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This copy is granted free of charge for privaté use of the person(s) to whom it is sent.
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Any person deeming himself aggrieved 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,
Bahumali Bhavan Asarwa, Near Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad,
Gujarat 380004.

N ffA,n ’ ppeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 7.5% of
Lo S ad ITE ﬁj&gﬁ’ demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where

alone is in dispute.

(as per amendment in Section 35F of Central Excise Act,1944 dated 06.08.2014)
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The Appeal should be filed in Form No. E.A.3. It shall be signed by the persons
specified in sub-rule (2) of Rule 3 of the Central Excise (Appeals) Rules, 2001. It shall be
filed in quadruplicate and shall be accompanied by an equal number of copies of the
order appealed against (one of which at least shall be certified copy). All supporting
documents of the appeal should be forwarded in quadruplicate.
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(The Appeal including the statement of facts and the grounds of appeal shall be

filed in quadruplicate and shall be accompanied by an equal number of copies of the
order appealed against (one of which at least shall be a certified copy.)
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The form of appeal shall be in English or Hindi and should be set forth concisely

and under distinct heads of the grounds of appeals without any argument or narrative and
such grounds should be numbered consecutively.
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The prescribed fee under the provisions of Section 35 B of the Act shall be paid
through a crossed demand draft, in favour of the Assistant Registrar of the Bench of the

Tribunal, of a branch of any Nationalized Bank located at the place where the Bench is
situated and the demand draft shall be attached to the form of appeal.
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The copy of this order attached therein should bear a court fee stamp of Re. 1.00
as prescribed under Schedule 1, Item 6 of the Court Fees Act, 1970.
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Eﬁjé@r;ﬁProceedings initiated vide Show Cause Notices No. STC/15-85/0A/2021
dated 23.04.2021 against M/s. Subhashsingh C. Rajput, 11, Gayatri Complex,
Juni Roshni Cinema, Nr. Power House, Sabarmati, Ahmedabad -380005
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STC/15- 85/0A/2021

ORDER-IN-ORIGINAL No. AHM-EXCUS-002-COMMR-— Aﬁ 12022-23

M/s. Subhashsingh C. Rajput, 11, Gayatri Complex, Juni Roshni Cinema,
Nr. Power House, Sabarmati, Ahmedabad -380005 were issued SCN F. No.
STC/15-85/0A/2021 dated 23.04.2021 by the Commissioner, Central GST &
Central Excise, Ahmedabad North, Ahmedabad.

BRIEF FACTS OF THE CASE PERTAINING TO THE SCN ISSUED TO M/S.
SUBHASHSINGH C. RAJPUT, ARE AS FOLLOWS:

M/s. Subhashsingh C. Rajput, 11, Gayatri Complex, Juni Roshni Cinema,
Nr. Power House, Sabarmati, Ahmedabad -380005 (hereinafter referred to as the
‘assessee’ for the sake of brevity) were engaged in providing taxable services,
and were holding Service Tax Registration No. AEMPR8316LSTO01.

2. Analysis of “Sales/Gross Receipts from Services {Value from ITR)” and
“Total Amount Paid/Credited under 194C, 194H, 1941, 194J (value from 26AS)”
in respect of M/s. Subhashsingh C. Rajput, was undertaken by the Central
Board of Direct Taxes (CBDT) for the F.Y. 2015-16 and 2016-17, and details of
the said analysis were shared by the CBDT with the Central Board of Indirect
Taxes (CBIC).

3. It appeared from the Third Party Data provided by CBDT of the said
assessee for the F.Y. 2015-16 and 2016-17, that the said assessee had declared
less taxable value in their Service Tax Returns {ST-3) for F.Y. 2015-16 and 2016~
17 when the same was compared with the Service related taxable value declared
in their ITR/Form 26AS for 2015-16 and 2016-17. The difference in value as

observed for F.Y. 2015-16 and 2016-17, was as under:
Sr. F.Y. Taxable Gross Receipts | Difference between | Resultant
No. Value as per | From Services | Value of Services | Service Tax
5T-3 Returns | (Value from | from ITR/26AS and | Short Paid (in
(In Rs.) ITR/26A8) (in | Gross Value in | Rs.)
Rs.) Service Tax
Returns (in Rs.)
1 2015-16 0 58186598 58186598 8437057
2 2016-17 0 121043130 121043130 18156470
179229728 26593527

179229728

“"“4‘.*"" As per Section 68 of the Finance Act, 1994 every person liable to pay

service tax shall pay service tax at the rate specified in Section 66/66B in such

manner and within such period which is prescribed under Rule 6 of the Service
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STC/15- 85f/0A /2021

tax Rules 1994. In the instant case, it appeared that the assessee had not paic

service tax for FY 2015-16 and 2016-17 as worked out above.

5. No data was shared by the CBDT, for the period FY 2017-18 {upto
June-2017) and the assessee also had failed to provide any information
regarding rendering of taxable service for this period, therefore, at the time of
issuance of SCN, it was not possible to quantify the short payment of Service

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

Unguantified demand at the time of issuance of SCN.
Para 2.8 of the Master Circular No. 1053/02/2017-CX dated 10.03.2017
issued by the CBEC, New Delhi clarified that:

2.8 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 Mjfg. (Wuvg.) Co. Vs ,UOIL
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.’

6. As per the provisions of Section 70 of the Finance Act, 1994, every person
liable to pay the service tax shall himself assess the tax due on the services
provided by him and shall furnish to the Superintendent of Central Excise, a
return by disclosing wholly & truly all material facts in their service tax returns
(ST-3 Returns). The form, manner and frequency of return have been prescribed
under Rule 7 of Service tax Rules 1994. In the instant case, it also appeared
that the assessee had not assessed the tax dues properly on services rendered
by them and had also failed to file correct ST-3 Returns, thereby violating the
provisions of Section 70(1) of the Finance Act, 1994 read with Rule 7 of Service

AT Wd
"-‘fJ.—;,-‘;\ +r -

Goverament-within the period prescribed, is liable to pay the interest at

applicable rate. Since, the assessee had failed to pay service tax liabilities in the
prescribed time limit on the provision of services by them, the interest also
appeared to be recoverable under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994 alongwith
the service tax payable by them.
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8. Therefore, it appeared that the said assessee had contravened (i)
the provision of Section 68 of the Finance Act, 1994 read with Rule 6 of Service
Tax Rﬁles 1994 in as much as they had failed to pay/short paid/ deposit service
tax to the extent of Rs. 2,65,93,527/- by declaring less value in their ST-3
Returns vis-a-vis their ITR/Form 26AS in such manner and within such period
as prescribed with respect to the taxable services provided by them (ii) the
provision of Section 70 of Finance Act, 1994 in as much as they had failed to

assess their service tax liabilities under Rules 2(1)(d) of Service Tax Rules, 1994,

9. It had been noticed that at no point of time, the assessee had
disclosed full, true and correct information about the value of the services
provided by them or intimated to the Department regarding receipt/providing of
Services of the differential value, that had come to the notice of the Department
only after going through the Third Party CBDT data generated for the Financial
Year 2015-16 and 2016-17. From the evidences gathered/ available at the
relevant time, it appeared that the said assessee had knowingly suppressed the
facts regarding providing of services by them, and thereby not paid/short
paid/not deposited Service Tax thereof to the extent of Rs. 2,65,93,527/- on the
differential value of service as worked out herein above. Thus, it appeared that
the act of omission on the part of the assessee had resulted into non payment of
service tax on account of suppression of material facts and contravention of
provisions of Finance Act, 1994 with an intent to evade payment of service tax.
Therefore, the service tax not paid by the assessee appeared to be recoverable
from the assessee under the provisions of Section 7 3(1) of the Finance Act, 1994
by invoking extended period of time, alongwih interest at appropriate rate under
Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994, Since, the above act of omission on the part
of the assessee constituted an offence punishable under Section 78 of the
Finance Act, 1994, the assessee also appeared to have rendered themselves
liable for penalty under Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994,

10. The assessee was given opportunity to appear for pre-SCN

consiltation on 22. 04 2021, but the same was not attended by them.
e&"e"“ﬁ-._

Y, Therefore, Show Cause Notice No. STC/15-85/0A/2021 dated

l\was issued to the assessee asking them as to why:

7 :.I;ha, /demand for Service Tax to the extent of Rs. 2,65,93,527/- (Rupees
Twé Crore Sixty Five Lakh Ninety Three Thousand Five Hundred Twenty
Seven only ) short/ not paid by them in FY 2015-16 and 2016-17, should
not be confirmed and recovered from them under the provisions of Section
73 of Finance Act,1994.
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(i) Interest at the appropriate rate should not be demanded and recovered

from them under Section 75 of the Finance Act,1994.

(iliy Penalty should not be imposed upon them under the provision of Section

78 of the Finance Act, 1994.

(iv) Penalty under Section 77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994 should not be
imposed on them for their failure to assess their correct Service Tax
liability and their failure to file correct Service Tax Returns, as required

under Section 70 of the Finance Act, 1994 read with Rule 7 of the Service
Tax Rules, 1994.

DEFENCE REPLY:

12. The assessee has not filed any defence reply with reference to

subject show cause notice dated 23.04.2021.

PERSONAL HEARING:

13. Personal Hearings were granted to the assessee on 20.12.2021,
19.01.2022, 26.04.2022, 19.05.2022, 16.06.2022, 25.07.2022, 05.09.2022,
13.10.2022, 15.11.2022 and 07.02.2023. The assessee has not responded to
any of communication sent for personal hearing except for personal hearing
granted on 20.12.2021 and 05.00.2022. The assessee vide their letters dated
20.12.2021 and 05.09.2022, has sought extension of time and had requested
for another date for personal hearing. Thereafter when they were granted
another dates of personal hearing, they have preferred/chosen not to avail the
opportunities offered for reasons best known to them. Finally, they were granted
personal hearing vide letter dated 27.02.2023 signed/issued by the adjudicating
authority himself in the interest of justice and it was conveyed to them that if
the personal hearing was not attended, the matter would be taken up exparte

for taking an appropriate decision.

BLANK
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The said letter was acknowledged by the assessee, but they however have
again failed to appear for the personal hearing. As can be seen, the assessee has
been granted more than ample opportunities for defending their case in person,
but they have chosen to refrain from availing the many opportunities offered for
defending their case in person. Thus left with no option, I am accordingly forced

g pr@cqed in the matter on the basis of available records and to decide the case
\ir ibing, e \'\.

\____/
in the case file, which include the SCN.

15. I find that the assessee has failed to appear for Personal Hearing, inspite

of being asked to do so repeatedly as mentioned in Para-13 above for defending
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their case. Under the circumstances, left with no recourse, [ take up the matter
for adjudication proceeding ex-parte on the basis of records/documents
available, since ample opportunities have already been given to the assessee to
attend and defend their case in person and matter can not be kept hanging

indefinitely.

15.1 In this connection, I find that Hon’ble Supreme Court, High Courts
and Tribunals, in several judgments/decision, have held that ex-parte decision
will not amount to violation of principles of Natural Justice, when sufficient

opportunities for personal hearing have been given for defending the case.

In support of the same, I rely upon the following judgments/ orders as

under:-

a) Hon’ble High Court of Kerala in the case of UNITED OIL MILLS Vs.
OLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS & C. EX., COCHIN reported in 2000 (124) E.L.T.
53 (Ker.), has observed that;

“Natural justice - Petitioner given full opportunity before Collector to produce all evidence
on which he intends to rely but petitioner not prayed for any opportunity to adduce further
evidence - Principles of natural justice not violated. '

(Emphasis Supplied)”

b) Hon’ble High Court of Calcutta in the case of KUMAR JAGDISH CH.
SINHA Vs. COLLECTOR OF CENTRAL EXCISE, CALCUTTA reported in
2000 (124) E.L.T. 118 (Cal.) in Civil Rule No. 128 (W) of 1961, deciding on
13-9-1963, has observed that;

“Natural justice - Show cause notice - Hearing - Demand - Principles of natural justice not
violated when, before making the levy under Rule 9 of Central Excise Rules, 1944, the
assessee was issued a show cause notice, his reply considered, and he was also given a
personal hearing in support of his reply - Section 33 of Central Excises & Salt Act, 1944.
" It has been established both in England and in India [vide N.P.T. Co. v. N.S.T. Co. (1957)
S.C.R. 98 (106)], that there is no universal code of natural justice and that the nature of
hearing required would depend, inter alia, upon the provisions of the statute and the rules
made thereunder which govern the constitution of a particular body. It has also been
established that where the relevant statute is silent, what is required is a minimal level of
hearing, namely, that the statutory authority must ‘act in good faith and fairly listen to both
/,sjgig_.s;ﬁBoard of Education v. Rice, (1911) A.C. I 79] and, “deal with the question referred
N ‘é%:ﬁc, ithout bias, and give to each of the parties the opportunity of adequately
* 2pre Sie case” [Local Govt. Board v. Arlidge, (1915) A.C. 120 (132)]. [para 16]

LAY :ggj (Emphasis supplied}”
"'/{-"" 5 .
“Foilble High Court of Delhi in the case of SAKETH INDIA LIMITED

7is (IMON OF INDIA reported in 2002 (143) E.L.T. 274 (Del)., has

observed that:

“Natural justice - Ex parte order by DGFT - EXIM Policy - Proper opportunity given to
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appellant to reply to show cause notice issued by Addl. DGFT and to makfe o'ral
submissions, if any, but opportunity not availed by appellant - Principles of natural justice
not violated by Additional DGFT in passing ex parte order - Para 2.8(c) of Export-Import
Policy 1992-97 - Section 5 of Foreign Trade (Development and Regulation) Act, 1992.

(Emphasis Supplied)”

(d) The Hon’ble CESTAT, Mumbai in the case of GOPINATH CHEM
TECH. LTD Vs. COMMISSIONER OF CENTRAL EXCISE, AHMEDABAD-II
reported in 2004 (171) E.L.T. 412 (Tri. - Mumbai), has observed that;

“Natural justice - Personal hearing fixed by lower authorities but not attended by appellant
and reasons for not attending also not explained - Appellant cannot now demand another
hearing - Principles of natural justice not violated. /para 5]

(Emphasis Supplied)”

() The Hon’ble Supreme court in the case of F.N. ROY Versus
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, CALCUTTA AND OTHERS reported in 1983
(13) E.L.T. 1296 {S.C.)., has observed as under:

“Natural justice — Opportunity of personal hearing not availed of—Effect — Confiscation
order cannot be held mala fide if passed without hearing.

- If the petitioner was given an opportunity of being heard before the confiscation order but
did not avail of, it was not open for him to contend subsequently that he was not given an
opportunity of personal hearing before an order was passed. [para 28]

(Emphasis Supplied)”

(f) The Hon’ble Supreme Court in the matter of JETHMAL Versus
UNION OF INDIA reported in 1999 (110) E.L.T. 379 (S.C.), has observed

as under;

“7.  Our attention was also drawn to a recent decision of this Court in A.K, Kripak v.
Union of India - 1969 (2) SCC 340, where some of the rules of natural Justice were
Jormulated in Paragraph 20 of the judgment. One of these is the well known principle of
audi alteram partem and it was argued that an ex parte hearing without notice violated
this rule. In our opinion this rule can have no application to the facts of this case where
the appellant was asked not only to send a written reply but to inform the Collector whether
he wished to be heard in person or through a representative, If no reply was given or no
intimation was sent to the Collector that a personal hearing was desired, the Collector
would be justified in thinking that the persons notified did not desire to appear before him
when the case was to be considered and could not be blamed if he were to proceed on the
material before him on the basis of the allegations in the show cause notice. Clearly he
could not compel appearance before him and giving a further notice in a case like this that

the matter would be dealt with on a certain day would be an ideal Jormality.”

/@‘ sziie,, (-abserve that the SCN dated 23.04.2021 has been issued to the

%ﬁélssét? %yme "'s_:ompetcnt authority demanding service tax totally amounting to
7*1'3:@5::-‘{55-_,‘93,52'7/-. On going through the said SCN, I find that basically the

e‘_'_é:""e'of the case is that data of “Sales /Gross Receipts from Services (ITR)”
/ “T*E;%gi---Amount Paid/Credited under 194C, 194H, 1941, 194J” (as per TDS
Statement-Form 26AS) were shared by the CBDT with CBIC for FY 2015-16 and
2016-17. The difference in taxable value was worked out after comparing the
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income declared in Form ITR/26AS vis-d-vis taxable value disclosed in 5T-3
Returns. As per the said SCN dated 23.04.2021, the difference of Rs.
17,92,29,728/- in value, was observed for FY 2015-16 and 2016-17, therefore,
it was alleged vide SCN dated 23.04.2021, that the assessee had short paid/not
paid the service tax of Rs. 2,65,93,527/- on such differential value, for providing
the taxable service. Therefore, the subject SCN was issued to the assessee.
Accordingly, 1 find that the issue which requires determination as of now is
whether the assessee is liable to pay service tax of Rs. 2,65,93,527/- on the
differential taxable value of Rs. 17,92,29,728/- for the Financial Year 2015-16
and 2016-17 as demanded under the said SCN dated 23.04.2021, under proviso
to section 73(1) of Finance Act, 1994 (the Act) or not.

17. I observe that after introduction of new system of taxation of services
in negative list regime w.e.f. 01.07.2012, any activity carried out by a person
for another person for a consideration is taxable service except those services
specified in the negative list or exempt list by virtue of mega exemption
notification or covered under exclusion clauses provided under the meaning of

“service” as per Section 65B(44) of Finance Act, 1944.

The term “Service” has been defined under Section 65B (44) of the

Finance Act, 1994 (‘Act’) as under:
“service” means any activity carried out by a person for another for
consideration, and includes a declared service”

The term “Taxable Service” has been defined under Section 65B (51) of

the Act as under:

“axable service” means any service on which service tax is leviable under
section 668

Section 66B provides for levy of service tax, which reads as under:
SECTION [66B. Charge of service tax on and after Finance Act, 2012, —
There shall be levied a tax (hereinafter referred to as the service tax) at the
rate of [fourteen per cent.] on the value of all services, other than those
services specified in the negative list, provided or agreed to be provided in

hetaxable territory by one person to another and collected in such manner

AN bR 1‘_" ‘\\ .

" wgis friag)-be prescribed.
2 R e TN

R \

. tl"fag ‘ rior to 01.07.2012 i.e. before introduction of a new system of
£

\

AN . . . s
té:?éaﬁéri ,offsé‘-ﬁ"ces, the tax was levied on services of specified description only,
NS [PIS P

[

as Bi-gvi'dezi/Under Section 66 (in force at the material time) of the Act. In other

o

words, the service tax was levied on services of specific description provided

under the statute. The new taxation system of services had widened the scope
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of levy of tax on services without specific description of service. Accordingly, any
activity carried out by a person for another person in lieu of the consideration is
“service” and is liable to service tax unless it is covered under negative list of
services or exempt services under mega exemption notification or covered under

exclusion clauses of “service”.

19, I find that the SCN mentions that the value of service has been
derived from the value of services declared in Income Tax Return/Form 26AS,
and the same was shared by the CBDT with CBIC. The said information
provided by the income tax is nothing but is either the revenue from sale of
services, as declared by the assessee in their Income Tax Return (ITR) or the
amount paid/credited to the assessee for receiving the services from service
provider, which are declared by the .recipien‘ts of services (Form 26AS), It is
pertinent to mention here that the Income Tax Act, 1961 requires the income tax
assessee to provide the information regarding revenue from sale of service while
filing the ITR by the income tax assessee. Similarly, the Income Tax Act, 1961
re;q_uires the person to deduct the TDS under various provision of IT Act, while
making payment to the provider of service and it also requires the person to
provide information of such payments made & TDS deducted in the TDS returns
to be filed by the recipients of such services. Form 26AS is such consolidated
statement, which provides details of amount of TDS deducted from various
source of income of a taxpayer/income tax assessee, including the TDS deducted
from payment made by the recipient of services. CBDT has shared such data
related to provision of services by the tax payer. As discussed hereinabove, I find
that the amount received by the assessee is subject to service tax under Section
668 of the Act, unless the services rendered for which the said amount has been
received, is shown to be covered under negative list of services or exempt services

under mega exemption notification or covered under exclusion clauses of

“service”.

20. I find that the SCN alleges that the assessee is registered with the
department with Service Tax Registration No. AEMPR8316LST001, but they have
not filed service tax returns and have not paid service tax due to the government,

however on verifying the GSTN portal it is found that the assessee has filed the

ﬁledhhy-athe assessee for FY 2015-16 and 2016-17, is as under:
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TABLE-A

As per 5T-3/ FY 2015-16 April - Sept Oct-March
Description of services Erection, Works Erection, Works Total

Commissioning and | Contract Comnissioning and | Contract

installation service | service installation service service
Gross amt of service (A) 32279010 0 22492524 0 54771534
Less: Exempt service 0 0 0 0 0
Net taxable value 32279010 22492524 0 54771534
As per SCN, taxable value of — — — — 58186598
servica (B)
Difference (B-A) - —_ — —— 3415064
Service tax Payable on — — — —_ 495184
differential value {B-A) @
14.5%

TABLE-B

As per ST-3/FY 2016-17 April - Sept Oct-March
Description of services Erection, Works Erection, Works Tatal

Commissioning and | Contract Commissioning and | Contract

installation service | service installation service | service
Gross amt of service (A} 29221588 7797186 745253900 4184719 115729393
Less; Abatement/ deduction 0 5068171 0 2720068 7788239
Net taxable value 29221588 2729015 74525900 1464651 107941154
As per SCN, taxable value of — — — — 121043130
service (B)
Difference {B-A) -— — — = 5313737
Service tax Payable on — -— —_ — 797061
differential value (B-A) @
15%

As can be seen from the subject SCN that the difference of taxable value
has been worked out by comparing the value of services appearing in ITR/26AS
vis-a-vis Value of services declared in ST-3 Returns, for demanding the service
+ax from the assessee. It is also seen that the entire value of service reflecting in
ITR/26AS has been considered to be taxable value for demanding service tax for
FY 2015-16 8 2016-17, considering the value of service declared in ST-3 Returns
to be “ZERO”. 1 find that though the assessee has filed ST-3 Returns and the
taxable value of services rendered by them has been declared in ST-3 Returns
filed by them, the value of service declared in ST-3 Returns has been shown to
D in the Subject SCN, which is factually not correct. I also find that
*tfn\nt has not adduced any other evidence other than the data shared

‘,-:'?tgi ubstantiate the charges levelled against the assessee. From this
.J i , I find that the difference in value of service as has been worked
o $ubject SCN, is not correct. Thus, the correct difference needs to be
worked out, considering the taxable value of services declared in ST-3 Returns

filed by the assessee for FY 2015-16 and 2016-17. Therefore, the difference in
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value of services has been worked out in TABLE-A & B above and accordingly,
the difference in value comes out to be Rs. 87,28,801/- (Rs. 34,15,064/- for FY
2015-16 Plus Rs. 53,138,737/ for FY 2016-17) instead of Rs. 17,92,29,728/- as
alleged in the subject SCN. It is also apparent from the ST-3 Returns, that the
assessee has paid the service tax on the taxable value declared in ST-3 Returns.
Thus, I find that the assessee is liable to pay service tax on differential value of

service of Rs. 87,28,801/- only, as calculated above.

Scanned images of ST-3 Returns- Relevant Extract

FY 2015-16-H1

(FSh  Ministry of Finance - Department of Revenue ‘}};{.‘}"
Q&I central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs Ji{
= e

Form 5T-3
{Retorn undar Section 14 of i Finanée A, 1454 cead wkh Rule 7 of Serdce TIXRuME, 114H)  Tiled.

Obsetvation Report
[sha]| s ] I Rty ]
FART « A« Ceceral Information
A Deiginal Ratum Ye3
Y [Tewea ratm Ho
sz, | BCHumbe MUPRUESTEON
Ackrn Nuaber ADVERIILETICE SOICU00T STI 88MI5
K ot Assereen AU ERESTERS
Tessde Wama AL EREEICRS
Comezironacsty :
Divion /| DVSIONATELS O HISHIAY EAST
2. [ ange RANOEV
Addrray of Raghvterad Unk TATATRI COMPLEX § LAHUMIDABAD 350005
Du dals AEng fof e hitar LLACCTT
Aetoal dae cfE2ng 15137018
No. of Cays beyond dot dele ]
A | Fingaclid Year 2015%-2915
AS, | Return for the paried. Aok Tterset
AL,
Hasthe & Large Taxpre e UL [WTH] {As cetnnd ke Rubt 2(s] (4]
M. | i Canirl EschaRutis, 3932 enad whh Ride 2Ty Yo | L S L
AR, !Mmmulu’r_mdlmfm%!mﬁh
AL, | Promises Coce Rumber SD)1IIANE
AL I Combiution af 233b3 44 Aropraonnpinchiud
AL o Tarstie Sarvice(s) foe which Tee It balng pald
Dateription of Tarstis Soevicen. Sub haate
ANhranGe O I8 Lricd =
CHCIA, ST ) e Pitdbicon Tuivich =3
Wels cortrac] s =
L . Tazabls Sevica for which Tax b baing i orrepakterdcs
A10+ Astadson b Mable 1o pry Service Tax on this tazphle servder as
A A Sarrica Fravider undee Jaction EY1) | Vet
Al Adutvice Recabewr undar Section S0 | Mo
Al A Sarricd Frovidir uodes parial provis Sutoatifsy | v
Atod vice Recetrar vy X [
Aley o y ALY aberrs, Sarvice Toz Pryytis 3 Providacof Service | %
Al uwmwuummmm.tmrurmnmum %
At « Exsmptions
A | Has B 33308 1€ 2ra%ed banet of 4oy 11 empton KetTieaton (VI | 7 ]
Afle Abatements
m-mmmmmrmdmummm[m |

wh risk vH) | e 1

AN B .
g 5B\Vmolrnash8«vkamdmtn Payable

9uta:.;éehrﬁmmau S
B | Als o - T Gl

lwnmrm LA M, s et LS Pty G
P il poniio i [T iviryvrieey
n-u-arnuq = priehpretvimmee il Rl O ¢ 3 1

.ummmﬁﬁ_——m.

B urmarts Fiws o s e el
o o Ked A uvind 1 Sy IT] o G T Fies, ToT

Aptadan,

Pl Tl

Page 11 of 24




~

STC/15- 85/0A/2021

B1.1€ | Epeciiic Ratn [spplicabie as per Rule L1 5T Rulat) ]
Teable Rate Tl Yalue
Mo [YicRate%| SwachhDharsiCuss | EDUCH1% | SHEQURat: Aprdun | dubsep | Tos
Towd ] of o
BLAT | Gervie Tag paystat [ ] []
BLI JLéts Rand 0 Cous poyce ) Q []
BL1D | et Barvoe Tavsayabla BL19 ¥ (BLIZ. 83484 o [ [
0120 | Ecxoron Ceit papain o ] 2
D121 | Seeendury ans Higher Ddkzion Catd physbde 0 2 a
0122 | Saacts BN CALS piyatia bised 4 ehtfek i DL 1S 2 o ]
0123 | S Brl Cast pdyutie based on eniras inBL1E ) 2 2
BI2E | Tell Saicth Riart Conk positla BI3 68122+ B127) 0] 2 )
PARY D2 = For Sarvice Recatvar
SLNA Onaeiar ApFJun JulSep Totsd
T RO (A ART] SIS PG I ST TAC WU LU O Py d Gty 11
pa |t comichanion of any Dot doctmend esag il have bt sind LY whis o ° a
Sensiag Ty T () K Sl Tecatend &F K334
[ZT) mwmurxumaynﬂnnmvmcmnwmjwm o 2 n
mmnmnﬁaquadm"muu
s |teeeen et vyieiviabinid 0 a [
Arq |t ERPrT el Sarvich FIETAHL LI L o8 KRS Tt I PO CE B ) o ) o
RIS | Amourd it K tvkesdscoined 1om Non Thitk b Tentoty » bnpdcs ° [] )
Bré M&mummlmsammlmtnm-mmm o a8 a
B27 | Amourton which Saticn Tax L poyabis under Ll Bt ok CAU0H o [] [
Py [Ty T " g - - v Thiu* 3 Py o e
BRI | Amourt paid for exxmztad serduies Rokved of 13 be osiaed o a &
R2AD | Aemenrd paid ot Puate Agurd [ a )
B231 | Aot thidead a1 2t loment [} Q L)
BRI | Ay cltme berourk thimis) 1 adaZng [] 0| q
0213 | Totd Amture Clubied 24 Dadfion B2U1 8 (020 + 240+ D21 » B2EY [] [ o
B9 |WETTAYASLE VALUG BR14 = (24 .5213) a o o
BZAE | Bervice Tax Rate-wise besak up of HET TAXASLE VALUE (R214]: Advalcram Ralr ]
Taxsble Rate Taxsbla Vilue
o [TuxRaww]| SwachhBhwmCoss | EDUCH1% | SHEDUCen dordun | Sdbsp | Towl
Tolad of a} [
BLAE | Sprciic Rata [appicable a3 par Rude § of ST Rulrs) |
Tazable Rate Taxable Vakoe
stho. [“soaeme | SwactnBumicns | EUCsn% | sweouces aprdun | JuSep ] Towd
Tetal a) o] o
BT | Survior TaL pyalid ] ] 4
RI1E |Liaa Rand O Caas paystie L] L] L)
BI19 |Hef Banvia Tasgoyslie 5219 v 8212 - £2.18) 9| ] o
023 |Eavtaton Codpmyiie D o [
2221 | Secontury snd Hisher £d.2ain Cast pivilia 0 L a
(337 | Badcta Basral Ciid payatla Dited en antfut I BL1S 0| [ [}
D223 | Dwacth Douiad Chst papidle batod on bteb WAL TA o ] Q
BESA | Tard Seacth Enacst Cois pajetia B2 14 8 | E2.22 « B2V} 2 9 a
Taxable Stevice foe which Tax 1t belng pald: Erect Ixtloning and L S Secvice
Mo-;unumhIhbhhpus.ﬂkoTummhu“bhmknl
ANt A $ervice Provides unded Section 531 | Yes
Al A Safvica Recalvar under Section 63(21 | No
A1 Au«amrmmﬂmmmmmmm b
Alod AmmMrmummmmmnamm o
AlDE I:unndwmumwnmnmmdmh:?mbhnmﬂdorum %
Al04 lcn-modwnlummmmp«:mmeiscmfnlnMnl-r.lplodefsm- 2]
At1 « Extmprions
[ | H21 the axuaties avaled bbaehl of any wxsopbi e § ke 1

All - Abatements
[Fasza | Fos amy sbatament from the vatua of secvices bean ctakmed [ TH) | 5o ]
AL3 » Provislonsl Apsesament
Whither proditiomity srsmsed (T3 | o ]

[anna |

PART « B «Valow of Taxable Service and Service Tt Paysble

PART B1 - For Servics Provider
Mo Oumu Agradua Sul- Sy Tetal
mmuu;lu::
MUM w Mhrnbmhnnﬂl;ﬂ
- .'I'."“" _,,"W"" i csadtatabe saim Erestet 1ranth
b sty rivyre] by
Fomara pceviel £ Mlummﬁummhm‘mﬂaum’mu a Y 2l
2 w:mmlmhuwl
v DRI Tk Fais, 17, o o o
b1l mwmunwmmuwmwwmmuw
pid DT LGk O e rOE D] TRCTL B KA u..mamyu:nm o a q
o
= (3 ?“:F ?z._}‘.‘u? rurgel, £ @, Qe AT b} ST o & af
&1 i
[]
BLE | Frpirtpwhih Saniop e i papiic aer partal marid chard ] [ o
[1% mrmrgwnmu,;ij;l-nmvm:-nu-als-am H510 23877 1T
18 /| Koot chan L] o ¢ ] []
luf kmnu:a:p wgﬂ_‘“ F u £ proTiad el Siin £ of MERCE o 3 a
L4
.
B1Ab ] e «momt_« P i [ : C
B13) |emourdsilibad pe sbsmant, ¥ ) o At | o )
[t Mnmaamga&ﬁ-hn “ty f o 9
Bl.tl\ 1mmyt w:u\e"uﬂu?vum-uuﬂ-uul *BLIZ) P 8 al
o]
Aty h;wmwwummﬂrmﬂnm‘ B0453ED 2307 2270

i@ I 12 \}'b‘

Page 12 of 24




STC/15- 85/0A/2021

FY 2015-16 H2

Ministry of Finance - Depactment of Revenue 5
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs

Form 5T -3
{Raturn undar Sectlon 70 of the Financa Acl, 1934 road with Rule 7 of Sarvice Tax Rules, 1994) - Flled

Cbsorvation Roport

[ stHe. | Cods Emue { Remacks

I 3 I VZSRC1Z itmﬁmnmammﬁWHmmmwlmwnmnmmm i

PART - A « Genaral Informatlon

Qeigtnel Retum Yes
Al
Rovised Relumn o
BYC Humbar AEMPREJ1ELSTCO!
A Relun Hembar AEMPREI1GLSTOOL_SDA101A001_STI_102015
Kare of the Avsosses i A K ERECTORS
“Trade Namg A M.ERECTORS
Commaslonarate
Division DIVISIONVII -5 G HIGHWAY EAST
A Range RARGEV
Addross of Reglstared Unlt GAYATR] COMPLEX11 AHMEDABRAD 330005
Due data Allng foc this relum 28°4/20158
Actual date of Rling 1802015
Ha. of days beyond dus dils ]
Ad. Flaanclal Year 20152018
AL Raturn for the perfod Ocisher-March
AS.
AEA. Hat the Assgases opled 1o cporate as *Largs Taxpxyor™ Unit ['V'FH'] (Ax defined under Rule 2s) (82} o
of the Cantra] Exeles Rules, 2002 toad wilh Rule 2 {1} {c}(cc) of
ABL. | Wesplyto celumn AL [x 'Y, name of Large Taxpayer Unit opled tor
AT, | Premises Code Humbar S00t0TADM
AL | Constitution of exsessee Propristorshiplindiviiual
A3 - Taxabla Sarvica(s) for which Tax I balng pald
Doseriplion cf Taxabla Sarvicas Sub Clavtw
Mainienancs O FERIT Rervice (=gl
Erection. tommissioning and InstaZslion Sacdce tzd)
Works centract satvice {zxza)

Taxablo Seevica for which Tax Is balng pald: Malntonances or ropalr sarvies

A10 - Asgos300 |s Hablo to pay Sorvice Tax on this taxable service a3

AlDL A Sarvts Provider undar Sscilon 82(5) | Yea
Atp2 A Service Racelvar undar Soctlon 842) | Mo
Ao A Sarvice Provider under partisl roverss charge undar provison to Sectlon 82(2) | Ko
A0A A Sarvice Recolvar undsr paclnl revaras charge undar provison to Section EAf2) [ Ho
A0S 1t coverad by A10.3 abovs, than the paccaniage of Servies Tax Paysble ax Broviderof Sarvics | 0%
AlLE It covervd by A10.4 above, Lhen tha percentage of Sarvice Tax Payabla as Reciphnt of Sarviea | 0%
Al1.-Exemptlons

I Alld ] C Hax the a13058e8 avalled bansfit of any wxomption Hotthicatlon ("Y'THY | Ho
Al2 - Abatoments

| Atz | Has any abatemant frec the valun of services bean clalmad {'V'rHY) ' Ho
A3~ Provislonal Assessmont

[aa] Whathes provisienally sseesand (YN | Ho

PART - B - Value of Taxablo Sarvica and Sorvice Tax Payabls

PART B1 « For Sorvice Providor

SlHo, Quaster Qcl-Dea Jan-Mar Tetal
mu__-m ;emmmmmmmmlmmw
B awﬂmm Is1ued fola provided
5 bivhocerchatam At 0 sanvica
Wmmdmmwm; =0 ortabe ° ¢ ¢
Br2 m-mnmm:mmumwmwwmr 0 ¢
[}
A o re: ot Peovsa vica TAX,
BLY |fx any sther & harva ol been Havod ] 0 [
Did M-n.rll-lll:lﬂh Terners wnh OF A7y OUSE QOUTEAL o o F
BiS mynmhmawmmmulm,nlhmwmmw 0 0 o
Nnmmuﬁm&mTukmbhw-mlmlm Q Q ]
Gtm'ﬂnbl-hnunm.'r-[Bm-nﬂom.loBM'BIJOHW 1] ] [}
2 o 4 ded of 1o ba previdad 0 [} [
changed sooacs To [{ s
"mhmum previced or 3 B¢ proviea [oher Sun arpon o Feovies] P 0 o
Amoird charged a3 Purs Apent ] ] [
Amount csimed 23 sbalsment Q [ ]
chimad a3 dedicion O 0 0 9
J s A 3 A3 BLA e BLO - B0 DT> BT.15) o o 0
o | NERTAXABLEVALUERL 143 (D17 -B1.13) [] [] ]
SEVTEN T Aplwwes Braak vp of NET TAXADLE VALUE (B1.94); Advalorem Rate
s,m F_-)?lm! R ] A “Yaxable Rate Taxabls Value
“[rad fste % [ \SRackRBAaral Cess | Helanl Katyan Cosa % | eotcesss | SHEDUGws Totsl
le [o Jo [] [
Total 0 o

Page 13 of 24




sl | A e o 1 b o o}
B227 | Toud e Katan Cess paie BT = (8225 + B2.2) [ of of o}
Taxablo Servles for which Tax bs bolng patd: Erection, commissioning and lnstallailon Service

STC/15- 85/0A/2021

Al + Assessee [s [labla to pay Servics Tax onthis laxable servica as

A4 A Sondes Brovidar under Seetlon 641) | Yes
Af02 A Sorvica Racever tmdée Seetlon 62(2) | Mo
A A Servica Provider ynder partial reversd eharge under provison to Section 641) | Mo
o4 A Sandco Racolvorundor partlal revarsa charge under provison fo Seetion 68(2) | Mo
ARRS Heoveced by AT.3 above, than e parceataga of Sarvice Tax Payably as Providerof Sonvice | 0%
ALRS Heovared by A10LA sdove, then the percentago of Servica Tax Payabla 13 Reciphent of Sorvles | 0%
A1 +Ezemptions
A | Has theastessed avaied beneft of any axemplon Hotlicalen (Y1) | to
Al2. Abatoments
Aldt I Has any abatemunt from the valoo of sotvices been thilmed (/) | o

A13+Provisfonal Assessment

AL Vinolhor provisionally sssossed [V | b

PART » B »Yalue of Taxablo Servico and Servlce Tax Paysbls

PART B1 «For Service Provider
SLHa. Quarter OelDee I Telal
Grom Aol (XA 0L IReved N avanes, Brcurts Lt o tecciplbesi, b
wich B evoicestholaos of vy exher documents sy oot bave bien bed) lorshich
B |bevmoieiktatins f ot doaumeds wa sued iy genion poed o b Haggay [ 1]
prenédee [eckafing exportol socvica aned enepled sorvice)
oace Fr sanvioes i LS ehee
B2 ) enents hargnetbeenbsted _ s 8 0
Ao Tazatie of [eCt4 b et Tord provind Bo Fee B{1) o Sevce ik Rules, 1934
Bl [lotwhich BTavoesichatina ol sy ot s hava ol e ks [] ¢ 4
Fourd LA ke p &rwech any ot
BA | et beentsed [} ] ]
815 Vonty cqaviert ool borerions chaged, £ 1, In & om obof B pency 0 o o
£18 |4 et Servica TRl payetta undet partl verse chasg q 0 9
817 | Gross Taxsble Asurd BLT = (811 # BL2+ 813+ B4 +B15+615) Fleccs )] BI0EReS A
Bis kmwmmdm‘mmﬂdubhwﬁdd 0 L} [
Aeround charyed Jor everspled sevcd [t Db proveed aher s eapeaed
B13 | nstBtBaboee) 0 v 0
e e L A W AP A e Rt R e A ol g—g%. R :
SiHo. Culst octee ol | Tl |
BH | Amoucgedas Pra doeal [} ] 0
BLY | Aol chimed ssaba'zmedt Iy ] 0
8112 |Anythetamant diimed a8 dedxtend 0 ] ]
B Toal Amort Gamed o DRAion B113 % [B1 B + B13 + BLI0+ BL1T+BLIY p b o
BIM | KET TRGSLEVALUZ 8144 = {817 -B1AY) me&sra] 1T BN
B8 Servics Tax Rali-wisa beaak g of HET TAXABLE VALUE (B1.14): Advalerem Ralo
Taxable Rale Toable Valiy
SUHe. [Taxmate%| SwichhBRaniCoss | KeishlKalppaCess% | EDUCHss's | SHEDUCEss Tolal
1 |% a5 [} 0 ] ] ]
Toid 1] 0
1K1 priﬁcmh(lppﬁub!mpernuhsolsrﬂules)
Taxabla Rato TaablaValuy
SUM0, [ TorRae’s] SwdBhantCoss | KeuKabnCon% | EOUCoss% EEEN Told
Totsl ] []
a7 | SeyiorTex paydin, 1% HME sy
it |GHRADGHRRRe ] ] o o
ff:g,_!,; B et Sendi Tugpipable 1S9 { BT BLIS) 21505 131388 LS
easaien Cengupbh 0 [] 0
] 0 0
1] 1054 4054

Page 14 of 24

3




FY 2016-17 H1

STC/15- 85/0A/2021

Ministry of Finance - Department of Revenue 3% “5}
Central Board of Indirect Taxes and Customs ,__ll i
FormST-3
{Ralurn undar Section 70 of the Financa Act, 1934 resd with Rula 7 of Sorvica Tax Rulwy, 1834}« Filed
2] lon Report
31No. Code . Ramurts
1 VISRLO1 Sumof Sanvice Tax Pald [RsA2108758) b Heas than som of Senice Tax Payable [ReALTIASE). ODddweandial amoont b (RE-2622005),
2 VISRCZY Sum of KK Cots Paid {Rs.S4D5E:] ks lean Tan sum of KK Cess Payabie {REACIBEIE). Diferential amount b (Ra-3801L},
PART - A = Gongral Infermation
Origlaal Returmy Ye3
Al
Rusfsed Retum No
STC Numbar AEMPASIIBLSTOH
Az Relum Humber AEMPASIIELSTO _SDAtO1IANI_STI 042018
Hame ol the Aressca AMERECYORS
Trade Hame A, EREGTORS
Commsslonarals
Divislen DIVISIONVIl-8 G HIGHWAY EAST
A3, Range RANGEV
Address of Raglstered Unit GAYATR] COMPLEX, 11 AHIE BARAD 350005
Dug dale Nling for s return 25102018
Actual date of Nting 210018
Ho. el dayt boyond duo dats o
Ad, | Flnanelad Yaar 20182017
A3, | Ratum forths perad AxiGeplomoet
A,
Ag1, | Hasthe Assactos optad to operate x5 “Large Taxpayer Unit [Y'PH] {As definud undar Rute 2{s) (e} '
* | of tha Central Extlsa Rutas, 2002 read with Rula 2 {1} dc}{cc) of
Ab2, | i roply lo calumn ABA I8 ™Y, nams of Largs Tazpayer Unit opted for
AT, Piomlses Code Humbar S00101ADA1
AB. | Constitutlon of aysazzsq Proprietorhipindividus¥One Poraca Campany
A » Taxablo Service{s) far which Tax Is balng pald
Dastaipiion of Taxadble Seqvices Suh Clauze
Eretiion, commissioning and knstalstion Serdce [H:i]
Works Contract 4evica (ezzza}
Taxable Servica forwhich Tax 1x Being pald: Erostl and Installatlon Service
A10 - Assoasoo Ia [fable to pay Sorvice Tax on this taxabla sarvico as !
ALRA A Sarvice Pravider undsr Sectlon 63(1] | Yeu
A102 A Beavice Racslver undar Saction 63[2)
A103 A Servics Provider undor partlal revarss charge undar pravison to Saction 88(3) | Mo
AloA A Setvice Reccbver undor partlal revarso chaige undar provison to Soctfon 88(2) | No
A0S H covared by A10.3 wbove, than the percantage of Sarvice Tax Payable a5 Previder of Servica | 0%
A0S If covnead by A10.4 above, then tha parceniage of Secvien Tax Payable 35 Reclplantof Servics | 0%
Al1 -Exomplions
| at1a ] Has the aszasaes avalled banefit of any sxemption Notlfication [FHY | bo |
AlZ-Abatamants
I AL21 I Has sny abatement from the vahus of services been elalmed {rriT I Na |
A13 -Provisional Axsonsmont
[atsa ] Whathar pravislonally sssessed (VPR | No ]
PART ~B - Valuo of Tazablo Sorvico and Sarvice Tax Payabla
PART B1 - For Servica Pravider
SLHo, Manth Apr May Jun Jul Aug Ssp Total
Crons Amout mmnmm Laxable £ ecasd
- :lmﬂ;]h‘-ﬁ'_ﬁ“ L Ty Scher ml‘,‘l’nlhlﬂblﬂ
mmuhnmmrmm-mdmwmmmum) 0 tarrors e 0 u Humes WA
Bz |AOURIINCHNH W1 acvarce For Kannca s Fof wivth Dot Tefaiand f kny ST
[ o ] -] Q ° Q9
dire on recegt POVl R &X Hibed,
B [ 1994 € BTy D 3w o, have nod been Based 0 ] 0 o a 0 Q
B4 mmﬁmmﬁmmmuwm
M [ ] [] 0 o [] [
B1S wmmuwm:mpalu\nh-mmmm a 0 0 o a
@,
B18 | Amound on'wtich Service Taxis payabl Pyos 0 o Py 3 > 5 -
Groas Texsbla Amourd 61,7 m{ B1.0 + G132+ B3+ B1A4 + B1.5 + BLE) [ 1177079 EEF5H o 0 119185
Amourt changed pord of servk ed or o [ @ ] ] a -] o
MWF__Wuuumnqmm-wd
Servn givon ut B1.8 above) i 0 0 ] a 1] ]
Arnount chavged as Pues Agont L] 0 Q| 0 L] Q Q
Amount cleimed as sbatement [] [} a [ [ ] J [
Ay &her amound climed a3 dadueion 0 ] ] -] a Q 0
[ 13w QOECTY TR R L)) .
9 Q [} [} Q o Q
IETTMLE\MLUEBMI-[BI‘J-BLIJ] o 11700 SETTIL [ L] 11upas 221538
Survica Tax Rato wite broak up of NET TAXASLE VALUE {81.14): Advalorem Rate
v
b ™. . Tuxable Rats Taxabls Value
Tak Rati s Q:wmh BrartCous | KelshKalysn Gorn% | EDUCIHR% | SHECUGees Jul Auvg Bip Toul
Jos [o Jo © 8595344 [ 1140185]  17Blae
Total & 6485344 a 0 1114588 17844500 |

Page 15 of 24




STC/15- 85/0A/2021

1 1 1 L 1 ] I

L
Taxable Servico for which Tax Is bolag pald: Warks contract servica

A10- Assosseo s [Table to pay Servica Tax on this taxable se'rvlu 1

Al A Sarvice Providerundor Sectlon 63{1) | Yes
A2 A Service Retelver under Secllon 68[2) | No
A3 A Stervice Provider under partfal reversa chasge under provison to Sectlon 83(2} | Yes
AlDd ASarviea Racalver under partlal revecss eharge under provison to Secllon 63(2) | Ko
AloS It caverad by A10:3 abova, than the percentage of Servico Tax Payablo as Provider of Sonvice | 50%
Al06 IFeovared by A1D.4 above, than tha percentzga of Servica Tax Payable s Reclplent of Servize | 0%
A1 -Examptlons
[ Alld | Has the assessoe avalled bonofit of any exemption Noification {'Y'FH) | Yes J
A14.2 Nolificatfon No. and §1. No, In the Notlfication undor which such oxemption s avalled
&, Ho Hotilicatlon Ho. Netification SLHo
1 COAEST. 9
Al2-Abatements
| Al2d 1 Has any abatement from the value of 3arvices been clalmed {7 H') | Yes l
A12.2 Hetlficatlon Mo, and SL No. In the Hotlficatlon undar which such abatemant Is svalled
Sl No HotHfleation Ho. Hobificatien 5L No
1 QAU12ET, 1

A13 -Praylslonal Assessment

[(atas ] ‘whelhar provisienally aseased (YY) | Ho |

PART~ B - Valup of Taxabla Servics and Servica Tax Peyable

PART B1 - For Service Provider
8LNe. Manth Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Total
mmtmmrmhm‘mswmm
bﬂh.fd‘“’"“‘ nflz?]v:- ¥
BIA [issosdbr Frrwiceakchat e ~nuangu ] [ 0 [] [ ToeS TITILE
mgm««ammrmwamw=wedm:
oL TEGHvTd s A0VaTcE Tor SEICES ol WheCh DESEIVOIGE WChEans of By 0Ter
B2 | soeurneris have et beeniatoed 0 o 0 o ] ] 0
L T DA AT H A SRS A TR D Y WA T L5l b TN W T S A 5 AT A DN A T T Gl N LAY 4 T S bR A
SlHo. Month Apr tay Jun Jut Aug Sep l Tolal
MMmmmmmmmmMa
B13 |1os8teutien anyatner 0 0 o o 0 i []
O LEXE0H X 20 o which Of Ay O ) 0 o
B14 | docurperts have ot been ¢ ’ ¢ °
B1S immqumﬁwmemm&lw.nammmm ) P 0 P o o 0
BLA | Amoun on wiich Sorvice Tax bs payabie under pastal sevensa charge [} [] [} [} [] [} 0
B17 | Gross Taxabia Amourd BT = {BY,1 4812+ B13 + BIA 4 BLS+ B16) ] 0 [} [} [} TS s
;11,3 Mmmdngahﬂmdwmww&dubbnpmﬁded 1] ] 1) 1] 0 0 [
B9 mwﬁemdmmﬂubumm(wmmﬂd 0 I 0 0 o o s
savhghnnlaum1
BLID | Amounlchaged as Pus Agend ] [} [] 0 [ [ []
B1.1§ |Amount claimed a3 abalement [ [] [ [ [] 25158 BB
B1.12 | Anyether amount ciaimed as deducin 0 0 [} ] 0 0 2725015 N
oL Teal ot CiTed 37 Dedoion B113 R {B1B + BIS+ B1.10+ B1.11 +BL1) o P o ° 0 pre ——
BILI4 [HET TAMASLEVALUE B1.14 w{ B1.7 -B1.13} [] 0 0 [] [ 212015 7R015
BLiS SmlenmRlln-wlnbmkupanETTAKAB'LEVALUE[Bl.iq:Advalcrllel-
Taxable Rate Taxable Valua
SiMo. [Texmaw% | Swachh BhurstCeas | KeishlKatyanCess% | EOUCks% | SHEDUCHs Jul Avg Sp ) Tel
1 | o5 05 3 0 0 [} ] 0 ameons|  2rns
Total 0 o o [ P T
BIAG | Specific Rate{applicadla ax par Ruk 6 of STRulys)
Taxabin Rate Taxable Yalup
SiHo. [TaxRo %] SwachhBrantCoss | KrlshXaiyanCess% [ Eoucess% | sweoucess Jul Aug Sap Tota!
Telat [] 0 0 [ ] 0
Servica Taz payabia [) [] [1 [] 0 062 282
Lesa Rand D Cess payatha 0 [ [] 0 [ [ [
Hel Service Taxpayitis B1.19w (B1.17+ BLIS} [ o [ [ [} gz 52082
Education Cats payabla [] 0 [] 0 [ [] []
[ Seestitiey and Higher Educeon Cass piyatie 0 [} ['] [ 0 [} [
Surschh Bhara{ Gasy payadia basad on s LIS [ ] ] [] [} 13645 13545
[ Swacri el Gass payabla based on ries in B1.18 ) ) [} [} 0 3 )
; ‘ rum:mmg&:maemu:ammm 3 [] 0 0 0 13615 12615|
T F based on enfes n sarka pumber B1.13 0 [ 0 [] ] 12645 13645
i T based on cuies b seral rumber BA.8 3 ] 0 0 ) 3 0
18 ryabla B1.27 9 (B1.25 4 B128) 0 [ [ 0 [} 13545 13845

Page 16 of 24




FY 2016-17 H2

STC/15- 85/0A/2021

Winistry of Finance - Department of Revenue
Central Board of Indiract Taxes and Customs

FormST-3
{Retum under Section 70 of the Flnance Act, 1534 read with Rule 7 of Servics Tax Rules, 1534}« Flled
Obsarvatlon Repart
Ramaris
[StHo. | Cose | Ermoe ! ]
[ ¢ T wesnezmd | Scnofio Com Padt{Radronsae s keea than can of KR Cens Payatie (REITI0GAS. DEererdalascunt s (HeathL | i
PART = A « Ganeral Information
aq, |Octeia Ratum Yes
" [ revuearsum o
STCNumber ALLIPRESTBLSTO0
Az Raturn humbsr AEMPRBIIELSTON_SOJ101ARN_STI_18016
Ramaof the Assates AMERECTCRS
Teace Kame A WL ERECTORS
Commytkanidate
Dhvisfon TOVISIONVT -5 G HIGHIYAY EAST
AL | Range RANGE YV
Added st of Reglateced Unly GAYATRE COAPLEX N AV DARAD ABX05
Tua data fikng for this return 02017
Achal drteof Bling 18072017
Ha, of days bayond dua data ™
Ad. | Financisl Yesr 2018207
A3, | Return for thw portod Oclabet-Marth
AL
Has Ibe ASachand oplod (o opohite 88 “Lings Texpayer™ Unit Y1) [Aa defned under Rule 2(n){e3) | ,.
S8 | o Cactiat Excien Acton, Soan ruad it At 2 () e}ee) of i o
ASL | Wreply la eoluin ABT ia Y, hauré of Large Taxpaysr Unlt eplad fo¢
AY, | Pramises Code Humber SO0101A001
AL | Comiltutionof sasetate Proprieiond aindriduat Ona Peron Company
A5 = Tazable Service{s) for which Tax is balng paid
Deucription of Taxable Sendces Sub Cuuts
Erection, crramiztining and nraizhn Sirvee (0]
Yorks coraron £arviw {emxza)
Taxabie Sorvica forwhich TaxTs helng pald: Ersctlon, commistioning and lnstatiatian Sendes
A0 Assesses B Mablo 1o pey Scrvice Tax on this taxable sarvics ay
A101 A Servics Provider under Section B1{1) | Yea
A1R2 A Baceica Richlver undee Section 1302) | Ho
ALk A Service Privider inded partial reverse charge undir provison Lo Section $332) | Mo
Al9A4 A Senvics Recolver under partial revaris chargs tmddr provisen ko Section $3(2] | Ho
A0S H corvectd by A10.3 above, than the pertentagd of Servics Tax Payadie 14 Provider of Seevice | 0%
AlLS 1 coversd by ALDA abave, than the Dricentsga of Setvite Tax Pavable st Reciplent of Servics | 0%
Alt-Ercmptions
| Ana ] His the #3sassee svallod banelit of any i LY | o
Al2- Abatemants
Az | Ha any abatamant rom Lhe valos of services been clalmad CF7HY | e |
Al2«FProvisienal Assesament
[anaT] Wihather provitlonally ass essed {YTH) | Ho |
PART - B « Valus of Taxable Servico and Service Tax Payabls
PART Bi « For Service Provider
SiHa, Month . O¢r Mov Des A Fed Har Totl
mmmmmnmmmm
YRR (i vl o g K o et 1y
M [
vkt e b o iy : o 157 D [ emran 72000
B | eres have res o e S PO G 1 oy e 3 3 o [ o 0 o
Aol tache o Frongd Lasa Urzar Fwd proved W O] A5 0we T o oy
BLA |15 or which bt ooy o o o ° o 0 °
Aaronrk 3 T woch B TwocrE o
1Y) h‘mmﬁm mmmuwmm a o o 0 o o o
nis RO O DO ERrOerRoN s, ¥ ATy, 1A X T Fxney P o ° Py ° 2 Y
pLe Amourk o wiich Service Taot b payale tnder persal rvorse charps [] [] [} ] ] [} (]
Ot? |CetsTachuATeuntDLY n{D1.0+ 012+ B13+ D16+ BL5 015) [ ] 153313 [ [] Ly AL
Aot charged agarat expen of sondce pravided of 1 ba providad -3 [] [] [} [ ] [}
mmiunf;:aml el e a o 9 o 0| 0 ]
Amcurs thaeged 31 Pure Agend ] 0| ] ] [ ] o
At claimed 31 atement [ [] [] i [] o [
Ay 02t acncuct claimed &8 dedusaon G 0 Q o & 0| 2] ]
. :u c=ry a3 IREEL §Tr- o TR TN TR oy TR TR} a ol o [} [} [} -]
147 | NAY TAXARLE VAIUE RISt > { B1T 0,13} [ [] S7E013 [ [ Fzear T4525000 |
Safiide TikRute-wite biwsk up of HET TAXABLE VALITE (BY.14): Advalorem Rals
<l YN N Trxsble Rats Taxadie Value
Texfln | Swachh BharatCaoss | KeishiKalyanCusa ™ | ECUCHII® | sHEDU Cens Jan Fob Mar Totsl
Jas D 0 ] 7507 ] ol eimor]  nemwo
Tolat ] N [] ] arrs|  raEke

Page 17 of 24



STC/15- 85/0A/2021

D226 | ezt Kityan Cets pyatie bazod o ertvies b serid pesrber B212 o ] 0 o 0 1 )
B227 | Toua Kok Kaban Cens payobie BL3T = { D233 + BE5) ) [} 0 [} 0 [ [

Taxable Servica Tor which Tax ks being pakd: i¥orks contract servica

Atd . Aspaages b Hatde to pry Service Taz on s tezable servica bs

Aol AServies Providarnder Secica (1) | Yeu
Ao A Service Recebvarnder Section 84(1) | ho
Mo & Sarvics Providie bodet pirtial revers o chage Linder provison o Section 887) | Yer
o4 A Servics Recelver tindat partia] Feviry e chivgs unddr provHon 1o Sectlon 832) | No
Alos Heovwnd by AULS sbave, Than Db percentsgh of Sirvice Tax Payabla as Provides of Sarvka | 50%
Atos ¥ eorered by AOA sabi, then tve percantigy of Servico Tat Paysbla 51 Reclpkot of Seevice | 0%
A1 < Exemptions
| Aua] Hias t atae1542 avatind bantht of sy exeeplion Hotifieation (YT H) | Yes ]
Al12 Hotfleation Ha, and 51 Ko, ln the Nollficstion under which such exempiion b avalled
3L He Hetification No. Helifeation SL Ko
] CON2ET. L}
Al2 - Abatements
[ane ot sy shatezmanl trom tha vakia of bervices boan claloed (YIH) | Yoo |
A12.2 Motiffcation 50, and L No. in the Hotlization under which such abatement fa avalied
Lo Notifextion Ho, Nellfcalisn SLHo
1 WUAMST. 1
A13 « Provisional Assessmant
| ana | Whether peovisionally nnsessra Y |t |
PART - B - Value of Taxsble Seevice and Service Tax Payabla
PART B1 - For Servica Provider
SLHs, Manth " Hov Di¢ Jin Feb [ Totat
mmhmlmm:mnnmmmm:hmm
backs, for whi et er vy oTr
BLY | oed) ke which bliyServaierachat i rerty oo b tasrg 1 of - [ ] [ b 0 ]
mmdauupmfmmum-dummm -
[1F] Aw!r&:vwf;\ﬂzr;ﬂu = —r2- Iy CoXT 0 o ol Bl 6 8 o
| AT TR TR (LML I e ppT—— ey
StHo. [T Total
mmmmnmmmm"‘ W Vera 1) O Servos [ax R,
814 | 154 forwhich bifey M o seny ol A ol bt Boed 0 -1 0 [+ [ [} -]
s Mmmmmﬂcnmmmvmawm 8 9 0 o 3 ° &
815 umqmuummmmmlmmmmmm 8 o 8 o o o 5
818 | Amourt on whith Sorvion Taa is payatie undar prtd mvorma thage ] 4 41MT18 0 1 (] BTG
BT | Grons Tacablo Arcund 1.0 £ { 01,1 + BLE 4+ BLI 4 3104+ BLE4 B1L) [) 1 adang| o [ ] Huny
|18} mwm-mdwmﬁuumwﬁ« L) [ [} ] [} ] [}
819 fmfemw:zmmpmmunwmmmmu Iy 0 0 ] 1 o o
B0 | Aot dranged 22 Pure Agend ] 0 -] -] [} [ -]
BI1S | Amourt caimed as woatecert 0 [} 122 1] b [] 125546
oti2 Lﬂﬂmﬂdﬁkﬂu&d}#ﬂﬂ ] 4 L -] [} L] ez,
2L Tt Avaount Cxarned a4 Deaszoa il 1a v g 150 ELY ~ 411U+ HLIY +2L1T7) 0 [ araes b o & Frr
LI [RETTAXAMEVALLE D1t ={D12.01.03) L] ] st B L] [} pl 1AL
BIAT | Servics Tax Reteawies braak up of HET TAXABLE VALUE {B1.44}: AdnaartmRale
Texabi Rl Taxable Vilue
SLHO. [taxRate% | Swacth BraulCess KlshKalyan Cets% | EOUCH% SHECU Gosx Jan Feb Mar Total
[ 08 s [} [ [ gt ] [ b 13t
Telsl (] e [ L) [ 10481
A1 | Specinc Rals (sppEcatie 5 par Rule § of ST Rulns) |
Taxabsa Rate Tambie Valoa
stHo. [Taxmunn | twichhBraniCas | KdsuKaypncni% | eouceuns | suetuces 0 Fib M Tetd
Tetsk [} ¢ q 0 q [
811 [Senice Taxpayatie [) 0 20884 ] [] [] 20441
81,58 Les Red DCesspayabie [} [ 0 [ 0 ¢ [}
D115 | HetServie Taxpaysbla ) 4 = (8117 - B1.58) [ [] 24081 ] [] ] 20250
8129 |Edunbon Cers payatha ] [ % ] [} [ ]
0121_|Seconcey snd Hoher Bdeation Cens prystie ] [] ] 3 3 [ []
0122, St b Bl Cous piisg bsad o seien h LS [ o 33| [ [] [ T
Bez) megmsqﬁ-@gmmmus ] ] 0 o L] [ []
7 0§47 | retasuadibhoniCey pyaie B0 £ (01224 BL2Y) [] [ ™ [ ] [] 7m
,ms:‘mmm.wmgswfqégmhuummnus [] ] prry [ ] [ 1323
e, ﬁsm&;m&muhwvmam 3 o o o o 3 o
FREAY: [Toa Rt Kafyin Coss posia 01322 0135 + D128 ) ] 0 fesa) 0 [ ® bl
.
21. The assessee was given numerous opportunities, in fact as many as

10 opportunities for defending their case in person, but they have chosen to

remain absent. They were granted other dates for personal hearing (PH), when
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they had sought extension of tim;e vide their letter dated 20.12.2021 and
05.09.2022, which indicates clearly that they were receiving the communications
from the department. The PH letter intimating the date of PH granted on
13.10.2022 and 07.02.2023, were also sent on their Email-id:
amerectros@yahoo.co.in and aamerectors@ yahoo.com, these Email-id were
appearing on their aforementioned letters dated 20.12.2021 and 05.09.2022.
Finally, they were granted personal heéring vide letter dated 27.02.2023 by the
adjudicating authority himself in the interest of justice and it was conveyed to
them that if the personal hearing was not attended, the matter would be taken
up exparte. However, the assessee has not filed any defence reply with respect
to the subject SCN dated 23.04.2021 knowingly for either scuttling, delaying or
avoiding the proceedings initiated against them by the department. They have
not turned up to show with tangible/documentary evidences that the services
rendered by them do not attract service tax under Section 66B of the Act. All
the acts of inaction on the part of the assessee lead me to a conclusion that the
assessee has nothing on them to prove inapplicability of service tax on the
services rendered by them. Under such circumstances, I am constrained to hold
that the differential value of Rs. 87,28,801/- (Rs. 34,15,064/- for FY 2015-16
Plus Rs. 53,13,737/- for FY 2016-17), as worked in TABLE-A & B above, is the
taxable value for rendering the services by the assessee and is thus liable to
service tax amounting to Rs. 12,92,245/- (Rs. 4,95,184/- for FY 2015-16 and
Rs. 7,97,061/- for FY 2016-17) as worked in TABLE-A & B above, under Section
66B of the Act, instead of Service tax of Rs. 2,65,93,527/~ as has been sought
to be demanded under the subject SCN dated 23.04.2021. Therefore, I hold
that the assessee has short paid the service tax to the extent of Rs. 12,92,245/-
for 2015-16 and 2016-17 and the rest of the demand of service tax amounting
to Rs. 2,53,01,282 /- needs to be dropped as the same being not sustainable and
legally not tenable. Thus, the service tax of Rs. Rs. 12,92,245/- is required to
be recovered from them under the provisions of Section 73(1) of the Finance Act,

1994,

BLANK
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22.
Service Tax Registration No. AEMPR8316LST001, but they have not filed correct

I find that the assessee is registered with th

service tax returns and have short paid service tax due to

e department with

the government as

calculated in TABLE-A & B above, as required under Section 68 of the Act read
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with Rule 6 of Service Tax Rules, 1994, Therefore, it is apparent that the

assessee had deliberately suppressed the facts of provision of the Taxable Service

by not declaring the correct value of services rendered , in ST-3 Returns filed by

them during the period FY 2015-16 and 2016-17, as required under Section 70
- of the Act, read with Rule 7 of Service Tax Rules, 1994.

23. Based on above facts and discussion, I find that the assessee has
contravened the provisions of (i) Section 68 of the Finance Act, 1994 read with
Rule 6 of Service Tax Rules 1994 in as much as they have short paid service tax
to the extent of Rs. 12,92,245/- by not declaring the correct value of service in
their ST-3 Returns vis-a-vis their ITR/Form 26AS in such manner and within
such period as prescribed with respect to the taxable services provided by them
(ii) the provision of Section 70 of Finance Act, 1994 in as much as they had failed
to assess their service tax liabilities under Rules 2(1)(d) of Service Tax Rules,
1994,

24, Having considered these factual and documentary evidences
available on record, I find that the assessee has failed to assess their service tax
liability correctly on the services rendered by them. Accordingly, the assessee
has short paid service tax of Rs. 12,92,245/- 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.
12,92,245/- , 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. Therefore, I hold that the
assessee is required to pay service tax of Rs. 12,92,245/- and thus, the same
is required to be recovered from them under the provisions of Section 73(1) of
the Finance Act, 1994,

25. I also find that Section 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
gmt thereof is delayed. I thus hold that the assessee is also liable to pay the
o mtaré§t \t?n the demand of service Tax of Rs. 12,92,245/- .

5 N \

ace ""; dmgly there was a short payment of service tax amounting to Rs.
12 92 ,245/- for FY 2015-16 and 2016-17 on taxable services rendered by them.

Thus, the assessee had failed to pay legitimate service tax due to the government.

They had not disclosed the correct value of services rendered by them in ST-3
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Returns filed by them as discussed hereinabove. Thus, the assessee hac
suppressed the material facts from the Department by not showing their actual
taxable income in the ST-3 Returns and also by not paying the Service Tax due
on them. Various Courts including the Apex Court have clearly laid down the
principle that tax liability is a civil obligation and therefore, the intent to evade
payment of tax cannot be established by peering into the minds of the tax payer,
but has to be established 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 the correct value of services rendered by them and have failed to pay
appropriated service tax due to them on services rendered by them during FY
2015-16 & 2016-17. These facts would not have come to light if the department
had not initiated inquiry on the basis of data shared by the Income Tax
Department. Moreover, the government has from the very beginning placed full
trust on the assessee, accordingly measures like self assessment etc. based on
mutual trust and confidence have been put in place. Further, the assessees are
not required to maintain any statutory or separate records under the Excise /
service tax law as considerable amount 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 laws. Moreover, returns are aiso filed online
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 absolute 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 short payment of service
tax by not declaring correct taxable value of the service provided, as discussed
earligr on the part of the assessee came to the notice of the department only
Wlffpn the. 1nq1111y was initiated by the department. In the case of Mahavir
PR

PTasfzqea versus CCE Mumbai, 2010 (255) ELT 241, it has been held that if facts

§§J§éfhered by d’epartment in subsequent investigation extended period can be
ked In 2099 (28} STT 275, in case of Lalit Enterprises vs. CST Chennai, it is
held ag-exﬁe/nded period can be 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
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under proviso to Section 73(1) of the Finance Act, 1994. By invoking the extended
period of time of 5 years, service tax totally amounting to Rs. 12,92,245/- is
required to be recovered along with applicable interest under Section 75 of the

Finance Act, 1994 from the assessee.

27. Thus, for the same reasons as discussed above, I find that the assessee
has not paid the service tax by resorting to suppression of facts and
contravention of the provisions of law with intent to evade payment of the tax.
The Hon’ble Supreme Court has settled the issue in the case of UOI Vs.
Dharmendra Textiles Processors reported in [2008(231) ELT 3(SC)] and further
clarified in the case of UOI vs. RAJASTHAN SPINNING & WEAVING MILLS
reported in [2009 {238) E.L.T. 3 {(S.C.)]. The Hon’ble Supreme Court has held that
the presence of malafide intention is not relevant for imposing the penalty and
mens rea is not an essential ingredient for penalty for tax delinquency which is
a civil obligation. Accordingly, I hold that the assessee have rendered themselves

liable for penalty in terms of the provision of Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994,

28. As regards, the proposal for imposition of penalty under Section
77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994, I find that the assessee has failed to assess
their service tax liability correctly 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 discussed at length hereinabove, thus, they have rendered

themselves liable to penal action under Section 77(2) 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 séme 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 prbviso 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.
However, I do not find any charges levelled for demand for FY 2017-18 {upto
CHE )17) in charging part of the SCN. Further, the assessee has not provided
/’g%%&f‘%%tahqs/ information/ documents for the F.Y.2017-18 (upto June,2017) and

R

%_ : E.m ftinent also has not adduced any information/evidence and the reason
ﬁ%‘i\f S g A

onfhe"_’gl@nidlsclosure has also not been made known to the department, I refrain

A
- f‘

*’.';;I_Q}ZE’SE’I@ _f}) entering in to the said period to determine liability as otherwise of
el ¥

assessee for service tax.
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order:

(1)

STC/15- 85/0A/2021 .,

In view of the above discussion and findings, I pass the followin,,

ORDER

I hereby confirm the demand of service tax of Rs. 12,92,245/- (Rupees
Twelve Lakh Ninety Two Thousand Two Hundred Forty Five only }, not

paid by the assessee and order to recover the same from the assessce

under proviso to Sub-section (1) of Section 73 of Finance Act,1994. I

(i)

(i)

(iv)

further drop the rest of the demand of Service Tax of Rs. 2,53,01,282/-
accordingly

I order to charge Interest at the appropriate rate on the demand of Service
tax of Rs. 12,92,245/- and to recover the same from the assessee under
Section 75 of the Finance Act,1994;

Iimpose penalty of Rs. 12,92,245/- on the assessee under the provision
of Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994.

I impose penalty of Rs. 10,000/- on the assessee under the provision of
Section 77(2) of the Finance Act, 1994, for failure to assess their service

tax liability and also for failure to file ST-3 Returns.

However, in view of clause (ii) of the second proviso 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, the penalty shall be twenty five

percent of the said amount, subject to the condition that the amount of such

reduced penalty is also paid within the said period of thirty days.

\, _ C
3 < Ahmedabad North.
By Regd. Post AD./Hand Delivery
F.No. STC/15-85/0A /2021 Date: .03.2023.
To

M/s. Subhashsingh C. Rajput,
11, Gayatri Complex,

Juni Roshni Cinema,

Nr. Power House, Sabarmati,
Ahmedabad -380005

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-V, Division-VIl, Ahmedabad North.

The Superintendent (System), CGST, Ahmedabad North for uploading on website.
5 Guard File.
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