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ARISING OIJT OF ORDER-IN.

ORIGINAL NO.

BE No.899923 1 dated 20.03.2025

\

08.0'/.2026

! l,|rfr-ooaf orwau-or
I I.IAME AND ADDRESS

/eruelu.ur,
OF THE

M/s. Jesal Products Pvt. Ltd.,
28, Parag Bungalows, Opp. 108, Emergency
Management Services, Naroda, Ahmedabad-382330

I q-d qfr Es qR il frfr w*'l b ftq Ewf,' A TIIT q6

This copy is granted free ofcost for the private use ofthe person to whom it is issued

2 t962 r{I{t 129 (l)G?fl
6qqufret{ qR' w ontcT t q! i Ei or{d E6{tr rrm d fr gs eneqt ol qTR Efl
ar$ts t : !-&A e uie{ q!-{ shq/q5ffi sfud t 

o1Tilfi €ailF), fr'-a riTrdq, ({rw€ Eurrr)
Hsd qrf, T$ ffi e] gTfreM oirn6{ q.qd o-{ sma e

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

/Order relating to :

(sD ti-q b sq fr eflqlfr-a ol{ q-rfl
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tlv,
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----/

q)



rny goods imported on baggage.a( )

(c) ffi qril{ il or{t rqr dfu-a qrd fr s-q} rr{dq vr{ w sdft i rrq qrd

q1 3q rr<rdr Rfl-c qi ddrt qri & ftq'
cTd 01 qlfl C armerd crd g 6-fr d.

odfEra qro gart q qri w qr tss rrfiq e{Fr q{ silt rTq

rnrafr.rnqn ffiE

(b)

, t962 qqlq x dqT {flqrlq a-dd{@.
sTdTqIfr

cr)

Payment ofdrawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made

thereunder.

c( )

q, €rrd ffi fr frftffiE qrsq i rqd f,{fl ilfi fus}. Gffirld rs-61 sis
,It{ ss fu srq FisfrEd orrqrd €mr E}i qrftq

g-{0eruT

EnqrSrfr

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 :

Gt)

(a) 4 copies ofthis order, bearing Court Fee Stamp ofpaise fifty only in one copy as prescribed under

Schedule I item 6 ofthe Court Fee Act, 1870.

(E)

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

(TI)

c( ) 4 copies ofthe Application for Revision.

O)

-<dI

+

(a

tt

$

6 ilercrarerqclrdeHE-4tfr qfr 6t{qfr rsentqTtsr6-d
off}frqq le62 61 qrr I 2e g (t ) & B{tfi-{ ffi fr q.-l C
.ilr{ Q-fl o-i rrfid erlt}orur }' sceJ ffi fu 'a ca w qfio o-r

€.2

ffryqto.
s-6.aE

Sttg-o.+-{drad
,ar{qssrd{w.

ln respect ofcases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrieved by this

order can file an appeal under Section 129 A( I ) of the Customs Act, 1962 in form C.A.-3 before the

Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribtrnal at the following address :

Custonrs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate

Tribunal, West Zonal Bench
@..+-frqsflr<{@s+srE-{
qfrfrqgfferuT. qBm &fiq fi-d

2nd Floor, Bahumali Bhavan,

Nr. Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa, Ahmedabad-

380 016

ffi@r+q,ko-efintn-+n
gd, 3ftIrfdT, 3f6q{fqK-3 800 r 6

s6rilrrT{ r2e q (6)it o{qft;{, {[lqr{@ etfuFqq. le62 zF1 qRI r 2e q o )
srfio fr srq ffiRd go. rior di aG<-(r)

,l5

Under Section 129 A (6) ofthe Customs Act, 1962 an appcal under Section 129 A (l) ofthe
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any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but which are not unloaded at their

place ofdestination in India or so much ofthe quantity ofsuch goods as has not been unloaded at

any such destination ifgoods unloaded at such destination are short ofthe quantity required to be

unloaded at that destination.

q€,1870 IKq.6 Tq 3ft{RsS 4

M t'r qfr fr qqrq tS +1 qrqldq Ew tr-o-e om il+ eGu

&TUT dr{R ,1962 3IdI

r*c,trts,Ers, qdoirtffiEc-d& o{rtrq ondr t i u. 200/-CFqg a q} qt7r 
)qT s. r 000/-

CFqg qo EsR cr, y,ffer rfr qrq-dr 6,t qe.foa UrdTr b qclDrr rdr{ d.em.o o1 ffiqi
qft qro.qiql rrqr qrur.drlrql qqr ag ol qfteirl sqq gfi dRI qr ssQ o-q A d tS s1"{ &
sq fi u.zoor- srtr qR qm dls t orfto A A qlq b sq fr u. r ooor-

The duplicate copy ofthe T.R.6 challan evidencing payment of Rs.200A (Rupees two Hundred

ly) or Rs.l,000l (Rupees one thousand only) as the case nray be, under the Head of other

ipts, fees, fines, forfeitures and Miscellaneous ltems being the fee prescribed in tlte Customs

1962 (as amended) for filing a Revision Application. lfthe amount ofduty and interest

ed, fine or penalty levied is one lakh rupees or less, fees as Rs.200/- and if it is rnore than

akh rupees, the fee is Rs.l000/-.
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Under section 129 (a) ofthe said Act, every applicrtirrn rrrde before the Appellate Tribunal-

an appeal for grant of stay or for rectificrl ' , i)r lny other purpose; or

restoration ofan appeal or an application .-1rii,i i,r ,i.iconrparied by a fee offive Hundred

Customs Act, 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of-

@) o{qc * qqfud ErrIld fr sdi frfr SqIU@ o{lffi ERI qiTlr rqr {@- efu qq a?ir cqrqr
qqr (s et {fiq fr ilq Fqq qr Ssq e'q d d Sm E-ST{ FW.

(a) where the amount ofduty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of Customs in the

case to which the appeal relates is five lakh rupecs or less, ole thousand rupees;

(t{) srfi-d t q<fud crqfi fr qEr fudi dqgco" erfioTff 6m qr rn rr+r

rrqT (3 a1 {6-q dq drq Fcq t 3fl{fr d tmq rrrt L-qRr Ercr Q

$cq

(b)

cl)

where the amount of duty and interest demanded ard perllly levied by any officer of Customs ilr

the case to which the appeal relates is more than five lakh rLrpees but not exceeding fifty lakh

rupees, five thousand rupees ;

ffiesolTfi'cqqr€ flrqsqst 3{lf6da]; es
; ;lll qirlr rrqr {@ .riR aqrq a?{I drIIqI

ilsR{qq
c( )

(s)

(d)

Eq ifiF-Sffi s.ffi Fffi,fl:1q --'''-;
es ksrd fr e,crE-st r o x'rril o-Gqr,qi:i i. :m

Bffi qlEHq'q ol ERT l 2e GD +' rr;drfd srfro ., , r.i,1, i Eqa qfr{ sdm m qr- 1a)
t-o efltrr a mq qy r-6ffi 6l gERi &' Rq .r fox I .J{q q*s{ b frg fu-g qg B{frf, 

' 
- orrrdr

5ol effio u ert6< qr fir q-sr+dr' fi frq qrd' + -- - lllq tq0 dq S ol {ffi ri €ml
AisrFs.

where the amount ofduty and interest demanded anrl pclrllv levied by any officer of Customs in the

case to which the appeal relates is more than fifty [rlih lLrpccs, ter] thousaDd rupees

An appeal against this order shall lie before tlte'l'r'r, rrnl (,rt paylnent of l0% ofthe duty dernanded

where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, rvhere penalty alone is in dispute.

'441 oG rr.u-O {-@ ql {-@ q'.i
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ORDER - IN. APPEAL

M/s. Jesal Products Pvt. Ltd., 28, Parag, Bungalows, Naroda,

Ahmedabad-3823}Q (herein afier refened to as the "appellant) have filed

appeal No. Sl49-94lCUS/MUN/MAY/2O25-26 in terms of Section 128 of the

Customs Act, 1962, challenging the assessment in the Bill of Entry No.

8999231 dated 2O.O3.2O25 fied at Custom House, Pipavav, Jamnagar

Commissionerate.

2. Facts of the case, in brief, as per appeal memorandum, are that the

Appellant had filed Bill of Entry 8999231 dated 20.03.2025 filed at Custom

House, Pipavav for import of 'DRIED BARK POWDER" classified under CTH

12119029 of the First schedule to Customs Tariff Act, 1975 from Vietnam,

Democratic Republic. Subsequently, Bill of Entry No. 8999231 dated

2O.O3.2O25 for import of "DRIED BARK POWDER" was reassessed on

2O.O3.2O25 with CTH 44050000 of the Tariff Act. After re-assessment

Assessable Value and total duty were determined to Rs. 16,26,495 / - and

Rs.3,95,563/- in place of declared value of Rs. 16,25,568.751- and

81,278.401-. The Bill of Entry was re-assessed on 2O.O3.2O25 without any

specific reason for re-assessment. Aggrieved by the final assessment of the Bill

of Entry No.8999231 dated 20.03.2025, the appellant has filed the present

appeal.

SUBMISSIONS OF THE APPELLANT

Being aggrieved with the assessment of the Bill of Entry No.8999231
l3l

it
lE

O.O3.2O25, the Appellant has filed the present appeal against the re-

t. The appellant has inter-alia, have raised various contentions and

ied submissions as given below in support their claim: -
t

he appellant had filed one Bill of Entry No.8999231 dated 20.03.2025

with Custom House, Pipavav for clearance of imported goods, namely, Jigat

(Joss) Dried Bark Powder (Saw Dust Powder for making incense stick).

(itl the appellant had classified the goods under Chapter sub-heading

l2ll9o29 of the First Schedule to Customs Tariff Act, 1975.

(iiil however, the assessing oflicer has classified the goods under CTH

4405OO0O of the First Schedule to Customs Tariff Act, 1975, without affording

any hearing, without taking any acceptance of appellant and without

furnishing any reasoning in the form of speaking order.

(ivl that consequent upon re-assessment resulting change of
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classification, the benelit of Free Trade Agreement claimed by appellant on the
basis of classihcation, i.e. crH 1211 9029 that was mentioned in the

certificate of origin received from the overseas supplier (certifying the goods to

be of Vietnam origin) also came to be denied.

lvl that as per Section 17(5) of Customs Act, 1962, where any re-

assessment done under sub-section (4) is contrary to the self-assessment done

by the importer and in cases other than those where the importer confirms his
acceptance of the said re-assessment in writing, the proper oflicer shall, pass a

speaking order on the re-assessment, within Iifteen days from the date of re-

assessment of the biII of entry.

(vil that thus, it was incumbent upon the assessing office to pass a speaking

order within fifteen days from the date of re-assessment of the bill of entry.

(viiif The Appellant prayed to quash and set aside the impugned

order/ decision with consequential relief.

PERSONAL HEARING

Shri Vikas Mehta, consultant and authorized representative of the

t attended Personal Hearing on 1O.06.2026 virtually, on behalf of the

t. He reiterated the submissions made at the time of filling of appeal.

ON AND FINDINGS

5.1. I have carefully gone through the case records, impugned Bill of Entry,
the defense put forth by the Appellant in their appeal, arguments advanced

during the course of the personal hearing as well as their submissions.

5.2. Now coming to the merits of the case, it is observed that the appellant

had filed Bill of Entry No.8999231 dated 20.03.2o25, wherein goods declared

as "DRIED BARK PowDER" by adopting classification under crH 12119029 of
the customs Tariff Act, 1975. However, the Bill of Entry was re-assessed on

2O.O3.2O25 without any specific reason.

It is further observed that no speaking order by the proper officer in thec.5.
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(vii! the appellant has correctiy classified the goods under CTH l2ll9O29, as

duly held by Hon'ble Tribunal in the case of M/s. Shashi Indust 'ies,2024 (121

TMI 169 CESTAT BANGALORE.
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matter is available. Hence, I find that entire facts are not available on records

to verify the claims made by the appellant. Copies of appeal memorandum were

also sent to the jurisdictional officer for comments. However, no response has

been received from the jurisdictional office. Therefore, I find that remitting the

case to the proper oflicer for passing speaking order become s sine qua non to

meet the ends of justice. Accordingly, the case is required to be remanded

back, in terms of sub-section (3) of Section 128A of the Customs Act, 1962, for

passing speaking order by the proper officer under Section 17(5) of the

Customs Act, 1962 by following the principles of natural justice. In this regard,

I also rely upon the judgment of Hon'ble High Court of Gujarat in case of

Medico Labs- 2004 (173) ELT 117 (Guj.), judgment of Hon'ble Bombay High

Court in case of Ganesh Benzoplast Ltd. l2O2O (374) E.L.T. 552 (Bom.)l and

judgments of Hon'ble Tribunals in case of Prem Steels P. Ltd. [ 2012-TIOL-

l317-CESTAT-DELI and the case of Hawkins Cookers Ltd. l2ol2 (284], E.L.T.

677 (lri. - Del)l wherein it was held that Commissioner (Appeals) has power to

remand the case under Section-3sA (3) of the Central Excise Act, 1944 and

Section- l28A (3) of the Customs Act, 1962.

-Order-

in view of the above discussion, the present appeal filed by the appellant

is allowed by way of remand.

ATTESTED $i o or vrl

OENI

rftT ( r{tait), ar-drrirdrd
CUSIOMS (A'PEALS), AHMEOABAi)

F.No. S/49-94lCUS/MUN/M AY / 2025-26

By Speed Post/E-Mail

To,
M/s. Jesal Products Pvt. Ltd.,
28, Parag Bungalows, Opp. 108,
Emergency Management Services,
Naroda, Ahmedabad-38233O.

(VISHWAJEET STNGIT)

Commissioner (Appeals)
Customs, Ahmedabad

Date: O8.O7.2026

I

Copy to: -
To,
1. The Chief Commissioner of Customs, Gujarat, Custom House,

Ahmedabad. (email: ccoahm-guj@nic.in)
2. The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs (Review), Commissioner

of Customs, Customs(Prev), Jamnagar.
3. The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Customs House,

Pipavav.
4. Guard File.
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