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Any person deeming himself aggrievea by this Order may appeal against this
Order to the Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal, Ahmedabad Bench
within three months from the date of its communication. The appeal must be addressed to
the Assistant Registrar, Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal, 2nd Floor,

Rahumali Bhavan Asarwa, Near Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad,
Gujarat 380004.
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An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 7.5% of

the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where
penalty alone is in dispute.

(as per amendment in Section 35F of Central Excise Act,1944 dated 06.08.2014)
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ORDER-IN-ORIGINAL No. AH‘”N!-EXCU&OOZ-COMMR-— R\ [2022-23

M/s. Hemantkumar Kantilal Shah, situated at C/703, Gaurav
Appartment, Prabhat Chowk, Ghatlodiya, Ahmedabad, Gujarat-380061, were
issued SCN F. No. STC/15-228/OA/2021-22 dated 23.04.2021 by the
Commissioner, Central GST & Central Excise, Ahmedabad North, Ahmedabad,
having PAN No. AIRPS4033J. | '

BRIEF FACTS OF THE“CASE PERTAINING TO THE SCN 1SSUED TO M/S.
HEMANTKUMAR KANTILAL SHAH, ARE AS FOLLOWS:

M/s. Hemantkumar Kantilal Shah, situated at C/703, Gaurav
Appartment, Prabha!? Cl}owk, Ghatlodiya, Ahmedabad, Gujarat-380061
(hereinafter referred to as the 'Assessee’ for the sake of brevity) were engaged in
providing taxable services, It also appeared that the assessee having PAN

AIRPS4033J was not registered with Service tax department.

2. As per the data shared by CBDT with the Central Board of Indirect
Taxes (CBIC) for F.Y.20 15-16 and 2016-17, it appeared that the assessee had
earned substantial serviée; income by way of providing taxable services,
however they had not obtained service tax registration and had not paid service

tax thereon.

3. It appeared that the activities carried out by the assessce for a
consideration were falling under the definition of service and the said services
appeared to be not cbvered under the negative list of services provided under
Section 66D of the Finance Act, 1994 as well as not covered under exemption

notification. Hence, the said services provided by the assessee, appeared to be

~subject to service tax under Section 66B of the Finance Act, 1994,

4, Therefore, the service tax liability of the assessee was to be
ascertained on the basis of income mentioned in the ITR returns /Form 26AS
filed by the assessee wi’ﬁh the Income Tax Department. The figures/data
provided by the Income Tax department were considered as the total taxable
value in order to ascertain the service tax Jiability under. Section 67 of the
Finance Act,1994. B'_y.c;opsidering the said amount as taxable income, service

tax liability was calculated as detailed given below:-

Total Value for TDS fincluding Service Tax Service Tax
194C, 1941a,1941b,194J 194) rate Payable
3,89,55,652 | 14.5% 56,48,570/-
9,63,00,133 15% ' 1,44,45,020/-
13,52,55,785 2,00,93,590/-
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5, It appeared that the assessee had contravened the provisions of (i)
Chapter-V of the Finance Act, 1944, the Service Tax Rules, 2004 in as much as
they had failed to obtain Service Tax Registration under Section 69(1) of the
Finance Act,1994 read with Notification No.33 /2012-Service Tax dated
20.06.2012; (ii) Sect10n 67 of the Finance Act, 1994 in as much as they had
failed to determine the correct value of taxable service prov1ded by them,; (iii)
Section 70 of the Fmance Act, 1994 read with Rule 6&7 of the Service Tax
Rules, 1994 in as much as they had failed to assess their tax liability and also
failed to furnish returns, in such form i.e. 8T3 returns in such .rnanner and at
such frequency as prescribed; (iv) Section 668 and Section 68 of the Finance
Act, 1994 read with Rules 2 & 6 of the Service Tax Rules, 1994 in as much as
they had failed to pay the Service Tax at the appropriate rate within the
prescribed time and in such manner as provided under the said provision,;
and (v} Section 77 of the Finance Act, 1994, in as much as they had failed to
file correct and true ST-3 returns. '

6. All the above acts of contravention on the part of the said assessee
appeared to have been committed by way of suppression of facts with an intent
to evade payment of service tax, and therefore, the said service tax not paid
was required to be demanded and recoverable from them un.der Section 73 (1)

of the Finance Act, 1994 by invoking extended period of five years.

7. : All these acts of contravention of the provisions of Section 68, and
70 of the Finance Act, 1994 read with rule 6, and 7 of Service Tax Rules, 1994
appeared to be publishable under the provisions of Section 78 of the Finance
Act, 1994 as amended from time to time. The said assessee appeared liable to
pay interest at the appropriate rates for the period from due date of payment of
service tax till the date of actual payment as per the provisions of Section 75 of
the Finance Act, 1994.

8. No data was shared by the CBDT, for the period FY 20 17-18 (upto
June-2017), therefore at the ‘time of issuance of SCN it was not possible to

quantify short payment of_Serv1ce Tax, if any, for the period FY 2017-18 (upto
June-2017).

Unauantified demand at the time of issuance of SCN.

CA i C»\ :

T} DRIT . *-
éPara'Z 8 of the Master Circular No. 1053/02/2017-CX dated 10.03.2017
( E": ‘1ssued bv the CBEC New Delhi clarified that:

-,
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0.8 Quantification of duty demanded: It is desirable that the demand is

quantified in the SCN, however if due to some genuine grounds it is not
possible to quantify the short levy at the time of issue of SCN, the SCN would
not be considered as invalid. It would still be desirable that the principles
and manner of computing the amounts due from the assessee are clearly
laid down in this part of the SCN. In the case of Gwalior Rayon Mfg. (Wvg.)
Co. Vs .UOL 1982 (010) ELT 0844 (MP), the Madhya Pradesh High Court at
Jabalpur affirms the same position that merely because necessary
particulars.have not been stated in the show cause notice, it could not be a
valid ground for quashing the notice, because it is open to the petitioner to
seek further particulars, if any, that may be necessary for it to show cause if
the same is deficient.’ '

9, The “Total Amount Paid/Credited Under Section _
11940,194H,194I,194J OR Sales/Gross Receipts From Services (From ITR)” for
the assessment year 2017-18 (upto June-2017) had not been disclosed thereof
by the Income Tax Départment, nor the reason for the non disclosure was
made known to this dei:arfment. The assessee had also failed to provide the
required information éven after the issuance of letter from the Department in
view of which the assé:ssable value for the year 2017-18 (upto June-2017) was
not ascertainable at the time of issuance of this Show Cause Notice. If any other
amount was to be di$ploé_ed by the Income Tax Department or any other
sources/agencies, aga.il-‘lst the said assessee, action was to be initiated against
the said assessee under the proviso to Section 73(1) of the Finance Act 1994
read with para 2.8 of the Master Circular No. 1053/ 02/2017-CX dated
10.03.2017, in as muéh‘aé the Service Tax liability arising in future, for the
period 2017-18 (upto June-2017) covered under subject Show Cause Notice,

was to be recovered from the assessee.

10. It appeaf_éél that the assessee had mnot obtail:ied Service Tax
Registration from the"c'iepa:.r‘tment for the services provided by them during. FY
2015-16 to FY 20 17-1’? (up to June,2017). It appeared that the assessee had
not paid actual service tax by way of willful suppression of facts and in
contravention of provisibn 'of the Finance Act, 1994 and rules made there
under relating to lefry_' and collection of service tax, with intent to evade
payment of service tax Hence, the service tax amounting to Rs.2,00,93,590 /-
appeared to be recovcrfé.blt;‘ from the assessee, under the prow'f'isions of Section
73(1) of the Finance Act,1994 by invoking extended period of time, alongwith
interest thereof at apP;ifoplﬁate rate under the provisions of :e‘,ection 75 of the
Finance Act,1994. ’I‘he provisions of Finance Act,1994 read with Service Tax

X ﬁ??ﬁg‘framed there under, were saved by the Section 17 4(2) of the CGST
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11. It appeared that as the assessée had failed to obtain service tax
registration/furnish the information called for and contravened various
provision of Finance Act, 1994 and Rules made thereunder, thus, they had
rendered themselves liable to penalty under Section 77{1){a), 77{1){c) and 77(2)
of the Finance Act, 1994.1 .

12. Therefore, a Show Cause Notice No. STC/15-228/0A/2021-22
dated 23.04.2021 was issued by the Commissioner, Central GST & Central
Excise, Ahmedabad North to M/s. Hemantkumar Kantilal Shah, asking them

as to why;

() Service Tax of Rs.2,00,93,590/- which was not paid for the
financial year 2015-16 & 2016-17, should not be demanded and
recovered from them under the proviso to Sub- Section (1) of
Section 73 of Finance Act,1994; ' _

(ii)  Service Tax liability not paid during the Financial Year 2017-18
(upto June,2017), ascertained in future, should not be demanded
and recovered’ from them under proviso to Sub-section (1) of
Section 73 of Finance Act,1994; _

(ii) Interest at the appropriate rate should not be demanded and
recovered from. them for the period of delay of payment of service
tax mentioned at (i) above under Section 75 of the Finance Act,
1994, '

(iv) Penalty under the provisions of Section 77(1)(@), 77(1)(c) & 77(2) of
the Finance Act, 1994 as amended, should not be imposed on
them ; . :

{v) Penalty under. Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994, as amended,
should not be imposed upon them for suppressing the full value of
taxable services and material facts from the department resulting

into non-payment of Service Tax as explained herein above.
13. 'DEFENCE REPLY:

» The assessec vide their letter dated 26.07.2022 tendered written
submission, wherein they have interalia stated that during the year 2014-
15, 2015-16 & 20 16-17 their main business was carrying out construction
of road/highway for geﬁera.l use of the public assigned by the government
directly and the main nature of work included:

- constructing food storage godown for state government

- constructing, modernizing and up-gradation of assistant electrical
inspector’s office for the government

. construction for providing infrastructure facility for water supply and
drainage and its related campus development alongwith complete set up
of government '

. construction of primary school building of state government.

@%ﬁee has submitted the attached the copy of contract entered with:

ADD
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(Iit is to mention here that the documents submitted are copy of work orders-

not contracts)

a) Gujarat State Civil Supplies Corporation Limited { 13% August,2015)
b) Office of the Executwe Engineer (dated 13t April,2015,)
c) Executive Engineer office (dated 17the May,2016 & 14t July,2016 )
d) Main contract entered by the Jyoti Infratech company with Executive
Engineer office [D‘ated 20nd September,2015) |
e) Sub-contract agreement entered between District Project Officer in
Kheda District on 29t May,2015.

» -  The assessec further contested .that all the act1v1t1es which they had
carried out were covered under Mega Exemption Not1ﬂcat10n No.25/2012
dated 1st July,2012 as amended from time to time. They have stated that the
nature of work is covered under Entry No. (13)(a) of Notification i.e. services
provided by way of: construction erection, commissioning, installation,
completion, fitting out, repaur, maintenance, renovation, or alteration of -
construction of a road, bridge, tunnel, or terminal for road f;ransportatlon for
use by general public; Entry No. 12 (e ) i.e. Services provided to the
government, a local authority or a governmental authority by way of
construction, erection, commissioning, installation, completion, fitting out,
repair, maintenance, renovatlon or alteration of - pipeline, conduit or plant for
. (i) water supply (11)water treatment, or (iii) sewerage treatment or disposal; and
Entry No. 12A(a) i.e. ‘Services provided to government, a local authority or a
governmental authority by way of construction, erection, commissioning,
installation, completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance, renovation, or
alteratlon of a civil structure or any other original works meant predeminantly

for use other than for commerce, industry, or any other business or profession.

» They have further stated that all the transactions were entered directly
with government or through entering into sub contract with main contractor,
and the same is also exempt under mega exemption notlﬁcatmn no.25/2012
dated 1st July,2012 under clause 29(h). Lastly they have submitted that all
activities were covered under the exempt income as classified in the mega

exemption notification.

> The assessee fdrther contested that their aggregate turnover never
exceeded Rs. 9 /10 lakh which was required for purpose of registration.

’Dhgmiﬁm, ‘they had not obtauned Service tax registration.

#
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14. PERSONAL HEARING:

Personal hearings were granted to the assessee on 05.05.2022,
24.05.2022 20.06.2022, 06.07.2022 and 27.09.2022. The letters sent for
personal hearings fixed on 05.05.2022 & n4.05.2022 were not delivered and
returned back by the postal authority. The assessce did not appear. for
personal hearing fixed on 20.06.2022 and 26.07 2022. However, the personal
hearing fixed on 07.09.2022 was attended by Shri Hemantkumar Kantilal
Shah, Proprietor. During the course of personal hearing he reiterated their
written submission dated 96.07.2022. He submitted that the service provided
by the assessee are exempted vide Notification NO.25/2012-8T, as the assessee
was engaged in construction of food godown, infrastructure for water supply,
primary school for govérnment. Lastly, he requested to drop the proceedings in

the interest of justice.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS:

15. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case and records
available in the case ﬁle,' which include the SCN, the defence reply dated
16.07.2022, the documents submitted and oral submission made by the

assessee during the course of personal hearing.

16. On going through the SCN dated 23.04.2021, | find that basically
_the essence of the case. here is that data of “Total Amount Paid/Credited
under 194C, 194H, 1941, 194J” (as per TDS Statement-Form 26AS) was
shared by the CBDT with CBIC for FY 2015-16 and 2016-17. The difference in
taxable value was worked out after comparing the income declared in Form
26AS (i.e. “Total Amount Paid/Credited under 194C, 194H, 1941, 194J” ) vis-a-
vis taxable value disclosed in ST-3 Returns. As per SCN dated 23.04.2021, the
difference of Rs. 13,52,55,785/- in value was observed for FY 2015-16 and
0016-17, therefore, it was alleged vide SCN dated 23.04.2021, that the
assessee had short/not paid the service tax of Rs. 2,00,93,590/- on such
differential value, for providing the taxable service. Accordingly, I find that the
issue which requires determination as of now is whether the assessee is liable
to pay service tax of Rs. 2,00,93,590/- short/not paid on the differential
taxable value of Rs. 13,52,55,785/- for the Financial Year 2015-16 and 2016-
17 as demanded in SCN dated 23.04.2021 under proviso to section 73(1) of
Finance Act, 1994 ornot.

17,/ 57 iind that Section 194C of the Income Tax Act deals with the tax

[

dzeﬁuotfon—ew.tsource (TDS) that is to be compulsorily deducted from any

R
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payments that have been made to any person who is a resident contractor or a
subcontractor. Therefore, any amount paid/ credited on which TDS has been
deducted under Section 194C from such amount, the amount paid/credited is
a contract income from coptractual activities carried out. Therefore, such
activity is covered under the definition of “Service” under Section 65(44),
.accordingly, it is subject to the service tax under section 66B of the Finance
Act , unless the services provided are covered under negative list of service or
exemption notification or exclusion clause provided under definition of
«Service” as per 65B(44). 1 find that there is no dispute as far as the receipt of
the consideration for provision of service by the assessee is concerned. The
assessee has admittedly stated in their defeﬁce reply dated 26.07.2022 that
/they had provided cons_truction services to government. Accordingly, ! find

that there is no diépute as far as the question of provision of services by the

assessee is concerned.

18. I find that the assessee vide their defence reply dated 26.07.2022
has contested that they had provided service by way of construction of food
storage godown, modernization of Government office, construction of primary
school, infrastructure facility of water supply and drainage for government and
also contended that the services provided were covered under Sr. No. 12(e),
12A(a), 13(a) and 29(h) of Notification No. 25/2012-5T dated 20.06.2012,
accordingly they were not liable to pay service tax on provision of such services
during FY 2015-16 and 2016-17. Therefore, I am of the opinion that there is no
dispute regarding provision of services by the assessecc. Therefore, the issue
needs to be decided is whether the services provided by the assessee were
eligible for exemption under Notification No. 25/2012-ST vide Entry 12(e),
12A(a), 13(a) and 29(h) or otherwise as claimed by the assessce.

19. The assessee, in support of the arguments put forth by them, has
submitted the following documents.

o Form 26AS . |

o Profit & Loss Account / Balance Sheet

o Copy of Five Work Orders and RA Bills or part thereof (12 for FY
2015-16 and 14 for FY 2016-17)

o Subcontract agreement entered by the assessec with M/s. Malalni
Construction ' :

o Nine Payment voucher issued by M/s. Jyoti Infratech Company
(unsinged) with respect to Payment made to M/s. H.K. Construction
(the assessee) :
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20. 1 find that the SCNs mentions about sharing of data of amount
paid/credited to the assessee and on which TDS has been deducted under
Section 194C and comiputation of service tax liability is based solely upon such
data. On comparing fhe value of service considered in the impugned SCN and
relevant data contained in Form 26AS, the same is found to be tallying for FY
0015-16 and 2016-17. The value of service considered in the SCN and the
relevant figures of value of services appearing in Form 26AS are reproduced

herein below for ready reference:

Value of services considered in the subject SCN dated 23.04.2021

Sr. No. | E.Y. Total Value for TDS (including | Service Tax Service Tax
194C, 1941a,1941b,194J 194) rate Payable
1 2015-16 3,89,55,652 | 14.5% : 56,48,570/-
2 2016-17 - 9,63,00,133 { 15% 1,44,45,020/-
Total ' 13,52,55,785 2,00,93,590/-

FY 2015-16 - Details of Form 26A5

Sr. No. As per Form 26AS, Name of TDS Deductor by As per Form 26AS, Section of IT Act,
whom, the amount paid/credited to the assessee} | amount paid/credited to under which TDS
the assessee (in Rs.) deducted

1 ARVINDBHAI M PRAJAPATI 10233834 194C

2 JYOT! INFRATECH COMPANY 12850964 194C

3 OFFICE OF THE EXE ENGINEER CAPITAL 1411364 194C
PROIECT DIVISION-4

4 SUPERINTENDENT-ENGINEER (MECH), 70027 194C
GUIARAT MARITIME BOARD

5 THE GUJARAT STATE CiVIL SUPPLIES 1169844 154C
CORPORATION LTD

6 EXECUTIVE ENGINEER KHEDA R&B DIVISION - 1018532 i94C
NADIAD

7 MALANI CONSTRUCTION CO. 12201087 194C

’ - TOTAL 38955652

FY 2016-17 - Details of Form 26AS

Sr. No. As per Form 26AS, Name of TDS Deductor (by As per Form 26AS, - Section of IT Act,
whom, the amount paid/credited to the assessee) | amount paid/credited to under which TDS
the assessee (inRs.) deducted

1 ARVINDBHAI M PRAJAPATI 4494518 194C

2 JYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY 87027817 194C

3 OFFICE OF THE EXE- ENGINEER CAPITAL 2402034 194C
PROJECT DIVISION-4" -

4 THE GUJARAT STATE CIVIL SUPPLIES 938833 184C
CORPORATION LTD' ’

5 EXECUTIVE ENGINEER VALSAD R&B DIVISION - 1436931 194C
VALSAD '

TOTAL 96300133
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under Section 194C of IT Act has been deducted by the recipient of service),

for deciding the matter as the same is basis of the SCN.

21. To appreciate the issue in the correct perspectives, relevant

extracts / Entries of Notification No. 25/2012-ST are rcprodﬁced as follows:

Relevant Entry Numbers of Notification No. 25/2012-ST dated
20.06.2012:

“12. Services provided to the Goverriment, a local authority or a governmental
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 of profession;
(omitted by Notification No. 6/2015-ST dated 1.,3.2015
w.e.f.1.4.2015, }

{c) a structure meant predominantly for use as (i) an educational, (i) a

clinical, or (iii) an art or cultural establishment; ( omitted by Notification
No. 6/2015-ST dated 1.3.2015 w.e.f.1.4.2015.)

(d)  canal, dam or other irrigation works

et f 1 Ty
(e) pipeline, c_onduilf or plant for (i) water supply (i) water treatment, or
(iii) sewerage treatment or disposal; or

(f} a residential complex predominantly meant for self-use or the use of
their employees or other persons specified in the Explanation 1 to clause
(44) of section 65 B of the said Act;”fomitted by Notification No.
6/2015-ST dated 1.3.2015 w.e.f.1.4.2015.) ’

“I124. Services provided to the Government, a local authority or a
governmental authority. by way of construction, erection, commissioning,
installation, completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance, renovation, or alteration

of- fi

(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 m:égnt predominantly for use as (i) an :educational, (it} a
clinical, or (iii) an art or cultural establishment; or ‘
(c) a residential icomplex predominantly meant for self-use or the use of
their employees, or other persons specified in the Explanation 1 to clause
(44) of section 65 B of the said Act;
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Provided that nothing contained in this entry shall apply on or after the 1st
April, 2020;]

(Inserted vide Notification No. 9/2016- ST dated, 1.3.2016
w.e.f.1.3.2016.)”

“Special provision for exemption in certain cases relating to construction
of Government buildings -

“SECTION 102. . — (1} Notwithstanding anything contained in section 66B,
no service tax shall be levied or collected during the period commencing from the
1st 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 Governmental authority, by way of construction, erection,
commissioning, installation, completion, _fitting out, repair, _magintenance,
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; ;T '

(b} a structure meant predominantly for use as —
(i) an educational establishment;
(ii) a clinical establishment; or
(iii)an art or ulturdl 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 65B of the said Act, -

under a contract entered into before the 1st day of March, 20.15 and on which
appropriate stamp duty; where applicable, had been paid before that date.”

(This Section was inserted by the Finance Act, 2016, w.e.f.14-05-2016)

13. Services provided by way of construction, erection, commissioning,
installation, completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance, renovation, or alteration

of, -

(a) a road, bridg_e_; tunnel, or terminal for road transportation for use by
general public;

IR

---------------

o) sub-contractor providing services by way of works contract to another
contractor providing works contract services which are exempt

Ty

21.1. From the above legal position, it is seen that the E.No. 12(a) was
omitted w.ef. 01.04.2015 vide Notification No. 6/2015-ST dated 1.3.2015.
}%@Tm\wrme of'_)'.insefrtion of new Entry No. 12A(a) to‘ the Notification

02-ST" vide Notiﬁ_cia_mtiqn 09/2016-ST dt. 01.03.2016 and insertion of
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Section 102 vide Finance Act, 2016 dated 14.05. 2016, the exemption was

again restored for servlces provided to the Governmeni, a local authority or a

governmental authonty by

way of construction, erection,

commlsszonmg,

installation, completion, fitting out, repair, maintenance, renovation, or alteration

of a civil structure or any other original works for use other than the commercial,

Industry or business or profession” with condition that the contract had been

entered prior to 01.03.2015 and on which appropriate stamp duty, where

applicable, had been paid before that date,

22,

The assessee has provided some RA Bills and work orders as

under, in support of their arguments for the service rendered by them being

exempt service.

from the said documel_}ts are given below:

The said documents and the relevant information emerging

Details Containied in RA Bills /Bills Produced by the assessee for FY 2015-16

Sr.
No.

Documents detail/ Bl
details

Name of_Con;;actor

Name of the Work as per the
documents/Bill

Work order date as per RA
Bill/Documents

Amount in

Rs.

1st RA Bill issued by R&B
Valsad Bivision

My/s. Jyoti Infratech
Coimpany

Lowering down the 3rd floor &
Strengthening Beautification of
block No. A to X Class Il Colony at
Valsad,

as per RA Bill, WO dated
22-09-2015

4616142

Bill dated 19.02.2016
jssued by Gujarat State
Civil Supplies Corporation
Ltd [GSCSCE)

M/s. Jyoti Infratech
Company

Constructing work of Godown and
Ancillary work at chikhli- Sanjan

WO dated 13,08.2015 issued
by M/s. GSCSCL to M/s Jyoti
Infratech Co. for
Constructing Godowns and
ancillary work -

2968975

Bill dated .22.2015 issued
by Gujarat State Civil
Supplies Corporation Ltd
{GSCSCL)

M/s. Jyoti Infratech
Company

Constructing work of Godown and
Ancillary work at chikhli- Sanjan

WO dated 13,08.2015 issued
by M/s. GSCSCL to M/s Jyoti
Infratech Co. for
Constructing Godowns and
ancillary work -

3447742

Bill dated 05.11.2015
issued by Gujarat State
Civil Supplies Corporation
Ltd {GSCSCL)

M/s. Jyoti Infratech
Company

b

Constructing work of Godown and
Ancillary work at chikhli- Sanjan

WO dated 13.08.2015 issuad
by M/s. GSCSCL to M/s Jyoti
Infratech Co. for
Constructing Godowns and
ancillary work’

2215558

Bill No. 148 dated
10,09.2015 issued by
Gujarat Maritime Board
And relevant work order

H.K. (;onstruction
H oL

For Repair & Malntenance -
Electrical

WO No. EE (M) /W-0/471
dt.04/08/2015;

13376

Bill No. 104 dated
03.08,2015 issued by
Gujarat Maritime Board
And relevant work order

H.K. Construction

For Repair & Maintenance -
Electrical

WO No. EE (M) /W-0/385
dt.10/07/2015

14834

Bill No. 69 dated
02,07.2015 Issued by
Gujarat Maritime Board
And relevant work order

H.K. Construction

For Repair & Maintenance -
Electrical

WO No. EE (M) /W-0/193
dt. 27/05/2015

14511

Bill No. 38 dated
30.05.2015 issued by
Gujarat Maritime Board
And relevant work order

H.K. Construction

For Repalr & Maintenance -
Electrical

WO No, EE (M) /W-0/81 dt.
29/04/2015

12795

Memorandumn of
payment issued by Kheda
R&B, Nadiad

No details available

No details availahle

Mo detatls avallable

1042255

10

15t RA Bill dated
09.10,2015 Issued by
Assistant Engineer, S5AM
SPO, Gandhinagar {Serva
Siksha Abhlyan Missian)

M/s. Malan}
Construction Co

Construction of Class Room
{Package No. S5A JACR/
KHD/1058)

Package No. SSA fACR/
KHD/1098

303888

11

2nd RA Bill dated Nil
issued by Assistant

e S0,
[sGand Qn’ag‘arr\(\"a{iksha
K hﬁﬁav"ﬂ‘mﬁs—" 4

M/s. Malani
Construction Co

Construction of Class Room
{Package No. 55A JACR/
KHD/1098)

Package Mo. SSA fACR/
KHD/1098

4558979

Canstruction of Class Reom

Package No. SSA /ACR/

5064804

M/s, Malani
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dated Nil issued by Construction Co (Package No. SSA JACR/ KHD/1038
Assistant Engineer, S5AM : KHD/1098)
SPQ, Gandhinagar (Serva
Siksha Abhiyan Mission)
Details Contained in RA Bills / Bills Produced by the assessee for FY 2016-17
sr. | Documents detail/ BII Name of Contractor Name of the Work as per the Work order date as per RA Amount in
No. | details o documents/Bill Bill/Documents Rs.
1 Bill dated .04,2016 M/s. Iyoti Infratech Constructing work of Godown and | WO dated 13.08.2015 issued 4274549
issued by Gujarat State Company Ancillary work at chikhli- Sanjan by M/s. GSCSCL Lo M/ Jyoli
Civil Supplies Infratech Co. for Constructing
Corporation Ltd Godowns and ancillary work
{GSCSCL)
2 | 2nd RA Bill issued by M/s. Jyoti Infratech Lowering down the 3rd floor & as per RA Bill, WO dated 10812803
R&B Valsad Division Company Strengthening Beautification of 22-09-2015
block No. A to X Class Il Coleny at
Valsad.
3 | 3rd RA Bill issued by M/s. Jyoti Infratech Lowering down the 3rd floor & as per RABill, WO dated 7561192
R&B Valsad Division Company Strengthening Beautification of 22/09/2015
. block No. A to X Class |l Colony at
Valsad,
4 | st RABill issued by M/s. Jyoti Infratech Construction of various Building at | as per RA Bill, WO dated 2303557
Capital Project, Div-4, Company VGEC Chandkheda { Expansion of 21/05/2016
Gandhinagar . Girls Hostel and Mechanical Block)
5 Bilt dated 28.09,2016 /s. Jyoti Infratech Constructing work of Godown and | WO dated 13,08.2015 issued 4117990
issued by Gujarat State Company Anciltary work at chikhli- Sanjan by M/s. GSCSCL to M/fs Jyotl
Civil Supplies Infratech Co. for Constructing
Corporation Ltd Godowns and ancillary work
{GSCSCL) : .
6 | 4th RABill issued by M/s. Jyoti Infratech Lowering down the 3rd floor & asper RABIll, WO dated 8080332
R&B Valsad Division Company Strengthening Beautification of 22/09/2015
Co block No. A to X Class 11l Colony at
Valsad.
7 | 2nd RA Billissued by My/s, lyoti Infratech Construction of various Building at | as per RABill, WO dated 3232880
Capital Project, Div-4, Company VGEC Chandkheda { Expansion of 21/05/2016
Gandhinagar Girls Hostel and Mechanical Block)
8 | 5th RA Bl issued by M/s. Jyoti Infratech Lowering down the 3rd floor & as per RA Bill, WO dated 7043017
R&B Valsad Division Company Strengthening Beautification of 22/05/2018
) block No. A to X Class 1l Colony at
Valsad.
9 6th RA Bill issued by M/s. Jyoti Infratech Lowering down the 3rd floor & as per RA Bill, WO dated 7316648
R&B Valsad Division Company Strengthening Beautification of 22/09/2015
S block Ne. A to X Class [1i Colony at
Valsad.
10 | 7th RA Bill issued by M/s. Iyoti Infratech Lowering down the 3rd floor & as per RA Bill, WO dated 2322241
R&B Valsad Division Company Strengthening Beautification of 22/09/2015
block No. A to X Class il Colony at
. Valsad.
11 | 8th RA Billissued by M/s. Jyoti Infratech Lowering down the 3rd floor & as per RABIll, WO dated 6495008
R&B Valsad Division Company Strengthening Beautification of 22/09/2015
block No. A ta X Class Il Colony at
Valsad. |
12 | 10th RA Bill issued by M/s. Jyoti Infratech Lowering down the 3rd floor & as per RA Bill, WO dated 854712
R&B Valsad Division Company Strengthening Beautification of 22/09/2015
block No. A to X Class Il Colony at
Valsad.
13 | 15th RA Billissued by M/s. Jyotl Infratech Lowering down the 3rd floor & as per RA Bill, WO dated 4273907
R&B Valsad Division Company Strengthening Beautification of 22/09/2015
block No. A to X Class lll Colony at
Valsad.
14 | 4th RABIll issued by M/s. Jyoti Infratech Construction of various Building at | as per RABill, WO dated 4210107
Capital Project, Div-4, Company VGEC Chandkheda { Expansion of 21/05/2016
Gandhinagar Girls Hostel) )
Sr. No. Work Orders / Sub Contract agreement
1 Work Order No. GSCSC /CW/ 181/E-Tender Notice No. 3/ID 174656/15-16
dated 13/08/2015 issued by Gujarat State Civil Supplies Corporation Ltd to M/s.
Jyoti Infratech Company for Constructing of Godowns and Ancillary Works at
Sanjan Dist. Valsad Chikhli Dist. Navsari and Kim Dist. Surat
2 Work Order No. AB/ Tender/ 1685/ 2015 dated 13.04.2015 issued by Ex. Engr.
Kheda R&B Division, Nadiad to M/s. H.K. Construction (the Assessee) for
Modernisation of Assistant Electrical Inspector’s Office at Nadiad {Modernisation &
— | Upgradation of Office at Sardar Patel Bhawan Block-C)
f}_\e\ azd e, \\%ork Order No. AB/TC/824/ 2016 dated 17.05.2016 issued by Ex. Engr, Capital
i \_-_-.,‘.':?i = . y = = =
> e roject Div- 4, Gandhinagar to M/s. Jyoti Infratech Company for Construction of
various Building at VGEC Chandkheda { Expansion of Girls Hostel and
T -

=
=
iv @ |
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Mechanical Block)

4 Work Order No, AB/TC/1119/2016 dated 14.07.2016 issued by Ex. Engr,
Capital Project Div- 4, Gandhinagar to M/s. H.K. Construction for Providing
Infrastructure facility such as (external Water supply & Drainage, compound wall,
campus development, internal road with separate entry gate, rain water
harvesting) == :

5 Work Order No, AB/TC/Agreement/591/2015 dated 22.09.2015 issued by Ex.
Engr, R&B Valsad Division to M/s. Jyoti Infratech Company for Lowering dewn
the 3rd floor & Strengthening Beautification of block No. A to X Class Il Colony at
Valsad. " '

5] Sub Contract Agreement dated 30.05.2015 entered between M/s. H. K
Construction (the assessee- Sub Contractor ) and M/s. Malani Construction
Company (contractor), whereby sub contracting the work of Construction of
(14) Additional Class Rooms in Kheda District (Package No. SSA/ACR/KHE/1098)
as per Work Order No. Civil/ 2015-16/ 19289-291 dt. 29.05.2015, to the
assessee, .

22.1 From the list of documents provided by the assessee, it is seen that
RA Bills produced are.pertaining to only three recipient of services i.e. M/s.
Jyoti Infracon Compan_y, M/s. Gujarat Maritime Board and M/s. Malani
Construction. They hév:e _aﬂso provided copies of 5 work orders and One sub
contract agreement. _Qﬁt of total five work orders, three Wefe issued to M/s.
Jyoti Infratech Co for .gWa.\rding different works/services and two were issued to
the assessee i.e. M/s. H K Construction. It is also discem_ed form the said
documents produced By the assessee that the services were to be provided by
way of construction/ 'rcpair maintenance of a building or Civil structure and
Repair Maintenance of Electrical Work for which the government
authority/government had issued work orders to the assessee and other

contractors as detailed above.

23. From the d_og:umentary evidences made available by the assessee,
it is evidently seen thg.t_jéhé_assessee has not provided any services by way of
Construction/repair niaintehance of Road /Bridge for a general public or
Construction /repair maintenance of pipeline for water sﬁpply/ drainage.
Accordingly, the claim of assessee for exemption from service tax under Entry
No. 12(e) and 13(a) of Notification No. 25/2012-ST on service rendered by them
is not tenable as services rendered are not covered under the said Entry No.
12(e) and 13(a) ibid. As regards the claim of exemption from service tax under
Entry No. 12A(a) of Notification No. 25/2012-ST, I find that the exemption is
conditional exemption as discussed herein above. As apparent from the above
documents produced by the assessee, the work orders have been issued after
01.03.2015, accordingl_y,;the condition i.e. contracts should have been entered
prior to 01.03.2015, as laid down under the said entry no. 12A{a}, 1is not
j"%ﬁj&gg\ Hence, I find that the services rendered by the assessee is liable to

i’c;e""'ta;_};:"f-"f‘:'-ﬁ'qrefore,'?l find that the assessee’s claim for exemption from

" r

2,

-

Page 13 of 26




_F.NO.STC/15-228/0A/2021-22

service tax is not sustainable and tenable in law as the services rendered by
them are also not covgge_d under Entry No. 12A(a) of Notification No. 25/2012-
ST. |

24, 1 find that the department has not adduced any docﬁmentary/ tangible
evidences to substantiate the allegation other than the difference in value
worked out on the basis of data shared by the Income Tax Department.
Therefore, the documents produced by the assessee are the only basis for
deciding the matter, accordingly, I proceed to decide the matter on the basis of

documents made available by the assessee.

24.1 From the above tabular details of documents, it is seen that the
assessee has provided very limited documents/evidences. The documents
produced do not cover,all the payment entries as reflecting in Form 26AS. The
amount shown in the documents (RA Bills} are also found to be not tallying

with the amount paid/credited to the assessee as appearing in Form 26AS.

24.2 In support of claiming exemption on services rendered to M/s.-
Jyoti Infracon Co. on sub contract basis, the assessee has produced copies of
18 RA Bills and 03 Work Orders (as listed -in forgoing para) issued to M/s.

Jyoti Infracon Company. The said work orders are again listed below for ready

reference.

Sr, No Work Orders issued to M/s. Jyoti Infracon Co.

1 Work Order No. GSCSC /CW/ 181/E-Tender Notice No. 3/ID 174656/15-16 dated
13/08/2015 issued by Gujarat State Civil Supplies Corporation Ltd to M/s. Jyoti Infratech
Company for Constructing of Godowns and Ancillary Works at Sanjan Dist. Valsad Chikhli
Dist. Navsari and Kim Dist. Surat .

2 Work Order No. AB/TC/824/ 2016 dated 17.05.2016 issued by Ex. Engr, Capital Project Div-
4, Gandhinagar to M/s. Jyoti Infratech Company for Construction of various Building at VGEC
Chandkheda [ Expansion of Girls Hostel and Mechanical Block)

3 Work Order No, AB/TC/Agreement/591 /2015 dated 52.09.2015 issued by Ex. Engr, R&B
valsad Division to M/s. Jyoti Infratech Company for Lowering down the 3rd floor &
Strengthening Beautification of block No. A to X Class IIl Colony at Valsad.

24.3 As regards services provided to M/s. Jyoti Infracon Co. (M/s.
Jyoti), the assessee has not produced any documents evidencing that the work
assigned under the said 03 work orders to M/s. Jyoti, was further
subcontracted to them by M/s. Jyoti. Further, the amount shown in RA Bills
are found to be not tallying with the payment made/credited (as per Form
26A8) to the assessee by M/s. Jyoti. The RA Bills produced by the assessee

ear\l’g\ for M/s. Jyoti for carrying out the said work awarded under above

& tred: : _fi’r-}e_ work -orders. I find that Form 26AS contains various

,@rafnsacnonentrles for payment made to assessee by M/s. Jyoti. However,

b h N\
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from the documents produced by the assessee, it is not possible to ascertain
for which services/work, the payments were made to the assessee. It is not
possible to link the payment with corresponding services. I find that the
assessee has produced- some payment vouchers prepared by M/s. Jyoti for
making payments to the assessee for carrying out the work as per the work
order dated 22.09.2015 (Sr. No.3). Accordingly, on the basis of payment
vouchers, some payment entries appearing in From 26AS and corresponding
work carried out by the assessee, could be ascertained. Further, I find that
there is no evidence available on records and records were also not made
available to prove that the work awarded under work orders dated 13.08.2015
(Sr.No. 1) and dated 17.05.2016 (Sr.No. 2), were further subcontracted to the
assessee by M/s. Jyoti Infracon Co. Accordingly, in abserice of any direct
evidences, | am not convinced that the rest of the payments received from
M/s. Jyoti Infacon Co. were for carrying out the work as per the above referred

work orders on subcontract ‘basis.

24.4 I find that the -assessee has also submitted the copy of work order
No. AB/TC/1119/2016 "d’;a.teel_ 14.07.2016 issued by Ex. Engr, Capital Project
Div- 4, Gandhinagar in respect of payment received from the Ex. Engr, Capital
Project Div- 4, Gandhtnagar. It is also observed that the aesessee has also
received the payment form the Ex. Engr, Capital Project even before awarding
the said work to them i.e. prior to 14. 07.2016. Therefore, from the work order
alone, it is not possﬂale to ascertain as to whether the payments made to the
assessee were for the sa.ld serv1ces or otherwise. Accordingly, [ am not wholly
convinced in the 1nstant case as well that the payments received from the Ex.

Engr, Capital PrOJec_t_.‘_'welje for services rendered under Work order dated

14.07.2016.

24.5 The assessee has not provided any documents for claiming the
exemption from service tax on services provided to M/s. Arvindbhai M
Prajapati, Office of The Executive Engineer, Capital Project Division-4, The
Gujarat State Civil Supplies Corporation Ltd., and Executive Engineer Valsad
R&B, Division- Valsad during FY 2015-16 and 2016-17.

24.6 Based on, the ~above observations and discussion, the following
facts are emerging When examination of transaction entrles (payment
made/credited to the assessee) as appearing in Form 26AS vis-a- vis RA Bills,

;ﬂ% @Iders and payment vouchers as produced by the assessee, is carried

(ou e
_.,\ > NI
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FY 2015-16 |
Sr. No, As per Form 26AS _statement Documents produced  and Nature of work done
Name of the TDS deductor Transaction Amount | TDS by the noticee as per RA Bills /other documents
-or - | o date pald | deducted :
Jeredited | under
(Rs.} | Section
194C
(Rs.)
1 i ARVINDBHAI M PRAJAPATI 10-10-2015 831393 8314 | No documents produced

li ARVINDBHAI M PRAJAPATI 08-01-2016 554262 5543 | No documents produced

i) ARVINDBHAI M PRAJAPAT! 08-11-2015 3575700 35757 No decuments produced

v ARVINDBHAI v PRAJAPATI 30-03-2016 5272478 52725 | Nodocuments produced

Sub total ) | 10233834
2 i IYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY 08-10-2015 2149050 71491 | The assessee has  not provided  any
documentsfevidences  clearly establishing the
nexus betwaen payment received from M/s. Jyott
Infracon Co and Service rendered to M/s. Jyoti
: Infracon Company by them.

ii JYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY 05-01-2016 3344310 33443 | The assessee has  not provided  any
documents/evidences  clearly establishing the
nexus between payment received from Mfs. Jyoti
infracon Co and Service rendered to M/s. Jyoti
\nfracon Company by them.

iii JYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY 23-02-2016 2879906 28799 | The assessee has not provided  any

, documents/evidences clearly establishing the
nexus between payment received from M/s. Jyoli
infracon Co and . Service rendered to M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Company by them.

iv JYOT! INFRATECH COMPANY 29-02-2016 4477658 44777 | » 1st RA Bill issued by R&B Valsad Division for Rs.
4616142/-

» Work Order No. AB/T C/Agreement/591/2015
dated 22.09.2015 issued by Ex. Engr, R&B valsad
Division to M/s. Jyothi Infratech Company for
Lowering down the 3rd floor & Strengthening
Beautification of black No. Ato X Class Ill Colony at
valsad.
» payment voucher for Rs. 4477658/~ prepared
by M/s. Jyoti Infracon Company
sub total 12850964
3 i OFFICE OF THE EXE ENGINEER 10-11-2015 1217607 24353 | No documents produced
CAPITAL PROJECT DIVISION-4
i OFFICE OF THE EXE ENGINEER 10-11-2015 153757 3876 | No documents produced
CAPITAL PROJECT DIVISION-4
Sub total 1411364
4 i SUPERINTENDENT ENGINEER 30-05-2015 12795 256 | = Bill No. 39 dated 30.05.2015 issued by Gujarat
{MECH), GUJARAT MARITIME Maritime Board
BOARD « WO No. EE (M) fW-0/183 dt, 27.05.2015 issued
to M/s. H K Construction for Repair &
Misintenance -Elactrical
ii SUPERINTENDENT ENGINEER 06-07-2015 14511 290 | » Bill No, 65 dated 02.07.2015 issued by Gujarat
[MECH), GUJARAT MARITIVIE Maritime Board
BOARD » WO No. EE (M) /W-0/81 dt. 29.04.2015 issued
to M/s. H K Construction for Repair &
waintenance -Electrical
fil SUPERINTENDENT ENGINEER 07-08-2015 14511 283 | No documents produced
(MECH), GUIARAT MARITIME
BOARD
v SUPERINTENDENT ENGINEER * 07-08-2015 14834 297 | « Bill No. 104 dated 03.08.2015 issued by Gujarat
{MECH), GUIARAT MARITIME Maritime Board
BOARD » WO No, EE (M) /W-0/385 dt.10.07.2015 Issued
te M/s. H K Construction for Repair &
Maintenance -Electrical
v SUPERINTENDENT ENGINEER 15-09-2015 13376 268 |  8ill No. 148 dated 10.09.2015 issued by Gujarat
{MECH), GUJARAT MARITIME Maritime Board
BOARD « WO No. EE (M) /W-0/471 dt.04/08/20215 issued
to M/s. H K Construction for Repair &
Maintenance -Electrical
Sub total 70027
] i THE GUJARAT STATE CIVIL 31-05-2015 114844 2297 No documents produced
SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD
i THE GUJARAT STATE CIVIL 31-10-2015 238007 4760 | No documents praduced
SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD
ii THE GUJARAT STATE CiVIL 30-11-2015 146141 2923 | No documents produced
~—~.{ _SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD
A _f‘;m - THE GUIARAT STATE CIVIL 31-01-2016 | 207451 4149 | No documents produced
‘_ :\c_,f?; DET o, SU_P]’LIES CORPORATION LTD
,::’-';" & .":‘,’ & _1'THE AGUJARAT STATE CIVIL 29-02-2016 175231 3504 | Mo documents produced
s 21 “| SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD
? TE{E GUJARAT STATE CIVIL 25-02-2016 42200 244 | No documents praduced
; ~.| $UPPLIES CORPORATION LTD
7
/ .
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vil

THE GUJARAT STATE CIVIL
SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD

29-02-2016

137360

2748

No documents produced

viii

THE GUJARAT STATE CIVIL
SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD

31-03-2016

108610

2173

No documents produced

Suh total

1169844

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER KHEDA
R&B DIVISION -NADIAD

- 10-03-2016

1018532

20845

*» Memorandum of payment issued by Kheda R&B,
Nadiad :

» Work Order No. AR/ Tender/1685/ 2015 dated
13.04.2015 issued by Ex.Engr. Kheda R&B
Division, Nadiad to M/s. H.K. Construction (the
Assessee) for Modernisation of Assistant Electrical
Inspector's Office at Nadiad {Modernisation &
Upgradation of Office at Sardar Patel Bhawan
Block-C)

Sub total

1018532

MALANI CONSTRUCTION CO.

01-02-2016

397017

3970

ii

MALANI CONSTRUCTION CO.

08-02-2016

4862212

48622

MALANI CONSTRUCTION CO.

30-03-2016

4136238

41362

MALAN| CONSTRUCTION CO. .

30-03-2016

2805620

28056

« Sub Contract Agreement dated 30.05.2013
antered betwaen M/s. H. K Construction (the
assessee as Sub Contractor } and M/s. Malani
Construction Company {as main contractor),
whereby sub contracting the work of
Construction of (14} Additional Class Rooms in
Kheda District {Package No. SSA/ACR/KHE/1098}
as per Work Order No. Civil/ 2015-16/ 19289-251
dt. 29.05.2015, to the assessee.

« 15t RA Bill dated 09.10.2015 for Rs. 30,86,182/-
issued to M/s. Malani Construction Co., by
Assistant Engineer, 5SAM SPO, Gandhinagar [Serva
Siksha Abhiyan Misston) for Construction of Class
Room {Package No, SSA /ACR/ KHD/1058)

« 2nd RA 8ill dated Nil for Rs. 45,58,979/- issued
M/s. Malani Construction Co.,by Assistant
Engineer, S5AM SPO, Gandhinagar (Serva Siksha
Abhiyan Misslon) for Construction of Class Room
{Package No. S5A JACR/ KHD/1098)

« 3rd and Final RA Bill dated Nil for Rs.
50,64,804/- issued M/s. Malani Construction
Co.,by Assistant Engineer, S5AM SPO, Gandhinagar
{Serva Siksha Abhiyan Mission) for Construction of
Class Room (Package No. 55A /ACR/ KHD/1098)

Sub total

12201087

Grand total

38955652

FY 2016-17

Sr. No.

As per Form 26A5 _ statement

Name of the TDS deductor

Transaction
date

Amount
paid
Jeredited
{Rs.)

TDS
deducted
under
Saction
194C
{Rs.)

Documents produced  and Nature of work
done by the noticee as per RA Bllls Jother
- documents

ARVINDBHAI M PRAJAPATI

27-10-2016

4494518

44945

No documents

Sub total

4494518

JYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY

27-04-2016

4146313

41463

JOTI INFRATECH COMPANY

06-05-2016

10488506

104885

« 2nd RA Bill issued by R&B Valsad Division for Rs.
1,08,12,893/-

« Work Order No. AB/TC/Agreement/S91/2015
dated 22.09.2015 issued by Ex, Engr, R&B Valsad
Division to M/s. Jyothi Infratech Company for
Lowering down the 3rd floor & Strengthening
Beautification of block No. A to X Class HI Colony
at valsad.

» Payment voucher for Rs. 1,04,88,506/-
prepared by M/s, Jyoti Infracon Company

JYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY

15-07-2016

7334356

73344

« 3rd RA Bill issued by R&B Valsad Division for Rs.
75,61,192/- ‘

« Wark Order No. AB/TC/Agreement/591/2015
dated 22.09,2015 issued by Ex. Engr, R&B Valsad
Division to M/s. Jyothi Infratech Company for
Lowering down the 3rd floor & Strengthening
Beautification of block No. A to X Class IHl Colony
at Valsad.

» Payment voucher for Rs. 73,34,356/- prepared
by M/s. Jyoti Infracon Company

03-09-2016

2321750

23218

The assessee has not  provided any
documents/evidences  clearly establishing the
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nexus between payment received from M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Co and Service rendered to M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Company by them.

JYOT! INFRATECH COMPANY

03-10-2016

3944450

39445

The assessee has not provided any
documentsfevidences  clearly establishing the
nexus between payment received from M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Co and Service rendered to M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Company by them.

vi

JYOTIINFRATECH COMPANY

03-10-2016

50000

500

The assessee has not provided any
documents/evidences  clearly establishing the
nexus between payment received from M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Co and Seivice rendered to M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Company by them.

vii

JYOT! INFRATECH COMPANY

03-10-2016

7837922

78380

+ ath RA Bill issued by R&B Valsad Division for Rs.
8080332/-

« Work Order No. AB/TC/Agreement/591/2015
dated 22.09.2015 issued by Ex. Engr, R&B Valsad
Divisian to M/s. Jyothi Infratech Company for
Lowering down the 3rd floor & Strengthening
Beautification of block No. A to X Class 1li Colony
at Valsad.

« Payment voucher for Rs, 7837922/- prepared
by M/s. Jyoti Infracon Company

vill

JYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY

26-20-2016

3135894

31355

The assessee has not provided any
documentsfevidences  clearly establishing the
nexus batween payment received from M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Co and Service rendered to M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Company by them.

JYOT! INFRATECH COMPANY

;7-10-2016

6831727

68317

« S5th RA Bill issued by R&S Valsad Division for Rs.
70,43,017/-

+ Work Order No. AB/TC/Agreement/591/2015 .
datad 22.09.2015 issued by Ex. Engr, R&B Vaisad
Division to M/s. Jyothl Infratech Company for
Lowering down the 3rd floor & Strengthening
Beautification of block Nao. A to X Class Il Colony
at valsad.

+ Payment voucher for Rs. 68,31,727/- prepared
by M/s. Jyotl Infracon Company

IYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY

23-12-2016

7097149

70971

«6th RA Bill issued by R&B Valsad Division for Rs.
7316648/- .

» Work Order No. AB/TC/Agreement/591/2015
dated 22.09.2015 issued by Ex. Engr, R&E Valsad
Division to M/s. Jyothi Infratech Company for
Lowering down thé 3rd floor & Strengthening
Beautification of block No. A te X Class Il Colony
atValsad. .

« Payment voucher for Rs. 70,97,149/- prepared
by M/s. Jycti Infracon Cempany

xi

JYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY

09-02-2017

2252574

22526

«7th RA Bill issued by R&B Valsad Division for Rs.
2322241/-

« work Order No. AS/TC/Agreement/591/2015
dated 22.09.2015 issued by Ex. Engr, R&B Valsad
Givision to M/s. Jyothi Infratech Company for
Lowering down the 3rd floor & Strengthening
Beautification of block No. A to X Class Ill Colony
at valsad.

+ Payment voucher for Rs. 2252574/- prepared
by M/s. Jyoti Infracon Company

i

JYOTI INFRATECH COMPARNY

10-02-2017

5046224

50462

The assessee has not  provided  any
documents/evidences  clearly establishing the
nexus between payment received from M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Co and Service rendered to  Ms. Jyott
Infracon Company by them.

i

JYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY

02-03-2017

7760000

77600

The assessee has not provided any
documents/evidences clearly establishing the
nexus between payment recelved from M/s. lyoti
Infracen Co and Service rendered to M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Company by them.

Xiv

JYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY

04-03-2017

6300159

63002

« 8th RA Bill issued by R&B Valsad Division for
Rs, 6495009/~ .

» work Order No. AB/TC/Agreement/591/2015
dated 22.09,2015 issued by Ex. Engr, R&S Valsad
Division to M/s. Jyothi Infratech Company for
Lowering down the 3rd floor & Strengthening
Beautification of block No. A to X Class Ilf Coleny
at Valsad.

+ Payment voucher for Rs.6300159/- prepared
by M/s. Jyoti Infracon Company

| YOT;/NRRATECH COMPANY
A R

TN

28-03-2017

7567918

75679

The assessee has not provided any
documents/evidences clearly establishing the
nexus between payment received from M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Co and Service rendered to M/s. lyoti
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Infracon Company by them.
xvi | JYOT! INERATECH COMPANY 31-03-2017 4083804 40838 | The assessee has not provided any
’ documents/evidences clearly establishing the
nexus between payment received from M/s. Jyoti
Infracon Co and Service rendered to M/s. Jyoli
infracon Company by them.
xvii | JYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY 31-03-2017 825071 8291 | » 10th RA Bill Issued by R&B Valsad Division for
: Rs, 854712/-
« work Order No. AB/TC/Agreement/591/2015
dated 22.09,2015 issued by Ex. Engr, R&B Valsad
Divislon to M/s. Jyothi Infratech Company for
Lowering down the 3rd floor & Strengthening
Beautification of block No. A to X Class [l Colony
at Valsad,
+ Payment voucher for Rs. 829071/- prepared by
M/s. Jyoti Infracon Company
Sub total 87027817
3 i OFFICE OF THE EXE ENGINEER 24-06-2016 56014 1121 | No documents
 CAPITAL PROJECT DIVISION-4
ii OFFICE OF THE EXE ENGINEER 30-08-2016 980304 19816 | The assessee has not provided any
CAPITAL PROJECT DIVISION-4 documents/evidences clearly establishing the
nexus between payment received from Capital
Project Division and Service rendered to Capital
Project Division
iii OFFICE OF THE EXE ENGINEER 26-10-2016 1365716 27315 | The assessee has not provided any
CAPITAL PROJECT DIVISION-4 documents/evidences clearly establishing the
. nexus between payment received from Capital
Project Division and Service rendered to Capital
Project Division
Sub total 2402034
4 i THE GUJARAT STATE CIVIL 23-11-2016 120452 2409 | No decuments
SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD
i THE GUJARAT STATE CIVIL 28-11-2016 318848 6377 | No documents
SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD
Wii THE GUJARAT STATE CIVIL 21-12-2016 29250 585 | Nodocuments
SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD
v THE GUIARAT STATE CIVIL 21-12-2016 470283 9407 | No documents
SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD
Sub total 938833
5 i EXECUTIVE ENGINEER VALSAD 20-10-2016 287091 5742 | No documents
R&B DIVISION -VALSAD
it EXECUTIVE ENGINEER VALSAD 23-03-2017 286135 5723 | Nodocuments
R&B DIVISION -VALSAD
jii EXECUTIVE ENGINEER VALSAD 23-03-2017 286367 5728 | Nodocuments
R&S DIVISION -VALSAD
v EXECUTIVE ENGINEER VALSAD 23-03-2017 285332 5707 | No documents
R&B DIVISION -VALSAD :
¥ EXECUTIVE ENGINEER VALSAD 29-03-2017 292006 5841 | Nodocuments *
R&B DIVISION -VALSAD
Sub total 1436931
Grand total 96300133
25. It is also apparent from the documents that the services had also

been rendered to the Government /Government Authority either directly or
indirectly, and the same were in nature of composite service involving supply
of materials alongwith services. Therefore construction/repair maintenances
services provided by the assessee to government directly or indirectly, qualifies
to be Works Contract Services in nature. Therefore, I find that the abatement
available with respect to works Contract Service under Service Tax
(Determination of Value) Rules, 2006 (Valuation Rules), needs to be taken care

of while computing the service tax liability of the assessee.

25.1 It is also pertinent to mention here that, where correlation between
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considering the abatement under Valuation Rules. The rest of cases have not

been considered for granting abatement in absence of clear evidences.

25.2 I find that the value of service portion in execution of works
contract has to be determined as per Service Tax (Determination of Value)
Rules, 2006 (Valuation Rules). Accordingly, in case of works contracts entered
into for execution of “Original Works”, service tax shall be payable on Forty
Percent of the total amount charged for the works contract. In other case of
works contract (i.e. other than Original Work, including repair, maintenance,
finishing services), the service tax shall be payable on Seventy Percent of the
total amount charged for the works contract. As discussed hereinabove, the
services provided by the assessee is in nature of Works Contract service,
therefore, valuation of service portion in respect of services provided is to be
determined according to the Valuation Rules. As per the documents, the
services to M/s. Malani Construction Company by way of Cénstruction of 14
Additional Class Rooms appears to be “New Construction” in nature, therefore,
the service appears to be covered under the meaning of “Original Work” as
provided under Valuation Rules. Therefore, I find that the assessee is required
to pay service tax on 40% of the amount charged by them from M/s. Malani
Construction Company. As regards the services provided to M/s. Jyoti Infracon
Co. by way of “Lowering down the 3rd floor & Strengthening Beautification of
block”, services provided to M/s. Executive Engineer Kheda R&B Division by

way of “Modernizatiori of Assistant Electrical Inspector's Office at Nadiad” and

services provider to 'M/ s. Gujarat Maritime Board by way of “Repair &
Maintenance -Electrical”, appear to be not covered under the meaning of
“Original Work” as provided under Valuation Rules as the same being Repair

Maintenance /finishing services. Therefore, I find that the assessee is required

-to pay service tax on 70% of the amount charged by them from M/s. Jyoti

Infracon Co., M/s. Gujarat Maritime Board and Executive Engineer Kheda

R&RB Division for the aforesaid services.

25.3 Having considered the above legal and factual position/discussion,

the service tax liability has been worked out herein under on the basis of

amount paid to the assessee as per Form 26AS, for prov1d1ng services by the
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Service tax payable for FY 2015-16

Sr.No. As per Form 26AS Abatement Net Taxable Service Tax | Service Tax
Dt. of transaction Armount paid to the under Value {After Rate % Payable
assessee [Value of service valuation abatement)
provided) Rules [Rate)
FY 2015-16
BY ARVINDBHAI M PRAJAPATE [ ~
1 10-10-2015 831353 0% 831393 14 116395
2 08-01-2016 554262 0% 554262 14.5 80368
3 08-11-2015 3575700 0% 3575700 14 500598
4 30-03-2016 5272478 0% 5272479 | 14.5 764509
BY JYOTI INFRATECH COMPANY 4]
5 08-10-2015 2145090 0% 2149080 14 300873
6 09-01-2016 3344310 0% 3344310 14.5 484925
7 23-02-2016 2879506 0% 2879906 14.5 417586
8 29-02-2016 4477658 30% 3134361 14.5 454482
BY OFFICE OF THE EXE , 0
ENGINEER CAPITAL PROJECT
DIVISION-4
9 10-11-2015 1217607 0% 1217607 14 170465
10 10-11-2015 193757 0% 193757 14 27126
BY SUPERINTENDENT ENGINEER 0
(MECH), GUJARAT MARITIME
BOARD
11 30-05-2015 12795 30% 8957 12.36 1107
12 06-07-2015 14511 30% 10158 14 1422
13 07-08-2015 14511 0% 14511 14 2032
14 07-08-2015 14834 30% 10384 14 1454
15 15-09-2015 13376 30% 9363 14 1311
BY THE GUJARAT STATE CIVIL 0
SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD
16 31-05-2015 114844 0% 114844 12.36 14195
17 31-10-2015 238007 0% 238007 14 33321
18 30-11-2015 146141 0% 146141 14.5 21190
19 31-01-2016 207451 0% 207451 14.5 30080
20 25-02-2016 175231 0% 175231 14.5 25408
21 29-02-2016 42200 0% 42200 14.5 5119
22 29-02-2016 137360 0% 137360 14.5 19917
23 31-03-2016 108610 0% 108610 14.5 15748
BY EXECUTIVE ENGINEER KHEDA 0
RE&B DIVISION -NADIAD
24 l 10-03-2016 1018532 30% 712972 14.5 103381
BY MALAN] CONSTRUCTION CO. 0
25 01-02-2016 397017 60% 158807 14.5 23027
26 08-02-2016 4862212 60% 1944885 14.5 282008
27 30-03-2016 4136238 60% 1654495 | 14.5 238902
28 30-03-2016 2805620 60% 1122248 14.5 162726
Total 38955652 29969488 4301677
Service tax Payable for FY 2016-17
Sr.No. As per Form 26AS Abatement Net Taxable | Service Tax | Service Tax
Dt. of transaction Amount paid to the under Value (After Rate % Payable
assessee (Value of service valuation abatement
provided) Rules {Rate) and
Percentage
Liability}
FY 2016-17
BY ARVINDBHAI M PRAJAPATI
1 | 27-10-2016 4494518 0% 4494518 15 674178
BY JYOT! INFRATECH COMPANY
2 27-04-2016 4146313 0% 4146313 14.5 601215
3 06-05-2016 10488506 30% 7341954 14.5 1064583
4 15-07-2016 7334356 30% 5134049 15 770107
2321750 0% 2321750 15 348263
3944450 Q% 3944450 15 591668
Ve sy, 03710-2016 50000 0% 50000 15 7500
0 03-10-2016 7837922 30% 5486545 15 822982
. 26-10-2016 3135894 0% 3135894 15 470384
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7 -
/fiaplet
Vs aple

=

10 27-10-2016 6831727 30% 4782209 15 717331
11 23-12-2016 |, 7097149 30% 4968004 15 745201
12 09-02-2017 2252574 30% 1576802 15 236520
13 10-02-2017 5046224 0% 5046224 i5 756934
14 02-03-2017 7760000 0% 7760000 15 1164000
15 04-03-2017 6300159 30% 4410111 15 661517
16 28-03-2017 7567918 0% 7567918 15 1135188
17 31-03-2017 4083804 0% 4083804 15 612571
18 31-03-2017 829071 30% 580349.7 15 87052
BY OFFICE OF THE EXE
ENGINEER CAPITAL PROJECT
DIVISION-4
19 24-06-2016 56014 0% 56014 15 8402
20 30-08-2016 980304 0% 980304 | 15 147046
21 26-10-2016 1365716 0% 1365716 15 204857
THE GUJARAT STATE CIVIL
SUPPLIES CORPORATION LTD
22 23-11-2016 120452 0% 120452 15 18068
23 28-11-2016 218848 0% 318848 15 47827
24 21-12-2016 29250 0% 29250 15 4388
25 21-12-2016 470283 0% 470283 15 70542
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER VALSAD
R&B DIVISION -VALSAD
26 20-10-2016 287091 0% 287091 15 43064
27 23-03-2017 286135 0% 286135 15 42920
28 23-03-2017 286367 0% 286367 15 42955
29 23-03-2017 285332 0% 285332 15 42800
30 29-03-2017 292006 0% 292006 15 43801
96300133 12183863
25.4 Having considered these factual and documentary evidences

available on record, I find that the assessee has failed to establish that the
services rendered by them were exempt service as claimed by them.
Accordingly, the assessee is liable to pay service tax of Rs. 1,64,85,540/- (Rs.

43,01,677/- for FY 2015-16 + Rs. 1,21,83,863/- for Rs. 2016- 17) under section
66B read with Rule 2 of Service Tax Rules 1994 for rendering taxable services
by them. Therefore, I hold that the assessee has failed to pay service tax
amounting to Rs. 1,64,85,540 /-, which was required to be paid under Section
68 of the Finance Act, 1994 read with Rule 6 of Service Tax Rules 1994 for
taxable services provided during FY 2015-16 and 2016-17 by them. Since, the
assessee is liable to pay service tax of Rs. 1,64,85,540/ out of total demand of
Service Tax of Rs. 2,00,93,590/-, the rest of demand of Service Tax of Rs.
36,08,050/- is liable to be dropped on merits being incorrect and legally not
sustainable. Therefore, I hold that the assessee is required to pay service tax of
Rs. ¥,64:85;5640/- and thus, the same is required to be recovered from them
under the provisions of Section 73(1) of the Finance Act, 1994.

26. Based on above facts and discussion, I find that the assessee has
contravened the prov151ons of (i) Section 68 and 66B of the Finance Act, 1994
read with Rules 2 and 6 of the Service Tax Rules 1994, in as much as they

”T “paid service tax to the tune of Rs. 1,64,85,540/- though they were

'\ q\s- sy

o"pay the same on provision of taxable services (i) Section 69 of Finance

f
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Act, 1994 read with Rule 4 of Service Tax Rules in as much as they have failed
to obtain service tax registration as required for the person liable to pay service
tax and (iii} Section 70. of Fmance Act, 1994 read with Rule 6 & 7 of the
Service Tax Rules, 1994 1n .as much as they have failed to assess their correct
service tax liability and have failed to file ST-3 Returns for the FY 2015-16 and
2016-17.

27. I also find that Sectlon 75 of Finance Act,1994 mandates that any
person who is liable to pay service tax, shall, in addition to the tax, be liable
to pay interest at the appropriate rate for the period by which crediting of tax
or part thereof is delayed. I thus hold that the assessee is also liable to pay the
interest on the demand of service Tax of Rs. i,64,85,540 /- |

28. From the facts and discussion aforementioned, I find that in the
instant case the assessee had not obtained the service tax reglstramon though
they were liable to pay service .tax on taxable services rendered by them.
Thus, the assessee had failed to pay legitimate service tax due to the
government despite the fact that they were engaged in prowdmg tax services
and had wrongly availed the benefit of exemption from service tax. Thus, the
assessee had suppressed the material facts from the Department by not
obtaining service tax registration and not filing /showing their actual taxable
income in the ST-3 Returns and also by not paying the Service Tax due to
them. Various Courts mcludmg the Apex Court have clearly: laid down the
principle that tax 11ab111ty is a civil obligation and therefore, the intent to evade
payment of tax cannot be estabhshed by peering into the mlnds of the tax
payer, but has to be estebhshed through evaluation of tax payers’ behaviour.
The responsibility on the tax payer to voluntarily make information disclosures
is much greater in the system of self-assessment. The omission or commission
on the part of the assessee has clearly demonstrated their intention to evade
payment of service tax, as they were very much aware of the unambiguous
provisions of Finance Act, 1994 and Rules made there under. They have failed
to disclose to the department at any point of time, the fact regarding the
claiming of exemption without being eligible under Notification No. 25/2012-8T
as discussed in forgoing paras during FY 2015-16 to 2016-17. These facts

wouk t-have come to light if the department had not initiated inquiry on the
basj x@*’ii‘ctf@aa\ shared by the Income Tax Department. Moreover, the
\gg\sl%sé“ [

/nmen‘ﬁﬂc \5 from the very beginning placed full trust on the assessee,
d' "__glj/,measures like’ self assessment etc. based on tmutual trust and

Lave been put in place. Further, the assessees are not required to
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maintain any statutor}f -or separate records under the Excise / service tax law
as considerable amouht of trust is placed on the assessee and private records
maintained by them for normal business purposes are accepted for purpose of
excise & Service tax 1aws Moreover returns are also filed onlme without any
supporting documents., All these operates on the basic and fundamental
premise of honesty of the assessee; therefore, the governing statutory
provisions create an abeolute liability on the assessee when any provision is
contravened or there is breach of trust placed on them. Such contravention on
the part of the assessee tantamounts to willful misstatement and suppression
of facts with an intent to evade the payment of the duty/ tax. It is also evident
that such fact of contravention and non paying the service tax by not declaring
taxable value of the sei'vice provided, as discussed earlier, on the part of the .
assessee came to the V‘_n,‘otice of the department only when -the inquiry was
initiated by the department. In the case of Mahavir Plastics versus CCE
Mumbai, 2010 (255) ELT 241, it has been held that if facts are gathered by
department in subsequent investigation extended period can be invoked. In
2009 (23) STT 275, in case of Lalit Enterprises vs. CST Chennai, it is held that
extended period can bé invoked when department comes to know of service
charges received by appellant on verification of his accounts. Therefore, I find
that all essential ingredients exist in this case to invoke the extended period
under prov1so to Section 73(1) of the Finance Act, 1994. 'By invoking the
extended perlod of time of 5 years, service tax totally amounting to Rs
1,64,85,540/- (including cess) required to be recovered along with
applicable interest under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994 from the
assessee. For the same reasons, all ingredient for imposing penalty on the
assessee under Section 78 exists, therefore, the assessee is also liable for penal

action under the provisions of Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994.

29, As regards the levy of service tax for FY 2017-18 (upto June 2017),
which was not ascertainable at the time of issuance of the SCN dated
23.04.2021, if the sa:a'le was to be disclosed by the Income Tax department or
any other source/agencies, against the said assessee, action was to be initiated
against assessee under, the proviso to Section 73(1) of the Finance Act, 1994
read with Para 2.8 of the Master Circular No. 1053/02/2017—CX dated
10.03.2017 and the service tax liability was to be recoverable from the assessee
accordingly Since, thle ‘assessee has not provided any details /information/
‘%d?iggmegts for the F.Y, 20 17 18 f{upto June,2017) and the department has alsc
k;'ﬂ‘j* t‘lot addﬁeed any 1nformat10n/ evidence and the reason for the non disclosure

fﬁul has also not been made known to the department, I refram myself from
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entering in to the said period to determine liability as otherwise of assessee for

service tax.

30. As regards, the proposal for imposition of penalty under Section
77(1)(a), 77(1)(C) and 77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994, as discussed herein
above, I find that the assessee had failed to obtain the service tax registration
as required under ‘Sec’don 69(1) of the Finance Act, 1994 as they were liable to
pay service tax, thus, the assessee have rendered themselves liable to penal
action under Section 77(1)(a) of the Finance Act, 1994; I also find that the
assessee has failed to assess their service tax liability and has failed to file
correct service tax returns as required under Section 70 of the Finance Act,
1994 read with Rule 7 of Service Tax Rules, 1994, as dxscussed at length
hereinabove, thus, they have rendered themselves liable to penal action under
Section 77(2) of the F1nance Act, 1994. As regards penal actlon under Section
77(1)(c), I find that the:iSCN has not brought out any facts of non furnishing of
records/information which were called for by the department from the
assessee. Thus, I find that the assessee is not liable to penal action under

Section 77(1)(c), as the allegation levelled in the SCN, being not correct.

31. In view of the above discussion and findings, I pass the following

order:

(i) I hereby confirm tne demand of service tax of Rs. 1,64,85,540/- (Rs. One
Crore Sixty Four, Lakh Eighty Five Thousand Five Hundred Forty only)
out of the total demand of service tax of Rs. 2,00,93 590/ for FY 2015-
16 & 2016-17, not paid by the assessee and order to recover the same
from the asseesee under proviso to Sub-section (1) of Section 73 of
Finance Act,1994. I further drop the rest of the demand of Service Tax
of Rs. 36,08,050/- accordingly.

(ii) I order to charge Interest at the appropriate rate on the demand of
Service tax of Rs. 1,64,85,540/-and to recover the same from the

assessee under Section 75 of the Finance Act,1994;

(iii) I impose penalty of Rs. 1,64,85,540/- on the assessee under the
prov131on of Sect10n 78 of the Finance Act, 1994.

N iy

':-_

ff‘j;v) 52 ,lepose penalty of Rs. 10,000/~ on the assessee under the provision of

JSectlon 77’(2) of the Finance Act, 1994, for failure to assess their service

ta.x habﬂﬂ:y and, also for failure to file ST-3 Returns.
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(v) I impose penalty of Rs. 10,000/- on the assessee under the provision of
Section 77(1)(a) of the Finance Act, 1994, for failure to obtain service tax

registration under Sef;tion 69 of the Finance Act, 1994.

(vi) I refrain from imposing penalty under Section 77(1)(0); of Finance Act,

1994 for the reasons discussed hereinabove.

However, in view of clause (ii) of the second prov{so to Section 78
(1), if the amount of Service Tax confirmed and interest thereon is paid within
period of thirty days from the date of receipt of this Order, thé penalty shall be
twenty five percent of Ithé said amount, subject to the condition that the
. eriod of thirty

amount of such reduced penalty is also paid within the said

(Upendry
Corfimissioner, |
Central Excise & CGST,
Ahmedabad North.
By Regd. Post AD./Hand Delivery

F.No. STC/15-228/0A/2021-22 : Date: .10.2022.

days.

To

M/s. Hemantkumar Kantilal Shah,
(M/s. H. K. Constrcution)
C/703, Gaurav Appartment,

§
i
E B
Prabhat Chowk, Ranna Park, \

Ghatlodiya, Ahmedabad, Gujarat-38006 1\\~L .
‘ ~.
Copy to:

1 The Principal Chief Commissioner of CGST & C. Ex., Ahmedabad Zone.
2 The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner, CGST & C.Ex., Division-VII,
Ahmedabad North.
3 The Superintendent, Range-III, Division-VII, Ahmedabad North.
\Vﬂ"le Superintendent (System), CGST, Ahmedabad North for uploading on
website. '
5. Guard File.
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