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FuFH R b ST e RIS sTsdHe e aTe ST

following categories of cases, any person aggrieved by this order can prefer a Revision

Application to The Additional Secretary/Joint Secretary (Revisior Application), Ministry of
| Finance, (Department of Revenue) Parliament Street, New Delhi within 3 months from the
' date of communication of the order.

}F | PrafefeafRaand=/ Order relating to :
o o e

jeammmeaea

(a) lany goods imported on baggage.

(@)  WRdH SARTCHIA TSR
| TR AR o g S A AT AR A S T RS T e U IR S AT TR AT T e faraaTaa
A D e e e
' any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but which are not unloaded
(b) 'at their place of destination in India or so much of the quantity ¢f 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.

| et 1962 dawmax aurswsadtTaTTTeT e 8 AP ATIA TP I .

=y S—

| (¢) |Payment of drawback as pr_cfn‘x?iaedvgl-f?hapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made
thereunder.

"—‘777*7 TR ST N T B e P T T ¥
' The revision application should be in such form and shall be veriied in such manner as
may be specified in the relevant rules and should be accompanied by :

e—_ T

(P 1870HeH. 6 Iyl 1 dydAFuiRafermsmarywerizat 4
) | vfeal SreeltsufadrmatidaaeagesR eeamgAmEaiRT.

hmﬂ . e B —

| (a) | 4 copies of this order, bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy as

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

@ wEseETa ygasmemet 4 wfamiafesy 0000
L)

- -

(b) 4 ébpics- of the Order —m—()r-ig-inul, in addition to relevant (fi-(_)_(;{l-n—rl-rnts,_if any
() | gAerbfergamdeas 4 wfaar

(c) | 4 copies of the Apblication for Revision.

(4) | GAEUIS TG eI I b U T e o UTTaH, 1962 (@uUTR=ITRra)
- AfuiRdetassrsdte, ¥ qus, wsfteiRiRfa e arfamardas. 200/-
| (FUTEIIHETH)ATS.1000/-(FITTHFEARETS
), srmraTEETe!, A fRray AT e T, .6 eyt
afeIes, AT TS TN s @ R RS R Te TS e E e e T AT F =TS, 200/
Iafeusaradsfasare s =ads.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/-.

AR A THE YIS YaTe I

HeH. 2 -

LD CREIR NI R I Ea i e Y e e =S
AIIERSHTUTTIR 1962 FWRT 129 T (1) Fyfeidadt v -3 |
AT, SIS AT EpdRAaTS T aa R aRa PRI srdw st m e aE

In respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrieved
f 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 Triounal at the following

[} address :
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AHTRIe®, o OSUR TR IUIufy | Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate

1, ufgesads Tribunal, West Zonal Bench

quATY, agATAIHaT, b e TRERTRYE, 3R | 2nd Floor, BahumaliBhavan,
a1, 3gHaIdIG- 380016 Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,
Ahmedabad-380 016

ATHREHITITTAN, 1962 BIURT 129 T (6) B, SHATCHATUTIH, 1962 BIURT 129
rftedarufafafaaymaausaiee-

Under Section 129 A (6) of the Customs Act, 1962 an ai}‘)'p(:a.l under Section 129 A (1) of |

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

where the amount O-f?‘d.l:lty and interest demanded and pénaltyilevied b;any officer of 1
Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more than five lakh rupees but not

BT VN

R A 'S{T‘—“ﬂ"ff'*’ . e ’?’ — S ﬂ :
|

where the amount of d]llyd;d 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 ‘

AR G H PRV AT HIURIedd 105 HEBRAR TR UTYeH Udc SIaaTaae, UGSd |
10% HETHHR, STEband sfaargHe, TR | |

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.

FeaARTTHRIYRT 120 (T) dmriaareu s e e eraRT Qs HTdg-u7 - (@) ‘*‘
AP RITaNTA G R YRS RIgaT e st g gmgsdia - - Jyal |
(@) WGWWWWWWW |

| Hundred rupees.

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

5.
()
the Customs Act, 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of
—= .
) | FUYHAEE UGS G HE UG IR UL
(a)
rupees;
@ fHaTe
)
(b)
exceeding fifty lakh rupees, five thousand rupees ;
@ | rftaaaraiaaTEe g d AT e,
FHIATHATEE U A UH eI, gHgwReUT.,
()
(°) <
(d)
6.
Tribunal-
i

(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
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

M/s Reliance Industries Ltd, EXIM Cell, CAB, West Wing 1st Floor,
Motikhavdi, Jamnagar (hereinafter referred to as “the appellant”) in terms
of Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962 against Order -in- Original No.
10/ADC/DBK/2023-24 dated 13.10.2023 (hereinafter referred to as “the
impugned orders”) passed by the Additional Commissioner, Customs
(Preventive), Jamnagar (hereinafter referred to as “the adjudicating

authority”).

<R Briefly stated, facts of the case are that the appellant filed
application Ref No. RIL/JMD-DTA/DBK-151 dated 15.01.2021 (received on
21.01.2021) addressed to the Assistant Commissioner of Customs, O/o the
Commissioner of Customs, CCP, Jamnagar, wherein they requested for
fixation of brand rate of duty drawback for the High Speed Diesel (HSD)
exported by them from Sikka Port vide Shipping Bill No. 9744642 dated
18.01.2020, under Rule 6(1)(a) of the Customs and Central Excise Duties
Drawback Rules, 2017. The appellant had imported Crude Oil, falling
under Customs Tariff Heading No. 2709 00 00 of the First Schedule to the
Customs Tariff Act, 1975, at Sikka Port vide Bills of Entry No.
5341822/18.10.2019 & 5007909/23.09.2019 and the same was used as
input for further process and manufacture of High Speed Diesel (HSD)
which was exported under Shipping Bill No. 3744642 dated 18.01.2020.
Imported Crude Oil, falling under Customs Tariff Heading No. 2709 00 00
of the First Schedule to Customs Tariff Act, 1975 is not included in the
schedule to the Notifications issued by the Central Government
determining the rates of drawback of different items, known as All Industry
Rate of Duty Drawback. High Speed Diesel (HSD) falling under Customs
Tariff Heading No. 27101944 of the First schedule cf the Customs Tariff
Act, 1975, was manufactured by them using the imported Petroleum Crude
Oil as input and the same was exported by them vice aforesaid Shipping
Bill. Shipping Bill was filed under Drawback Scheme as well as Advance
Authorization, wherein drawback is being claimed by the applicant, for the
duty elements suffered on imported Petroleum Crude Oil which was used

as input in the manufacturing of High-Speed Diesel (HSD).

2.1 Application Ref No. RIL/JMD-DTA/DBK-15" dated 15.01.2021

*

< Y{received on 21.01. 2021) of the appellant was forwarded to Jjurisdictional
'Assmtant Commissioner, Customs House, Sikka for detailed verification
..'v1dc letter F. No. VIII/20-283/Cus-T/2020-21 dated 09.02. 2021 after grant

of condonation of delay in filing application for fixation of brand rate by the

Principal Commissioner, CCP, Jamnagar on 08.02.2021. The Assistant
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Commissioner, Customs House, Sikka vide letter F. No. VIII/20-
01/DBK/2020-21 dated 10.03.2021 reported that one of the Bills of Entry
bearing No. 5341822 dated 18.10.2019 vide which input i.e, crude oil was
imported for manufacturing of export product i.e. High Speed Diesel (HSD)
against Shipping Bill No. 9744642 dated 18.01.2020 has not been finally
assessed by their office and therefore, detailed verification of drawback

application of the appellant was not possible.

2.2 Further, the said Bill of Entry was finalized by the Deputy
Commissioner, Customs House, Sikka vide Final Assessment Order No.
341/FAO/CHS/2021-22 dated 25.02.2022 and accordingly, a letter F. No.
VIII/20-283/Cus-T/2022-23 dated 02.05.2023 was issued to the Assistant
Commissioner, Customs House, Sikka for detailed verification of drawback
application. The Assistant Commissioner, Custom House, Sikka vide
Verification report dated 31.07.2023 issued from letter F. No. VIII/20-
08/DBK/CHS/2023-24 has reported that the appellant has exported
quantity of HSD 64488.884 MT from Sikka port vide aforesaid Shipping
Bill. He further reported that gross quantity 107.20 MT of imported Crude
0il has been utilized for manufacture of 100 MT of exported product i.e.
High Speed Diesel (HSD) and 7.20 MT of Crude Oil is generated as
irrecoverable wastage for manufacture of 100 MT High Speed Diesel (HSD).
The DBK-1 statement has been duly certified by the Chartered Engineer.
The Assistant Commissioner, Custom Housc, Sikka vide Verification report
dated 31.07.2023 issued from letter F. No. VIII/20-08/DBK/CHS/2023-24
further reported that applicant has utilized 69132.084 MT imported
Petroleum Crude Oil having proportionate assessable value of Rs.
1,73,53,03,724/- as raw material for manufacturc of 64488.884 MT of
export product i.e. High Speed Diesel (HSD) having FOB value of Rs.
2.42.29.31.605/-. Further, DBK-II statement has been duly certified by the

Independent Chartered Accountant in terms of Circular No. 54/2016 dated

22.11.2016.

2.3. The Adjudicating Authority vide impugned order rejected the

ACLEY drawback claim for fixation of brand rate of duty of NCCD+BCD+SWS on
; /\ CD, BCD & CVD) paid on imported Petroleum Crude Qil used in
b
1 jgénufacturmg of High Speed Diescl (HSD) filed under Rule 6(1) (a) of the
G

‘\“ ystoms and Central Excise Duties Drawback Rules, 2017 as the
\ K s

o :-.ruj “applicant failed to file application for fixation of brand rate of duty

drawback in the Instant case under appropriate rule i.e. Rule 6 (2) (a) of

Customs and Central Excise Duty Drawback Rules, 2017.
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3. Being aggrieved with the impugned orders the appellant filed

present appeals and contended that;

. The adjudicating authority erred in rejeciing the Appellant's
application for determination/ fixing of Brand Rate without issuing any
Show Cause Notice to the appellant and without giving the appellant an
opportunity of being heard in the matter. The adjudicating authority erred
In not appreciating that it is a requirement of the principles of natural
justice that before passing an Order which is adverse to the appellant, the
appellant ought to be put to notice of the grounds on which such adverse
order is proposed to be passed and the appellant ought to be given an
opportunity to respond to the same and of being heard in the matter. The
impugned order having been passed without issuing a Show Cause Notice
and without giving the appellant an opportunity of being heard in the
matter, the same is passed ir gross violation of the principles of natural
Justice and is therefore liable to be set aside on this ground itself.

* The adjudicating authority erred in rejecting the application for
determination of brand rate on the ground that sinc= one of the two Bills
of entry relating to import of the duty paid inputs used in the export
consignment was provisionally assessed, the application should have
been filed under Rule 6 (2)(a) and not under Rule 6 (1)(a) of the said
Drawback Rules 2017. He erred in rejecting the application on the ground
that it was filed under Rule 6(1) (a) and not under Rule 6 (2) (a). The
adjudicating authority erred in not appreciating that a bare reading of
Rule 6(1) (a) and 6(2) (a) would show that every application for
determination of brand rate of drawback where there is no All Industry
Rate, has nccessarily to be under Rule 6 (1) (&) and if the applicant
desires that drawback be granted provisionally pencing determination of

the brand rate under Rule 6 (1) (b), then while meking the application

under Rule 6 (1) (a), the applicant may apply for grant of provisional
M drawback in accordance with Rule 6 (2) (a) and (b).

/I/ ¢ The adjudicating authority erred in not appreciating that if while applying
under Rule 6 (]) (@), there is no request for grant of provisional drawback
under Rule 6 (2) (a), the only consequence is that the appellant cannot
receive any provisional drawback pending  final determination after
finalization of the provisional assessment of the Bl of Entry and the
consequence cannot be that final determination itself will not be made

s \;,;\ even after finalization of the provisional assessment of the Bill of Entry.
"_/ . v’“‘;\ Since the Appellant was not seeking any provisione]l drawback amount
' ”‘3"%» \ . pending final determination of the brand rate under Rule 6 (1) (a) and (b),
\Léﬂf?; ’, é; it is entirely irrelevant that there was no request for grant of provisional

Y

¥
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drawback under Rule 6 (2) (a). That however cannot mean that final
determination itself should not be made under Rule 6 (1) (a) and (b) even
after the finalization of the provisional bill of entry.
¢ The adjudicating authority erred in not appreciating that the verification
and determination of brand rate was kept on hold while the second Bill of
Entry was provisional and once the sccond Bill of Entry was also
finalized, the verification was carried out by the Assistant Commissioner
who by Verification Report dated 31-7-2023 reported that the appellant
had utilized the duty paid imported input, Petroleum Crude Oil imported
under the said two Bills of Entry for manufacture of the said export
consignment and that there was positive value addition. It was thereafter
incumbent on the Additional Commissioner to determine the Brand rate
in terms of the said verification report and he could not have declined to
do so on the ground that no request for provisional drawback had been
made under Rule 6 (2) (a), which is entirely irrelevant to the final
determination. Since the Appellant did not desire that it be granted
provisional drawback pending final determination under Rule 6 (1) (a) and
(b), there was no question of applying under Rule 6 (2) (a) and (b), which
in any event, is entirely irrelevant to the final determination to be made
under Rule 6 (1) (a) and (b).
4. Shri Jaydeep Patel, Advocate, Ms Shilpa Balani, Advocate and Shri Alok
Prasad, Senior G.M., appeared for personal hearing on 23.05.2025 through
virtual mode. They reiterated the submissions made at the time of filing
appeal. During personal hearing also they submitted what has already

been submitted in the grounds of appeal.

5. I have carefully gone through the appcal memorandum, the
grounds of appeals as well as records of the case. The issuc to be decided
in the present appeals are whether the impugned order rejecting the

drawback claim for fixation of brand rate of duty of NCCD+BCD+SWS on

rﬁanufacturing of High Speed Diesel (HSD) filed under Rule 6(1) (a) of the

Customs and Central Excise Duties Drawback Rules, 2017 as the
B .-\., = apphcant failed to file application for fixation of brand rate of duty
drawback under appropriate rule i.e. Rule 6 (2) (a) of Customs and Central

T Excise Duty Drawback Rules, 2017, in the facts and circumstances of the

case, is legal and proper or otherwise.

6. It is observed that appellant filed application Ref No. RIL/JMD-
DTA/DBK-151 dated 15.01.2021 (received on 21.01.2021) addressed to
the Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Jamnagar, wherein they

requested for fixation of brand rate of duty drawback for the High Speed
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Diesel (HSD) exported by them from Sikka Port vide Shipping Bill No.
9744642 dated 18.01.2020, under Rule 6(1)(a) o the Customs and
Central Excise Duties Drawback Rules, 2017. The appellant had imported
Crude Oil, falling under Customs Tariff Heading No. 2709 00 00 of the
First Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975, at Sikka Port vide Bills of
Entry No. 5341822/18.10.2019 & 5007909/23.09.2019 and the same
was used as input for further process and manufacture of High Speed
Diesel (HSD) which was exported under Shipping Bill No. 3744642 dated
18.01.2020. Imported Crude Qil, falling under Customs Tariff Heading
No. 2709 00 00 of the First Schedule to Customs Tariff Act, 1975 is not
included in the schedule to the Notifications issued by the Central
Government determining the rates of drawback of different items, known
as All Industry Rate of Duty Drawback. High Speed Diesel (HSD) falling
under Customs Tariff Heading No. 27101944 of the First schedule of the
Customs Tariff Act, 1975, was manufactured by them using the imported
Petroleum Crude Qil as input and the same was exported by them vide
aforesaid Shipping Bill. Shipping Bill was filed under Drawback Scheme
as well as Advance Authorization, wherein drawback is being claimed by
the applicant, for the duty elements suffered on imported Petroleum
Crude Oil which was used as input in the manufacturing of High-Speed
Diesel (HSD). The Assistant Commissioner, Customs House, Sikka vide
letter F. No. VIII/20-01/DBK/2020-21 dated 10.03.2021 reported that
one of the Bills of Entry bearing No. 5341822 dated 18.10.2019 vide
which input i.e., crude oil was imported for manufacturing of export
product i.e. High Speed Diesel (HSD) against Shipping Bill No. 9744642
dated 18.01.2020 has not been finally assessed by their office and
therefore, detailed verification of drawback application of the appellant
was not possible. Further, the said Bill of Entry was finalized by the
Deputy Commissioner, Customs House, Sikka vide Final Assessment
Order No. 341/I'*‘AO/()IHS/Q()21—22 dated 25.02.2022 and accordingly, a
letter F. No. VIII/20-283/Cus-T/2022-23 dated 02.05.2023 was issued to
the Assistant Commissioner, Customs House, Sikka for detailed
verification of drawback application.

6.1 It is observed that the adjudicating authority has rejected the
drawback claim of the appellant for fixation of brand rate of duty of
NCCD+BCD+SWS on (NCCD, BCD & CVD) paid on imported Petroleum
Crude Oil used in manufacturing of High Speed Diesel (HSD) filed under

w2017 as the applicant failed to file application for fixation of brand rate of

—

s\{;ii/duty drawback under appropriate rule i.e. Rule 6 (2) (a) of Customs and

\33'3‘4‘.@ #* ,.3-"; Central Excise Duty Drawback Rules, 2017.
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6.2 It is observed that the appellant in the grounds of appeal has
contended that the adjudicating authority erred in rejecting the
application for determination of brand rate on the ground that since one
of the two Bills of entry relating to import of the duty paid inputs used in
the export consignment was provisionally assessed, the application
should have been filed under Rule 6 (2)(a) and not under Rule 6 (1)(a) of
the said Drawback Rules 2017. The appellant further contended that the
adjudicating authority has erred ir rejecting the application on the
ground that it was filed under Rule 6(1) (a) and not under Rule 6 (2) (a).
The adjudicating authority erred in not appreciating that a bare reading of
Rule 6 (1)(a) and 6 (2)(a) would show that every application for
determination of brand rate of drawback where there is no All Industry
Rate, has necessarily to be under Rule 6 (1)(a) and if the applicant desires
that drawback be granted provisionally pending determination of the
brand rate under Rule 6 (1)(b), then while making the application under
Rule 6 (1)(a), the applicant may apply for grant of provisional drawback in
accordance with Rule 6 (2)(a) and (b). The appellant further contended
that if while applying under Rule 6 (1} (a), there is no request for grant of
provisional drawback under Rule 6 (2) (a), the only consequence is that
the appellant cannot receive any provisional drawback pending final
determination after finalization of the provisional assessment of the Bill of
Entry and the consequence cannot be that final determination itself will
not be made even after finalization of the provisional asscssment of the
Bill of Entry. Since the Appellant was not sceking any provisional
drawback amount pending final determination of the brand rate under
Rule 6 (1) (a) and (b), it is entirely irrelevant that there was no request for
grant of provisional drawback under Rule 6 (2) (a). That however cannot
mean that final determination itself should not be made under Rule 6 (1)
(a) and (b) even after the finalization of the provisional bill of entry.

6.3 In this regard, I have perused Rule 6 (1)(a) and rule 6 (2)(a) of
CUSTOMS and CENTRAL EXCISE DUTIES DRAWBACK RULES, 2017

nd the same is reproduced as under:

! RULE 6. Cases where amount or rate of drawback has not been
"determined. -

(1)(a) Where no amount or rate of drawback has been determined
in respect of any goods, any exporter of such goods may, within
three months from the date relevant for the applicability of the
amount or rate of drawback in terms of sub-rule (3) of rule 5, apply
to the Principal Commissioner of Customs or Commissioner of
Customs, as the case may be, having jurisdiction over the place of
export, for determination of the amount or rate of drawback thereof
stating all the relevant facts including the proportion in which the
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materials or components are used in the production or manufacture
of goods and the duties paid on such materials or components.

(2)(a) Where an exporter desires that he may be zranted drawback
provisionally, he may, while making an application under clause (a)
of sub-rule (1) apply to the Principal Commissioner of Customs or
Commissioner of Customs, as the case may be, that a provisional
amount be granted to him towards drawback on ~he export of such
goods pending determination of the amount or rate of drawback

under clause (b) of that sub-rule.

6.4 From plain reading of Rule 6 (1)(a) and rule 5 (2)(a) of CUSTOMS
and CENTRAL EXCISE DUTIES DRAWBACK RULES, 2017, it is evident
that for determination of the amount or rate of drawback where no
amount or rate of drawback has been determined in respect of any goods,
the exporter of such goods may, within three months from the date
relevant for the applicability of the amount or rate of drawback in terms of
sub-rule (3) of rule 5, apply to the Principal Commissioner of Customs or
Commissioner of Customs, as the casc may be, having jurisdiction over
the place of export. Further where the exporter desires that he may be
granted drawback provisionally, he may, while making an application
under clause (a) of sub-rule (1) apply to the Principal Commissioner of
Customs or Commissioner of Customs, that a provisional amount be
granted to him towards drawback on the export of such goods pending
determination of the amount or rate of drawback in terms of 6 (2)(a) of
CUSTOMS and CENTRAL EXCISE DUTIES DRAWBACK RULES, 2017.

6.5 In light of the foregoirg, it is cvident that every application for
determination of the Brand Rate of drawback, in cases where no All
Industry Rate exists, must nccessarily be filed under Rule 6(1)(a) of the
Drawback Rules. If the applicant secks the grant of provisional drawback
pending final determination of the Brand Rate, such a request may be
made simultanecously under Rule 6(2)(a) and (b), while filing the primary
application under Rule 6(1)(a). Therefore, the rejection of the appellant’s
drawback claim filed under Rule 6(1)(a) on the ground that no separate
application was submitted under Rule 6(2)(a), is lz=gally untenable and
cannot be sustained.

6.6  Therefore, in my considered view, the adjudicating authority ought
to have decided the appellant’s claim on merits after affording a proper

opportunity for a personal hearing. Accordingly, the matter is required to

» 7

\be remanded, in terms of sub-section (3) of Section 128A of the Customs

!E:;J?\ct, 1962, to the adjudicating authority for passing a reasoned and

(}‘\ ' é{;’i/!Sp(Zaking order, in accordance with law and afte- duly observing the
Lo B
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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 Bombay Hon’ble High Court in case of Ganesh
Benzoplast Ltd. (2020 (374) E.L.T. 552 (Bom.)] and judgments of Hon’ble
Tribunals in case of Prem Steels P. Ltd. — | 2012-TIOL-1317-CESTAT-DEL]
and the case of Hawkins Cookers Ltd. (2012 (284) E.L.T. 677 (Tri. — Del)]
holding that Commissioner(Appeals) has power to remand the casc under
Section-35 A(3) of the Central Excise Act, 1944 and Section-128A(3) of
the Customs Act, 1962.

& In view of the above, the appeal is allowed by way of remand to the
adjudicating authority for de novo consideration. The adjudicating
authority is directed to decide the drawback claim of the appellant and
pass a reasoned and speaking order after affording the appellant an
opportunity for a personal hearing. The authority shall examine all
relevant facts, documents, and submissions on record, and take
appropriate action in accordance with law. The proccedings must be
conducted in strict adherence to the principles of natural justice and
applicable legal provisions. It is clarified that, while passing this remand
order, no views have been expressed on the merits of the case or the
submissions made by the appellant. Thesc shall be independently

evaluated by the adjudicating authority during re-adjudication.

COMMISSIONER (APPEALS)
CUSTOMS, AHMEDABAD.

CUSTOMS (APPEALS), AHMEDABAD.
By Registered Post A.D.
F. No. S/49-lOS/CUS/JMN/Q()23—24/6'\ Dated — 29.05.2025
: o\

To,

1. M/s Reliance Industries Ltd,
EXIM Cell, CAB, West Wing 1st Floor,
Motikhavdi, Jamnagar

Copy to:

The Chief Commissioner of Customs Gujarat, Customs louse,
Ahmedabad.

2. The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Customs, Jamnagar.
3 The Additional Commissioner of Customs, Customs (Preventive),

Jamnagar
4. QGuard File
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