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{6 rfr sn qf+ t ffi iqmlT i ftq {F i A qrff t Frl} Trl Tq qr$ ft Tr {rfl t.1

2

This copy is granted I

amxr{6qffi1t6,
ree of cost for the private use of the person to whom it is issued.

ffrro rzs ffff (1) (ccr{ctBd) h $d-{ frErfrkd +ffi iTITfiF
I

b

rrr.tr fr frt qft w qr?cr t irci fr aTr{-d F{(( Frfrr d fr q{ qftcr ft crfr ff ilrfts t : rfri i 3i({

qr< sR qU {i{m {fu{ tqr+fi d{frrfl, B-fl {irirq,
Bnifi sqd d( €-dA t.

16qs ftqm1 drr< qrri, Tt ffi s]

Under Section 129 DD(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amerded), in respect of th

following categories of cases, any person aggrieved by this orcer can prefer a Revisio

Application to The Additional Secretary/loint Secretary (Revisirn Application), lvlinist

of Finance, (Department of Revenue) Parliament Street, New Delhi within 3 mont

I from the djlu 9l !9T,l1nl_9utlonj]r!E ,1991:

ffifu+ srefut a{A{r/Order relating to :

(6( *rrs t sc d qrarft-d frl {r(
(a)

(q(

any qoods imported on baggage

rrm C qrcr m-ti t( ffd crfl { irm {rcr ifra qrct t ccft rrdq ?q? T( sntcW{rqrr
zr<q rqr.r .r< sflt qtt + ric aTtftd mir sflt t qA q1 qr sq rdq srr s( sflt rrg {rq ft qr+r

wtkrrrtl;{tfl
any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into Inclia, but which are n

unloaded at their place ofdestination in India orso much ofth(: quantity ofsuch goods

as has not been unloaded at any such destination if goods unlo;rded at such destination

are Short of the quantity required to be unloaded at that destina:ion.

rt ffqr{6 3rftF-{q, 1962 h quqrq x rqI ss+ 3rfi-{ qrrg rq ft.Fil * t.{r r5r+ qFrff ff q-{Erft

Payment of drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Act, L962 and the rul

(

I
S

s

mad e the reu nd e r.

SitqlT qra-fi q-* {rm 1iirrr+s d ftfrEe rrsq t xqir rct'r fr,n ffi {d$-( srff iri={ ff

The revision application should be in such form and shall be verified in such manner

may be specified in the relevant rules and should be accompanieC by :

(o stE ff \-€,1870 h r< d-. e fi{{ff 1 + qffn ftq rq iryT( E( arA{r ft a cftci,

\16 yft frc-{rg ttffqrqffi cJ6Ercq',nfi{rflQS

(i) ' q iop,ei of ltrri oroer, beaiing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy

prescribed under Schedule 1 item 6 of the Court Fee Act, 1870.

(q) "qa eEffi + .iflqr rrq {q qrtcr ft s Yft{i, qRA

4 copies of the Order-in-Original, in addition to relevant docum(:nts, if any(b) 
l

OD

iir
t-{tear } fi'q qri_fi ff a cft{t

- and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee is Rs.1000/-.

I4 copies of the Application for Revision.

(q) g+nu"r oaaa Err< +d + ftq fr{rtrw qfufiqq, rqou (qqr {{frfu{) i frertfod fts fr q-q {fi-{,

neous Items being t

fee prescribed in the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended) for filing a Revision Applicatio

lf the amount of duty and interest demanded, fine or penalty l€vied is one lakh rupe

(d)

6q,qrc,qffi dr{ frAq rfr * qft{ } eff{ andr t i t zool-(sqg fr st qr'Ocr t.loool(Fcg \rf

rya y, icr fr qrrcr d, t sq fut g'nr * vcrFrs'{fl{ fi.qr.6 ft tr YR-qi. tr t*, *l*
qrq, fiT{r rrql (s ft trlfi dr< sqq (r{ ilrq qr crfr +c t fr t* ftq t 5c i t.zoor- dk ufr qr+ vre

Rs.200/- (RuPees t

re case maY be, und r

e
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{(g 2 t lrff{ Sft{ qrq-m h qcr+r q.r qrrfr t vai;a i cR fttt qft qq B{e{r i BilEd q'(W

rcmdfrimqruq qfrft{q 1e62 ft src 12e q (1) }q6-{si{ff.q.-3 fr ffsr{6,
e-.-ne gw *< t+rr( qftq qfufiqrtvqqffifuaqtw wftvr<r+t{

In respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any personl

aggrieved by this order can file an appeal under Section 129 A(1) of the Customs Act,r

1962 in form C.A.-3 before the Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal ati

the following address : 
I

4

I

frqruw, **q r.cr qa* a i-+r +-t erfiftq

3rfufi{or, .rF*rff 8iffq ffa

1e-ft riftrq, cgqrtrr r+<, fi-+-a fi-rur;rw 5tr,

irqTa4T, 3r€{Er;Ir<- 3B 0 0 16

ffe-qe; ertsfiw, rs

1t1*erff<ut'lc*rn+

Customs, Excise & Service Tax

Appellate Tribunal, west zonal Bench

ez ft srn 12e g (6) i q6-{, {ft{r$"m qj}ft{rq, rsoz ft Er{t 12e

ffifuatqicsAiqrRc
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 oi -

(o q{-q t (qfrrd {rrd fr u-6i Rffi'trrerg.-+ arffi il{r riin rrfl {iqi qtr qrs (fi nfl {l{r (s

(fq qi'{ qrq 6cg qr sct 6'q d fr \rfi E{rt {qq

(a) 
I ",]where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any o fficer

Customs in the case to which the aPPeal relates is five lakh rupees or less, onei

thousand ru pees;

q) sr+{tTqfud qtqn + r{i Fffi mq{-6 qffi ara qiun rrqr {i6 qt{ qrq rT grTFrT rrqr (s

rrq ql'{ ilq 6qq t Brfufi A frf+( w} rqm qre t grEE t fr il; 'ria 6wr{ wq

( b) where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer o

customs ln the case to which the appeal relates is more than five lakh rupees but no

exceeding fifty lakh rupees, five thousand rupees;

(rr) Brm'{ t safu{ flTfr i s-{r Fffi' ffql{6 qffi drc qirn r+r tq et{ d{rv dqr "r'nqr 
trqr (s 6i

{fir qirrs iTT(I 6qq t ErBr d fr; ffi EsR tcq

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and pena Ity levied by any officer of

customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more than fifty lakh rupees, ten

thousand rupees

(q) rq qRer * fr€a 3lltrfivr tqrq*, qin q {6
t,i +,E-6 € ft-drc t A, sifm rrIT wr5rt I

6i

f
t

q. ototO ',tar si qr, -4?i q-6 qt 1a 1z - Bzru ii,rrlz+'"to.rzrtar',,,:r

L.

an appeJt against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10o/o

duty or duty and penalty are irl dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone is in di

vtn arfuftqq fi fftr tzg G) i iffif-d srft( rrE'qreT i rqw Err( r&fi qrtr+.r+- (O +fi 3Tr?{r } ftg
qr?rqffi+1{qr<ti frqcrFiff ficrfi-q-{*frC frCrrq qftq: - 3rq'. G) qftq qr qr+fi s{ mr

s-i{rrq-fr{ h frc Err( qra-fi h Trq !c.t qtq d nr 1w ft {cr Ai flfo .

Under section 129 (a) of the said Act, every application made before the Appellate Tr bunal

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

of the duty demanded wherel 
I

spute f!

(b) for restoration of an appeal or an appltcation shall be accornpanled by a ree oLlrus !!ndred rupees

a3(

s

(d)

\il':i.Tdtz.

q
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'Ihc present two appeals have been filed by Mis. Multi Marble t'vt. Ltd., behind Sukhc

Iudustrial Area. Sukhcr. Utlaipur (hereinalier referred to as 'the Appellant No.l') and Shri

Sanjcc" Modi. Authorised Signalory of M/s. Multi Marblc Pvt. Ltd., behind Sukher Industrial

Area. Sukher, tJdaipur (hereinalier rel'erred to as 'the Appellant No.2') in terms of Section 128

ol' thc Customs Act. I 962, challenging the Order-ln-Original No. MCH/ADC/MK 1102/2023 -24,

datcd 30.06.2023 (hereinafter referred to as the 'impugned order') passed by the Additional

(lommissioner, Customs, Mundra (hereinallcr re['erred to as'the adjudicating authority').

2. Iracts ol'the case, in brief, are that thc information received by th,: offrcers of Directorate

ol l{evcrruc Intclligence. Zonal Unit. Ahmedabad lDRI) indicated thut M/s. United Natural

Stones ( 100%EO[J) ( lbrmcrly known as M/s. Ilurasia Marble Pvt Ltd ), I'-325 to 327 & Gl-296-

29ti ttll(lO Industrial Area, l]hamaslrah, Kaladwas. Udaipur was engage d in evasion ol'duty b

'divcrring olrough marblc blocks classillahlc under Customs'l'arilf Hcading 25151210, irnported

duty free by availing exemplion urider Notification No. 5212003-Customs, dated 31.03.2003.

Inlirrmation lurthcr indicatcd that the goods imported by M/s. United \atuial Stones'( 100%

IIOLJ) under Bill of llntry No. 8748306, dtd. 19.05.2022 through Mund'a port was likely to be

rliverted to thc prcmises olAppellant No. I i.e M/s Multi Marble Prt. Ltd., tjdaipur.

).1 As pcr l:orcign 'l-rade Policy, No Domestic Tariff Area (DTA) sale at concessional duty

shall bc permissiblc in respect of marble. Furthcr, the Policy Circular Nc 74(RE-08)/2004-2009

datcd 26.03.2009 was issued by the Dircctor General of Foreign Trade (DGFT) wherein

Guidelincs fbr import of Marble by EOUs were issued. As per said Circular, DTA sale o

rr,arhlc b1'IOL]s at concessional ratc ofduties as well as full duties und:r Ij-l'P Para 6,8(a) and

I'ara 6.8(h) respectivcly. are not allowed. I"unher, it has also been decidec by Board of Approva

that l.,Otls cannot salc rrrarblc in DI A undcr Para 6.9(b) of Fl'P. Thus, no route is available lir

I) l'A salc of marble to Eous. I lowever, as it was pointed out by .A.ssociation of marble

I:xporters/ Importers tlral in spite ol provisions as mentioned above, clandestine D'fA sale o

impofted marble lrom IIOUs still takes place. The matter was considered and to ensure that no

clandeslinc l)'l A salc ol impo(cd marble is done by EoUs, il was de:ided that Eoljs must

mcnrion quality of marble i.e. colour, type and name etc. in the relevant documents to be

submitlcd at the time olboth imporl as well as export of marble.

U) and Appellant No. I along with e I

Jp*

lb.

ra
?,

pertaining to M/s. Unitcd Natural Sto

Page 4 of 1
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I

).2 Acting upon the said intbrmation, simultaneous searches were corducted on 28'05.20221

and 29.(\5.2022 at the Iactory premises of M/s. tjnited Natural Stones (10C%EOU) and Appellantl

No.l as soon as the goods covered under the said Bill of Entry No. 87218306, dtd. 19.05.20221.

werc unloaded/ divcrted to the other.unit i.e. Appellant No. 1. lncriminating documentsl

I

tt
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gadgets of concemed persons were seizecl under Panchnamas dated 28.05 .2022 and 29.05.2022

2.3 During the course of search in the factory premises ol M/s. tJnited Natural Stoncs

(100%EOU), it was found that there was no elcctricity connection in the l-actory sincc lost one &

half month. Further, thc goods Imported by M/s. United Natural Stones (100%EOLI) vide Ilill of

lln{ry No. 8748306, dld. 19.05.2022 werc nol fbund in thcir registcred l:Otl prcmiscs i.c at lf '

325 to 327 & Gl-296 to 298, RICO Industrial Area, Bhamashah. Kaladwas. Udaipur (ltai). On

inquirv. Shri Raj Kumar Sharma. Accountant of'Appellant No. 1 in prescnce of l)anchas stated

lhat they had neither received goods imported by Appetlant No. I vide Bill of lintry' No.

8748306, dld. 19.05.2022 in their factory premises nor, any dooumenls for impo( o1' goods.

Il-During the search in the lactory premises of Appellant No. I , on inquiry rlilh the drivcrs

of truck/trailer, who transported the goods from Mundra to tjdaipur. it was found that goods

imported by M/s. United Natural Stones(100%EOU) vide Bill of tintry No. 8748306 dtcl.

19.05.2022 were unloaded in the factory premises of Appellant No. l. Furthcr, during thc scarch.

the said goods were found in the premises of Appellant No. l. On incluiry. thc Appe llant No. 2

i.c Shri Sanjeev Modi. Authorised Signatory of M/s. Multi Marble Pvt. I-td in prcscnce ol

Panchas accepted that they have received the 9 imported Marble Illocks in their factory. which

were imported by Appellant No. I at Mundra port.

2.5 It appeared that the goods imported by M/s. Unitid Natural Stoncs ( I 00'% EOLJ ) vide

Bill of" Entry No. 8748306, &d. 19.05.2022 aI Nil rate of duty claiming cxemption under

Notilication No. 52l2003-Customs, dated 31.03.2003 being registered 100% tiOLJ were divertcd

withoul payment of duty and samc were found in the f actory premises of Appellant No. 'l 
. Tho

said 9 imported Marble Blocks having Weight 164580 Kgs. valued a1 Rs. 1.54.1 l9l- warc seizetl

vide Seizure Memo dated 29.09.2022 under the reasonable belielthat the said goods wcre liablc

lbr confiscation under the provisions of lhe Customs Act, I 962.

?.6 On completion of investigation, M/s. LJnited Natural Stoncs ( 100%tioL.l). Shri Ashok

Kumar , Partner of M/s. United Natural Stones ( 100%EOU), Appellant No. I and Appellant No

2 were issued show cause notice vide F. No. GEN/AD llADCl923l2022-Adjn-Olo Pr. ('omnrr-

Cus-Mundra.dated 16.11.2022 wherein it was proposed as under :-

(r) l'l,e value of Rs. ll,54,l l9l- declarcd by Mis. Unitcd Natural Stoncs

( 100%EoU)/assessed at the time ol clcarance of goods i.e. 164.580 Ml' of UIocks ol'

Rough Marble classiliable under Customs Tariff Heading 25l5l2l), imported by rhenr

under Bill of Entry No. 8748306 dtLl. 19.05.2022. as detailed in Annexure-A to the SCN

may be rejected under Itule 12 of Customs Valuation (l)etermination oi' Valuc ol'

Imported Goods) Itules, 2007 and re- dctcrmined as lts.25.60,710/- as derailcd in

Annexure-A to the SCN as per Notificalion No. 27 (ll.I:-2015)/2015-20 darcd 17.09.2016

A

ued by the DGF'I'

i

, ,:]

I

Page 5 of 16
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(ii) 16.1.-iU0 \1 1 ol llkrcks ol l{ough l\4arbie classillablc undcr (lustoms Tarilf Hcading

15 l5lll0 valucrl a1 I{s, 25.64.71Or (re-detcrmined) imported duty Iiee under llill ofl

l:nlr\ \o. 87.11i-106 tlld. 19.05.2021. as dclaile.i in Annexure-A tb the SCN rvhich r,"crei

scized on 29.05.)022 may bc conliscated under Section I ll (o)of the (lustoms Ac1. l90l 
L

,::,",,*.:.;,,,_:,_ :_ l- :,-.:,":: 
":, 

,,::", ,n,o"n"u o*,,1

llcc undel Bill ot'f:nt11 No. ti746306 dtd. 19.05.2022, as detailed in Annexure-A to thcl

S('N and divcrted in I)'lA (irlcluding on goods scized on 29.05.:'.022)may be demandecl i

aurl recovercd liorn \1/s, L.lnited Natural Stones (100%l:OU) by cnforcing the B-17 Bondl

crccutccl bv thcnr r:nder Notiflcation No.52/2001-Cus. datcd ]1.03.2001 as anrcndecl

rcad *ilh Scctron 2ti(.1) of thc (lr"rstorns ,\ct. 1962. I

(iv)lnterest at thc applicable ratc on thc cluty evadcd should be rccovered lrom M/s. lJnited'

\atural Sloncs ( l000,1,lrotl) in tcrms of contlitions of Il- l7 Bond :xecuted by thenr under j

Notillcation No. 52/2()03-Cus. datcd I L01.2003 as amended, rcacL with Section 2 t'l AA ol'l

llrc ( u\l()r)r\ Act lq6l 

I

(r. ) I)e nalty shouid bc iurposcd upon Mrs. United Natural Stones ( 100% EOLJ) undcr tltel

, :::.:.: , :,,,_-,;, :,.,:,,,". ,_, ::' :-:,,".".:l-l
plorisions ol'scction I l4A ol'thc Cusloms Acl, 1962 lirr duty:nctttioned at (iii) above. i

I

(vii) I'}cnalty sl.toulcl bc imposecl uporr Shri Ashok Kur.rar , Partl'lcr of M/s. tJnitcd Natural'

Stones ( 100%liOLl) under Section 112(a). I l2(b) and I l4AA of the Customs Act. 1962

scparatelv fbr his rolc as discussed in para supra.

t

I

I

I

I

I

I

(\'iii)l)cnalty should be imposed upon Appellant No. I i.e M/s. Mulri Marble Pvt Ltrl and

Appcllant no. 2 i.e. shri Sanjeev Modi, Authorised signatory of M/s. Multi Marblcl

l)r.t Ltrl, undcr Secrion 112(a), I l2(b) and l l4AA of the Custonrs Act, 1962 senaratelll

lirr thcir role as Jiscusscd in SCN, 
I

I

f 
,crscrnal I tcaring in the matter ol' above SCN was given to the ntrticees on 02.02 2OZl,l

| 5.02.21t2-3 and 14.03.2023. hur none oI thc nolicec tumed up for the he,rring and also lailed tol

subrnil thcir dcl'cncc. Accordingly, tire adjudicating authority decided the matter ex-parte on thel
I

basis ol' doiumentary cvidences available on records. The adjudicating authority has vidcl

impugncri trrdcr passcd orders as detailed bclow :- |

(i) lr was ordered 1o re-call Llill of l.)ntry No. 8748306 dtd. 19.05.2022, and reject the

I)eclared Valuc of the Imported Goods and re-determine the same as Rs. 25,64,710/- as

':"'""]

?t-\,
(

;2+
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per Notitication No. 27 (RE-20I5)12015-20 dated 17.09.2016 issucd by the DGI;'l under

the provision of the Customs Valuation (Determination of Valuc of lmported Goods)

Rules, 2007.

(ii) It was ordered to confisiate 164.580 MT of Bochs of Rough Marble classillabie under

Customs Tariff Heading 25151210 valucd at Rs. 25,64,710/- (re-determined) imported

duty lree under Bill ol'[ntry No. 8748306 dtd. 19.05.2022 under Sectiort I I I (o) of thc

Customs Act, 1962 read with condilions ol' Noti{ication No. 52l2003-Cus. dated

31.03.2003. However, an option was given to redeem thc goods on payment of

redemption fine of Rs.4,00,000/- under Section I25 of'the Customs Act. 1962 and to bc

brought back to 100% Expo( Oriented (-lnit lbr further usc in thc [ixport Oriented llnit as

per prescribed procedure to be followed by the lixport Oriented lJnil on Conditional Dutv

Free Imported Goods.

. (iii) It was ordered to recover Customs duty amounting to Rs. 14,56,7551 including I(lS I as

per the Provisions of the Customs Act, 1962 read with Section 5 ol'Integratcd (.ioods and

Service'l'ax Acl,2017 involved on the goods imported duly liee under Elill o1'tintry No.

8748306 drd. 19.05.2022, from M/s. lJnited Natural Stones (100%BOU) by enlbrcing the

B-17 Bond executed by it"- under Notification No. 52i2003-Cus. datcd 31.03.2001 as

amcuded, read with Section 28(4) ol'tlte Custonts Act. I 962.

(iv) It was ordered 1o recover Inlcrest liom M/s. lJnited Natural Stoncs (100%EOll) at the

applicablc rate on the duty evaded in terms ofconditions ofll-17 llond cxe{.ruted by thcnr

under Notification No. 52l2003-Cus. dated 31.03.2003 as amendcd, rcad with Section 2[l

AA of the Customs Act 1962 read with Section 50 of the Central (]oods and Scrvice Iax

Act,2017 .

(v) The adjudicating authority refrained from imposing penalty upon M/s. United Natural

Stoncs (100%EOU) under the provisions of'Section I l2(a) (l) ol'the Customs Act. 1962

for goods mentioned at (ii) above but imposed peiralty of Rs. 2,00,000/- on them under

the provisions of Section I l4A of the Custams Act. 1962 fbr duty mentioned at (iii)

above.

( Imposed penalty of Rs. 1,50.000/- and 1000001 upon Appcltant No. I i.e M/s. Mutri

ble Pvt Ltd under Seclion ll2(bxi) and I l4AA ol' the Cusroms Acr. 1961

y tbr their role as discussed in SCN.

)lmposed penalty of Rs. 75,0001 and I{s. 50,000i- upon Appellant No. 2 i.e. Shri

rS

vllt

].j--

i

I

I

I

1vi)lmposcd penalty of Rs, 2.00,000i- and Rs. 1.50.000/- upon St ri nsfrnf. Kumar . ,rnn., j

of M/s. United Natural Stones ( 100%EOU) under Section I l2(a) (i) and Section I l4AA j

ofthe Customs Act, lgl2respectively , separalely for his role as discussed in puru rrpro. j

I

I

.:""

l

I
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Sanjecv Modi, Authoriscd Signatory of M/s Multi Marble Pvt. Ltd under Scction

I l2(bxi) and I l4AA ol' the Customs Act. 1962 separately for his role as discusscd in

s( \.

I'he re was rrc elcctricity connectiolr in the factory of ,1,ire M/s. United Natural Stones

( 100%liOU) lbr last one & half month at the time of DRI of ficials on 28.05.2022.

'lherelirre. the 9 marble blocks irnportcd viclc bill of Entry No. 87.18306 dated 19.05.2022

lvgre unloadcd in M/s Multi Marble Pvt. I-td. , Sukher, tJdaipur is gantry crane reiluired

to unload marble blocks was not operational due to absence ofeler:tricity power,

Ilut to avoid litigation, M/s. United Natural Stones (1O0%EOlr) deposited the entire

amount of Customs Duty on the enhanced value of goods fronL Rs.ll,54,ll9i- to Rs.

25.(r4^710/-along with thc entirc intcrcst involved ol Rs. I.35,0rll/- and l5% ol'duty

amount being I{s. 2.18.5141as penalty u.ithin 30 days from the date of receipt of thel

impugncd S(lN. 'l'he cletails of deposit along with the relevant TR 6 challans had alreadyl

been given by M/s. L-lnited Natural Stones ( I 00%EOU) in its appeal filed against the

impr"rgncd OIO which may be considered for deciding present appt,al.

'l hc above amounts of duty, interest and penalty were deposited 2J.12.2022 being within

30 days of thc receipt of'the SCN on 21.12.2022 on e-mail to get the impugned SCN

concludcd under Scction 28(5) and Section 28(6) ofthe Customs A.ct, 1962.

b

Shri Ashok Kumar, , partner in M/s. United Natural Stones

( 100%llOLJ) was irr I-ISA since Nov.. 2022 and the factory was closcd sincd then. No

rroticc o['hcaring was reccived and so, no rcply was submitted ty Mis. United Natural

Stones (100%Dot-l). 'l he Appellant's of'this appeal took the adjoumments as they were

rold by M/s. united Natural Stones ( 100%EoU) that they would take steps for

concluding thc impugncd SCN at their end. But it appears that M/s. Ijnited Natura

Stoncs (100%tloLJ) could not inform the L<!. Adjudicating Auth,rrity in time about the

dcposit olduty. inleresl and penalty hcnce the case was decided ex -parte'

'lhe case ol the M/s. Ljnited Natural Stones (100%EoU) and all other Noticee's to the

S(iN including both the Appellant's of this appeal was liable to be concluded under

provisions olsection 28(5) & section 28(6) olthe Customs Act, 1962'

'lJre Appellanl's submit the lollowing grounds of appeal on merit which may be

consiclcred w.hcri the LIon'ble commissioner (Appeals) decides nct to give the benefit of

l.rrovisions ol' Scction 2tl(5) an the Customs Act. 1962

:tb
!.
6

6

til +

9;
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I 
f llcing aggricved with the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority, thel

' Appcllant No. I and Appcllant No. 2 have filcd the present appeals. The.v have, inter-alia. raised 
I

r arious ctrntcntions antl Iilcd dctailed submissions r.rhich are similar an(. common lbr both and 
I

hcnce discusscd togclher as under ,- 
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, The Ld. Adjudicating Authority has fallen into grave error by imposing the penalty of Rs'

l.5 lic imposed on M/s Mutti Marble Pvt. Ltd.' udaipur' Appellant No l and penalty ol

Rs.75,000/- on Sh. Sanjeev Modi' authorized signatory of M/s Multi Marble Pvt [-td '

Udaipur, Appellant No'2 under Section 1 l2(b)(i) ol the Customs Act'1962 which is

evident on the grounds discussed below: -

(a) M/s. United Natural Stones (100%EOU) is the importer and beneliciary ol the

provisions of 100% EOU The Appellants had no interest in the impugned imporls

ofM/s'UnitedNaturalStones(100%EoU),WhenM/s.tjniledNaturalStones

(100%EoU)wasnotfoundfitforimposingpenaltyunderSectionll2'thenpenalty
' 

under Section 112(bxi) on the appellants is bad ip law'

(b) It was in knowledge ofthe Appellant No 2 that the goods were duty paid and that

the goods are un-loaded in the factory of the appellant No'2 as there was ntr

electricity connection in the factory of M/s' United Natural Stoncs

(100%EOU). Both the Appellants were in no case involved in diversion ol goods in

DTA by M/s. United Natural Stones (100%EOU)'

}TheAppellantsarenotimporters.ThegoodswerefoundinthcpremisesoiAppellantNo.

I but no malafide was proved. The penalty under Section I l2(b)(i) has been imposed lbr

confiscation of goods under Section I l(m) ofthe Act' This section reads aS under:-

"section I11. Confiscation of improperly imported goods' etc'

The following goods brought Jiom a pla.ce ourside lndio shall he liable to

. conliscation:

(m) 2[an1 goods which do nol coriespontl in respecl ol value or in an)' other

particularJ wilh the enty matle under this Acl or in lhe case of baggage with the

decloration made uruler secl;6n 77 3 fin re'rpect thereo/' or in the case ol goods

under trans-shipment, with the declaralion Jbr trans-shipment referred to in the

proviso lo sub-seclion 1l) of section 5Jl;"

P Section I I l(m) is invoked on goods imported which do not correspond to the value with

"Billofentrybutthisisnotthecase.Evenifthisistrue,thenitrelatestoM/s.tjnited

Naturalstones(100%EOU)andnottotheAppeltants'Thereforc'impositionofpenalty

under Section I l2(bxi) on both the Appellants is wrong'

}Withoutprejudiceitissubmittedthatthepenaltyundersectionll2ol.thcCustomsnct.

lg62wasnotpermissiblewhenpenaltyundersectionll4,AoftheCustomsAct.l962has

already been imPosed

Without prcjudice to other submissions in this appeal memo' it is submitted that SCN

16.11.2022 issued to M/s United Natural Stones in which duty was proposed under

, Page 9 of 16
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sL'clion 2[i(4) ol- thc Customs Act..1962 tiom the said main noricec's on the quanti tYo

inrportcd marble bltrcks procured hy t)t:nr rvithtlut payment of duty which allege<l io

clirc'tcd to \{,'s \lulti l\4arbles [,vt l.ti. L.itlaipur. It is further f'act on rccord that thc L

,\d.iudicaling.Authoritl has conlirrncd thc said duty under section 28(4) of the

Act. 1962 and also in:1-.r-.scd thc penalty untlcr section I t4,A of the Customs Act,l q62 i

sarlc OIO dated I l.{)7.2t)21. l(int1 attcntion is invitcd to tl.re pr,rviso 1o section I l4A o

thc ('uslollls Act, l()(;l in which thcrc is a s:pecilic provision rhar "where any penalty

bccn levicd under tlris section, no penalty shall be levied under section 112 or secti

1 14"

z 'l 
hc penalty under Scction I l2(bxi) is not imposable to the appellants as prohibition

importation ol' g,oods was on M/s. Unitc,l Natural Sto

( 1 00'%EOIJ) as 100% IIOLJ and not thc Appr:llirnts.

1962 on which dutl has been confinlc,i along rvith said penalt) . On this ground alor:c

ihc pcnaltf inrposcil unclcl sl.:cijo:r Il2 ol thr (luslonrs Ac1, i()(2 on Appellanls ol-tl:i

iipPcal iq IiaLrl,.: to hc clLrashcd.

Without pre-iudicc. it rs subrnitted lhat whcn tire -scclion I I I or Se,:tion for confiscation 6

::,.:izcd goocls werc inr,okcd against thc rnain Noticee ol thc inrpugned SCN i.e.. M/

l.;rritc<.i Natural Slt,'r'r:s ( I009/ol-.O[i] thcn the pcnalty if any was required to bc i

undcr secliorr I l2 on the main noticce bur no pcnalty under these iection was imposed

Mis t.;nitcd Nalural Stoncs (100%EOU), the main noticee's of rhe impugned SCN. I

such a situation rvhcn ng penalty has bccn imposcd in OIO orl rnain noticee's of the S

undcr Section ll2. penalty on co-noticce (norv Appellant's no I & 2) is redundant

rvithtiut .jrrrisdiction.

I lrc l.d. Ad.iudicating n uthority has lallcn irito grave crror by irirposing pcnalty of Ils

75.000/- inrposcd c.n M/s IVIulti N4arble I'vt. Lttl., LJdaipur. Appt:llant No.l and pcnah

ol'Ils. 50.000/- on Sh. lian.ir:cv Moui. autlror.iz:cl sig:natory oi'M/s Vulti Mart,lc Prt. I td.

lJiliripur. i\ppellant )ro.f undcr SccLion l l'14/\ o{ 1he Cuslorns r\cl.l9(r2 lvirich rs cvidcrt

on lirc gnrunds dis,:,-rsscd hclor'r': -

- 'l'hc edjudicating autlrority has not givcn an1, specific finding lor irnposition of penal

unclcr Seclion I l4AA ol' thc (lustorns z\ct. I 962. 'l'hcre was nolhing in thc SCN al

rvhich provides any.justilication lbr irnposition of penalty undel Section l14AA.

cirsc \\'as dccidr:d cx nartc n ol' Jrcnalty was nol l)roperly founded.

t.
T,

()
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I

- ln vicw ot'thc abovc legal provision in thc iaw, the penalty und,:r section I l2b(i) ol'rhr|'

Customs Acl. 1962 has becn wrongly imposed on the'Appellantr; because such action of

penalty undcr section I l2 is not pcrniissible under Customs law ,vhen on the same good{

(hcld to bc divcrtcti fiom thc l;OU rrnil ol'main noticee's cl'S(lN) penalty las alread{

hccn imposcd on thc rnain noticec': of S('N undcr sectron ll.tA of thc Customs Actl

,\-.-
tg.* )/

I
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appellants are not importers and ingredients of Section ll4AA are not satislied by lhc

appellants.

When the appellants have not filed any documents, allegations of manipulation in

documents filed for imports is bad in law. So, imposition ol pcr.ralty under Scction

I l4AA is iniorrect.

,. Thirdly withour prejudicc, it is submittcd such allegat ions/li nding ol thc impr"rgnccl OIo

cannot be subjccted to impose penalty under Scction ll.1AA o1'thc Act ibid rihich i'

rvhrrlly inapplicable in thc prescnt case

Section I l,1AA are reproduccd below lrrr reacly perusal: -

" SECTTON t t4AA. Penalty for use of Jalse arul incorrect malerial. - ll a

person knowingly or intentionally makes, signs or uses, or causes to be

made, signed or used, any declaralion. stalemenl or documenl u'hich is./alse

or tncorrecl in any material particulor, in lhe tansoclion qfony husiness /br

the purposes of this Act, sholl be liable to a penalty not exceeding,./ire limes

the vqlue of goods. '.'

> I'IIAT the leamed Adjudicaling Authority has complctcly lailcd to appreciatc that 
"

ingredients of Section I l4AA of thc Clustoms Act. 1962 cannot prcsscd into iirr

'allegation. Neither the impugned SCN nor the impugned OIO had nrentionod as to whv

the provision of section 114 AA would be applicable against the appellant compan-v

.where the provisions of Section I l4AA is intendcd to pcnalize situation whcre thcre is

paper transaction without any actual import or exporl of goods. Ile lhiled to point as to

what document, declaration or statement were signed by the appellants in thc transaction

of business related to customs Act, 1962 which were false or incorrect in any matcrial

particular so as to justify the penalty under that section. l'hus the penalty under Section

I l4AA of the Customs Acf,1962 had bcen wrongly imposed on the appcllant's Companl'

on such flimsy ground.

i Without prejudice to above grounds on mcril it 
. 
is submitted thal thc Ld Adjudicaling

Authority erred in law by not considering that where the penalty had been imposed under

Section I l4A on the EOU firm, no separate penalty can be imposed on it under Scction

I l4AA of the Customs Act. I962. Imposing penalty on M/s Multi Marble l)vt. Ltd.

(appellant No. l) and thqir authorizcd signatory Sh. Sanieev Modi (Appcllant :r-o.2) is

duplicity of penalty..

Considering the above altemate grounds, the pcnalty imposed undcr section 1l4AA o1'

the Customs Act,1962 is liable to be set aside.

Page 11 of 16
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4. Shri I{.S.Mangal. Charlercd Accountant and Authorised Repr'esentative appeared fo

personal lrcaring on 15.05.2025 in vinual rnode on behalf of AppelkLnt No. I and Appel

No, 2. IIe reiterated the submissions made at the time of filing of appcal;.

.). I havc carclully gonc through thc Appeal Memorandum filed by the Appellant No. 1.

Appcllanl No. 2 as rvell as the documents and evidences available on record. The issues t9

dccided in the present appeals are as under:

(i) Whcthcr the rrnpugncd ordcr imposing penalty on the Appellant No. I

Appcllarrt No.l undcr Sectior: I l2(aXi) and Section 1 14n A ol thi

Act.1962 respcctively, when thc Customs Duty demandec under Section 28(4) o

thc Customs Act. 1962 has been paid by the main notice(: i.e M/s United Natural

Stones ( 1 00%,liOtl) along with interest a1d I 5 % penalty \vithin 3 0 days of recci

o1- S(lN in terms of Section 28(5) of the Customs Act. 1962 in the lacts and

circumstanccs ol'the case, is lcgal and proper or otherwise.

5.I I havc carelully gonc througll the c;rsc rccords. impugned order passed by the Addi

Commissioner. Cust()ms Ilouse. Mundra and thc defense put forth bv the Appellants in

appeal. l'hc Appcliants havc ljled the prcsent appcals on 18.09.2023.1n the lrorm C.A.-1,

,,\ppcllanls has nrentioned date ol' communication of the Order-ln-Original dated 30.06.202

issuctl on 11.07.2023 as 24.07.2023. 'lhcrelbre, both the appeals hrive been fr,led with

stipulatcd pcriod of 60 days under Scction 128(l) of the Customs Act, 1962. The Appellan

No. I has submitted a copy 01'1he TIt-6/CiAItT Challan dtd 14.09.2023 trwards payhent of prc-

deposit o1'I{s. I ti.750/- which is 7 .5o/o ol' thc total pcnalty imposcd i.e Rs.2,50,0001 +yhereas

Appcllant No. 2 htrs submittcd a copy of the 'l R-6/GAR7 Challan dtd I 4.09.2023 towards

paYrncnt ol' pre-dcposit ol I{s. 9375/- which is 7.5% of the tota penalty imposcd i.

Its. 1.2,5.000/- under the provisions of Section l29U of the Customs l,cf. 1962. As both

appcals havc bcen Iiled with in the stipulated time limit and on payment of pre-deposit, the samej

are admitted and taken up Ibr disposal on merils.

)1 .11.20)2

.s.-l 'l he lcgal provisions of Scction 28(4), 28(5) and 28(6) of Customs Act, 1962

rcproiluced ls uttdet :-

" SECTION [28, Recovery of [tluties nol levied or not paid or shorl-levied ot sh

.s?

h.

1-

.f

1toitll or arroneoutly refun ed.

OIA No. MUN-CUSTIV] 000-APP-028 b A29-25-2A

5.2 lr is observcd that thc Appcllant No I as well as Appellant No. 2 have mainlY contendcdl

that that thcy may be allowcd the amnesty available under Section 28(5) and 28(6) ol the[

customs Acr, 19625 as the main noticce i.e M/s tjnited Natural Stones ( 100%Eou) have paidf

the cnlire Cusloms duty determined under Scction 28(4) of the Custom:; Act, 1962 along withl-l
applicable interesr and l5 % oldury as penalty with in stipulated 30 days ofreceipt ofSCN i.el

a

&

i

I

\,
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(4) Were any duty has not been [levied or'not paid or hus heen short-levied rtr

short-paidl or erroneously refunded, or interesl poyuhle has not becn puid' ltart-pttid
or erroneously re/unded, by reuxtn o/, '

(a) collusion; or
(b) any wilful mis-statement; or
(c) suppression offacts,

by the importer or lhe exporter or the agent or emphyes o/ lhe importer or exPorlcr.

lhe proper $ficer shall, wilhin /ive )teors.t'iom the relevanl dule, sen'e noti(e on the

per.son chargeable with duly or inleresl v'hich has nol heen f so levicd or nrt puidf ttr

which has heen so shortJevied or shorl-paid or to whom the re./uncl has erroneousll'

been made, requiring, him lo show cause why he ,should not ptrt'the amounl speci[ied

. in lhe nolice.

(5) lYhere any [tluty hos nol been levied or nol puid or ho.s hcen short-levied or

ihort-paidJ or the interesl has not been charg,ed or ha.s been purl-puitl or lltc clutl rtr'

inlerest has been enoneou.sly relunded h), rcu:ott rsl collu:ion or un.\ til/ul mi:

r'lalemenl or suppression o/ Jitcts by lhc imporler or the cxporlcr or lhe u!:enl or lhc

employee o/.the importer or lhe exporlcr. lo whotn 4 nolice has been.servad under

sub-section (4) by the proper ollicer, such person ma.t/ porl tha du1' in.full or in porl.

as may be accepted by him, and the interesl pdyahle lhereon under secliotl 28AA dnd

the penalty equal lo [fiJieen per cent.] o/.the tlury .tpccilied in lht' norit'e or tht dur.t

so accepled by that person, wilhin thirty days o/ the rcceipt tt/ the ruttice und infottn

the proper oflicer ofsuch paymenl in u'riling.

(6) Where lhe importer or lhe exporter or the ogenl or the employee of the importer

or lhe exporter, as the cqse may be, has paid duty v,ith inlere.st and penultv under

sub-section (5), the proper officer shall delermine lha omounl o/ duty or intarest unl
on determinalion, if the proper o/ficer is o/ the opinion -

Il is observed that the Board has vide its Circular No. ll/2016- Custom dtd. 15.03.2016 has

clarified the issue regarding extension of benefit of amnesty provided under Section 28(5) and

Section 28(6) of the Customs Acl, 1962 to other co-notioees. 'I'he relevant portion ol'the said

circular is reproduced as under :-

"(5) The provision of deemed conclusion is contingent upon the person lo whont u

SCN has been issued under suh-section (l ) or sub-section (4) pay-ing up all thc due:; of
duty, interest and penalty as the case may he. Only in suc'h u cirurmslun(c of
compliance, shall closure of proceeding.r agoinst olher persons come into e/lcct.

There./bre, as a corollary, olher per.sons implies person(s) lo v'hom no demond of dut.y

is envisaged wilh notice served under sub-section (l ) or sub-section (-l) tr.t tha .use mu.v

be. Other persons who happen to be co-noticees in the S('N./ir lh(ir u('t.\ of tontnti.s:;iort
I

l,', ,irli
i.. i '. i

I i"i:1

V*':,/
Y--/
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(i) lhal lhe duty u,ith inleresl ond Penall.v hus heen puicl in lull. lhLtt. thc prrnteiin,qt ',

in respecl o./ such person or olhar persons to v'hom lhe noliLL' it .\(rrrLl uthfur.\tth'

section (t) or sub-seclion (-!),,shull, \'ithoul pteiudicc lo lhL' ptt,tt.\ittnt rtl .tt'rttrtttt

135, 1351 und 140 be decmed to he utntlu'sive a.\ lo lhe matttt \.\lutL'J thlrLitt t)t.

(ii) that the duty v,ith interest and penalty that has heen paid./ttlls short ol the amount 
I

actually payable, lhen, lhe proper o[ficer shall proceed lo i.\sue lhe notice us 
I

' provided.for in clause (a) of sub-section (l) in respect of such amount u'hich.letll.r 
I

short of the amounl actually payable in the munner speciJied uruler lhat .suh-.sec'tion 
I

an<l the period of ltwo yearsJ shall he computccl liom th,' clttt' ,t/ rttil't tt1 
|

inJbrmation under sub-section (5)." 
I

l
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ot otnission other than tlcmand o/ duty woultl be beneJitted b.v the deemed closure in

ttr,te.s v,here thc compliunce of conditions mentioned in proviso to sub-section (2) or
ckru.se (i) o/ sub-section (6), us the cdse mdy be, by lhe main noticee h whom inter alia
tr tlt'nurul of. tlutl has haen i.;sut,tl hus heen /ulilletl. Furth,:r, ull .\uL'h (u:(s. v hL'k

ltroc'aeding,t rcoc'h closure slagc under lhe provisions of Sectidn 28, an order to the

tl/ect mu:t be invariubly is.sued hy the concerned adjudicating cuthority.

(6) Section 28 primarily deals u,ilh lhe recovery o/ duty or lrroneous reJund. While

introducing the.fucility' of deemed conclu.sion, enabling protision was made.for payment

o/ intartst und.'or pcnultl'. Thera./itre, all such.SCNs or ca:es which involve dutl',

intare"'t ontl/or puyment of penalty:;hall he covered by the afune clarification. l;'urther,

it moy hc noted lha! the cases involvinS4 seizure of goods under Seclion ll0 of the
('u:toms t1t't, or cu.tcs v,hare confist'ution prorisions under sections l l l, 1 13, 1 15, 1 18,

I 1 9, 1 20 ond l 2 l are invoked, would be out of purview oJ this Circular. "

Orr going thror"rglr thc abovc legal provisions as well as the Board's clarification, it is obscrvcd

that Appcllants in the prcsent appcals can claim amnesty under Section 28(5) and Section 28(6)

o1'thc ('usloms Act. 1962 subjcct to lirlllllment of rcquirement of Sct:tion 28(5) by the main

Noticce to whom a SCN has bccn issucd under sub-section (l) or sub-section (4) paying up alll

the rlues ol dnty. interest and penalty as the case may be with in 30 days of receipt of the StlNl

and inlbrnr about such payment to the proper olllcer in writing . Further as per Section 28(6) oli

lilc (lusloms Act. 1962, i1'thc proper olflccr is olthe opinion that duty vrith interest and penalty

has bccn paid in Iull. thcn, tlie proceedings in rcspect of such person or other persons to whom

the notice is served under sub-section ( I ) or sub-section (4) of Section 2fi of Customs Act. 1962,

shall. be clccnred to bc cor.rclusive. Ilowever, thcrc is nothing available on record to show that the

main noticcc i.c Mis I Inited Natural Stoncs (100%UOU) had informed .o the proper officer i.c

adjudicating authority about thc paymcnt of duty, inlerest and penahy as above. From the

inrpugncd order. it is obscrved that the three different dates of hearing were fixed by thc

adiudicating authority but none ol'the noticec appeared lor the hearing an,l the SCN was decirled

on cx-partc basis.

-'\..1 lrronr thc inrpugned ordcr as well 4s records available, I find that the intimation o

paynrent ol'duty. irrterest and penalty by the main noticee i.e M/s. United Natural Stones

( 100(%11()LJ) as per Section 28(5) of tire ('ustorns Act. 1962 has not been communicated to the

adjudicating authority who is the proper olficcr in this regard. Further, the decision on the

rcclucst ol' main noticee i.e M/s. L]nited Natural Stones (100%EOU) for conclusion of

proccedings as per Secrion 28(6) of the customs Acl, 1962 can only be taken by the adjudicating

authority which has also not been done in the present case. Copy of present appeall
I

trcmorandullts ucrc alsg scnl to the jurisdictional olficer fbr comments. IIowever, no response

Sayc becn rcceivcd fiom thc iurisdictional o1llcc. It is pertinent to mention here that this olfice

had also rcceived appeals Iiled by the main noticee i.c M/s. United Natural Stones (lO0%EOU)

as well as Shri Ashok Kumar, Partner ol main noticee i.e M/s. ljnited Natural Stoncs

rl00',/ol:Oti) against tl)c intpugncd ordcr whcrcin thcy have claimed lmnesty undcr Section

2t|(5) and Section 28(6) of thc Customs Act. 1962. Both the said appeals have been remanded to

rhe adjudicating authority vide OIA 
"" 

,YlgT]M-000-APP-0ll to 013-25-26 d1d'

.z ;,:_-.. \

IM, =nI I
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OIA No. MUN-CUSTM-000-APP-028 to 029 25 26

28.04.2025 1br verillcation of lhe clairns of thc said appellants.

5.5 In view of the above . I l-rnd that thc issue raissd in present appeals lilcd by the both thc

Appcllants being co-noticees are subject to the outcome ol'the decision rcgarding closure of

proceedings as per Section 28(6) ol the Customs Act, 1962 against the main noticcc. Since thc

appeal of the main notice is already remanded to the adjudicating aulhority, I llnd that rcmiLting

the present two appeals to the adjudicating authority lor passing speaking orclcr bccomcs sinc

qua nonto meet thc ends ofjustice. Accordingly, both thc present appeals arc rcquircd to be

remanded back to the adjudicating authority, in terms of sub-section (3) o1- Scction l28A ot'thc

Customs Acl, 1962, for passing speaking ordcr on lhe .submissions made by thc Appellants

.regarding conclusion of proceeding under Section 28(6) of the Customs Act. 1962 as abouti

lollorving thc principlcs of natural justicc. ln this rcgard. I also r-cll uilolt thc .iudgmcut o1'

Hon'blc High Court of Gujarat in case of Medico Labs - 2004 (173) EL f I l7 (Gui.). judgment

of Hon'ble Bombay Fligh Court in case of Ganesh }lcnzopfast Ltd. l2O2(\ (3741 L.1..1 . 551

(Bom.)l and judgments of Hon'ble 
-fribunals 

in case of l)rem Steels P. t.td. [ 2012-l lOI--I ] I7-

CESTAT-DELI and rhe case ofHawkins Cookers Ltd. 12012 (284) i:.1,. I.677(l'ri. -Del)l

wherein it was held that Commissioner (Appeals) has power to remand thc case undcr Section-

35A(3) of the Central Excise Act, 1944 and Section- 12tlA(3 ) of the Customs Act. 1962.

6. In light of discussions, as recordcd above, I allow thc appeals oithe Appcllant No.l and

Appellant No. 2 by way of remand.

io

lii
+

t (iu )

Co nr i r r is sio ttc r 1 s

Customs. Ahmedabad

Datc:- 21.05.2025

). '

To

(i) Ij.No. Si49- I 09/CUS/MLJN/2023-24

F.No. S/49-1 I 0/CUS/MUN/2023-24(ii)

By Registered post A.D/E-Mail

(l) M/s Multi Marble Prt. Ltd.,

Behind Sukhcr Industrial Arca, Sukhcr,

[-ldaipur.

(2) Shri Sanjeev Modi,

Authorised Signatory of M/s.Multi Marble Prt. Ltd.,

Behind Sukher Industrial Area, Sukhcr,

Udaipur.

r{t<t qea t srr$l a) , 36lrfiE ra.

CUSTOS,IS (^PPEAIS), AHMEDABAD

-:Wff:::

P age 15 of 16

i

l

I

*i|



y'

(l) Shri It S Mangal. (lhartered Accountant
(Authorised I{cprescntative ofAppollanl No. I & 2)
502. 6tr'Irloor, U-lllock. Shubh Ashiana Apartment,
Opp llharat I'ctrol l\rmp,l00l:t Itoad, Shobhagpura
t Jdaipur-3 1 3001

( I}rail- ryrangilk gl14|l.com)

OIA No. MUN-CUSTM-000-APP-028 to 029-25-26

lo:

l

.l

The Chiel Cornmissioner of Customs. Gujarat, Custom House, AlLmedabad. /. .
'l lrc Pr. Cornmissioner of Custonrs, Custom Flouse, Mundra t4A\
'l hc Additional Comrnissioner of L'ustoms, Custom House, Mund "a

(iuard File.
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