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Sdteardf BT 99 9 9dT NAME AND
ADDRESS OF THE APPELLANT:

M/s Shree Malan Shipping,
Bunder Road, Near Mandvi, GMB Port,
Mandvi-Kutch, Gujarat — 370465
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| This copy is granted free of cost for the private use of the person to whom it is issued. |

e o 1oe @ W 125 @ & 1) @ Wi F ol Pfad
IR F AHel F wEw A B AR TH AR F ITX B TEd AeHW BT & A
50 oy @ Wity ¥ afkE ¥ 3 W ¥ o R wiva/igaE wfia (I W) |
fam v, (oRa fRAwmn wug Anl, 9 Redt $ gt mded uegd Y Wad ©. |

| 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), Ministr\bl'-
of Finance, (Department of Revenue) Parliament Street, New Delhi within 3 months from |
the date of communication of the order. ' l_‘

 Prufafea w=fRa adwr/order relating to I

(P)

T & ¥U § giAd S "G

(a)

any goods exported

(Q)

YR ® oM9Td $I4 od [eal algd A @al 741 Afbd HURd A 3% TE VH W IaR
q 7T WG 9T I T WE W SR o1 & foe eniféa we IaR F 9 W a1 39
T T U IaR TTC "Te @1 A # oniféa wra ¥ &t gl

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

| (b)
|

(M

HaTRe® AT, 1962 & AT X aUT I¥S AU g1 7Y fawl & qed Yeb aTgHl
FI argrat. .
||

(c)

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

gﬂﬂwmﬁmﬁwmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁvmﬁuﬁamﬁmwm
IuF o Sl ok 3w F "y Pl sree dew e TRy

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 :

E

T @ e 1870 H WG W.6 TGl 1 B AUH [AUIRG [P T ATHER §H AW D
2 vhyai, Rrae we wfa § o ) # e gee Ree @ g aife.

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.

TS AN $ oraTa WY g I1eW B 4 Wiadi, afe

g

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

|

[

Tm e & Y amded @Y 4 wied . |
|

() | e aaa aTaR e & forg FTATes JTUTTaH, 1962 (U S % fruffea wiw ot o=y

)' (c) | 4 copies of the Application for Revision.
|
i
|
|

T8z U, 2us, st o Rl wel 3 2 3 ardi= o @ #¥. 200/-(FUY & | AT F.1000/+
Mwmmy,ﬁmﬁmﬁ,ﬁmﬁaw%umﬁmwﬁame EAEARICLIS
ofg Sy, [ T ST, ST AT £ 3 TR SR TUT US RE 1 I BH Bl af 08 B b
Fuﬂ‘azoo;-sﬁvuﬁwmﬁaﬁms’raﬁﬂa%mﬁmoow-

(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
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‘ 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/-.|

4, wﬁ.z%aﬂ?qﬁﬂmﬁ%mwmﬁ%mﬂuﬁﬂﬁ%wﬁﬂiﬂ .

AW A ATEd HEgH el § o 3 dhyes afufmm 1062 @ URT 120 W (1) &
afF wid . g. -3 # diugee, =T A ged R Far R dla fUevur & e
frafaf@e ud w orfla ¢ wod &

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 : | '

daTge®s, $20 SdE Yed d Jdl X | Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate pverent
srfifer aiftrevur, ufin®t &g dis Tribunal, West Zonal Bench
ZE4 Afvd, SgHIAl Had, de PRERAR | 2™ Floor, Bahumali Bhavan, i
e e &
e, URdl, S{gHQlEG-380016 "
Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa, i
Ahmedabad-380 016

5. | dgew sfufags, issz B URT 129 T (6) & U, AHRed Sfufad, 1962 @t
YRT 129 € (1) & 9 orfle & wy Fufif@s gee dow 87 aifde- '.

Under Section 129 A (6) of the Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (1) iof
the Customs Act, 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of - |
(@) | odid @ wHErAa HTHA § Wigl [dl ARes USRI gRT W AT Yed AR TS
YT TGN YT &8 @I IGH UM ARG FUC U1 IJAA FH § df UF FOR FUQ.

(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; Jl ate)

(@) mammﬁmmmmmmwwmm ¥
wmwa‘saﬁmﬁammﬁsﬁmﬁﬂﬁmmﬁmmﬁm
| g dl; UM §ER 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 ; |
m | ofle ¥ wafRa ama ¥ ool (Bl e AUl g AET AT Yed R Al |
TUT AT AT E P (@A TN O1E ©UC | U@ gl dl; g9 gWR $UQ. -
where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer [of
(c) Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more than fifty lakh -rupees, ten
: thousand rupees |

= = - |
() | 39 31 favg SfIaTur & |, Jill 17 Yewb & 10% 3131 B IR, el Yo 41 Yod Ud 28 13018 3 8, T3S & 10% el Hid
W, gl Haw &S fagrg # 8, srdie wareme | '

t?#ig
S Pees

| (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. | Iaa ffraw #Y URT 129 (1) & st ardter WTISROT S WHaT GO WA® TG T ﬂ?ﬁ s
m%mmwﬁﬁaﬁqm%%iﬁrqmﬁ?@ﬁmm%ﬁmﬁmwm:-af@r@ o
Srdter a1 ST A BT WeATad & 1Y G Simde & |1y R uta @Y a1 gew Wt wew e e,

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

] .h:

N L it i

| (a) in an appeal for grant of stay or for rectification of mistake or for any other purpose; or e 2

e I : |«

"/I'I 51 ( ::r! -:-}‘\\.\ I I 1 .f-ll,gl:u . '
o %, (b) for restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accom anied by a fee of fiv r | .

- D y € Hundred rupees. |
e

-

.
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M/s Shree Malan Shipping (Custom Broker), Bunder Road, Near Mandvi,

]GMB Port, Mandvi-Kutch, Gujarat — 370465 (hereinafter referred to as ‘the

' Appellant’) have filed the present appeal in terms of Section 128 of the Customs

IIAct, 1962, challenging

the Order-in—Original

bearing No.

'MCH/ADC/RK/150/2022-23 dated 30.01.2023 (hereinafter referred to as ‘the

Iimpugned order’) passed by the Additional Commissioner of Customs, Customs

House, Mundra (hereinafter referred to as ‘adjudicating authority’).

[
|
|
|
|

said 3 shipping bills are as follows :

2. Facts of the case, in brief, are that the Appellant being the Authorised
Customs Broker had filed 3 shipping bills i.e. 6396046 dated 21.08.2019,
6396758 dated 23.08.2019 and 6396697 dated 21.08.2019 for export of goods
declared as “Wal.l Paper” (hereinafter referred to as ‘expor;c goods’) on behalf of
their client/exporter M/s Meera Overseas, Flat No. A-605, 6th Floor, Shilparaj
Apartment, Adajan Patiya, Surat — 395009. The goods being exported vide the
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ltem Na. Description of goods Rate(Rs/Sqft) ?St:Ft) FOB Value (in Rs.) |
Shipipng Bill No. 6336045 dtd 21.08.2013

| | Embroidered Flower Yallpaper 7188 IS8 1723055

2 | Multi Designer Flower Wallpaper 288.38 10944 7184507

3 | Designer Flower Wallpaper 2535 | 33916 8558177
§ | Luxury Line Vallpaper 3311 2057 579434 |
| Luawry Texture Wallpaper 183 6840 314505 |
§ | Designer Mix Wallpaper 2336 | 4798 874 |

1 | Decorative & Luxury Mix Wallpaper 25114 7324 1883585
o 820 88707
_ - é
Shipipng Bill No. 6336758 dtd 21.08.2019 |
ltem No. | Description of goods bl {Sq[;g FOB Value (in Rs.) |

I Luxury Line & Flain Emboss | 247 2% 808 850166

Wallpaper

g | Laoe¥ 5 Hineer G esigne W%, | 75 080
Wallpaper |
3 | Luxury Lining & Mix Wallpaer 23042 8208 2383776 |
§ | Designener Line Wallpaper 798 | 13680 382501 i

Emboss Flower & Mix Wallpaper 315.68 13680 4318434

| § _
6 | Luxury Texture Flower Wallpager 188 | 5472 1028747
7| Designer Texture +Plain Wallpager 23814 10944 3262817 |
i
B7M8 19930031 |
1 i
. _ ’
j’ S/B No 6336697 dtd 21.08.2019
. Rete(Rs/SqFt i
Item No. | Description of goods s/Sqft) (SqF:; | FOB Value (in Rs.)

|| Printed 6§ Designer Wallpaper 2! 0944 | it F
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2 Luxury Multi Line & Flower

Wallpaper 208 19836 4132741
|' 3 tu:ury };Lain WagpF%r 280 7736 165802
| uxury Flowers 6 Texture “
| 4 Wallpaper 200 2204 4447507
Multi Color & Designer Mix
b Wallpaper 267 10944 2817342
6 | Flower Designer Mix Vallpaper 297 12936 3792545
| 7| Luxury Multi Line Mix Wallpaper 280 9576 2680308
| Total 88236 21484689
i Grand total 227772 60152427

The RMS instructions in respect of the export goods were as follows:

“the exporter has a risky profile. Goods to be allowed for export only

Classification/ declaration/ valuation to check any undue claim of export

after 100% examination with respect to the criteria viz. |

| benefits including IGST refund. The benefits of IGST refund to be

suspended before Sanctioning LEO. Refer Circular No. 16/2019-

| Customs dated 17.06.2019. The items may be mis-declared/mis- |

' classified and / or overvalued to claim ineligible HIGH IGST Refunds. |

Examine carefully w.r.t. the declared description, brand, quality, value

»

etc.

i 2 During the examination proceedings dated 28.08.2019, it appeared that
| the said goods were grossly overvalued and therefore, the matter was transferred
‘ to SIIB Section, CH, Mundra for further enquiry/investigation.

4, During the course of enquiry/investigation, statements so recorded during
the course of investigation and market survey in respect of the goods being
exported, it was revealed that the said exported goods so being mentioned in the
said shipping bills were highly overvalued by the exporter M/s Meera Overseas
and it appeared that the instant case to be a case of overvaluation with an intent
to avail the undue export incentive including IGST refund. It was further revealed
that from the verification report of the jurisdictional CGST Commissionerate i.e.
Surat that M/s Meera Overseas is a fake/bogus taxpayer. Thus, from
enquiry/investigation it was concluded that the re-determined value of the

export goods in terms of Rule 6 of the Customs Valuation (Determination of Value |

of Export Goods) Rules, 2007 comes to Rs.41.73 per sq. feet and therefore total
re-determined value of export goods appears to be Rs.95,05,485/- for 22772 sq.
feet of wall paper under all the three shipping bills. The declared value of the
export goods in the impugned shipping bills amounting to Rs.6,01,52,427/- with
total claim of IGST refund to the tune of Rs.1,05,96,076/-. In terms of the value
so re-determined the said exporter appears to be eligible for IGST refund of
Rs.14,49,989/- only. Hence they attempted to claim undue IGST refund of
Rs.91,46,086/- by value of overvaluing the export goods. As they have mis-
declared the value of the export goods despite their subscription to a de¢laration
as to the truth of its contents in terms of Section 50 of the Customs Act, 1962,
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|
the said goods are liable for confiscation under Section 113(i) of the Custor‘ns:
Act, 1962. |

4.1 Inview of the above, Customs Broker M /s Shree Malan Shipping , Mundra |

was issued a show cause notice by the Additional Commissioner of Customs, |

Customs house, Mundra as to why penalty should not be imposed upon them |

under the provisions of Section 117 of the Customs Act, 1962 which culminated |

in the form of Order-in-Original MCH/ADC/RK/150/2022-23 dated 30.01.2023 !
imposing penalty amounting to Rs.1,00,000/- upon the Appellant under Section g

' 117 of the Customs Act, 1962. s i

ey .
ELARR S

4.2 It is in the above context the Appellant has filed the present appeal in o 8
| terms of Section 128 of Customs Act, 1962 before this appellate authority o
seeking to quash the impugned order dated 30.01.2023 so passed by the
| Additional Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Mundra imposing |
penalty upon them as contrary to law. |

SUBMISSIONS OF THE APPELLANT:

3 That shipping bills were filed on behalf of M/s Meera Overseas i.e.
6396046 dated 21.08.2019, 6396758 dated 21.08.2019 and 6396697 dated | -
21.08.2019. The goods were thoroughly examined by the proper officer and two|
shipping bills were granted LEO on 23.08.2019 i.e. 6396758 dated 21.08.2019 | '
and 6396697 dated 21.08.2019. While the shipping bill No. 6396046 dated'i
21.08.2019 was directed for 100% SIIB examination due to IGST suspended by |

. the system, as was forwarded to SIIB for further process. Then to their| aie.
' understanding it was found that exporter is trying to avail undue benefit of IGST,| “h. 4.
for which they had applied for cancellation of the earlier shipping bills i.e. ol

6396758 dated 21.08.2019 and 6396697 dated 21.08.2019 which were granted

LEO by the proper officer. So that the exporter could not get any undue benefit. |

And also submitted these two shipping bills to SIIB for their further investigation. i
|
|

5.1 From the above grounds they have brought matter of non-compliance of |
' the other two shipping bills to the proper office. : |

5.2 As stated in reports they had submitted the KYC to the proper officer 1.
IEC Self attested copy 2. GST Certificate Self attested copy 3. PAN self attested |
. copy 4. Bank Account registration form for AD Code Registration 5. KYC form |
- (Bank Attested). - |

| o

- 5.3 All the above documents are issued by government authorities and were
found valid at that time.

= JEPO
5.4 The Appellant alongwith their appeal set also filed application of qu
condonation of delay under provisions to Section 128(1) of the Customs Act, :ﬁ:j*
1962 requesting therein to condone the delay in filing the appeal against the o
impugned order on the grounds that due to health issues of the appellant .
-1-{5;-)
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' PERSONAL HEARING:

6. A personal hearing was granted to the Appellant on 24.04.2025 following

| the principles of natural justice wherein the authorised representative of the
‘ Appellant appeared and reiterated the submissions so made in the appeal and

requested to drop the penalty in its entirely so imposed upon them vide the
| 1mpugned order dated 30.01.2023.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS:

i [ have carefully gone through the case records, impugned order passed by
the Additional Commissioner, Customs House, Mundra and the defense put
| forth by the Appellant in their appeal.

I find that the condition of pre-deposit stands fulfilled in respect of the above |

referred appeal, as the appellant has deposited the pre-deposit of 7.5% of the

penalty i.e. Rs.7500/- vide TR-6/GAR7 Challan No. 24 dated 05.04.2023 as
| prescribed under the Act.

! 8. That on going through the said material, 1 find that there are two issues
| required to be decided in the instant appeal which are as follows:

i.  That condonation of delay application so filed by the appellant is to
be allowed or otherwise i.e. whether the appeal is time barred or not.

ii. That whether the Appellant is liable for penalty for the act done by
the exporter. .

| 9, Firstly, I take up the issue of condonation of delay application so filed by
the appellant along with the appeal. It is on record that the impugned Order
dated 30.01.2023 was received by the appellant on 06.02.2023 as is evident from
the tracking of speed post consignment so attached with the appeal. Accordingly,
| appeal was to be filed within 60 days i.e. latest by 07.04.2023. In the instant

| case, appeal was filed on 08.05.2023 with a delay of 31 days. Further, it is also

on record, that during the personal hearing so held on 16.12.2024 which was
attended by Shri Anand M Chudasama, Partner (F Card Holder) of the Appellant
was asked to submit reasons for condonation of delay. The appellant vide their
letter 23.12.2024 in response to submissions made during the course of personal
hearing on 16.12.2024 submitted that they proceeded to submit the application
of appeal on 04.05.2023 as per the address so mentioned in preamble of the

address. 05.04.2023 was a public holiday on account of Budha Purnima and
6! and 7t May 2023 being closed holiday being Saturday and Sunday so they
filed the instant appeal on the next working day i.e. 08.05.2023.

Page 8 0f 12
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9.1 As per the provision of Section 128 of Customs Act, 1962, if the
Commissioner (Appeals) is satisfied that the appellant was prevented by
sufficient cause from presenting the appeal within the aforesaid period of 60|
days, he can allow it to be presented within a further period of 30 days. However,
[ note that in the present case the last date of condonable period of 30 days was
Sunday i.e closed holiday and the appeal was filed on next working day i.e.‘

Monday which was 91st day. The legal provisions as per Section 10 of General o
Poanid

|
i Clause Act, 1987 are as under :- o
|

“ 10. Computation of time.—(1) Where, by any [Central Act] or Regulation
made after the commencement of this Act, any act or proceeding is.directed|
or allowed to be done or taken in any Court or office on a certain day or within:
a prescribed period, then, if the Court or office is closed on that day or the last|
day of the prescribed period, the act or proceeding shall be considered as
done or taken in due time if it is done or taken on the next day afterwards on
which the Court or office is open:

Provided that nothing in this section shall apply to any act or proceeding to
which the Indian Limitation Act, 1877 (15 of 1877), applies.

(2) This section applies also to all 2[Central Acts] and Regulations made on or
after the fourteenth day of January, 1887.” '

|
After taking into account the facts of the above Appeal as well as the legal| Rt
provision provided in Section 10 of General Clause Act, 1987 cited above, I am| Ll
of the view that present appeal is to be considered to be filed with in condonable
period of 30 days . I also place reliance on the case law of Skoda Aut_oi
Volkswagen India Pvt Ltd Vs Commissioner ( Appeals) reported in 2021 (50)
GSTL 67(Bom) wherein in Hon’ble High Court has held as under :- .

| NS I

“37. At this stage, we may refer to Section 10 of the General Clauses Act.
Section 10 reads as under :-

“10. Computation of time. - (1) Where, by any Central Act or Regulation made
after the commencement of this Act, any act or proceeding is directed or
allowed to be done or taken in any Court or office on a certain day or within,
a prescribed period, then, if the Court or office is closed on that day or the last
day of the prescribed period, the act or proceeding shall be considered as,
done or taken in due time if it is done or taken on the next day afterwards on|
. which the Court or office is open :

| Proyided that nothing in this section shall apply to any act or proceeding to| -
which the Indian Limitation Act, 1877 applies. iy

PR N
.

, (2) This section applies also to all Central Acts and Regulations made on or
after the fourteenth day of January,1887.”

37.1 The object of this provision was succinctly explained by the Supreme,
| Court in Harinder Singh v. S. Karnail Singh, AIR 1957 SC 271 wherein their
Lordships stated that the object of this section is to enable a person to do
| what he could have done on a holiday, on the next working day. Where,
) _:itﬁ;;.?:rxtxt‘\}‘lerefore, a period is prescribed for the performance of an act in a Court or
A rs;gf_(ice, and that period expires on a holiday, then according to this section the

f S
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| act should be considered to have been done within that period, if it is done
| on the next day on which the Court or office is open. For Section 10 to apply
' the requirement is that there should be a period prescribed and that period
should expire on a holiday. Section 10 itself indicates that this provision is for
computation of time. Therefore, if the limitation for filing an appeal or the
&l extended period for filing an appeal expires on Sunday but it is filed on
- Monday, then by operation of section 10 it would be deemed to have been
done within time. ,
i .
| 38 We find that 1-12:2019 was a Sunday. Therefore, benefit of this public ;
| holiday would be available to the petitioner in terms of Section 10 of the
. General Clauses Act. Accordingly, the appeal presented on 2-12-2019 would
be construed to be within the extended period of limitation, 1-12-2019 being
a public holiday. Whether the benefit of the extended period of limitation of
one month is to be granted to the petitioner or not is however within the
discretion of respondent No. 1.”

In view of the above, it is observed that there is delay of 30 days in filing

of appeal beyond the time limit of 60 days which is condonable as stipulated

e 'under Section 128(1) of the Customs Act, 1962. Therefore, in the interest of

. l justice, I take a lenient view and allow the said appeal filed by the appellant as

admitted by condoning the delay of 30 days in filing the appeal beyond the

tin normal period of 60 days under the proviso to Section 128(1) of the Custom Act,
11962.

'10. Now I come to the second issue i.e. whether the Appellant is liable for

\penalty for the act done by the exporter. It is not disputed that Appellant were

o the authorized custom broker of M/s Meera Overseas and appellant was
- governed by Customs Broker Licensing Regulations, 2018. Regulation 10(d) and
E ws|(n) of of the said CBLR, 2018 envisages that: |

“10. Obligations of Customs Broker.— A Customs Broker shall —

(d) advise his client to comply with the provisions of the Act, other allied Acts
and the rules and regulations thereof, and in case of non-compliance, shall |
bring the matter to the notice of the Deputy Commissioner of Customs or
Assistant Commissioner of Customs, as the case may be;

........

|

| (n) verify correctness of Importer Exporter Code (IEC) number, Goods and
| Services Tax Identification Number (GSTIN), identity of his client and
| functioning of his client at the declared address by using reliable,
l ' independent, authentic documents, data or information;”
|

» -

v ' i - 3 - - .
. From the plain reading of the above said provisions it 18 crystal clear that a
. customs Broker has to follow due diligence to ascertain the correctness of any

| information which he holds/imports from his client with reference to any work
| related to clearance of cargo. In other words, the Customs Broker should verify

: Page 10 of 12
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the credentials of his client and functioning of his client and the declared
premises/address by using reliable, independent and authentic documents or
information as provided under CBLR, 2018. I

11. On perusal of the records so available on file and the defence submissions
so submitted by the Appellant, I find that the appellant has grossly failed to
advise the exporter to comply with the provisions of the Customs Act, 1962 and
also failed to bring the non-compliance matter to the notice of the
Deputy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs and has failed to exercise due
diligence to ascertain the correctness of the exporter. Further, during the course|
of verification of the exporter by the concerned CGST Commissionerate and as
per the verification report, M/s Meera Overseas was found to be a fake taxpayer
which shows that the appellant has not verified the credentials of his client and
functioning of his client at the declared premises/address. Moreover, it is also
on records and as discussed in the impugned Order dated 30.01.2023 that the
appellant in their defense submissions have submitted that they were not aware
of the facts that the goods intended to be exports were declared overvalued by
the exporter for availing undue benefits. . .

|
12. Further, adjudicating authority has rightly relied upon the decision in the|
case of Commissioner of Customs Vs K M Ganatara and Co. in Civil Appeal No.
2940 of 2008 and Hon’ble Tribunal judgment in the case of Rubal Logistics Pvt.
Ltd. Vs Commissioner of Customs (General), New Delhi which are squarely
applicable in the instant case. Hence, I find that, had the Appellant been vigilant
and acted efficiently, the revenue loss of government would have not taken place.
As per the evidence on record, it clearly indicates that the Appellant was working|
in a callous manner to facilitate fraud and violated the obligations cast upon‘
them under CBLR, 2018. The appellant has clearly failed to discharge duties
casted upon him and accordingly, | am of the considered view that the appellant,
is liable to penalty. }

13.  Accordingly, the impugned order dated 30.01.2023 is upheld and warrants
no interference. The appeal filed by the appellant is hereby rejected.

=y

(AMIT G P’T‘A)
Commissioner (Appeals),
Customs, Ahmedabad

F. No. §/49-37/CUS/MUN/2023-24 Date: 29.04.2025 F

By Registered post A.D/E-Mail |

To, THORI/ATTESTED
M/s Shree Malan Shipping, /4 o
: yAUbI—
Bunder Road, Near Mandvi, arehers / SUPRERINTENDENT
GMB Port, Mandvi-Kutch, = g (3ndies) , s,
Gujarat — 370465 CUSTOMS (APPEALS), AHMEDABAD
( E-mail-shreemalanshipping@gmail.com)
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o: |
The Chief Commissioner of Customs, Gujarat, Custoni House, -
Ahmedabad. /?/@\ ] ) |
The Pr. Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Mundra. |
The Additional Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Mundra.
Guard File.
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