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3 ER- IN-APPEAL ISSUED ON: 28.10.2025
2

dterehat &7 AT F 9aT NAME AND - Shri Jitendra Tiwari,

ADDRESS OF THE APPELLANT: Proprietor of M/s Trivedi Creation,

102, Shirdi Dham Society, Navagam, Dindoli,
Udhana, Surat-394210.

1 ﬁwﬁwwﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁaﬁm%ﬁmgﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁgﬁmﬁ?wqmﬁﬁmwa

This copy is granted free of cost for the private use of the person to whom it is issued.

2. | drarqew awtEw 1962 # g 129 & & (1) (T HAIE) %aﬁ#ﬁ'ﬂﬁm'ﬁﬁtﬁ%
mﬁ%mﬁﬁ%ﬁwaﬁw%wﬁﬁmwm@ﬁmaﬁwﬁmﬁﬁ’
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e & 3 WM ¥ EX AW §fAE/€gw GfNg  (dEed gavee), @ dErew, (oees 3w
#9g w1, 75 Redt f @ww a@e g #K g 8.

Under Section 129 DD(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended), in respect of the
following categories of cases, any person aggrieved by this order can prefer a Revision
Application to The Additional Secretary/Joint Secretary (Revision Application), Ministry
of Finance, (Department of Revenue) Parliament Street, New Delhi within 3 months from
the date of communication of the order.

fRufofas sw=ffag smewr/Order relating to :

(3(

e ¥ &7 F Fgriad w5 A1

(a)

any goods imported on baggage

(&(

T # g w4 g T AT A Arer 197 A wRe # 9% T ©W 9T S9 T g
HIE 4T I Tasd TG99 gk 9 F g fEda a9 Iq 7 9 9 qT 99 T || 9K
AR T 7T f ATAT F dAfdw wew F w4 Y.

any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but which are not unloaded
at their place of destination in India or so much of the quantity of such goods as has not
been unloaded at any such destination if goods unloaded at such destination are short
of the quantity required to be unloaded at that destination.

#rges wfafAgw, 1962 ¥ s X 797 9% efiw g9 U REEt F agd gew qoEr f
AT,

Payment of drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made
thereunder.

Ewe Fag 9x dwa Fwedt & /Ry wow & wego v @ Red sta sedr @i
it Sl @R 9w F aw RufefEe srew 9w @ 3R -

The revision application should be in such form and shall be verified in such manner as
may be specified in the relevant rules and should be accompanied by :

FE it TF, 1870 F 7T .6 aqggAl 1 ¥F e Puife B 9w agar @ sma & 4 wf(=wd,
et s v & g9 88 i =y gow fFe 9w 1 TRy,

4 copies of this order, bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy as
prescribed under Schedule 1 jtem 6 of the Court Fee Act, 1870.

g TETAVil & FeTdT 919 gW FRe w4 wiagr, IR g

4 copies of the Order-in-Original, in addition to relevant documents, if any

wiEn & g smdew ff 4 vt

4 copies of the Application for Revision.

6, gve, sredt T fRAfay 7t F i F sreftr amar § & = 200/-(F9¢ 2 & AT 2.1000/-(FIT TH §AL
o), ST oft e Y, & T Pad AT F St Tee .36 i & wiygt, afR e, 7 e,
FATAT TFT & Al I A FIC TF A& AT IGE 77 g1 af UF 6l & &9 § €.200/- 3 R ¢ @1 & Ffow
g a7 ftF ¥ &7 7 €.1000/-

_)Waﬁmwmﬁ%ﬁqmﬂﬁwﬁﬁw, 1962 (gt "aMifEw) & fFuifa fiw st s @iy,

The duplicate copy of the T.R.6 challan evidencing payment of Rs.200/- (Rupees two Hundred only) or
Rs.1,000/- (Rupees one thousand only) as the case may be, under the Head of other receipts, fees, fines,
forfeitures and Miscellaneous Items being the fee prescribed in the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended) for filing
a Revision Application. If the amount of duty and interest demanded, fine or penalty levied is one lakh rupees
or less, fees as Rs.200/- and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee is Rs.1000/-.

72 &. 2 & afi7 gfaw wmwel F aemar o ATHEl § g F 3R f1E = 5@ e § g
HEgE FLAT g ar & HHrged FWAIR 1962 #T G 129 T (1) ¥ A wH #.g.-3 F
Hrges, IR IOR gow A Far w1 afie AfFor F vy Pwfefee oo w afile & a6
&
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In respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrieved by this order can
file an appeal under Section 129 A(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 in form C.A.-3 before the Customs, Excise
and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at the following address :

HaTees, FET IAE R F d4T F Afifw | Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate
Ffgror, gfEnft e=fir 4= Tribunal, West Zonal Bench

Tadt wforer, gaTelt s, A Mg @&, | 27 Floor, Bahumali Bhavan,

IETTAT, AEHSTATE-380016 Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,
Ahmedabad-380 016

drarges sfafAaw, 1962 it g1 129 T (6) ¥ Fehw, dwrgew wfofRgw, 1962 #t amr 129
T (1) & aeft7 arfiwr & sy el ges don g a1iRe-

Under Section 129 A (6) of the Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (1) of
the Customs Act, 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of -

Ifie & g wrre & syl et darges s gra aim T gew sk =T wur
T 4 T TEW 919 |T@ ®YC T I FH G A7 TH AT I9Q.

(a)

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of |
Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is five lakh rupees or less, one thousand
rupees;

Ffte & grafgd 7Ae & g fHdl dRIges AU g0 AT AT gEF SR =W a9T ST
T & Y @H U9 9@ §9¢ F J0T g dfEw W guw @@ F #GfdF 7 g 9 0w g
m

(b)

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of Customs in the |
case to which the appeal relates is more than five lakh rupees but not exceeding fifty lakh rupees, five
thousand rupees ;

fier & wrafag wme # s el drges sl gro @i T gew @ s qur s
T ¥ Y A YA q1@ §YC & A®F g 9Y; T gEIK Q.

(c)

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of |
Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more than fifty lakh rupees, ten
thousand rupees

()

TH AR F [Awg ATUFIOT F AT, T T 95F F %10 FET FA UL, W2 96 A7 9% UF 5% (912 F ¥, 4757 ¥ %10 7 FeF 97, ;i
e g€ e # &, snfter ey s

a1
3

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. r

SR Y €T 129 (Q) F Sl dTer TIRHT 31 6HE A4 TAF HAS - (Tﬁ)ﬂﬁaﬁw%ﬁqw
BT T ETOY 3 R PRt s Yo 3 R Favg g ardfter ;- svera () ander AT s o 7 T |-
\FfAr 2T s ¥ AT 7 wher /A g o g g ARy,

(&)/in an appeal for grant of stay or for rectification of mistake or for any other purpose; or

/?Er section 129 (a) of the said Act, every application made before the Appellate Tribunal-
B

for restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of five Hundred rupees.

il
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ORDER IN APPEAL

The CESTAT, Ahmedabad Regional Bench passed Final Order No.:
A/10299/2023 dt. 09.02.2023 in the matter of Customs Appeal No.: 10775/2020 filed by
Shri Jitendra Tiwari, Proprietor of M/s Trivedi Creation, 102, Shirdi Dham Society,
Navagam, Dindoli, Udhana, Surat-394 210 ( herein after referred as the appellant)
against the OIA No.: AHD-CUSTM-000-APP-201-20-21 dated 07.08.2020 passed by the
Commissioner(Appeals), Customs, Ahmedabad. The CESTAT, Ahmedabad set aside the
said OIA and remanded the matter to the Commissioner (Appeals) to verify the proof of |
delivery of the order to the appellant. In case the proof is not available, then the date
claimed by the appellant for delivery of the order should be accepted and appeal be

decided on merit.

2. Facts of the case, in brief, on the basis of available records, the officers of
the Directorate of Revenue Intelligence (DRI), Surat Unit received specific information
that M/s Rudrani Impex Pvt. Ltd. (RIPL), Surat, was involved in evasion of customs duty.
It was alleged that RIPL imported Computerized Embroidery Machines from China using
dummy Import Export Codes (IECs) and EPCG licenses to claim zero or concessional
(3%) customs duty under Notification No. 22/2013-Cus dated 18.04.2013 and Notification
No. 103/2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009. It is also alleged that M/s RIPL, in collusion with
others, had obtained EPCG licenses ir_1 the names of fake or dummy firms from the DGFT,
Imported the machines and showed them as High Sea Sales to these dummy firms as

. a*‘ eli as to some genuine firms, cleared the goods at nil or concessional duty and later

If\f/ Ol}the machines in cash in the local market.
.f' .;;J:" = ’ \ :
£ &5, )¢l
\ p: a{%ﬂ y {-; Acting on this intelligence, the DRI officers searched the office of RIPL at
. é\j\__Uﬂ‘O/f; Trade Centre, Surat, on 29.11.2013, in the presence of independent withesses and
bu.p o

company’s directors, Shri Salil Natvarlal Shah and Shri Kaushal D. Shukla. Several
incriminating documents were recovered and seized under the Customs Act, 1962 for
investigation. A Show Cause Notice dated 26.05.2014 (F. No. DRI/AZU/SRU-81/2013)
was later issued to RIPL and others by the Additional Director General, DRI, Ahmedabad.
Subsequently, the Assistant Director, DRI, Surat sent original records of EPCG License,
Bills of Entry & Bank Guarantees of M/s Trivedi Creation, Surat, a firm to which M/s RIPL
had sold machines on High Sea Sale basis, for taking further action. An investigation
was conducted against M/s Trivedi Creation, Surat (IEC No. 5212000700), which had
obtained EPCG Authorisation No. 5230010323 dated 27.04.2012 from DGFT, Surat to

import Computerized Embroidery Machines at 3% concessional duty under Notification

| N
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No. 103/2009-Cus. dated 11.09.2009, read with Para 5.3.1 of the EXIM Policy 2009-
2014. The EPCG licence was registered with Customs, ICD, Sachin, Surat on
10.05.2012, and the imported machines were to be installed at 233-234, Sonal Industrial
Estate-I, Bamroli Road, Pandesara,- Surat. However, when the Central Excise officers
visited the site on 18.07.2016, they found that the premises was being used by M/s H.K.
Textile, owned by Shri Alpesh Patel, for the past 7-8 years. No unit named M/s Trivedi
Creation existed there, and no embroidery machines were installed.

2.2 It was revealed that M/s Rudrani Impex Pvt. Ltd. (RIPL) had actually
imported 12 computerized embroidery machines worth ¥61,04,553/-, showing them as
sold on High Sea Sale basis to the dummy firm M/s Trivedi Creation to claim the
concessional 3% duty benefit under the EPCG Scheme. In reality, these machines were
sold in cash in the local market by Shri Salil Shah, Director of RIPL. Therefore, the EPCG
licence obtained in the name of M/s Trivedi Creation was found to be fake and based on
forged documents. The imports thus violated Para 5.1 and 5.2 of the Foreign Trade Policy,
Notification No. 103/2009-Cus, and Rule 14 of the Foreign Trade (Regulation) Rules,
1993, read with Section 11 of the FT (Development & Regulation) Act, 1992.
Consequently, the duty exemption claimed is not admissible, and the imported machines

are liable to full customs duty.

2.3 A Show Cause Notice dated 25.04.2017 was issued to M/s Rudrani Impex
Pvt. Ltd. (RIPL) proposing to Deny the benefit of 3% concessional duty under the EPCG
Scheme (Notification No. 103/2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009) for 12 imported computerized
embroidery machines, Confiscate the said goods under Section 111(0) of the Customs
Act, 1962, Recover the applicable customs duty with interest, Encash the bank guarantee
enforce the bond furnished by the dummy firm. The SCN also proposed to impose
ies under Sections 112(a) and 114AA of the Customs Act, 1962 on the appellant ,
alil Shah, Director of RIPL, Shri Brij Kishore Goel, Chartered Engineer, and Shri
ish Das, Consultant.

24 The adjudicating authority vide Order-In-Original No.: 24/ADC-MSC/ICD-
Sachin/O&A/2018-19 dated 31.07.2018/10.08.2018 ( herein after to referred as
Impugned order) has denied the benefit of Concessional rate of duty, ordered to
confiscate the 12 computerized Embroidery machines, upheld the demand of Custom
Duty of Rs.12,06,460/- from M/S RIPL, Ordered to appropriate Bank guarantee, ordered
to enforce the bond, ordered to recover interest, imposed penalty of Rs. 12,06,450/- on
M/S RIPL, Imposed Penalty of Rs.1,20,000/- and Rs.10,00,000/- on Shri Salil shah ,

b
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Director of M/S RIPL under section 114A and 112(a) respectively. Imposed Penalty of
Rs. 1,20,000/- and Rs. 4,00,000 on the appellant, on Shri Brij Kishore Goel, Chartered
Engineer, on Shri Ranjish Das, consultant under section 112(a) and section 114AA

respectively.

2.5 Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the appellant preferred appeal
with the Commissioner(A),Customs Ahmedabad , who vide Order-In-Appeal No.: AHD-
CUSTM-000-APPP-201-20-21 dated 07.08.2020 rejected the appeal of the appellant on
ground of limitation. He observed that the impugned order dt. 31.07.2018/ 10.08.2018
had been delivered on 17.08.2018, whereas the appeal was filed on 14.11.2019,
therefore there is delay of 394 days in filing appeal which is beyond the stipulated days
of 60 days as given under Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962.

2.6 Aggrieved by the said Order-in-Appeal, the appellant preferred an appeal
before the CESTAT, Ahmedabad Regional Bench. The Tribunal, vide Final Order No.
A/10299/2023 dated 09.02.2023, set aside the impugned Order-in-Appeal and remanded
the matter to the Commissioner (Ap{)eals) to verify the proof of delivery of the impugned
order ( OlO) to the appellant. In case the proof is not available, then the date claimed by

the appellant for delivery of the order should be accepted and appeal be decided on merit.

x The appellant was given personal hearing in the matter to present their
case. Ms. Deepali Kamble Advocate, attended personal hearing on behalf of Shri Jitendra
Tiwari , proprietor of M/s Trivedi Creation, Surat on 15.10.2025 through virtual mode. She

ad reiterated the submissions made in the appeal memorandum. She also submitted

person named Salil Shah asked him for pan card and photo to start some business
ajter taking the card he misused it. The Appellant never met him thereafter, the
ant came to know only during the investigation that his pan card was misused. The
%.’KMQ » Appellant states that he was a salaried person the copy of specimen copies of salary
slips, Income Tax returns for the F.Y 2013 & 2014, letter dt. 30.11.2009 issued by M/s
Auto Point Car Division that Shri Jitendra Tiwari worked as Technician since 4" Oct 2005
are enclosed. The Appellant stated that he is no were concern with any evasion or had
any Intention to defraud Government . The Appellant states that his identity card has been

misused hence the penalty may please be dropped in the Interest of justice.
4, | have gone through the Final Order No. A/10299/2023 dated 09.02.2023

passed by the CESTAT, Ahmedabad Regional Bench. | observed that the CESTAT,
Ahmedabad bench in its order dt. 09.02.2023 gave clear directions to verify the proof of

) %
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delivery of the impugned order ( OIO) to the appellant and in case, the proof is not
available, then the date claimed by the appellant for delivery of the order should be
accepted and appeal be decided on merit. Therefore, in the remand proceedings, the

primary issue is to verify the actual date of delivery of the impugned order to the appellant
and decide the matter accordingly.

It is observed from the available record file that the Deputy Commissioner

Customs, Surat, vide letter F.No.: VIII/10-16/0&A/Trivedi/2016 dt. 21/07/2020 informed

that the Order-In-Original No.: 24/ADC-MSC/ICD-Sachin/O&A/2018-19 dated

31.07.2018/10.08.2018 has been dispatched thorough RPAD and the same was received
by them through post at his residential address 102, Sirdi Dham Society, Navagam,
Dindoli, Udhana, Surat- 394210 on 17.08.2018. A duly signed acknowledgement received
from post is enclosed herewith for ready reference.

In this regard, copy of above letter dt. 21.07.2020 and acknowledgement
received from the postal authority are produced herein below :

(i) Acknowledgement received from the Postal Authority :

8]

DEPARTMENT OF POST : INDIA 0 -»/c
Tt wiregt / ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

FRECAR e et
@ Received Registered Letter/Parcel .
% \mmo arr@/ Dated w0l |
:_:-_ oaﬁm&ms@ﬁ%h‘b’] \\-“‘C—""ﬂr[ ‘l{ AeYo! Pl
- Solnsuedo up —
E .'q,-mir’ £ ?“% ﬁh’\ehn‘o{“mb Toeiveeld F.'T"’-‘w
% : IJE d@s@éd (0] Zlo_'? c;wU '\hr\cm Sl .% =
! 3 m-‘ g nn-.n\“.. 3 i) g
2 ., - |== 23/ AU R | R
: (:Dé ...Q. n" ;f{ ,VL-E-;?[D/'OH d )\7\0[{3 I } I\_,(_.L_] (2 By
\ o \
:- REYRE 0 20 &
' 5 faror gt ﬁarﬂ'@ A %qm4 34

Date stamp of office of delivery’ Ww;lgw ure and Nar

Page 7 of 11




S/49-116/CUS/AHD/23-24

(i) Copy of letter dt. 21.07.2020 issued by the Deputy Commissioner, Customs, Surat. :

(Y

ERES I A

#r e wvew, gy
ondt afym ey VI™E W, weare Wi Ay
S s oL L L RER pe— BTE s |

OFFICE OF THE JIONT COMMISSIONER |
; OF CUSTOMS i
| 4" floor, CUSTOM HOUSE, ALTHAN BHIMRAD ROAD, |
§ NR. SMC WARD OFFICE, ALTHAN, SURAT - 185007

| g, [ — wuto sy | PHONE: FAX
Emait: aﬂu;usuﬂ@gmalco-
LASES |

BY Speed Post/Mail

F.No.VIil/10-16/ O&A /Trivedi /2016 Surat, dated 21.07.2020
To,

The Superintendent(Appeals), "

Customs, Ahmedabad. el s

= o, R 1 3 woroase
6% Floor, Mrudul Tower, Opp. Bata Show Room, Shak s S

Ashram Road, Navarangpura, Ahmedabad-380 009 |5W27 JUL 2020

!
"}ffv. cf l!'e (,eﬂ‘rml:s "Jr‘l-"!
. CURIQ 158} A
Sub: - Appeal filed by Shn Jitendra Tiwari, a|.‘ C-

Misc/ICD-Sachin/O&A/2018-19 dated 31.07.2018/ 10.08.2018
assessed by the Additional Commissioner, Customs, Ahmedabad,
comments thereon.

AS- .

Please refer to your lctter F.No. 8/49-409/CUS/AHD/2019-20 dated
02 12.2019 on the above subject.

In this conncction it is to submit that the OIO No. 24/ADC-Misc/ICD-
Sachin/O&A/2018-19 dated 31.07.2018/10.08.2018 has been dispatched
through RPAD and the same was reccived by them through post at his
residentual address 102,Sirdi Dham Socicty, Navagam, Dindoli, Udhana, Surat
394210 on 17.08.2018. A duly signed acknowledgement reccived from post is
enclosed herewith for ready reference please.

am

Encl : As Above
{Dr. Prasad Varwantkar|
Deputy Commuissioner

Customs, Surat

8. In view of the above proof available on records, in terms of letter F.No.:
VIII/10-16/0&A/Trivedi/2016 dt. 21/07/2020 issued by the Deputy Commissioner,
Customs, Surat and RPAD duly signed acknowledgement received from post , it is
confirmed that the impugned order delivered on 17.08.2018 to the appellant. Therefore,

it is observed that the date of communication of the impugned order dated 31.07.2018/ ..
10.08.2018 to the appellant is 17.08.2018, while the appeal was filed on 14.11.2019. o

Accordingly, | find that the present appeal has been filed after a delay of 394 days, which”‘j”
is beyond the prescribed period of 60 days plus further period of 30 days as pro\nded

under Section 128(1) of the Customs Act, 1962. el L
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5.1 Here, it will useful to refer to the relevant provisions governing the procedure
of filing an appeal before the Commissioner (Appeals) and his powers to condone the
delay in filing appeals beyond 60 days. Extracts of relevant Section 128 of the Customs
Act, 1962 are reproduced below for ease of reference :

SECTION 128. Appeals to [Commissioner (Appeals)]. — (1) Any person aggrieved
by any decision or order passed under this Act by an officer of customs lower in rank
than a [Principal Commissioner of Customs or Commissioner of Customs] may
appeal to the [Commissioner (Appeals)] [within sixty days] from the date of the
communication to him of such decision or order.

[Provided that the Commissioner (Appeals) may, if he is satisfied that the appellant
was prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the appeal within the aforesaid

period of sixty days, allow it to be presented within a further period of thirty days.]

b2 Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962 makes it clear that the appeal has to
be filed within 60 days from the date of communication of order. Further, if the
Commissioner (Appeals) is satisfied that the appellant was prevented by sufficient cause
from presenting the appeal within the aforesaid period of 60 days, he can allow it to be

presented within a further period of 30 days.

5.3 It will also be relevant to refer to the judgment of Hon’ble Supreme Court in
case of Singh Enterprises — [2008 (221) E.L.T. 163 (S.C.)], wherein the Hon'ble Apex
Court had, while interpreting the Section 35 of the Central Excise Act, 1944, which is pari
materia to Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962, held that the appeal has to be filed
within 60 days, but in terms of the proviso, further 30 days time can be granted by the
appellate authority to entertain the appeal. The proviso to sub-section (1) of Section 35
makes the position crystal clear that the appellate authority has no power to allow the
appeal to be presented beyond the period of 30 days. The relevant para is reproduced

below :

ing creatures of Statute are vested with jurisdiction to condone the delay

yond the permissible period provided under the Statute. The period upto

was submitted that the logic of Section 5 of the Indian Limitation Act, 1963

L
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(in short the ‘Limitation Act) can be availed for condonation of delay. The
first proviso to Section 35 makes the position clear that the appeal has to
be preferred within three months from the date of communication to him of
the decision or order. However, if the Commissioner is satisfied that the
appellant was prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the appeal
within the aforesaid period of 60 days, he can allow it to be presented within
a further period of 30 days. In other words, this clearly shows that the appeal
has to be filed within 60 days but in terms of the proviso further 30 days time
can be granted by the appellate authorfty to entertain the appeal. The
proviso to sub-section (1) of Section 35 makes the position crystal clear that
the appellate authority has no power to allow the appeal to be presented
beyond the period of 30 days. The language used makes the position clear
that the legislature intended the appellate authority to entertain the appeal
by condoning delay only upto 30 days after the expiry of 60 days which is
the normal period for preferring appeal. Therefore, there is complete
exclusion of Section 5 of the Limitation Act. The Commissioner and the High
Court were therefore justified in holding that there was no power to condone

the delay after the expiry of 30 days period.”

The above view was reiterated by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in Amchong
Tea Estate [2010 (257) E.L.T. 3 (S.C.)]. Further, the Hon'ble High Court of Gujarat in
case of Ramesh Vasantbhai Bhojani — [2017 (357) E.L.T. 63 (Guj.)] took a similar view
while dealing with Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962.

5.4 In terms of legal provisions under Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962
and in light of above pronouncements by the Hon'ble Supreme Court and Hon’ble High
Court, it is settled proposition of law that the appeals before first appellate authority are
required to be filed within 90 days, including the condonable period of 30 days as provided

SR T e ;
vl &j_'_:’#‘cm;t\he statute, and the Commissioner (Appeals) is not empowered to condone any delay

_beyond 30 days.
ikl
i “: ,‘E, i

!
A5/ In light of the above observation, | find that the present appeal has been

”

NPl o b -
~ZE12 Difed after 90 days from the date of receipt of the order. Hence, the same is time barred.

Therefore, in the present appeal matter, | am not empowered to condone the delay in
filing these appeals. Therefore, | reject the same on the grounds of limitation without

going into the merits of individual case.

L
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6. In light of the foregoing facts and circumstances and in pursuance of the
directions of the Hon'ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad Bench , | hereby reject the present appeal
on the ground of limitation, as prescribed under Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962,

A=}

Commissioner (Appeals),
Customs, Ahmedabad

without entering into the merits of the case.

F. No.: 5/49-116/CUS/AHD/2023-24 Date : 28.10.2025

By Speed Post.

To,

Shri Jitendra Tiwari,

Proprietor of M/s Trivedi Creation,
102, Shirdi Dham Society,
Navagam, Dindoli,

Udhana, Surat-394210.

Copy to:

1. The Chief Commissioner of Customs Guijarat, Custom House, Ahmedabad.
(email: ccoahm-guj@nic.in )

2. The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Ahmedabad.
(email: cus-ahmd-quj@nic.in rra-customsahd@gov.in )

3. The Additional Commissioner of Customs, Surat. (email: adjcus-surat@gov.in cus-
ahmd-adj@gov.in ) .

4. The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs, ICD-Sachin, Surat. (icd-
sachin@gov.in)

5. Ms. Deepali Kamble, Advocate (dipali_2000@yahoo.com )

6. Guard File.
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