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SUPREME

COURT NO. 1

COURT OF I NDI

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4464 OF 2008

COWMR. OF SERVI CE TAX, CHENNA|

VERSUS

M S GREAT LAKES | NST. OF MANGT. LTD.

SECTION 111

Appel lant (s)

Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln(s) for stay and office report)

Wth S.L.P. (O No....... /2009 (CC 4025/ 2009)

(Wth appln(s) for c/delay in filing SLP and office report)

Cvil Appeal No.579 of 2010

(Wth appln(s) for stay and office report)

Dat e: 14/ 05/2010 These Appeal s/ Petition were called on for hearing

t oday.

CORAM :

HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. S. RADHAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE SWATANTER KUMAR

For Appellant(s)

For Petitioner(s)

For Respondent (s)
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Gaur ab Banerji, ASG
Ashok K. Srivastava, Adv.
K. Swamni , Adv.

Rashm WMl hotr a, Adv.

B. K. Prasad, Adv.

B. V. Bal aram Das, Adv.

L. N. Rao, Sr. Adv.

R. Sant han Kri shnan, Adv.
Praveen K. Pandey, Adv.
D. Mahesh Babu, Adv.

V. Lakshm kumar an, Adv.
S. Aravi ndh, Adv.
Sr eekumar , Adv.

A. Lakshm Narayanan, Adv.

Sent hi| Jagadeesan, Adv.

V. Lakshm kunar an, Adv.
S. Tirumal ai , Adv.

Nayyar, Adv.

T.V.S. Raghavendra Sreyas, Adv.
Al ok Yadav, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER

Civil Appeal Nos.4464 of 2008 and 579 of 2010:

The civil appeals are di sposed of.

.2/ -



S L.P. (O No of 2009 (CC 4025/ 2009):
Del ay condoned.

In terms of our order passed today in G vi
Appeal No. 4464 of 2008, in the case of Commi ssioner
of Service Tax, Chennai vs. Ms. Geat Lakes
Institute of Management Limted, the special |eave
petition is disposed of.

[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Madhu Saxena ]
A R -cumP. S Assi stant Regi strar

[ Signed order is placed on the file]
I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A

Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
Cl VI L APPEAL NO. 4464 OF 2008

Conmi ssi oner of Service Tax, Chennai ... Appel | ant (s)

Ver sus

Ms. Geat Lakes Institute of
Managenent Ltd. ... Respondent ( s)

Wth Gvil Appeal No.579 of 2010

O R D E R

Heard | earned counsel on both sides.

It appears that after the inpugned decision canme to
be del i vered by CESTAT, Fi nance Act No. 14 of 2010 has
inserted an explanation in Section 65(105)(zzc) with effect
from1lst July, 2003, which reads as under

"Expl anation. --For the renoval of doubts, it

i s hereby declared that the expression
"comercial training or coaching centre"
occurring in this sub-clause and in clauses
(26), (27) and (90a) shall include any

centre or institute, by what ever nane
cal |l ed, wher e training or coachi ng is
i nparted for consideration, whether or not

such centre or institute is registered as a
trust or a society or simlar ot her
organi sation under any law for the tine

being in force and carrying on its activity

with or without profit notive and the

expression "comrercial training or coaching"
shal | be construed accordingly."
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- 2 -
In the above circunstances, we set aside the inmpugned
order of CESTAT and direct the Tribunal to exam ne this case
de novo in the light of the Explanation inserted in the Act.
The civil appeals are, accordingly, disposed of.



New Del hi ,
May 14, 2010.

[ SWATANTER KUVAR]



