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Arising out of Order-In-Original No. 03/ST/OA/NRM/2

Assistant Commissioner, CGST, Division-Himmatnagar, Gan
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0-21 dated 05.10.2020 passed by the
dhinagar Commissionerate.

M/s. Maher Tdur, Shop No. 117, 1st Floor, Sun Complex-
2, Motipura, Himmatnagar — 383001.
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: Any person aggrieved by this- Qrder-in—Appeal may file an appeal or revision -
“. application, as the one may be against such order, to the appropriate guthority in the

following way.
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Revision application to Government of India:
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A revision application lies to the Under Secretary, to the Govt. of India, Revision
Application Unit Ministry of Finance, Department of Revenue, 4t 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-

" 35ibid:- |
@ aﬁwﬁgﬁ%mﬁﬁ-wﬁﬁ%mﬁﬁﬁiﬁmﬂmmwﬁﬁmﬁwﬁ,

oy T G e e e 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-gge i

warehouse.
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Tn case of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory toa.



| In case of rebate of duty of ex ClSt' on goods exported to any country or tel ‘1Lory
outside India of on exclsable matenal used in the manuf acmre of ihe goods which are\
exported to any country or ternr,ory outsuie Ifzcha ' '

() H%W%TWP‘Q%T mmﬂ—{mm ﬁaﬁﬁ)ﬁ‘qﬁﬁﬂT :rrc'«"gn

In case-of goods ehported outsuie India e:»;port to Nepal or. Bhutan, vmhouti

: .'paymem of duty.

(=) wﬁqwﬁwgmﬁﬂﬂwvsmmgﬁmqmﬁ gsﬂ? ﬂﬁsrﬁ'?f
oy e YA ¥ gaTie SR, W%Wﬂ%&*aﬂmvﬂma’rmr%ﬁrﬁr&rﬁﬁm1998

AT 109 v frges e e

Credit OI any duty allowecl to- be uuhzed towards paymen’c of =*Xc:3,sa duty on mf'é{
products under thc—: prov1s1ons of this Act. or the Rules made there. {nder snd q,u,cl?, Qq@
order is passed by the Commissioner (Anpeals) on or afte;, the date appomted unde{\' [‘*
Sec.109 of the Finance {No. 2) Act, 1998. S oL
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The above- appllcauon shall be macde in duplicate i Form. No. “BEA-8 as spédﬁed"
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 communlcated "and *shall be .-
accompamed by two copies each of the OIO and Order-In- bppeai It should also be '
accompanied by a cepy of TR-6 Challan evidencing payment of mesc‘nbed fee "as
prescnbed under Sec‘aon 35-EE of CEA, 1944, under l\faxor Head of A\,coum
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- The revision application shall be ar‘compamed by a fee of Rs. 200 / Where the‘r
amount involved is Rupees One Lac or less and Rs. 1,000 / where the arnount mvolved

is more than Rupees One Lac
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(1) 0T ST -‘Q’Eﬁ - arferfre, 1944 HT 4T 35- sﬁlsr—z o et
Under Sectlon 35B/ 35E.of CEA, 1044 an appeal lies to :-
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| To the West regional bench of Customs Excise & Service Tax A‘ppé]late'Tribunai "
(CESTAT) at 2=dfloor, Bahumali Bhawan, Asarwa, Gircéhar Nagar, A_hmed.abad:
380004. In. case of appeals other than as mentioned above para. o

: The appeal to the Appellate Tribunal shall be ﬁled in quadruphcate in form EA—
3 as prescribed under Rule 6 of Central EXCISC(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be o
‘accompanied against {one which at least Sl’lOULd 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 pubhr*'
sector bank of the place where the bench of any nominate public sector bank. of ther;_

place where the bench of the ’I‘nbunal is s1tuated
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e - In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.1O.

BRI should be paid in the aforesaid manner notwithstanding 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.
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”One cop-y of application or O.LO. as the case may be, aﬁd'the order of the

 adjournment authority shall a court fee stamp of Rs.6.50 paise as prescribed under .
';i.'sgheduled-l item of the court fee Act, 1975 as amended. '
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“Attention in invited to the rules covering these and other related matter contended in

':the Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal (Procedure) Rules, 1982.

e

- FAAA (Demand) Td € (Penalty) T 10% & ST FTA e &1 gretes, sifteaw I3 ST
10 g TIC gl (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86

of the. Finance Act, 1994)
¥ ST szﬁﬁéﬁv: e ¥ atet, TR ST deed 1 A1 (Duty Demanded)!
(1) €€ (Section) 11D ¥ qaa WMatia T,

(2) R e dede Wiee A R,
(3) I FRe Rt ¥ Faw 6 % aga 37 iR
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‘ 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-Cfores. 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' Centi‘a_l Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 & Section 86 of the Finance .
. Act, 1994). ) s

Under Central Excise and Service Tax, “Duty demanded” shall include:

(i) amount deterrﬁined under Section 11 D;
(ii) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
(iif)  amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules. -
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this order shall lie before the Tribunal on

In view of above, an appeal against
pute,

- payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dis
- or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.” : :
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# No.GAPPL/COM/STP/1280/2020

TN 3TERT / ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s Maher Tour, Shop No. 117, 1

Floor, Sun Complex-2, 1 \/Iotmula Himmatnagar — 383001 (heremafte; referred to:

Order in Original No. O3/ST/OA/NRM/20 21 dated

as the appellant) against |
“smpugned order”] passed by the Assrstant-'-*

05 10 2020 [heremafter referred.to as
magar Cormnrsaronerate

r,ommrssroner, CGST, Dlvrsron- Himmatnagar, Gandhi

[hereinafter referred to as “ad]udzcatmg authority’ ].

2. Bneﬂy stated, the facts of the case are that the appellam were engaged m

providing Tour Operator Services’ and holdmg Service Tax TRegistration No._}_::

AEYPN6232MSD001 for the said category of service i.e. ‘Tour Opel ator Services’.
The said service do not fall under the Negative List of Services as defined under | O

Section 66D of the Finance Act, 1994. Investigation was initiatéd against the

- appellant firm by the Preventive Wing of Commissionerate CGST, Gandhmagar |

During the course of the investigation it was observed that the said service pr ovrder

has not discharged their se1V1ce tax liability arising out of servmes provrded as tour

operator in respect of ‘Haj tour package for the period October 2013 to March
2017. It was also observed by the investigation that the appellant Was prov1d111g-;; -
drfferent services to their eustomers such as, Air Ticket bookmg, Vlsa ‘
Accommodatmn Food, Lodging, Transporta’uon services under the category o
‘packaged tour agent’. The investigators also confirmed that during the perrod}“l\”
October, 2013 to March-2017 the appellant had neither filed their ST-3 returns nor E
paid service tax.. It ‘therefore, appeared that the appellant had willfully suppressed |

the gr'dss taxable amount to evade service tax amounting to Rs.24,05,026/-. During -

the course of the investigation the appellant paid service tax amounting to

Rs.8,65,762/- on 20.07.2018.

21 Show Cause Notice No. IV/CGST/HMT/O1/Maher/2019-20 dated:
08.04.2019 was issued to the appellant proposing to recover the Service Tax
amounting to Rs.24,05,026/-"(considering the net taxable value as Rs. 1,74,07,692/ .
) on taxable service “Tour Operator services” along with mterest Imposition or‘ ‘

penalty was proposed under Sectlon 74 and 78 of the Fmance Act, 1994. The

amount of service tax paid in the course of the investigation was also proposed to -

be appropriated.

Page 4 0of 12,
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b

The-said SCN was adJudlcated vide: the 1mpugned order Wherern
the demand for service tax amounting to Rs. 24,05,026/- was confirmed under

Section 78 ¢y of the Finance Act, 1994 along with interest under Section 75
of the Finance Act, 1994; |

': Penalty Was.rmposed under Sectron 78 of the Finance Act, 1994, but Wrthout

quantifying the amount. Theadjridicating authority also extended the beneﬁt
of reduced penalty in terms of pr'ovrso to clause (ii) of Section 78 of the
Finance Act, 1994;

Penalty amounting to Rs. 20 000/- was imposed for violation of Section 70
of the Finance Act, 1994 as amended by Section 74 of the Finance Act, 1994
read with Rule 7C of the Service Tax Rules, 1994.

- Acrgueved with the 1mpugned order, ‘the appellant ﬁrm has filed the mstam

The reeeipts' earned by the appellant are for providing outbound Haj and
Umrah pilgrimage tour services and the said services are no’r liable to
' Service Tax as the services are rendered outside the taxable territory. The }
issue of whether service tax is payable in respect of outbound tours for
performing Haj and Umrah is pending before the Hon’ble Supreme Court
and therefore, the adjudicating authority has prematurely decided the
matter: |
The observation of the adjudicating authority that the petitions before the
Hon’ble Supreme Court were all dismissed as withdrawn 1s erroneous. |
The said Judgement dated 11.12.2019 was not dec1ded against the
petitioners. The Hon’ble Supreme Court had directed the CBIC to decide
the representation of the petitioners and in case the petitioners were not -
satisfied, it was open for them to revive the matter.

The issue is still pending before the Supreme Court vide W.P (C) No.

Organisers Asociation, Mumbai Vs UOI and Others. Thus the matter is
yet to be decided by the Hon’ble Supreme Court. |
The‘ eenduct of* religious activity 1s exernpted from service tax vide
Notrﬁca’uon No. 25/2012 ST dated 20.6.2012. I/r%e;g@g&

.essence of the act1v1ty is ‘conducting rehgrous

instance the

Page 5 of 12
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Vi)

vii)

 yiif)

‘exchange, stay at Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, to the authorized private

‘Haj operations of Saudi Aaabla The service tax on air tickets and fore1 en’

guide, assist, lead and manage the pllgum

" Notification No.25/201~2-8£ dated 20.6,2012 thls was cons1dered't’a :

F No.GAPPL/COM/STP/1280/2020
performance and conducting of ‘Haj ritual as pef the gnidelines of the:
government of India. -- |

The pilgrims contribute for all arrangements including tickets, foreign*.
OpF‘l ator who has to do it thr ouch only a Moallim, a.umovlzed operator. for.

exchange as levied by the an*hne company or forex dealer is d1scharged"

and no excess amount is-collected from the pilgrim. The appellant have t‘o_“.

seek necessary arrangement from the Moallim as per _the amount the :

pllgnm is interested to spend. This amount is paid to the Moaﬂlm They,
As per the general interpretation of law of Pntry 5 Clause (b) ofv’"

conduct of 1e11g1ous ceremony. Haj or Umrah is a 1ehg10us celem ati on
and a spec1a1 ceremony for every Islamic lOHOWGl'
Due to the bonafide belief that on such activities no tax is leVi-abl'etheﬁy_
had not collected any amount towards service tax from their custemers,._" |
The Hon’ble Supreme Court had dismissed the appeal on the governrnent'[ ,
against the decision of the Hon’ble Tribunal in the case of Atlas Tours énd. ,4
Travels Pvt Ltd. The Tribunal had in their order dated 15.1.2015 held 't:hat

in view of the decision in the case of M/s Cos & Kings IndiaLtd and M/s ,

Travel Corporation of India, services of cutbound tours are: prov1ded

outside India. The facts of the present case are squarely covered by ‘,thev;_-

above decisions. R
Even after introduction of the Negative List from 01.07.2012, only 'th;esef’.?-
services are taxablewhich are provided in the taxable territory.:Haj‘énd
Umrah are performed outside the taxable territory and therefore, levy of -
service tax is completely arbmary and unconsututlonal It is a settled“ |
principle that Service Tax is a destination based tax i.e. the place where:
the services are actually consumed or the destination where the serv1ees
are consumed will be the place of levy of service tax and in this case ithe' '
services are consumed in Saudi Arabia i.e. outside the taxable telrr-it‘ory‘ :

and therefore, the impugned order is to be set aside.
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xv)

XVi)

. - F No.GAPPL/COM/STP/ 1280/2020
? .-.-‘ Q“‘A ,5
The adJudwatlng auuhorlty ‘has summarﬂy brushed aside. all the

judgements quoted by them on the basis that they were pertaining to the

period prior to Negative List. This is totally erroneous inasmuch as with

the introduction of Negative List there was not change in the scope and

: eXtent of service tax laW. Sectioh 64 of the Finance Act, 1994 stood as it

is without any change

The Hon’ble Tribunal, Mumba1 in their order dated 15.1.2015 held that
planning and organizing Haj Pilgrimage is not a taxable service because
service is rendered beyond the territory of India. The appeal filed by the

revenue agamst this order was also dismissed by the Court.

Consideration received for opelatmg and arranglng outbound tours and L

consumed by the customers outside India is not liable to levy and
collection of service tax.

The invoking of extended period would be only justified when they knew
about the tax liability and still however, did not pay the tax and

'deliberately avoided such payment. Mere failure to pay service tax on

account of interpretation of law would not be a case to invoke extended
period of limitation.

There was no fraud, collusion, willful mis-statement or suppression of

facts with intention to evade payment of tax: Therefore, the SCN should
have been issued within the period of 18 months from the relevant date.

The govermnent was aware of the facts in the matter and it was due to the ©0

fact that each court was negatlng the right of the government to levy tax,-i
the government granted exemption to the Haj Committee vide
introduction of Entry 5A in the exemption list. The government has
grantéd exemption to the said organization on 20.8.2014. Further, vide

Notification No. 25/2016-ST dated 17.5.2016 the government itself

" admitted that tax was not being paid prior to the notification. Thus it is

abundantly clear that non-payment of service tax is not attributable to any

kind of fraud, willful mis-statement or suppression of facts.

They have been granted category 1 of Authorlsed operator for Haj el

pilgrimage by the Mmls’cry of Extemal Affairs. It is on pohcy ga1delme of

- the. govemment that since Lhey are not authorized forex dealer, ‘they G
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A'obtamed servrce or forcx cealer for deposl,t of fore;m currency
Appropmate service tax has been paid en tlle ‘service perfcomred in Iudla

xvil) They firmly believe that the matter is or,conductmg.relrglotls ceremony "___-
and not that of tour operator since tour operator has -f'ree‘dom to plant,';”'
schedule or organize or arrange ‘;ours. Sclledule of Haj is as per Islamic
calendar and planning, organizing and'arrangemeu‘ts can only be done_,b}"l_..

the Moallim in Saudi Ar abia. | B . ;

xviii) Itis heldina number of ¢ cases that wher service tax was not collected from ;
T e01p1ent of service, consideration recewed has to be t‘reafed as cum-tax

They rely upon the case laws n lus 1eg ad mce llwey nave not collecte'
service tax, they are: e11g1ble for beneﬁt o?‘ cum tax v'aluatlon " | " |

xix) Inthe absence of mens rea penal’w cann ot be mﬂpoqed 'l‘here is no element
of ﬁaud willful mrs sta‘remen* or suppression of facts W1th 1rltenf to evade
payment of service tax as all income recelv ed was accounted for in the :
books of accounts and subjected to mcome tax In Lhe absence of .
suppression, dehberate attempt to evade service tax cannot be alleged

They rely upon the decision in the ¢ase of Pahwa Cherrucals Pvt ‘Lt_d

reported in 2005 (189) ELT 257 (SC).

4. Personal Hearing in the case was held on 28.10.2021 tluough V1rtual mode
Shri Gunjan Shah, CA; appeared on behalf of the appellanl for the hearing. He
reiterated the submissions made in appeal memor anddm and further stated that th
maiter is pending before Hon’ble Supren’e Court and dems:ton is expected soon ;

He made a request through e-mail. -

5. The appellant while contestrng the issue subrmtted that the matter is pendmg'

before the. Hon’ble Supreme Court in Writ Petmon (C1V11) No. 977/2020 filed by = f
- All India Haj Umrah Tour Organisers Asssocrauon Mumbai Vs. UOL He also_
requested to keep the matter pendmg tul the outcome of the above writ pet1t1on

Accordingly, the above appeal l1led by the appellant Was transl‘erreo to (‘all Book_

on 03.12.2021.

5.1 The Hon’ble Supreme Court of India has decided the Writ Peti’ciorr ‘(Cl)'
NO.977 OF 2020 alongwith other similar Writ Pen’uons in the Wrrt Pet1t1on 755 of :
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65. Hence, we are of the considered view that the arguments based on
discrimination have no substance at all, as HGOs and the Hoj Committees do not
stand on par and in fact, the Haj Committees constitute a separate class by
themselves, which is based on a rational cZasszf ication which has a nexus with the
~object sought to be achieved.
66. Therefore, there is no merit in the challenge in the petitions. We have already
clarified that we have not dealt with the issue of extra-territorial operation of the
service tax regime which is kept open to be decided in approprzare proceedzngs as
requesz‘ed by the parties.
67. We are, ‘therefore, of the view that the petitions are devoid of merit and the
same are; accordingly, dismissed. No order as to costs. ' :

Flom the ahove; it is clear that the SLP filed by the appellant was disposed off by
:.fthe Hon’ble Apex Court. In pursuance, of the said order of the Hon’ble Supreme
Court the instant appeal was retrieved, from Call Book and taken up for decision

'1 \under timation to the respondents

Pelsonal heaung in the case was held on 13 03 2023 though virtual modv :

‘Sht‘l Gunjan Shah, CA, appeared on behalf of the appellant for the hearing. He | | .
‘eiterated the submissions made in appeal memorandum and submitted copy of
= judgement of Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of Aﬂ India Haj Umrah Tour
3 Organizer Association, 2022 (63) G.S.T.L. 129 (S.C). He also submitted copies of
X ‘two judgements of Hon’ble Tribunal in the case of M/s National Tours & Travels

Agenoy as well as in the case of Rooa Bathroom Products Pvt Ltd., (2023) 2 Centa
40 ,(frm.Mad). |

_ On account of change in the appellant authomy, personal I—][earln0 in the case. :
as held agaln on 30.06. 2023 through virtual mode Shn Guman Shah CA., L

:opeared on behalz of the appellant for the hearmg He re1terated the submlssmns~_. e

:fmade in dppeal memorandum and further stated that the services were prov1ded by.f-i_f :
heﬂappellant to the Hajj Pllgrlms outside India. Therefore, the same are not taxable
in Ihdia. Further, since the issue ‘was dlsputed and under litigation before the
‘Supreme court, no suppression can be alleged. Hence, extended period cannot be

"‘j; invoked in this case. Therefore, he requested to set aside the impugned order:

=T have gone through the facts of the case, subm1531ons made in the Appeal

Memomndum, and submlss1ons made at the time of personal hearings and material

- the impugned

vallable on 1'e001ds The issue- before me for decisi

"vPage90f12 _
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order confirming the demand of Service tax amounting to Rs. 24 ,05,026/- alongwith -
1nterest and penalty in the facts and cir cumstances of the case is leg'd ap.d pr oper or
Othervwse ‘The perroﬂ of demand 18 Oeiobcr-.4013 to. Ma1ch-201’7 ie 01 10 7013 t'
31.03.2017. ) o e

7.1, It is observed from the case recm ds that the appellant 1s a Propuetorshlp fn*m -
1eclsrered under Servrce Tax and engaged in the a tivity of ‘Tour Operator Servwe
It is further observed that during the r.eievant perrod +hey. have provrded ‘Haj»tou
‘package’ to their  customers which- mr'htded chi\}US services as ‘Air Tlcke _
booking’, Visa, Accommodation, Food, Lodgmg, I ranspcrfatron per tammg to ’che.'..
Pilgrims going for HaJ and Unrah to the hol}, places o1c Mecea and Medina in Saudl{' ,
Arabia. _ , '
Although the appellant Was registered under Service Tax, they have not ﬁled then ”
Service Tax Returns and they have not paid any Service Tax durmg the peuod
These faots are undisputed. The demand of Servree Tax was ra1sed by way- Of‘_.;‘.-
: mvestlgatron conducted by the ofﬁcels Of Service T ax department. The fact of nons;f =

’. }ﬁlmg of mandatory Service Tax Reﬁ:umQ (ST—J) as We‘l as non—payment of Serv1ee"f:

tax was confirmed by the proprretor of the firm.

7.2 Period involved in the d1spute is from October 0:13 to Mareh 2017 1. eposi:: R
Negative List regime (introduced from 01. 07.2012). As per Section 65B (44) of the |
Finance Act, 1994 service means any actwrty ‘earrr_efr out by a person for another_ﬂ
for consideretion, and includes a declared service. In the instent appeal I ﬁnd that it
is not a matter of dis'pute that a éervice has been provided | The o‘ﬁly dispufe' is ,
regardmg the taxablhty w1th reference to whether the service was prov1ded W1th1n
the taxable terrrtory of India or otherwise and Whether the serv1ce is exempted by:""‘

- Notlﬁoatron No 25/2012-ST dated 20 6.2012.

7.3 1 find that the customer of the appel%ant are aH based in India and ‘chese are. '
the, customers who go to Saudi Arabia 'for'Haj pildrmage Therefore, the service .
provided by the appellant is to a service recrprem baSCd in India. The appellant have -
contended that the stay, food and trapsportatron serv1ee_s during the Haj tour of a |
pilgl'irn are all provided by the authoﬂzed operator for Haj operaﬁons in S.audi»'
Arabia and the appellants do not have any control over these services, these facts

are undisputed. The appellant have also submitt - ey arrange for the alr} :
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"v'.f  tickets and forex and also gn1de ass1st lead and manage the p1lgr1m s manner and

S place at which they have to perform the Haj rituals. Therefore, it is forthcoming that -

. while the accommodation, food and transportation in Saudi Arabia is provided by
-~ the authorized operator based outside the Indian territory, the services of arranging
'fa1r tlckets forex as well as planmng, guiding and managing the p1lgr1m s Haj
provided by the appellant was provided withiin Indian territory. These serv1ces are
5 provided i in India to Lhe p1lgr1ms based in India. Hence, the contention of the
: appellant that the services provided by the appellant are outside the territory of India

;1e part1ally correct.

8. It is also undisputed that | the taxability of the services provided by the
o appellant: were under dispute during the relevant period and the appellant had filed
- “Writ Petition No.977 of 2020 alongwith various other petitioners before the Hon’ble
Apex Colrt. Harping on a favourable outcome, the appellant neither filed their ST-
_:_%Re_tums nor did they pay any service tax. It is also apparent that the appellant had
.oj-operated with the investigation in as much as the quantum of demand was
‘alculated entirely on the basis of Profit & Loss statements and other documents

‘.,pi'ovided by the appellant. This also confirms the bonafide of the appellant. The

2_:6707.2022 had considered that the services provided by the appellant as “Taxable”.

L Altheugh, the Hon’ble Supréme Court observed that “...We have already _:
clarified that we have not dealt with the issue of extra-territorial operation of the
service tax regime which is kept open to be decided in appropriate proceedings, as
'requesred by the parties...”. The Hon’ble court has confirmed that the ‘Package of
Serv1ces provided by the appellant cannot be dissected on the premise that partially -
serv1ces were prov1ded within the Indian territory and part1ally outside India. Since
he service p10v-1de1 and the service receiver are both of Indian Orgin the services

“are taxable in nature. Regarding the services provided by the appellant in the instant - .

‘Packaged Services’ cannot be bifurcated. Also, since the service prov1der and the

serV1ce recelver both are of Ind1an Origin, the services are taxable
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f_fH:on"ble Supreme Court of India while deciding the Writ Petitions vide order dated - - L

- case, the services of Air ticket bookmg was provided in Indxa and the remalnmg -

se1v1ce° were prov1ded outside the Indian territory, but as per the above order the.
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10, In view of the above chscussmns the se1Vices plomded by the appellant are’
taxable in nature and Lherefore the i 1mpu ned 01dez is upheld and the appea] filed by'i'r:’v

the appellant is rejected.

11 3R GaRT Gof ohT 3T JCTeT ST TIeRT SURIer oiish & frar STrem gl

The appeal filed by the appellant stands disposed of in above terms. '

( SHIV PRATAP SINGH ) e

Commissioner (Appeals)
Dated: 28™ August, 2023

Superintendent (Appeals),
CGST, Ahmedabad.

By REGD/SPEED POST A/D

To,

M/s. Maher Tour,

Shop No. 117, 1% Floor,
Sun Complex-2, Motipura,
Himmatnagar — 383001.

Copy to :

fr—y
-

The Principal Chief Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Ahlnedabéd. o

2. The Principal Commissioner, CGST and Central Excise, Gandhinagar.

I

The Deputy /Asstt. Commissioner, Central GST, Division- Himmatnagar ,
Gandhinagar Commissionerate.

4. The Superintendent (Systems), CGST, Appeals, Ahmedabad, for

publication of OIA on website.

é./ Guard file.

6.  PAFile.
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