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Arising out of Order-In-Original No. 515/AC/Demand/22-23 dated(s 14.2.2023 passed by The Assistant Commissioner, CGST Division-I,)
Ahmedabad North

J-J cl1a cf?af cITT -;:,n:r~4clT 1 Le Galaxy Banquets and Hotels Pvt.ltd.
(cl) Name and Address of the B/ 1-4, Galaxy Avenue, N.H. Road No. 08 Naroda

Appellant Ahmedabad-382330

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.

Revision application to Government of India:

(1) a{ju 3qrca 34f@,fa, 1994 #l eurr 3ra #l sau mgmih sR ii qalsr rrr
al au-rtk qr qga h oifa g+trv 3raa arftRra, 44Rd#, faa +jar, l6ta
fqm, 5aft ifra, fa ta raa, irmf, fact: 1 10001 #l a6lsfafeu.­

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

aRma alarkmrats#a4fl zflatfa@ yssnz qr rrran iiu fa#t
Rs lzqiussrnijmaura gufa, u fa4t rugnnaisr ]ara f@5fl arar?$Cit#er rusrrita a7 far asarr&el$-.-. of any loss of goods where the loss occur in transit from a factory to a

~~
0,,,_,-8;=\~JrjMouse or to another factory or from one w_arehouse to another during the course

of /rocessing of the goods in a warehouse or m storage whether m a factory or m a
:t

warehouse.



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.

(an uf? yeaprma f@su far 4mahalu qrerahfa f@sumartt
In case of goods exported outside India export to Nepal or Bhutan, without

payment of duty.

() 3lf 3aa #l 3naa pea k grama fRg it sq@l#fszr almg?si eh err?
it< ur ui fur h ga4fa sng, rflia rtuR atmuuur sarifa 3ff)u ct 2)
1998 4RT 109 rt fga fag ·Tutt

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.

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 OIO and Order-In-Appeal. It should also be
accompanied by a copy of TR-6 Challan evidencing payment of prescribed fee as
prescribed under Section 35-EE of CEA, 1944, under Major Head of Account.

(3) RR@ 3n@lac # must ieaa va araqt u arta ghatu 2oo/- #5t
arr a5lsgi sziid#a gs earrh snare at 1000/ - a6l #6trra #6l srg 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 than Rupees One Lac.

fl zyea, h4tu 3nlr yesgi lataz 3@)flu nnrfrau#uf arfh­
Appeal to Custom, Excise, & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.

(1) a4tuGI1a ya 3#f@fa, 1944 cf?J" 'URI 35-"istt/35-~¢~:-
Under Section 35B/ 35E of CEA, 1944 an appeal lies to:-

(2) 3sffaa Raz ] sag argura 3rear a6t 3rfia, orflit a rk t #tarzed, #4la
3Ilayea qi las ar4ftznuf@raw (Re) at uf@ 2lftu ff8at, lnarsar ii and ma,
agnr#] i4a, rlaI, fRraT, IT€Isl-380004I

To the west regional bench of Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal
(CESTAT) at 2ndfloor, Bahumali Bhawan, A'.sarwa, Girdhar Nagar, Ahmedabad:
380004. In case of appeals other than as mentioned above para.

f'.,-c-\':;;}:;,~;~~ The app:al to the Appellate Tribunal shall be filed in quadruplicate in form
$s _"@,as prescribed under Rule 6 of Central Excise(Appeal) Rules, 2001 and shall be
l § -~,t,::;p.c_,r~~anied agamst (one which at least should be accompanied by a fee of
\; df;/;!-1,•.:WG?f-, Rs.5,000/-_and Rs.10,000/-where amount of duty / penalty / demand/\t ..,.,~~~.:,~J?r is upto 5 La?, :::> Lac to 50 Lac and above 50 Lac respectively m the form of
~'cr~s'ed bank draft m favour of Asstt. Reg1star 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) 4f?s eara{ gr sr?sit an ra@tar ?at u@rspd jarhRu#tr antTr
3qfaar far arr afeu <« ar ks ta gg ft fc!J" fffi9T "QGIaf aa h fag zrufeufa
3rfh«ft -znnf@razor al uas 3rat ark5laer alus 3nkaa f@aara? 1

In case of the order covers a number of order-in-Original, fee for each O.I.O.
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. l 00 /- for each.

(4) qrzees sf@,fr 197o ut isif@a #] 3gal -1 # siaf fuffa fag3r 3a#
3n7@a uterr?r zaufeIf ofg ,if@rant a 3rs ] aul at ua ,fa 6.so ha at
91rq yea feaz err@hraRu 1

One copy of application or O.I.O. as the case may be, and the order of the
adjournment 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) <a i iif@a mcai al Piao cJ?B clIB Hl!"J:JT cfJI" 3fR" ifi 'cLJR 3j I cfjma fcp1:fT \JJTcTI % \J]l"
ffl~'~ '3 ell lcH~"Qci -iJ cl lcb-< JfCITffi[f~(cb I llfffi ft!") R<TJ=r, 1982 if~% 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.

(6) #tr yea, h4tr sn yea uaares 38i#la zurf@rasu (Re) uhR 3rf«at a
"J:j"n=@" pl afamjt (Demand) gd dG (Penalty) cITT 10% 1lcf \Jl1Tic:fJ"FIT J-ff.:rcn1f%1 Qlciifcb,~
1lcf \Jl1TI 10 ~~ %1 (Section 35 F of the Central Excise Act, 1944, Section 83 &
Section 86 of the Finance Act, 1994)

~~~irrx -ilcl Iah siafa, nfragt afarat 1=fi11 (Duty Demanded) I
(19) is(section) 11D ha&a ffRafr;
(20) fa raa raz}fez#6tfa;
(21) hr@heui ksRuhas«2uft I

Te pa su ' «#Rea rfa itrt qa smt al gearzarfr af@a ashaRuqf zra sa
fearma er

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:

(xix) amount determined under Section 11 D;
(xx) amount of erroneous Cenvat Credit taken;
(xxi) amount payable under Rule 6 of the Cenvat Credit Rules.

(6) (i) gr 3nr?grh ,Ra 3rfla uf@awh ruts zeas rra zea a aus f@a(fa gtat
fag Ig yea 10% Tarrq 3it sii baa zus faf2a @t as aus h1 oo/o 'lfTdR "CR cfJI" \Jff
"WBdl%1

In view of above, an appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on
payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute,
or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute."



F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/652/2024-Appeal

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

The present appeal has been filed by M/s. Le Galaxy Banquets and Hotels Pvt.

Ltd.,B/1-4, Galaxy Avenue, N.H.Road No.08, naroda,Ahmedabad- 382330 (hereinafter

referred to as "the appellant") against Order-in-Original No. 515/AC/Dem/22-23

dated 14.02.2023(hereinafter referred to as "the impugned order") passed by the

Assistant Commissioner, CGST Division-I, Ahmedabad North (hereinafter referred to

as "the adjudicating authority").

2. Briefly stated, the facts of the case are that the appellant are holding PAN No.

AABCL4020D. On scrutiny of the data received from the Central Board of Direct Taxes

(CBDT) for the Financial Year 2015-16, it was noticed that the appellant had earned an

income of Rs. 1,91,37,193/- during the FY 2015-16, which was reflected under the

heads "Sales / Gross Receipts from Services (Value from ITR)" filed with the Income

Tax department. Details are as under:

F.Y Basic value as per ITR(in Rs.) Service tax not paid.

2015-16 1,91,37,193/­ 27,74,893/­

Accordingly, it appeared that the appellant had earned the said substantial

income by way of providing taxable services but has neither obtained Service Tax

registration nor paid the applicable service tax thereon. The appellant were called

upon to submit copies of Balance Sheet, Profit & Loss Account, Income Tax Return,

Form 26AS, for the said period. However, the appellant had not responded to the

letters issued by the department.

2.1 Subsequently, the appellant were issued Show Cause Notice No. STC/AR-1-15­

16/Un Reg./2021-22/196 dated 23.04.2021 demanding Service Tax amounting to Rs.

27,74,893/- for the period FY 2015-16, under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73

of the Finance Act, 1994. The SCN also proposed recovery of interest under Section

75 of the Finance Act, 1994; recovery of penalties under Section 77 and Section 78 of

the Finance Act, 1994.

2.2 The Show Cause Notice was adjudicated videthe.upgned order by the

adjudicating authority wherein the demand or gig$$Mang to Rs
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F.NO. GAPPL/COM/STP/652/2024-Appeal

27,74,893/-was confirmed under proviso to Sub-Section (1) of Section 73 of the

Finance Act, 1994 along with Interest under Section 75 of the Finance Act, 1994 for

the period from FY 2015-16. Further (i) Penalty of Rs. 27,74,893/- was also imposed

on the appellant under Section 78 of the Finance Act, 1994 and (ii) Penalty of Rs.

10,000/- was imposed on the appellant under Section 77(1)(a) of the Finance Act,

1994.

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order passed by the adjudicating

authority, the appellant have preferred the present appeal on the following grounds:

@ The appellant submitted that M/s Le Galaxy Banquets and Hotels Pvt. Ltd. is a

registered private limited company engaged in business of garden restaurant

where they serve food to its customers sitting in a garden without have air

conditioning facilities.The service provided by them is exempted as per Noti.

No. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.

o The appellant submitted that they have received a letter issued by the department on

dated 16.12.2020. They filed their reply vide letter dated 01.02.2021 in this regard.

Even after that the authority issued the SCN dated 23.04.2021. They were not aware of

issuance of SCN and personal hearing. The SCN was issued not considering their

submission dated 01.02.2021 and without applying mind.

The appellant stated that even after their service is taxable, the adjudicating

authority wrongly considered the whole receipt as taxable as the sale of

goods portion was also involved in the total turnover. They stated that the

SCN is hit bylimitation as they have suppressed nothing from the department

and therefore the extended period can't be invoked in their case.

The appellant prayed that the appeal may be accepted and the OIO may be set

aside in light of the above.

4. Personal hearing in the case was held on 13.05.2024. Shri Dev Patel, Advocate,

appeared on behalf of the appellant for personal hearing. He informed that the client

id non-ac restaurant which is covered under clause 19 of the mega exemption Noti.

25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012. hence no service tax is liable to be paid.

5



F.No. GAPPL/COM/STP/652/2024-Appeal

5. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case, grounds of appeal,

submissions made in the Appeal Memorandum and documents available on record.

The issue to be decided in the present appeal is whether the impugned order passed

by the adjudicating authority, confirming the demand of service tax against the

appellant along with interest and penalty, in the facts and circumstance of the case, is

legal and proper or otherwise.

6. I find that in the SCN in question, the demand has been raised for the period

FY 2015-16 based on the Income Tax Returns filed by the appellant. As the appellant

failed to file their submission before the adjudicating the demand was confirmed

along with interest and penalty.

7. Now, the submission is filed before me, from the submission it appears that the

only contention of the appellant is that they were running a Non-AC restaurant

"Galaxy Restaurant" during the FY. 2015-16 and earned the income of Rs.

1,91,37,193/-. They contended that such income is covered under clause 19 of the

mega exemption Noti. 25/2012-ST dated 20.06.2012.In support of the claim, they

have furnished the copy of License /Form C, Leave and licence agreement and various

photographs of the restaurant. From the license No 10715002000143 dated 23.10.2015 it is

find that the same was issued in name of "Vintage Village" situated at Dastan farm, S.P.

Ring Road,Khathwada, Ta-Dascroi, Dist-Ahmedaabd Zone-2,Gujarat-382430 which is

different from the appellant i.e."Galaxy Restaurant" situated at B/1-4, galaxy Avenue,,

N.H.Road No.08, naroda,Ahmedabad- 382330. the submission i.e.

Further, From the Leave and licence agreement, I find that the agreement is for "Vintage

Village" situated at Dastan farm, S.P. Ring Road,Khathwada, Ta-Dascroi, Dist­

Ahmedaabd Zone-2,Gujarat-382430 and not in the name of the appellant i.e. "Galaxy

Restaurant". Photographs furnished by the appellant are also of the "Vintage Village"

which is different from the appellant i.e. "Galaxy Restaurant".

The above submission filed by the appellant appears to be in respect of different

restaurant and the same is misleading & confusing. In absence of any proof it can't

be ascertained whether the appellant is running Non-AC restaurantpotherwise.
1".Rcc>,4.

Therefore, the contention of the appellant are not sustainable. . ';.
- 2

e
r 7/
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9. In view of the above discussion, I am of the considered view that the

adjudicating authority correctly held them liable to pay Service Tax on the income

earned during the F.Y. 2015-16. The same is recoverable from them along with

interest and penalty.

10. In view of above, I up-held the impugned order and reject the appeal filed by

the appellant.

11. sft 4«frt af ft n£al at Raz1u 3qla a0a fansat2]

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

Attested

>
(Manish kumar)
Superintendent(Appeals),
CGST, Ahmedabad

By RPAD / SPEIED POST

To,

M/s Le Galaxy Banquets and Hotels Pvt. Ltd.,

B/1-4, Galaxy Avenue, N.H.Road No.08, naroda,

Ahmedabad- 382330

The Assistant Commissioner,

CGST Division-I,

Ahmedabad North

/4d--
(striaGr)

runt (arftca)
Date: 26.05·2+-

Appellant

Respondent

Copy to:

1) The Principal Chief Commissioner, Central GST, Ahmedabad Zone
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2) The Commissioner, CGST, Ahmedabad North

3) The Assistant Commissioner, CGST Division-V, Ahmedabad North

4) The Assistant Commissioner (HQ System), CGST, Ahmedabad North

(for uploading the OIA)

-~uard File

6) PA file
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