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Appeal No, 20220 HH-THS Tax Prate: 27.02.2013
Name of the appeliant MR GREENWOOD ESTATES
Secunderabad
Name of the Consultant’ Addvocate L OA Sudhir V.S, s
Mes Fhiregange & Associates - R

.

RECORD OF PERSOMAL HEARING

A Sudhir V.8, appeared for persopal hearing for disposal ol main

appeal and made the fotlowing submissions

I

L

L

Reterated the submissions made b the grounds of appeat.
£ F

Construction of {lats for individuals does not come under ~Works
Contract Service definition as construction of individeal Hat/unit
would not come under meaning of construction o residential
complex or @ part thereef

As per Board's Circular Noo T0R0Z2000-81 di 29.1,2009, 1 has
been clarfied that residential unit sold for a customer tor his
personal use is not Hahle o service to e the impugned order of the
adjudicating asthority has onby considered the conclusion of the
Board's Cireutar and she preamble or the srguments have not beea
ke into consideration while adjudicaung the show cause notice.
itis Turther submilted that butlders became Hable o serviee wx rom
17,2010 as por Piance Acl. 2018 as per Explanation wdded o the
xable service,

Since the matter was noi free from confusion. the facts were
imtmated 1o the department and e issue nvolved g 2 malier of
interpretation, penalty under Section 80 may be waived as the
appetlumt had acled under bonatide beliel.

The appetlant is not clear with regard to gquantification of service 1ax.
demanded and confirmed.  As per their view, for the period Jan.
2040 10 Dee. 2010, the texable value should be Rso 37306000
instesdd of Rs, 1153100004 g mentioned in the ghow cause notice,

Nothing nwere w0 add. ,
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(D S Meenay
Commissioner{ Appeals-11)



