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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.

fFafafea g=fRe G-I'E'RTIOrder relating to :

479 & U | ATqTIad BIS AT

(a)

any goods imported on baggage.

HIRd § 3T fft arg=1 & rer Tt AP WRA | I T R W IA 7 T A

q1 I <0 VI TR IdR T & fore sriféra 7rer SaR 7 9F U 971 39 e RITH Y IR U
uTe &1 AT A sriféra vre | s 8

(b)

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
iIf goods unloaded at such destination are short of the quantity required to be unloaded at that destination.

Ao TUFTH, 1962 F ST X TUT WS AU GTE 7Y 1991 & dgd eb argd! @1

(¢)

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

YARI&IOT 3TaS UF HTel (rawTael # [ArTeP ey § BT T oI Sr=aifd ST o
ﬁwﬁmwtmmmmﬂﬁm:

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 :

P B TaT, 1870 B HG 9.6 AT | & AT (U (BT T AR T S BT 4 Wraar
foraat te ufa & var 19 9t =amarey o feee o g IifRe,

(a)

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

TG STV & HETaT |TY T ATGY BT 4 WierdT, AT gl

(b)

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

qteor & forg amdg= o 4 wfaai

(¢)

4 copies of the Application for Revision.

YARIEIOT HTAG GTAY HIA P (01T AIHTYCD STUTTTH, 1962 (TUTH ) | U BT S
g B gue et fafdy w3l & fidads i amar @ # 3. 200/-F9w @ 1Y 113 )31 %.1000/-
(FUY TS gAR 71 ) 51 Wt wrwen 81 wrafRa Yira & ywiivre e .96 3 grufa.
gfe e [T 74T ST, TT 47 S8 B AR FUUTEF Ar@ AT ITA FH B AR e &
U H ¥.200/- 3R afe v arg | 34fUs 8 a ¥ & T F 5.1000/-

(d)

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/-.

7 ¥. 2 3 I gfa are & Srerar o "Il & G § gie BIs e 39 HTeW d Hed
Har g1 al d Fargges fUfaw 1962 F URT 129 T (1) F 3= wid Hf.u.-3 # Harges,
Emwaﬂvﬁmmaﬁnﬁﬁmw%w&rﬁaﬁﬁmﬁwmmmﬁ

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:
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: WWEWH%ETW Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal,
difergaifirasor, ufddt et dis West Zonal Bench
2w I, S AT M@, Fibe MRUTTWR qd,, | 2™ Floor, Bahumali Bhavan, Nr. Girdhar Nagar Bridge,
HRAI. MgHGIEIG-380016 Asarwa, Ahmedabad-380 016

Ap JfUTeraH, 1962 BT URT 129 T (6) & . Jfufran, 1962 B YURT129T (1) B
mﬁm 196 g%mér%ﬁmﬁqm 1962 129 T (1)

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 -

@) | rdier & Geafard ATHa § g1 [ SHATe ATUBRI GIRT WR 41 Yo R TS qyT S
1 38 B I$H UTd a1E EU¢ I1 I9H BH 81 df TP §AR TUL.

(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;

@) | ot & FeatArd 7rHd | ogl [t TP GIRT /I 74T e HIX TSl a7 T
a1 38 B TP UTT 9@ EqU A 34fie 8 afea i ram e | 98 d1: Uid B9k $UT

(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 ;

) | ordier &t JTd § oigT [P ATHTSe® SUBT GIRT J 4T Yo 3R TS a1 ST
T 38 P IS H U9 ARG ¢ F AfUF g1 a9 I §9R FUC.

(¢) | 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

@) | 3T ST P Ao YD B FIHLAN T Yewb B 10 % el PR UR,581 Yeb A1 Yo Ud &S faag
HEAITSHI0 % G B W8 Pad &3 faarg & g, 3 @1 S|

(d) | 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.

6. | 3ad STUTTaT ST URT 129 (T) B A=<iid HGTeT WITUPIUT S THE JTAR TP Ade U3- (P) D
ey & fRre o afdl oY gurRA ¥ Rorg ar it o water & ferg fag g ordier - - srvar
am;)ﬁ:rﬂam AT UF BT UATad & U SRR 3maeA & 1Y U Ui 6 1 Yob Wl §aa g1

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

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

(b) for restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of five Hundred rupees.
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

1 The Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Customs Division, Surat, has filed the
present 22 appeals under Section 129D(4) of the Customs Act, 1962, on the basis of
Authorization issued by the Principal Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad, to file appeals
against the Orders-In-Original No. 02 to 23/AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 passed during the
months of July & August, 2024 (hereinafter referred to as the ‘impugned orders’) by the
Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Customs Division, Surat (hereinafter referred to as the
‘appellant’ as well as ‘adjudicating authority’). The only issue involved in all these 22 appeals
is that the impugned orders have been passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Customs
Division, Surat, who is not jurisdictional authority to pass these orders, but the Assistant

Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Surat, is the proper jurisdictional authority to

pass these orders.

2. Facts involved in the appeal, in brief, are that M/s. Reliance Industries Ltd., Village -
Mora, Post - Bhatha, Surat Hazira Road, Surat - 394510 (hereinafter referred to as ‘the
respondent’ or ‘the importer’ or ‘M/s. RIL") had imported Liquified Natural Gas (‘LNG’ for
short) falling under Customs Tariff Item 27111100. The Bills of Entry were assessed
provisionally on the basis of Bill of Lading quantity under the provisions of Section 18 of the
Customs Act, 1962, because some documents like final invoice, test report etc. were not
available. Later, on submission of required documents, the assessments of Bills of Entry

have been finalized on the basis of Delivery Ex-Ship (‘DES’) quantity. As the DES quantity

unloaded was lower than Bill of Lading quantity and the final invoice value was lesser than

the provisional invoice value, the duty finally assessed was found to be less than the duty
provisionally assessed. So, the respondent importer has filed refund claims for differential

duty along with required documents.

3. In the impugned orders, the adjudicating authority has inter alia observed that the
final quantity of LNG unloaded was less than the quantity declared at the time of provisional
assessment and so, the duty payable was reduced at the time of final assessment. He further
observed that the refund of duty, Bill of Entry, T.R.6 Challan (E-Receipt) and duty payment
particulars etc. have been verified and found in order. On the basis of Declaration, Ledger
and Certificate of Chartered Accountant, the adjudicating authority observed that the
importer has not passed on the incidence of duty (claimed as refund) to buyers and the
unjust enrichment has been ruled out. Thus, after examining all the aspects, the adjudicating

authority has sanctioned the refund of differential duty to the respondent on account of

finalization of provisional assessment.
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During review of the impugned order under the provisions of Section 129D(2) of the

Customs Act, 1962, the reviewing authority was of the view that the impugned order is not

proper and legal and therefore, he authorised the Deputy/Assistant Commissioner of

Customs, Surat Division, to apply to the Appellate Authority, i.e. Commissioner of Customs

(Appeals), with request to set aside the impugned order and remand back the matter or to

pass any other order(s), as deem fit.

5

Being aggrieved by the impugned orders to the extent they have been passed by the

Assistant Commissioner, who has no jurisdiction over the port of import, the Customs

Department has filed the following appeals:

Table-1
Sr. | Appeal No./ F.No. S/49- 0.1.0. No. .../AC/SRT/ 0.1.0. Dated Amount of
No. | .../CA-2/ CUS/AHD/24-25 REFUND/2024 Refund (Rs.)
1 |1 S/49-| 5| /CA-2/24-25 | 21 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 26.07.2024 4,55,438
2 | S/49-| 6| /CA-2/24-25 |14 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 25.07.2024 24 33,349
3 | S/49-| 7 |/CA-2/24-25 |12 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 24.07.2024 27,76,130
4 | S/49-| 8| /CA-2/24-25 |10 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 16.07.2024 26,75,237
5 | S/49-| 9 | /CA-2/24-25 9 | /JAC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 16.07.2024 31,52,431
6 | S/49- |10 | /ICA-2/24-25 8 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 16.07.2024 49,54,139
7 | SI49- | 11 | ICA-2/24-25 7 | IAC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 16.07.2024 26,37,698
8 | S/49- |12 | /ICA-2/24-25 6 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 11.07.2024 3,15,817
9 | S/49- | 13 | ICA-2/24-25 5 | IAC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 11.07.2024 4,83,290
10 | S/49- | 14 | /CA-2/24-25 4 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 09.07.2024 2,52 ,666
11 | S/49- | 15 | ICA-2/24-25 | 20 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 26.07.2024 2,24,865
12 | S/49- | 16 | ICA-2/24-25 | 19 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 26.07.2024 14,748
13 | S/49- | 17 | ICA-2/24-25 | 18 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 26.07.2024 24,11,302
14 | S/49- | 18 | ICA-2/24-25 |17 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 26.07.2024 6,84,257
15 | S/49- | 19 | ICA-2/24-25 | 16 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 25.07.2024 21,89,366
16 | S/49- | 20 | /CA-2/24-25 | 15 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 25.07.2024 7,24,851
17 | S/49- | 21 | /ICA-2/24-25 |13 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 25.07.2024 28,96,988
18 | S/49- | 22 | ICA-2/24-25 | 11 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 24.07.2024 26,28,826
19 | S/49- | 23 | /CA-2/24-25 2 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 09.07.2024 6,01,403
20 | S/49- | 24 | ICA-2/24-25 3 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 09.07.2024 11,560
21 | S/49- | 27 | ICA-2/24-25 | 22 | /AC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 09.08.2024 99,15,785
22 | S/49- | 28 | ICA-2/24-25 | 23 | IAC/SRT/REFUND/2024 | 09.08.2024 | 1,52,21,452
TN
/@ %
N e
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As all the twenty-two appeals have been filed on similar grounds, the Grounds of

Appeal in respect of 0.1.0. No. 02/AC/SRT/Refund/2024 dated 09.07.2024 (Appeal No.
S/49-23/CUS/AHD/2024-25) are reproduced below:

Grounds of Appeal

7

The Assistant Commissioner, Customs Division Surat, has sanctioned the refund

order of Rs. 6,01,403/- without jurisdiction. The competent authority to sanction/process

the subject refund application is Assistant Commissioner, Customs House Surat, as specified

in Establishment Order No. 12 dated 05.06.2023 and has contravened the provisions

outlined in the Customs Refund Application (Form) Regulations, 1995, as specified in
Notification No. 34/1995-CUS (N.T.) dated 26.05.1995, and subsequently amended by
Notification No. 29/1999-Cus. (N.T.) dated 11.05.1999.

8.

The Customs Refund Application (Form) Regulations, 1995 state:

In exercise of the powers conferred by sub-section (1) of section 157, read with clause
(aa) of sub-section (2) of the said section of the Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962),
hereinafter referred to as the Act, and in supersession of the Customs Application (Form)
Regulations, 1991, except as respect things done or omitted to be done before such

supersession, the Central Board of Excise and Customs hereby makes the following

regulations, namely:-
1. Short title and commencement-

(1) These regulations may be called the Customs Refund Application (Form) Regulations,
1995.

(2) They shall come into force with effect from the date of their publication in the Official

Gazette
2. Form and manner of filing application for refund. -

(1) An application for refund shall be made in the prescribed Form appended to
these regulations in duplicate to the Assistant Commissioner of Customs or Deputy
Commissioner of Customs, having jurisdiction over the Customs port, Customs

airport, land customs station or the warehouse where the duty of customs was

)
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(2) The application shall be scrutinised for its completeness by the Proper Officer and if
the application is found to be complete in all respects, the applicant shall be issued an
acknowledgement by the Proper Officer in the prescribed Form appended to these

regulations within ten working days of the receipt of the application.

(3) Where on scrutiny, however, the application is found to be incomplete, the Proper
Officer shall, within ten working days of its receipt, return the application to the
applicant, pointing out the deficiencies. The applicant may resubmit the application after
making good the deficiencies, for scrutiny. Explanation.- For the purposes of payment of
interest under section 27A of the Act, the application shall be deemed to have been
received on the date on which a complete application, as acknowledged by the Proper

Officer, has been made.

9. The subject refund which has arisen after finalisation of Bill of Entry No. 4864318

dated 19.01 2018 has been sanctioned by incompetent authority, name Agsistant
oMmmissione 1stoms Division Surat who is not the jurisdictional port authority. Ihe
subject BOE was finalised by AC, CH, Surat. The Bill of Entry w dal which

falls under the jurisdiction of CH Surat, as specified in Establishment Order No. 12/2023
dated 05.06.2023 issued by the Additional Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad. However,

the refund has been processed by the Adjudicating Authority from Surat Division.

Consequently, the refund sanctioned does not comply with the provisions outlined in the

Customs Refund Application (Form) Regulations, 1995.

10.  Inlight of the foregoing, the appellant contended that the Order-in-Original issued by
the Assistant Commissioner, Surat Division, Customs Surat, is legally flawed and

unsustainable, and thus, it is liable to be set aside.

Y " n D o ’ - »~12 . g -
Lespor om the Responder \J A AT 1(C : C

11.  The respondent, vide email dated 10.09.2025 submitted following submissions in

respect of these appeals filed by Customs Department:

11.1 The Department in their grounds of appeal have stated that the Assistant
Commissioner of Customs, Customs Division, Surat, who sanctioned the refund by passing

22 Orders-in-Original Nos. 02 to 23/ AC/SRT/ REFUND/2024, was not the competent

—
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11.2 The appeals have been filed by the Department on the ground that in respect of the
goods imported at Port Magdalla, the Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Custom House,
Surat is the proper officer to sanction the refund in view of Establishment Order
No.12/2023 dated 5-6-2023, by which jurisdiction over Magdalla Port has been conferred
on the Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Surat. It is accordingly
contended that Assistant Commissioner, Customs Division, Surat had no jurisdiction in the

matter. A copy of the said Establishment Order No.12/2023 dated 5-6-2023 is annexed

hereto as Annexure I.

11.3 The Respondents submit that the Ground of Appeal in department's Appeals
completely overlooks the fact that the same officer - Assistant Commissioner, has been
given the charge of both viz. Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Surat
as well as Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Customs Division, Surat, by the said
Establishment Order. Therefore, the officer/Assistant Commissioner, who has passed the
Orders-in-Original sanctioning the refund, was also having charge as Assistant
Commissioner of Customs, Custom House. He therefore, had jurisdiction over Magdalla Port
and was therefore competent to sanction the refund in case of goods imported at Magdalla
Port. Merely because in the Orders passed by him, he is referred to as Assistant
Commissioner of Customs, Customs Division, Surat, that will not make his Orders as being
without jurisdiction, since admittedly he was also Assistant Commissioner of Customs,
Custom House, Surat and therefore had jurisdiction to sanction the refund in respect of

goods imported at Magdalla Port.

11.4 Significantly, the department's appeal does not contend that the refund granted to
the Respondents upon finalization of the Bills of Entry is not due to the Respondents. Neither
the finalization of the Bills of Entry nor the amount of refund arising therefrom nor
entitlement of the Respondent to the same is contested in the appeals filed by the
department. The prayer in the appeal is to remand the matter back for the refund to be
sanctioned by the Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Surat instead of
Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Customs Division, Surat. This is unnecessary and the
ends of justice will be met, if a Corrigendum to the Refund sanctioning Orders is issued under
Section 154 of the Customs Act 1962 correcting the error of referring to the Assistant
Commissioner as of Customs Division, Surat, instead of Assistant Commissioner of Custom
House, Surat, such error being no more than an accidental slip, since it is not in dispute that

the same officer/Assistant Commissioner was having dual charge as Assistant
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Commissioner, Custom House, Surat as well as Assistant Commissioner, Customs Division,

Surat.

11.5 Inview of the above submissions, the Respondent has requested to reject the appeals

filed Customs Department.

Personal Hearing

12.  Personal Hearing in this matter was held on 10.09.2025 by virtual mode, i.e. through
video conference, which has been attended by Shri. |. C. Patel, Advocate, Shri. D. N. Dheer,
V.P. and Shri. P. N. Choudhary, Head-Indirect Tax, on behalf of the respondent company.

They reiterated the submissions send by them vide email dated 10.09.2025, as mentioned

hereinabove.

Pladices:
13.  Ihave carefully gone through the impugned orders and written submissions made by
the appellant i.e. Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Customs Division Surat, in the Appeal
Memorandums submitted with Form No. C.A.-2. | have also gone through the written as well
as oral submissions made by / on behalf of the respondent company. The identical issue to
be decided in the present twenty-two appeals is that whether the impugned refund orders
passed by the Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Division Surat, can be set aside due to the
only reason that he has no jurisdiction over the port of import viz. Magdalla Port, but the
Assistant Commissioner, Customs House, Surat, is having jurisdiction over that port and so,

he is the competent authority to decide the refund claims.

14. | find that as per the provisions of Section 27(2) of the Customs Act, 1962, the
Deputy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs is empowered to make order of refund. In the
present case, undisputedly the refund orders have been passed by the Assistant
Commissioner of Customs. Therefore, there is no contravention of the Act on part of the
adjudicating authority. The only irregularity mentioned in the grounds of appeal is
regarding contravention of Regulation 2(1) of the Customs Refund Application (Form)
Regulation, 1995. In the said Regulation, it has been prescribed that the application for
refund shall be made to the Assistant / Deputy Commissioner of Customs, having jurisdiction
over the Customs port. Whereas, it has been contended by appellant Customs Department

that the adjudicating authority has no jurisdiction over the Customs port of import.
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15. I have seen the Establishment Order No. 12/2023 dated 05.06.2023 issued by the
Additional Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad, regarding transfer and posting in the
grade of Deputy/Assistant Commissioners in Customs Commissionerate, Ahmedabad. As
per Sr.No. 12 of the Table given in the said Establishment Order, Shri. Sachin Ravindra Dalvi,
Assistant Commissioner was transferred to “CH-Surat (Magdalla Port), Hira Bourse-Surat,
ICD-Sachin, SIIB-Surat, International Airport-Surat, Customs Division-Surat, EPC-Surat”
(emphasis supplied). Thus, I find that Shri Sachin Dalvi, Assistant Commissioner, was
holding charge of Customs House Surat (Magdalla Port) as well as Customs Division-Surat.
As he was holding charge of both formations, it cannot be said that he had no jurisdiction
over Magdalla Port. Therefore, the only procedural mistake remains in the impugned 22
orders is that they refer the name of formation as ‘Customs Division Surat’ instead of
‘Customs House Surat’. I find that such procedural error in mentioning the name of wrong
formation (i.e. Customs Division Surat) instead of the correct formation (i.e. Custom House
Surat) cannot result in denial of statutory refund particularly when all issues have been
examined by the competent officer and no objection or ground has been raised in any of 22

appeals regarding admissibility of refund.

16.  Further, I find that Section 157(1) of the Customs Act, 1962, prescribes that the Board
has power to make regulations consistent with the Act and Rules, generally to carry out the
purposes of the Act. The Customs Refund Application (Form) Regulation, 1995, have been
notified in exercise of powers conferred by Section 157(1) read with Section 157(2)(aa) of
the Customs Act, 1962. Clause (aa) of Section 157(2) states that the Regulations may provide
for the form and manner in which an application for refund shall be made under Section 27.
In nutshell, the regulations mentioned in the grounds of appeal are of procedural nature,

which cannot override the statutory provisions regarding eligibility refund as prescribed

under Section 18 and Section 27 of the Customs Act, 1962.

17.  Further, I also find that the refund claims have been cleared from Pre-Audit by
Customs, Ahmedabad, which has been mentioned in the impugned orders. Thus, there is no
doubt or dispute regarding quantification or admissibility of the refund sanctioned by the
adjudicating authority to the respondent by the impugned orders. No contention/argument
regarding quantification or admissibility of refund to the respondent has been raised in any
of the twenty-two appeals filed by Customs Department. Therefore, | am of the view that
the issue raised by the Customs Department regarding violation of Regulation 2(1) of the

Customs Refund Application (Form) Regulation, 1995, should be treated as procedural
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27 of the Customs Act, 1962, cannot be denied, particularly when the same Assistant

Commissioner of Customs was holding charges of both formations viz. ‘Customs Division

Surat’ and ‘Custom House Surat’.

18.  In view of the above discussion and findings, I am of the view that the impugned
orders to the extent they show the name of Customs formation as ‘Customs Division Surat’
should be modified by replacing the name of the correct formation as ‘Custom House Surat’,
particularly they have been passed by the competent authority i.e. Assistant Commissioner,

who was holding charge of both Customs formations. Accordingly, I pass the following

order:

Order:

19.  Inexercise of the powers conferred under the provisions of Section 128A(3)(a) of the
Customs Act, 1962, I hereby modify the impugned 22 orders passed by the ‘Assistant
Commissioner of Customs, Division surat’, as having passed by the ‘Assistant Commissioner
of Customs, Custom House, Surat’. Consequently, the 22 appeals filed by the Assistant
Commissioner of Customs, Division Surat, as mentioned in the above Table-1, are disposed

of in above terms.
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Date: 11.09.2025
F.Nos. S/49-23/CA-2/CUS/AHD/2024-25 and

S/49-05 to 22, 24, 27, 28/CA-2/CUS/AHD/2024-25 (total 22 appeals)

By e-mail [As per Section 153(1)(c) of the Customs Act, 1962]

To

(1)  The Assistant Commissioner of Customs,
Customs Division Surat,
Custom House, Althan Bhimrad Road, Althan,
Surat - 395007.

(By email: custech.surat@gov.in )
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(2) M/s. Reliance Industries Ltd.,
Village - Mora, Post - Bhatha,
Surat Hazira Road, Surat - 394510.

(By email: prem3choudhary@ril.com, D.Dheer@ril.com, info@ril.com )

Copy to:

1. The Chief Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad Zone, Customs House,

Ahmedabad. (email: ccoahm-guj@nic.in )

2. The Pr. Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad.

( email: cus-ahmd-guj@nic.in , rra-customsahd @gov.in )

3. Shri. J. C. Patel, Advocate ( email: jydpptl@yahoo.com )

4. (Guard File.
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