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ails ufe st orf)et oner et oridls srqwa aat & at as sew sneer ad fe uenfterfe fle} 
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Any person aggrieved by this Order-In-Appeal may file an appeal or revision application, as the 
one may be against such order, to the appropriate authority in the following way : 

O '+ITT"ci" ~xcfllx Cf7T ~lffUT ~ 

Revision application to Government of india: 

(1) ~ 0clll½'"i ~ ~. 1994 cFi 1W"f 3Ncf ~ ~ ~- ~ "$ 6fR °4 ~ tfRT cbl" 
~-tfm cB" >l"~ Yx~cfl "$ ~ :f@afUT 3lOO 3lm.-\" ~. ~ '{iXcfllx, fcml" +i?llc1ll, ~ 
fcr:wT, m~ ~. ~ cfrtr ~. ~ l=fflf, ~ ~: 110001 cITT cFr fl~ I 
(i) A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision Application Unit 
Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4th Floor, Jeevan Deep Building, Parliament Street, New , 
Delhi- 110 001 under Section 35EE of the CEA 1944 in respect of the following case, governed by first 
proviso to sub-section (1) of Section-35 ibid : 

. (ii) <1ft 11@ cFi ~ "$ ~ "B ~ ~ g1P\cfllx m "ff fcl5m '+1°-s\lllx 7:TT -~ cfllx\'.Sll~ °4 7:TT 
fsf rvesi+tit st at?t +rvsruit # are t od ·gg af i, at fseft +rverit at +rovert f nrg as fell 
aieat? # fasefl rvsr+it 's) met aS fsur a dleii gs sll 
(ii) In case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a warehouse or to . 
another factory or from one warehouse to another during the course of processing of the goods in a 
warehouse or in storage whether in a factory or in a warehouse. 
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(A) In case of rebate of duty of excise on goods exported to any country or territory outside 
India of on excisable material used in the manufacture of the goods which are exported 
to any country or territory outside India. 

<Tfu: ~ cBT :fTTIA ~ ftt;:rr 1TT«f * ~ (~ <TT ~ c!TT) frrmcf fcp1rr Tl<TT 1TTc'f "ITT I 

(B) 
-• 

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

~ ~ cBt ~ ~ * :fTTIA * ~ urr ~ ~ 1=fR:T cBt ~ ~ 3trx·~ ~ urr ~ t[ffi ~ 
f.'n:r=r * ~ 3Tl<J<rn. ~· * ~ 1:TTffif cTT ~ -qx <TT ~ ~ fclro ~ (~.2) 1998 tfffi 109 ~ 

frgre fag mg st 

(c) Credit of any duty allowed to be utilized towards payment of excise duty on final 
products under the provisions of this Act or the Rules made there under and such order 
is passed by the Commissioner (Appeals) on or after, the date appointed under Sec.109 
of the Finance (No.2) Act, 1998. 

(1) ~ ~. ~ (3l1fu;r) Aw11ctc;1"1. 2001 * f.'n:r=r 9 * 3RfTffi Fc1Afcfcc ~ ~ ~-8 .) zj >lfc,m· .), 0 
fa andsr f snider fta fe+fas t Ml- +rt a fraev+get--order vi srflet sneer aS &t-at vfif a «er 
'3ftm ~ ~ ~ ~ \~ ~~ ~ ~.cBT ~ mt,f ~ 31'wm tITTT 35-~ ~ f.mffur ~ ~ :fTTIA ~ 
rqet as iet &lsr-s nreet aS) fa f sl-fl nfeg ] 

The above application shall be made in duplicate in Form No. EA-8 as specified under 
Rule, 9 of Central Excise (Appeals) Rules, 2001 within 3 months from the date on which 
the order sought to be appealed against is communicated and shall be accompanied by 
two copies each of the 010 and Order-In-Appeal. It should also be accompanied by a 
copy of TR-G Challan evidencing payment of prescribed fee as prescribed under Section 
35-EE of CEA, 1944, under Major Head of Account. 

(2) ~ ~ * x-IT~ ~ ~ xcnB ~ ~ ~ <TT ~ cpB slat ou& 200 / -~ :r@A cBt ~ 3ifx 
~ {-ic111-<cbl-l ~~~~"ITT m 1000/- cBt ~ :fTTIA cBt ~ I 

The revision application shall be accompanied by a fee of Rs.200/- where the amount 
involved is Rupees One Lac or less and Rs.1,000/- where the amount involved is more O 
than Rupees One Lac. ' 

it+ goos, a-flu sure pi lat at sf\efet urenfraot as ft srfet 
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal. 

(1) ~ ~ ~ ~- 1944 cBt tfffi 35-~/35-~ * 3R[Tffi : 
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to : 

saafif@ad ufR@a 2 (i) a # aaig rquit a srearat a orfre, srd)oil pet fit treas, a-ele 
eure+ re vi lat arfrflet urutf@raoi(f@sec) a$) fgrn )sf)ea ff3at, are+rarare if 2"3Holl , 
isl§J-ll<>il ~ ,3RRcTT ,PR't.l{cilJ\{,3iE>d-lc:;lli,Jli::;-380004 

(a) To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (CESTAT) at 
2ndfloor, BahumaliBhawan,Asarwa, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad : 380004. in case of appeals 
other than as mentioned in para-2(i) (a) above. , 

✓
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The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form EA-3 as 
prescribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be 
accompanied against (one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of Rs.1,000/-, 
Rs.5,000/- and Rs.10,000/- where amount of duty/ penalty / demand / refund is upto 5 
Lac, 5 Lac to 50 Lac and above 50 Lac respectively in the form of crossed bank draft in 
favour of Asstt. Registar of a branch of any nominate public sector bank of the place 
where the bench of any nominate public sector bank of the place where the bench of 
the Tribunal is situated. 

(3) ufe gw anew # as qe andvit ant wet slat 8 al eta got seer a frg #lr awl quart evfa 
~ ~ TTP<TT \J1T-TT ~ ~ °CTv:f ct 5lcl's1Z -ifr ~ fum ~ cpl<T ~ m ct~ <T~~ ~-- 
~ cpl° ~ ~ m ~ ~ cpl° ~ ~ ~ \iTTcTT -@' I 

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for eqch: 0.1.0. should be 
paid in the aforesaid manner not withstanding the fact that the one appeal to the 
Appellant Tribunal or the one application to the Central Govt. As the case may be, is 
filled to avoid scriptoria work if excising Rs. 1 lacs fee of Rs. 100/- for each. 

(4) 

o 
.-{Jllllcill p3~ 1970 <T~ cm ... ~-1 ct 3fc7T@ frr'c.TTffil ~ ~ l3c@ ~ <TT 
+[tender enftrfa fr/fut frail sneer f t eta a1 pa fut o.s.so st an-entreii gye 
~ ~ ir,n ~ I 

One copy of application or 0.1.0. as the case may be, and the order of the adjournrrier1t 
authority shall a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paise as prescribed under scheduled-I item 
of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended. 

(5) ~ 3ITT' ~ +=rrwIT cpl° ~ ffl cITT{ ~ cm 3ITT' -ifr RlR ~ ~ vlTITT % W W'7l ~. 
~ \l(lllc;..-J ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ (cfJ1lllfc1ft'.r) frrlli,, 1982 B ~%I 

Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in the 
Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982. 

(51) int o, a-let eure ea vi wtarat ardefrt +uruff@ravi(f@tee),at fesrfreit +pet +f 
ch~e,llJ-liJl(Demand) ~ ?;$(Penalty) cfi1 10% ~ 0l"J-lT ch't'1T ~ ~I~. ~ ~ 0l"J-lT 10 

~ ~ % !(Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act, 

1994) 

0 ~ ~ ~ 3iR ~ ~ 3fc=fJTc, , ~nfJrc;r ~ "~ ~ ;i:rr;rr"(Duty Demanded)- 

(i) (Section)~ 11D ~ ~ ~ U'fu; 
(ii) fc:l-m ~ ~ ~ ~ U'fu; 
(iii) horde asfec faraif ads farerar 6a asa ga ufe. 

¢ ~ ~ 0l"J-lT ·~ .wfu;,• ;# ~ ~ 0l"J-lT ~ ~ ;#, .wfu;,' ~ ffi ~ fi:l1:r ~ ~rc:l 6fc=fT ~ 

arm t. 
For an appeal to be filed before the CESTAT, 10% of the Duty & Penalty confirmed by 
the Appellate Commissioner would have to be pre-deposited, provided that the pre 
deposit amount shall not exceed Rs.10 Crores. It may be noted that the pre-deposit is a 
mandatory condition for filing appeal before CESTAT. (Section 35 C (2A) and 35 F of the 
Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994) 

Under Central Excise and Service Tax, "Duty demanded" shall include: 
(cxxxvi) amount determined under Section 11 D; 
(cxxxvii) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken; 
(cxxxviii) amount payable-Linder Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules. 

s 3ndu a f? 3rd)or f®raur uarar aisf rva 3rra rva an avs farfea st al aifar fr@ a1v cn ©h 
u 3ile ssf hat avs faif&a st aa &vs h 10% sparer u r sn vase 'BI 

,a« '® a /g E, ', " s &'z /:;;·l"°'' .()',2.~i. c.,.\~ ~iew of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of ~~¥:~%0/o : 1 e duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where 
(-o,, ~1na }I} one is in dispute." 
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F No.GAPPL/COM/STP/1684, 1686/2021 

ORDER-IN-APPEAL 

Two appeals have been filed by M/s. Gayatri Foods, Annex G/F- 

. 01/A, 01/B, lnfocity Super Mall, lnfocity, S.G.Highway, Gandhinagar 

[hereinafter referred to as the appellant] against OIO 

No.21/D/GNR/KP/2020-21 dated 07.09.2020 and OIO No. 

33/D/GNR/KP/2020-21 dated 31.12.2020 [hereinafter referred to as the 

impugned orders] passed by Assistant Commissioner, Central GST, 

Division : Gandhinagar, Commissionerate : Gandhinagar [hereinafter 

referred to as the adjudicating authority]. Since the issue involved is same 

in both the appeals viz. GAPPL/COM/STP/I684/2021 and 

GAPPL/COM/STP/1686/2021, they are being decided together vide this 

o1A. e 
2. Briefly stated, the facts of the case is that the appellant were holding 

Service Tax Registration No. AAKFG8675MSD001 and are engaged in 

providing Restaurant Services. During the course of Audit of the records of 

the appellant by the Officers of CGST Audit Commissionerate, Ahmedabad. 

it was observed that the appellant had not paid service tax on the take away 

parcel service as well as home delivery of food parcels claiming it to be 

exempted service. The appellant was issued a Query Memo dated 

14.07.2017 wherein it was informed that the exemption sought by them was 

not correct and they were liable to pay service tax. The appellant vide letter 

dated 30.08.2017 informed that they did not agree with the observations of 

the Audit by relying upon the provisions of Section 66E(i) of the Finance 

Act, 1994 and CBIC Circular No. 334/3/2011-TRU dated 28.02.2011, 

173/8/2013-ST dated 07.10.2013 as well as Para 8.4.3 of the Education 

Guide issued by the CBlC. The reply of the appellant was not accepted by 

the Audit and the appellant was issued Show Cause Notice from F.No. 

VI/l(b)/10/SCN/C-VIII/17-18 dated 23.07.2018 wherein it was proposed to 

recover service tax amounting to Rs.16,52,057/-, for the period F.Y.2013-14 

to F.Y.2016-17, under the proviso to Section 73 (D) of the Finance Act, 1994 

along with interest under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994. Imposition of 

nalty under Section 76 and 78 of the Finance Act, 1994 was also proposed. 

0 
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2.1 Subsequently, the appellant was issued another Show Cause Notice 

from F.No. V/04-45/0&A/Gayatri/2019-20 dated 28.01.2020, under Section 

73 (IA) of the Finance Act, 1994, wherein it was proposed to demand and 

recover service tax amounting to Rs.2,87,668/- under Section 73 (1) of the 

Finance Act, 1994 along with interest under Section 75 of the- Finance Act, 

1994. Imposition of penalty under Section 76 and 78 of the Finance Act, 

1994 was also proposed. Late Fee amounting to Rs.20,000/- was also 

proposed to be recovered in terms of Rule 7 of the Service Tax Rules, 1994 --- 

read with Section 70 of the Finance Act, 1994. 

O 2.2 Both the SCNs were adjudicated vide the impugned orders and the 

demands for service tax were confirmed along with interest. Penalties 

equivalent to the service tax confirmed were also imposed under Section 78 

of the Finance Act, 1994, however, no penalty was imposed under Section 

76 of the Finance Act, 1994. The Late Fee amounting to Rs.20,O00/- was also 

ordered to be recovered. 

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellant has filed the 

instant appeals on the following grounds : 

1. During the course of adjudication, they had submitted a copy of letter 

F.No. ST-20/STD/Misc./Sevottam/62/12/4693 dated 13.08.2015 of 

Chandigarh Service Tax Department wherein it was stated that food 

which was delivered at home as free delivery without any emoluments: 

would not be covered under the definition of Service, hence, no service 

tax liability would arise. The service provided by them has a dominant 

nature of sale and not of service and hence, no service tax liability 

arises. 
ii. They rely upon the judgment of the Hon'ble Madras High Court in 

W.P No.13469 of 2020 and other Writ Petitions. It was held in the said 

judgment that take away or parcel service of food does not attract 

service tax liability. Hence, they should be made free from service tax 

liability, interest and penalty as well as late fees. 
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111. Sale of parceled food constitutes pure trading activity and there is no 

component of service involved therein. 
iv. They rely on the definition of service under Section 65B (44), which 

excludes the transfer of title in goods by way of sale. In light of this 

exclusion, parcel sales or take away food would stand outside the 

ambit of service tax. 
v. Restaurant service by definition means that all attributes of a 

restaurant such as organized seating, air-conditioning, service at the 

table, live music and enhanced hospitality are included. The 

attributes are absent in a transaction of take away. In fact, service tax 

on restaurant service has itself been restricted· only to service in air· 

conditioned restaurants. 

vi. In most restaurants, there is a separate counter for collection of the 

take away food parcels. Orders are received either over telephone, by 

email, online booking or through a food delivery service such as 
A% 4 

Swiggy or Zomato. Once processed and readied for delivery, the 

parcels are brought to a separate counter and are picked up either by 

the customer or delivery service. More often than not, the take away 

counters are positioned away from the main dining area, that may or 

may not be air-conditioned. In any event, the consumption of the food 

and drink is not in the premises of the restaurant. In the aforesaid 

circumstances, the provision of food and drink to be taken away in 

parcels by the restaurant tantamounts to sale of food and drink and 0 

0 

does not attract service tax. 

vii. As per Para 28 of the Judgment of the Hon'ble High Court of Madras, 

the petitioners had brought to notice several orders of the Appellate 

Commissioners of Chennai and other parts of the State wherein the 

view taken was that take away services would not attract service tax 

liability. It is also mentioned that appeals were not filed by the 

department and thus, the prevailing view within the department is 

that there would be no service tax liability on take away food. 

· 4. The appellant were granted opportunity for personal hearing on 

19.04.2022. However, the appellant vide letter dated 19/04/2022 sought 
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adjournment on the ground of social commitment and renovation work at 

office. The appellant was granted opportunity for. personal hearing on 

05.05.2022, which was not attended by them. The appellant were again 

granted personal hearing on 24.05.2022 and 15.06.2022 but the same was 

not attended by the appellant. 

5. As per Section 85 (5) of the Finance Act, 1994, the provisions of the 

Central Excise Act, 1944 are made applicable to the appeals under Section 

85 of the Finance Act, 1994. In terms of the provisions of Section 351A) of 
#, 

the Central Excise Act, 1994, hearing of the appeal can be adjourned on 

sufficient cause being shown. However, as per the proviso to the said Section 

0 35 (lA), no adjournment shall be granted more than three times to a party 

during hearing of the appeal. In the present appeals, the appellant were 

called for a personal hearing on four different dates, however, they did not 

attend on any of the dates and sought adjournment in respect of the hearing 

granted on 19.04.2022, while no communication was received in respect of 

the personal hearing granted on 05.05.2022, 24.05.2022 and 15.06.2022. I 

am, therefore, satisfied that the appellant have been granted ample 

opportunities to be heard, which they have not availed. I, therefore, proceed 

to decide the case, ex-parte, on the basis of the material available on record. 

0 
6. I have gone through the facts of the case, submissions made in the 

Appeal Memorandum, and materials available on records. The issue before 

me for decision is whether service tax is le viable and payable in respect of 

take away parcel of food and home delivery of food by a restaurant. The 

demand pertains to the period F.Y. 2013-14 to F.Y. 2017-18 (upto June, 

2017). 

»lllllllN 

7. I find that the department has demanded service tax in respect of the 

take away food parcel and home delivery of food primarily on the basis of 

Section 66E (i) of the Finance Act, 1994, which is reproduced as below: 

"service portion in an activity wherein goods, being food or any other article 
of human consumption or any drink (whether or not intoxicating) is supplied 
in any manner as a part of the activity". 
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7.1 A plain reading of the above provision of law indicates that what 'is 

taxable in an activity involving supply of food or drinks is only the service 

portion. I further find that the adjudicating authority has observed in the 

impugned order that there are no specific provisions in Notification No. 

24/2012-ST 'dated 06.06.2012 which grants exemption to Parcel Service. I 

find that by the said notification, the Service Tax (Determination of Value) 

Second Amendment Rules, 2012 was· a-mended. By the said notification, 

Rule 2C was inserted in the said Rules and the same provided for 

"Determination of value of service portion involved in supply of food or any 

other article· of human consumption or any drink in a restaurant or as 

outdoor catering'. The said rule prescribed the percentage of value of the 

services provided by a restaurant or an.outdoor catering service on which 

service tax would be levied. The provisions of Rule 2C of the said Rules are @ 
for prescribing the service portion referred to in Section 66E (i) of the 

Finance Act, 1994. 

7.2 It is observed that the adjudicating authority has considering the 

above provisions, concluded at Para 28 of the impugned order dated 

31.12.2020 that "in a normal case, the restaurant charges customers for 

such takeaways parcels and home delivery. Therefore, there is a service 

element involved in the activity undertaken by the restaurant irrespective 

of the fact that whether the food was consumed within the restaurant or 
- 

supplied as takeaways parcels or home delivery". The adjudicating 

authority has further held that in such cases the cost of food and services 

are intrinsic-to the cost. The costing of such parcel services has a composite 

value of food and services, which shows the essential ingredient of service. 

Further, in the impugned order dated 07.09.2020, it has been held by the 

adjudicating authority at Para 26 that ""/ find that liability toward service 

tax would not be applicable on delivered or take away food, if the services 

are rendered free of cost. This would be on the presumption that no separate 

consideration for such services is being charged by the service tax assessee 

from the customers. If, there is a delivery charge, then service tax liability 

extends to the extent of the delivery charge. Under the normal business 

rlance, the parcel service includes the service element as well as its cost'. 

0 
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7.3 I find that the findings of the adjudicating authority are entirely based 

on presumptions and assumptions and not supported by any evidence. 

Further, even in the SCNs issued to the appellant, there is no allegation 

that the appellant is collecting service charge as part of the cost of the 

takeaway food parcel or home delivery of food. In the absence of any 

allegation in the SCNs and also considering the fact that there is no 

evidence in the findings of the adjudicating authority that the cost of 

takeaway parcels and home delivery includes service charge, the said 

observation is erroneous and, hence, not sustainable. 

7.4 The appellant had in their submissions before the adjudicating 

authority relied upon CBIC Circular No. 334/3/2011-TRU dated 28.02.2011. 

However, the same was rejected by the adjudicating authority on the ground 

that the same is no more in vogue; as the Negative List of Services regime 

was effective from 01.07.2012. The relevant part of the said Circular dated 

28.02.2011 is reproduced as below : 

e 

"The levy is intended to be confined to the value of services contained in the 
composite contract and shall not cover either the meal portion in the 
composite contract or mere sale of food by way of pick-up or home 
delivery, as also goods sold at MRP. Finance Minister has announced in his 
budget speech 70% abatement on this service, which is, inter-alia, meant to 
separate such portion of the bill as relates to the deemed sale of meals and 
beverages. The relevant notification will be issued when the levy is 
operationalized after the enactment of the Finance Bill." [Emphasis supplied] 

7.5 While it is a fact that the said circular was issued before the 

introduction of the Negative List of Services regime, the rationale behind 

the said clarification continues to apply even post 01.07.2012. The content 

of the said Circular does not leave any room for any ambiguity inasmuch as 

it has been very clear terms stated that the levy of service tax is confined to 

the value of services in the composite contract and for that very reason the 

sale of food by way of pick-up or home delivery has been specifically excluded 

as no service was involved in the same. Therefore, even in the Negative List 

of Services regime, the fundamental fact that no service is involved in. ------ 
way of home delivery of food does not change. Consequently, in terms 

x 
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of the said Circular, service tax is not leviable on takeaway or home delivery 

of food provided by the appellant as no service is involved in the same. 

) 

8. The appellant have in their support relied upon the decision of the 

Hon'ble Madras High Court in the case of Anjappar Chettinad A/C 

Restaurant Vs. Joint Commissioner, GST & Central Excise, Chennai South 

- 2021 (51) GSTL 125 (Mad} I find that in the said case, the Hon'ble High 

Court, had at Para 27 of their judgment, held that : 

27. In the case of take-away or food parcels, the aforesaid attributes are 
conspicuous by their absence. In most restaurants, there is a separate counter 
for collection of the take-away food parcels. Orders are received either over 
telephone, by e-mail, online booking or through a food delivery service such 
as swiggy or zomato. Once processed and readied for delivery, the parcels are 
brought to a separate counter and are picked up either by the customer or a 
delivery service. More often than not, the take-away counters are positioned · Q 
away from the main dining area that may or may not be air-conditioned. In any 

event, the consumption of the food and drink is not in the premises of the 
restaurant. In the aforesaid circumstances, I am of the categoric view that the 
provision of food and drink to be taken-away in parcels by restaurants 
tantamount to the sale of food and drink and does not attract service tax 
under the Act." [Emphasis supplied] 

8.1 In view of the above judgment of the Hon'ble High Court of Madras, 

provision of food as takeaway amounts to sale of food and consequently, 

service tax is not leviable. Applying the ratio of the above judgment to the 

facts of the present appeals, I am of the considered view that the supply of 

food as takeaway parcels or by home delivery by the appellant is a sale of e 
food and no service is involved in the same. Therefore, service tax is not 

leviable on the same. In view thereof, .the demands confirmed vide the 

impugned orders are not legally sustainable. Consequently, the question of 

interest or penalty does not arise. 

9. I find that vide the impugned order dated 07.09.2020 late fee of 

Rs.20,000/- has been ordered to be recovered from the appellant in terms of 

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

Act, 1994. I find that it has been alleged in the impugned SCN dated 

28.01.2020 that the appellant did not file their ST-3 returns for the period 

01.04.2017 to 30.06.2017. The appellant have not made any submission 

__ ·regarding non filing of ST-3 returns. Accordingly, the appellant are liable to 
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pay the Late Fees as ordered in the impugned order dated. 07.09.2020. I 

uphold the impugned order to this extent. 

10. In view of the above facts, the demand for service tax, confirmed vide 

the impugned, orders along with in'terest and penalty are set aside and both 

the appeals are allowed to this extent. The Late Fee amount of Rs.20,000/ 

ordered to be recovered vide the impugned order dated 07.09.2020 is upheld. 

11. 3rfloadf aa1et asf # sis 3rfrs an f@rue1tu 39leer a@ls at freiT smear 3 I 

(Akhil&sh'am ) 
Commissioner (Appeals) 

Att]C 
(N.Suryanarayanan. Iyer) 
Superintendent(Appeals), 
CGST, Ahmedabad. 

BY RP AD I SPEED POST 

To 

Mis. Gayatri Foods, 
Annex G/F-01/A, 01/B, 
Infocity Super Mall, 
Infocity, S.G.Highway, 
Gandhinagar 

The Assistant Commissioner, 
CGST & Central Excise, 
Division : Gandhinagar, 
Commissionerate : Gandhinagar 

Date: .06.2022. 

Appellant 

Respondent 

Copy to; 
1. The Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone. 2. The Commissioner, CGST, Gandhinagar. 
3. The Assistant Commissioner (HQ System), CGST, Gandhinagar. 

. (for-uploading the OIA) 
+. Guard File. 

5. P.A. File. 


