal and requested to aliow the appeal.

FINDINGS:

6. | have carefully gone‘ through the facts of the case, the impugned order
and the submissions of the appellant in the memorandum of appeals. The limited issue
to be decided in the present appeal is whether the appellant is entitled to the refund of
Service Tax of Rs. 2,02,596/- claimed to have been paid towards the Service tax
liabilities during the period from 01.04.2015 to 29.02.2016 in respect of Service provided

to the Government ( Viz. Military Engineering Services- Garrison Engineer).

I Page 4 of 8
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ST | find that the lower adjudicating authority has rejected the refund claim,

interalia, on the grounds that appellant has not declared any ground or provisions for
filing the refund application. The appellant has submitted the refund claim under
Notification No. 09/2016-ST, dated 15 March 2016, however the adjudicating authority
has mentioned that amendment came into effect from 01.03.2016 and the refund
application pertains to period prior to 01.03.2016 i.e. 01.04.2015 to 29.02.2016 and the
appellant has failed to provide copies of the relevant contracts/ agreements with
terms & conditions which is a mandatory requirement. The adjudicating authority
has also mentioned that the refund claim pertains to refund of Service Tax under
Section 102 of the Finance Act, 1994 ( as enacted vide Section 159 of the Finance Act,
2016) and is required to be filed under the same provisions of law. The Order-In-
Original rejecting the refund claim also mentioned that the refund claim filed merely on
the basis of Service Tax payment challans and tender acceptance letters, is not
admissible. The adjudicating authority had also mentioned that there is no provision of
claiming refund in interest paid on refund under the provisions of Section 102 or
Notification No. 09/2016-ST. The refund claim was also rejected on the ground that it

was hit by bar of unjust enrichment.

71. I find that the service related to various construction work and work
contract, when provided to the Government, a local authority or to the Governmental
authority were exempted under the mega exemption Notification No. 25/2012-ST, dated
20.06.2012. The said exemption was withdrawn vide Notification No. 06/2015-ST, dated
01.03.2015. Section 102 was inserted to the Finance Act, 1994 by the Finance Bill,
2016, which is reproduced at below.

Section 102 (1) Notwithstanding anything contained in section 66B, no service tax
shall be levied or collected during the period commencing from the lst day of April, 2015 and
ending with the 29th day of February, 2016 (both days inclusive), in respect of taxable services
provided to the Government, a local authority or a Govermmental authority, by way of
construction, erection, commissioning, installation, completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance,
renovation or alteration of —

(a) a civil structure or any other original works meant predominantly for use other than for
commerce, industry or any other business or profession;
(b) a structure meant predominantly for use as —
(i) an educational establishment,
(ii)  aclinical establishment, or
(iii)  an art or cultural establishment;
(c) a residential complex predominantly meant for self-use or for the use of their employees
or other persons specified in Explanation 1 to clause (44) of section 658 of the said Act,

under a contract entered into before the Ist day of March, 2015 and on which
appropriate stamp duty, where applicable, had been paid before that date.
(2) Refund shall be made of all such service tax which has been collected but which would not
have been so collected had sub-section (1) been in force at all the material times.
(3) Notwithstanding anything contained in this Chapter, an application for the claim of refund
of service tax shall be made within a period of six months from the date on which the Finance
Bill, 2016 receives the assent of the President.

7.2 Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012 amended Notification No.

09/2(01_:’6?&'5?5& 29.02.2016, wherein after entry No. 12, entry 12 A was inserted.
' ' / Page 5 of 8
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According to the amendment exemption was granted w.e.f 01.03.2016 to the services
provided to the Government, a local authority or to a Government authority by way of
construction, erection, commissioning, installation, completion, fitting out, repair,

maintenance, renovation or alteration services provided under a contract which had

been entered into prior to the 1% March 2015 and on which appropriate stamp duty,

wherever applicable, had been paid prior to such date. | find that refund claim filed by
the appellant pertains to the period from 01.04.2015 to 29.02.2016 in respect of service
provided to MES (Military Engineering Service), a Government authority under the

above said category. Relevant entry in the Notification No. 09/2016-ST, clearly

stipulates that amendment has been effected from 01.03.2016 and not retrospectively.

Hence, | find that lower adjudicating authority has correctly contended that refund claim,
in the instant case, which pertains to period prior to 01.03.2016 is not admissible as the

appeliant has failed to submit any contract with respect to service provided to MES.

7.3 | find that appellant has submitted R.A bills , tender acceptance letter
issued by Military Engineering Service, Service Tax Challans, ST-3 Returns , Balance
Sheeet, affidavit to that effect that they have recovered Service Tax amount from the
Government Department and they will reimburse the same on receipt refund. Section
102 of the Finance Act, 1994 clearly mandates for verification of the agreements
which are very crucial for ascertaining nature of work, category of Service
provided, date of agreement , whether the agreement is inclusive or exclusive of
Service Tax etc. | find that the appellant has not submitted necessary documents and
information required for ascertaining eligibility of the Service Tax refund claim. Appellant
has not submitted copies of the agreements , proof of stamp duty , invoice issued under
Rule 4A of the Service Tax Rules, 1994 which are mandatory requirement for taxable
service providers etc. | find that lower adjudicating authority has correctly held that in
absence of these documents and other relevant information, eligibility of the refund

claim can not be decided.

7.4 [ find that appellant has not mentioned under which Notification, they have

claimed abatement @ 30 % and they have not provided invoices under Rule 4 A of the

Service Tax Rule 1994. Further, appellant, has failed to give proper quantification of

refund amount claimed and also failed to justify that the amount was paid towards the
service provided to the Government during the period from 01.04.2015 to 29.02.2016 in
respect of contract entered prior to 01.03.2015 in as much as no correlation details in
respect of services charged and service tax paid thereon has been submitted. Further,

the appellant has failed to provide any particulars gross income.

7.5 I also find from the ST-3 returns for the relevant period, that in the instant
case, the appellnat has provided taxable service and paid service tax under the
category of “ works contracts service” , which does not fall under the ambit of Section

102 of the Finance Act, 1994, hence refund claim is not admissible in light of the

{
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, €nabling provisions.

7.6 | find that appellant has not given separate calculation in respect of
service tax paid and interest paid on delayed payment of refund. However, from the
challans submitted, 1 find that the appellant had also claimed the refund of interest paid
by them for delayed payment of service tax. There is no specific provision in Section
102 of the Finance Act, 1994 or Notification No. 09/2016-ST for refund of interest paid
on delayed payment of service tax. Hence, refund of interest is beyond the scopé of the

provisions of law.

7.7 As regard, appellant’s request to grant refund so that they can reimburse
to the Government department, | find that there is no such provision in Section 11B of
the Central Excise Act, 1944 to grant refund for passing on the same to the customers.
The claimant has already passed on the burden of the service tax to the customer i.e.
Government department. | find that lower adjudicating authority has correctly placed
the case law of M/s Grasim Ind. (Chem. Divn) Vs CCE, Bhopal [ 2003(153) EL.T
694(Tri.LB)] which is applicable in the facts and circumstances of the present case. In
this case the appellant — assessee had contended that the provisions of Section 11B
are not applicable in their case as they had already issued credit note to the buyer.
Hon'ble Tribunal, while relying the decision in the case of Sangam Processors
(Bhilware) Ltd Vs CCE [1994(71)ELT 989(Tri)] dismissed the appeal filed by the
appellant-assessee. In appeal, Hon’ble Supreme Court vide order dated 18.08.2011
in the case of M/s Grasim Industries Ltd [2011-TIOL-82-SC-CX] held as under:

“15. So far as the issuance of the credit note is concerned , the same was issued only
on 07.08.1991 although the duty was paid on 19.07.1989 and, therefore, the credit note was
issued after two years of the payment of the duty and the clearance of the goods. In this
connection, Section 12 of the Central Excise Act becomes relevant which indicates that the
party who is liable to pay excise duty on any goods, has to file the sales invoice and other
documents relating to assessment at the time of clearance of the goods itself. Therefore, when
at the time of clearance no such document was filed and what is sought to be relied upon is a
document after two years, the same raises a doubt and can not be accepted as a reliable
document. “

7.8 | find that in the instant case, the appellant has requested the refund
claim, so that they can reimburse the same to the customer, which can be equated with
issuance of credit notes. Therefore, the findings of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the
case of M/s Grasim Industries, supra, are squarely applicable in the facts and
circumstances of the present case. Further, in the case of CCE, Madurai, Madurai Vs
Vanithamani Chemicals Pvt Ltd [2009 (238) ELT 492 (Tri. Chennai) ], Hon’ble tribunal
has held that post clearance adjustments between assessee and its buy;ers not
relevant in deciding eligibility of refund under Section 11B of Central Excise Act,
1944- Bar of unjust enrichment applicable and refund to be deposited in
Consumer Welfare Fund. Similar view has been expressed by Hon’ble CESTAT in
case of M/s Ballarpur Industries Ltd [ 2005(184) E.L.T 67(Tri-Del.)]. Thus, even if the

refund is found admissible on merits, the same is hit by the bar of unjust

enrichment. : ,ﬁ
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7.9 | find that appellant has not produced any evidence to prove that the
amount of service tax claimed as refund was borne by them and has not been passed
on to the customers or has not expensed out. Thus, the appellant has failed to prove
that incidence of duty has not been passed on to any other person as required under
Section 11B of Central Excise Act 1944 read with Section 83 of the Finance Act, 1994

for claiming refund.

7.10 | find that appellant has neither produced the mandatory documents
including Contracts / agreement with terms & conditions nor produced any supporting
documents from M/s Garisson Engineer's regarding documents not provided under
Official Secret Act, 1923

7.11 [ find no force in the arguments put forth by the appellant in their appeal

as they are neither supported by any legal documents or law.

8 In view of the above discussion and findings | am of the opinion that the
lower adjudicating authority has correctly rejected the refund claim under Section 102 of
the Finance Act, 1994 read with Section 11B of the Central Excise Act, 1944 as made
applicable to service tax matters under Section 83 of the Finance Act, 1994. Hence, | do

not find any reason to interfere with the same.

9. In view of the above factual and legal position, | uphold the impugned order in

toto and reject the appeal.

Q.2. TR 2@ gof HT a1 3T &1 IR IRFT aleh & Ry smar 2
9.1. The appeal filed by the appellants stand disposed off in above terms.

M

[o]

By Speed Post

To, To,

/s Prime Decor, M/s UIgH &K,

Survey No. 20 F/1, Near Engineer Office, & v 20 F/

Outside Bedi Gate, tfafeR 3iifthd & o,
Jamnagar 951 AT F TEY , TAFHAIN
Copy to:

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

3.

The Additional Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Rajkot Commissionerate, Rajkot.
4. The Deputy Commissioner, GST & Central Excise Division, Jamnagar

5. .The Superintendent, Service Tax, AR-I Jamnagar.

Guard File.
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