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rrrEi ,,,,rc,;iqfft &mfTffiEft N',gqfr ffiqrqq6 TTII

I 'l h;., L ..p-r is granted free of cost for the private use of the person to whom it is issued

;r . . i, .:iilJBqq Ls62 d Er{T 129 (r) (qqr 3l

rrrr;Lli .i; -'-r q frt{ qfr fi' saarT t ef$i a1 enfo n-ilqs fliTr d d fs o{TarT 6t qrfr
.;,'l ri;ilq il 3 qfiJ & sret orq-i q"fuir/{-gffi sfu-E (sn+{r s{ilErl, fr-a dzrmq, Flss ftl{H)
iiii,t :;irf, -t,j frd} o1 g+0aur end-a nqo o-r voi f.

ti

tJr.rr l, r Sc<:lion 129 DD(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended), in respect of the following
c;rt.it(:i ics of cases, €rny person aggrieved by this order can prefer a Revision Application to
lhc Addilional secretary/Joint secretary (Revision Application), Ministry of Finance,
(l).i)iir',iricnt of Revenue) Parliament street, New Delhi within 3 months from the date of
r:om nr u: r icittion of the order.

I '.- I d 3fT /Order relating to :

tm) i, i..rj rl 3{TrIIftdot{c'rd.

ait1 l3ooLrs cxported

Es) :{RiI I .:,;i;16 6$ fu Erilr E]T{t TEIT qf{d TI<Iq E{FI q{ 1 rrq crf,
qr T$ r]-'ilirr e{Fr rr{ ts?fll qri } fts s{Efl&ra crc1 s-flt q qTi rr{ rtT s{r rrt-q etrq q{ Erflt
rrg :rd .ijl q|{r i 3tqfqra cr6 € ofr A.

(b)

anv 11<;orr; loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but which are not unloaded at
thcir 1>lrri.r: of destination in India or so much of the quantity of such goods as has not been
unloa.lo(l at any such destination if goods unloaded at such destination are short of the
quantit-\' rcquired to be unloaded at that destination.

dtqnFo
3r<r4ll.

.;1fufaqq, 1962 # 3{qr.t x dqr .}{ qTrq rrq

The reviskrn applicati

ildiT Tffi

Pal,mcnt of drawback as provided irr Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made
thcrcu nl: r:r.

(ol

r,i ut ;lit{q q, Srfd lIFq rr<la 6arr glrl
o1 cnq.il ri){ ss S uq ffifua +rrt!{rd q-ffi fri arRl :

on should be in such form and shall be verified in such manner as
may bc spccificd in the relevant rules and should be accompanied by

'.'/
,t

t"
F

2

(a)

rr)

(.)

3

(a) Courr Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy as
undcr Schcdule 1 item 6 of the Court Fee Act, 1g70.

4
ftr<rqN \@

sl 81 7\r€ 0 6sqd I 3i Tq {ssEqR
dqfr t€qqItI at qrqir.I trfr? oqr dqr{Eo qrftc

4 copics oI this order, bearing

(r{ ) sRTlrtT SIr{ {( 3firhrTIEId 4

(b)

(TI)

(c)

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

4 copics of the Application for Revision.

efur 
-&'

4

(q) , 1962 lqql&iUI il{
{{{l( (rgq1s elrr ffiq c-a cft{ 3{fl{ dT3fl a s D ooa qTa qEI qT(Fqs

E o1 oo CI,-(Fqq E\TR\rf, Gsr lfi CI{OT € fttskid ('f & d}q dr;l 63IT{{TKI'FI
a IIFIT rrqr qFn OTTFIT rEI]{.to (s {TRIchl t3n qTdI{I\roFqq o-csq€
dE} *)ats sqN, q sfTt qfr edTTI\rm eflqo at'sda Fqq d I oo o

(d) ch
ly may

fees forlei fe
for ri

LIdThe tca e thof Tepl 6R alcoPl' an devl en IIc t fo 02 0crng ympa otw
unH Cdr .1 on or Rs I 000 LIR c os cn ht LIo clsan nop( (-'r.h sCA (-' be u dn theer

Head oof ther t reu s and M scc aneo su temS be eth crng
rlSC (lb .t npre the uC S 9Itoms 2() as alTt c ednd n a Revi oSI it aC titi on t erhppli
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(o)

(q)

(d)
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amount of duty and interest demanded, fine or penalty levied is onc lakh rupees or less,
fees as Rs.200/- and if it is more than one, Iakh rupees, the fee is Rs.1000/-.

qas.2 3fi iiT 3|{I ftwq+r ai iii w en 3{Tdf,

{ilW ordr d d a dlql{-tr otR{ftqq $62 d Ertr 12e c (11 }. r{qrfir trfd d.s.-s A

dql{no, mq rflrq {@ cfr{ tq or erfl-o BiRro{uT & vctr FrgFdfBd qa q{ orfio or
vf,a a

, vffitr+<, ftqe Fl-ctRlrRW, 2'd Floor, Bahumali IJhr'. 'rr,

3|qfafl. 3€q{|qf4-380016
Nr. Girdhar Nagar Bridglr:, irs;rru,a.

Ahmedabad-380 016

, Ls62 d, ur{r 12e q (6) offirFr:: EI{T 129

g (1) & qfH erfro &'stq fts-frRd {i6 €rs di eftI-

Under Section 129 A 16l of the Customs Ac1., 1,962 an appeal under Sr', 'r rt 129 A (1) of the

Customs Acl, 1962 shall be accompanied 1:y a fee of -

€ q-fl dfqqe; o{rmrfi eKI qtq-r rrqJ qJ.i; i ir.{luI dq] OrTtqI

rrqr as et {Fc qiq sr{{ Frrq qr ss€ Fc d fr \ro EsR sqq.

where the amount of duty and i.nterest (iemanded and penalty l(r\ l

Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is five lakh rupees,

rupees;
qsqf*o qdi iit$i difl{c..a Eru rlirn rfqt qJa : I { ajl.i d2{i drlfql

rrqr es al roq qiq or{r Fqg € erF{o d am-q oqE qqrc ors € qli; -r * a}; qiq Ewr

€qg

Under section I29 (a) of tie said Act. every applicatioo m

Customs, Excise & Scr'.' j :c Tax Appellate
Tribunal, West Zonal Bc r, lr

t962

(a) r lrr' :rn-r' olficer of

r' .rs, ortc thousand

a t1 6qffi wdr difl{co silttoRl diir n'tu rrqt aJi'.; I { irlTcl iI2{T f,ryql

(s qfl rf,q rrERi orcl Fqq S edlo €l d; as ilsR {w'
e the amount of duty and interest riemanded and penalty 1cv l;., arn,r, officer of

l,rl(h r upees, tenstoms in the case to which the appeal relates is more than Ii:'

ousand rupees

]JS{-tr 1O% GIEI qt, s6i {@ qr {@ r.l,r , rit qs to./a

36 6g q. q6i $-as <s fi-ar fr t, 3{4d {€r qrgqr 
t

where the amount of duty and interest rlemanded and penaity L:r ' '

Customs 1n the case to which the appeal relates is more than fi\ ll

exceeding fifty lakh rupees, live thousand rupees ;

An appeal against this order sha.ll lie before tie Trib u:1al on pa,,rnent of 107o oI the dul,

sft erfi{iirrc qT{I 129

rto .nn?sr & fts ql rrafrd

FS) 3ifif, q1 esf6l rr or
E1i qrtrs.

rill.lcd \\'here duty

lr-r, anv officer of
r:-LrpLlrs but not

,riaii:t q7- (o)
'l qrlla : - .yqdr
I r';.{ fi rif,r'

,tl

";
!'

t

ade before the Appellatc'11iLli

(a) in an appeal for gralt of stay or for rectilication of mistake or for aJry other purposr'; < 

''

(b) for restoration of an appeal or ai applicatlon shall be accompa.nied by a fee of fi\r : ,
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In respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, ilr)-v porson aggrieved

by this order can file an appeal under Section 129 A(1) of the Custo::r: Ar:t. 1962 in form

C.A.-3 before the Customs, Excise and [iervice Tax Appellate 'friburrl at the following

address :

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

dtm{@, d,frq cotq {-@ E SEr F{ srfrfilq

B{fSmuT, qBf d-*qfr-d

(b)
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ORDEIT.IN-APPEAL

.. . )oal has been filed by M/s. Krishna Enterpnses, A-3/48, Sector-

8, Rohinr, l-. .rri-110085, (hereinafter referred to as the Appellant') in terms of

Sectiorr l lrr ,r;' rhe Customs Act, 1962, chalienging the Order-in-Original no.

MCH/i^'l)ili ..,,.:'1/169 tt2024-25 dated2L.1O.2024 (hereinafter referred to as 'the

impupllcr.: r....trr') issued by the Arlditional Commissroner, Customs House,

Mundrl (.:, .1..:r,rfter referred to as 'the adjudicating authority').

2. l'r:r:ts of the case, in brief, are that the appellant filed bill of entry

No 321:r[]!'r-l ..'rlcd 30.05.2019 (here inafter referred to as 'said bill of entries")

througi-r irs ,.,1.:r;lom Broker, for import of goods declared as 'STAINLESS STEEL

COLD I?(il-i- l,litCLE N,Il 1 GRADE 2r11" (hereinafter referred to as 'said goods)

falling ur,r.r:r' C'lH 7220 9090 of tbe Customs Tariff Act, 1975 availing the

benefit of ilr-. )io. 967(1) of Notificatic,n No. 046/2o11 dated O1.06.2011 on the

basis oi Cr:rr.i;ir::.ltc of Origin purporte dly rssued by the Ministry of International

Trade anrl In..:r.rstry, Malaysia. Details of the said bill of entry are as under:

Sr.

No.

Dill rii
Ilntrr, &
Da tc

345 [ie 7 1

clatc,-l

30.05.2019

Asscssable

Value
(INR)

55 R5 7q l/-

Description of
(ioods

STAINLESS

STEEL COLD

ROLL
CIRCLE MI 1

GRADE 201

coo
llefcren ce

No.

Name of
Supplier

2.1. Lcrtcr F. No. DIC/FTA/7O12O23-YTA Cell IV-O/o Pr COMMR-D

DELHI datcd 11.1O.2023 issued by Deputy Commissioner & OSD (Ce11-4), F"TA

Cell, Dircctoratc of International Customs, indicated that the importer

importcd 'SIi\INLESS STEEL CIRCLES' classifying the same :under CTH 7220

9090 through Malaysia and vioiating the Rules meant for Determination of

Origin of Goods under the Prefcrential Trade Agreement between the

Governmcnt of ASEAN and India Rules, 2009 in order to avail exemption from

paymcnt of Bz:sic Custom Duty. In view of the above mis-declaration by the

appellant, un<.lue benefit on the basis; of the preferential certificate of origin was

I

M/s. SETICA

INDUSTRI
SDN BHD

KL-2019-

At-21-
028784

dated

2t.05.2019

Page 4 of 11
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availed which resulted into misuse of the ttTA resulting in evasion of customs

duty.

2.2 In view of above, it appeared that the COO No. KL-2O19-AI-21-

028784 dated 21.O5.2O 19 issued in tht: name of supplier l.l / s SETICA

INDUSTRItrS SDN BHD was fake and was never issued by MI'i'I, Malaysia.

Thus, the COO certificate submitted by the importer to avail thc 'r;cncfit of Sr.

No. 967(I) of Notification No. 04612011 - Customs dated 01.06.11011, is not

authentic.

2.3 The details of the consignment and the amount of di:-t-":-cntial duty

as a result of producing the fake certificates of origin are as uncl'.::-:

Sr.

No.

BCD

@
1.50/o

SWS
(Ar0Y"

of
I]CD

41893

IGST

@r8o/r

1088391

Du tl,
Pr id

1005442

Diff.
Duty

543'77 6

B/E No. &
Date

55,85,1911-

Tottrl
duty

3458971

dated

30.05.2019

418934 15491 I i

(ll

In view of the above, it appeared that the importer had evadcll 1':' clt:;loms

duty to the tune of Rs. 5437761- by submission of fakc il;, 1'r;'1s{ COO

certificate.

2.4 Accordingly, vide Show Cause Notice was issued to tirr: erppcllant

to show cause with the proposals of:

a. Rejection of certificate of country of origin used for r""llmcrrt of

concessional rate of customs duty.

onfiscation of totai quantity of 544O1 KGS of goods lr'rvin11 total

essable value of Rs. 5585791/- (Rupees Fifty Five Lakl-rlr:' ilighty Five

ousands Seven Hundred and Ninety One Only) .r,'rrlarcd as

TAINLESS STEEL COLD ROLL CIRCLE MI 1 GRADD 2' i ' irnported

vide Bill of Entry no. 3458971dated 30-05-2019 under Sccrir>n 111 (m)

and 111 (o) of the Customs Act, 19621,.

c. Demanding differential duty of Rs.5,43,7761- under SecLi:r:r ' )(4) of the

Customs Act, 1962 along with applicable interest thercon ,: :r Scr:tion

28AA of the Customs Act, 7962

d. Imposrtion of penalty under Section 112(a)(ii) and/or' I I r.\ on the

i).

o
:::

Y
o

I

I

appellan t.

I'a,lc 5 of 1,1
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1:r;;r,... ..:,r of penalty under Section 114AA on the appellant

2.5 . -..;;scquently, the adjudicating authority passed the following

ordcr uitlr r, .rC to Appellant:

i. Hc r,;rl,:.... ; rcjcct/deny the benefit of Notification No.46l2Ol1-Cus dated

01.06.lt) i i, .. iLraended, under sr.no. 967(l) holding the COO Certificate No.

KL-2a',9,.1 .,- )28784 dated 21.05 2019 as not genuine for the reasons stated

in forr:, lr,r r iirs

ii. Hc or..r.... .oi- confiscation of tl-re goods declared as "STAINLESS STEEL

COLD lt(li-.. --,rt(ll-E MI 1 GRADE 201 having total assessable value of Rs-

55,85,79 1/- ,:iLrpees Irifty Lakhs Eillhty Five Thousand Seven Hundred Ninety

One Orl-i ) ir. ,-r:'rtcd vide Bill of Entry No. 3458971 dated 3O.O5.2O19 under

Sectioir i 1 ., rrnd 111(O) of the Customs Act, 7962. He imposed redemption

fine o; li,;. r . .. ..,,0O0 / - (Rupees five iakh Fifty Thousand only) under Section

125(1) ol tlrir .-lr,rstoms Act, 1962, in iieu of confiscation.

iii. I-lo or-cicr', : ro conlirm and reco'r'er the demand of differential duty of Rs.

5,43,7'i61' ..r.rpccs five lakh Fort.y Three Thousand Seven Hundred and

Sevr:nr'.' l.;;. . ..,..') under Section 28(,3) read with Section 28(4) of Customs Act,

1962.

iv. Hc confirrr-rcd and order to recover applicable interest on the differential duty

abovc undt:r "lcction 28AA of Customs Act, 1962.

v. FIc impr;r;.rrl a penalty of Rs. 5,43,776/- (Rupees five lakh Forty Three

Thousan<i llL:vcn Hundred and Severrty Six only) on the appellant under Section

114A of Cr.r:;i.l;rns Act 1962 .tr{l

vi. Hc lmpi) :;,:rl a penalty of Rs. 5O,0OO (Rupees Fifty thousand only)
v
q.

appcllzrnt ur.lcr Section 1 14AA of Customs Act, 1962.

vl1. Hc rlid rrol impose penalty under Section 112(a) ol the Customs Ac

on thc appcllirnt.

3. i.,cing aggrieved with the impugned order, the Appellant has fiied the

prescnt a1;;.;,ciil against the order passed by the Additional Commissioner,

I

Page 6 of 11
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Custom House, Mundra.

3.1 The Appellant maintains that the Certificate of Oriirn (COO) was

submitted in good faith and bona fide belief. At the time of import, thc document

was provided by the supplier and accepted as genuine by thc A;;g;cllant, who

lacked any specialized mechanism for inrlependent verification. It is further

argued that before tine 2O2O Customs Rules (CAROTAR) u'crc i:nplemented.

importers were largeiy dependent on suppli.er-provided documcnt.alion, :rnd the

Appellant acted without any intentional or l<nowing use of falsc clr'r:ttments.

3.2 The appeal challenges the leg,ality of confiscation rr:.r'lcr Scctions

111(m) and 111(o) for goods already clezrred for home const.rr r r'l.ion. Citing

precedents such as Bussa Overseas & Properties P. Ltd., thc A;;:rr'ilant.trgues

that once goods are cleared, they cease to be "imported goocis" r':rtlcr Scction

2(25) ar,d are no ionger physically available for confiscation. Ad': rionalll', the

Appellant contends there was no mis-declaration of material parl.ir'"i::rs (nature,

quality, or quantity) and that Section 1 1 1(o) is inapplicable as it t"r ':rily govcrns

the violation of post-import conditions.

3.3 Finally, the Appellant seeks to set aside furthcr' : rr:rltit:s and

redemption fines because the matter shor,rld be considercd lcJlr' . r:onclrrded.

Foliorving a notice from Mundra Customs on November 22,2O2 i, irc A1;;;cilant

tarily deposited the differential duty, interest, and a 157o pcI-:'riiv bcforc the

of a Show Causc Notice (SCN). Un,1er Section 28(5) ol Lirr' :rstotns Act,

11ant asserts that this voluntary compliance mandalr::; r:Ot:t:lLlsion

tter, rendering additional penalties under Sections I l.' ' and l14AA

tainable.S

4. Personal hearing was granteC to the Appellanl r" '-')''i)''2o25

following the principles of natural justice wherein Shri sachin.Ja:r:, '1,\ appcared

lor the hearing and re-iterated the submis;sions made at thc li: ,r1- fi1in51 the

appeal.

+,o

I'ailc 7 of 11
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DISCI I.:s.: . .TIn FINDINGS:

5.

p:}sr,;.1 i.

dcfci l r,i.r l)..1.

r:,I,.,c carefully gone :hrough the case records, impugned order

.: Additional Commissroner, Custom IJouse , Mundra and the

. . r ir by the Appellant in their appeal.

5.1 . ir:rvo meticulously examined the case records, the impugned

Ordc: i:r (.. :;rr1 (OIC), and the submissions made by the Appellant. The

procr:rirr: r.. i .i.)i-v recorded in the C)lO indicates that the Adjudicating Authority

schc:ri:r1r:i: : .,;onal hearings on t15.03.2024, 23.O4.2024, 12.O9.2024, and

07 .1O.2O2,1. . ,.r: lorve r authority hzrs categorically stated in Para 8 of the OIO

that tlrL: nr)i.. r l-ailcd to appear and failed to submit any defense. Consequently,

the <:.i:;c rr. . rlr:r:idccl ex-parte under the provisions of Section 722A of t}:,e

Custoin:; ,,- . .:lfi2. I-Iowever, the A.ppellant vide Annexure 8 to the appeal has

brouil)rr Iorl.: r:ompclling evidence, specifically an acknorvledgment receipt with

Inward DnLr'- -rc.r. 758 dated 21.O5.2024, which proves that a written reply to the

Shorr Cziusrr . .:;'.icc rvas indeed subrnitted to the department well before the final

hcari;;;1 cr:l . . 'i'his contradiction is not merely a clerical error but a substantive

failur-e of ii..r ,.::.judicatory process.

5.2 r'., n adjudication that proceeds on the false premise that "no defense

was filcd" is irihcrcntly biased and incomplete. The failure to include and analyze

thc rv:-it 1.r:n

depo s iL of cri

find i:-i;r:; ri,i r i,

5.3

specifir; "voluritary compliance" wir:rdow where, if the person chargeable with

duty pays tlir: amount along with interest and a 157o penalty before the service

of noticc (or rviLhin thirty days of such service), the proper officer "shall not serve

any not.icc" r,r, if already served, the proceedings "shall be deemed to be

concludcd." i:-r this case, the Appellant received a "consultative letter" on

22.11.2021, :rnd promptly deposited <16,44,9941- via TR-6 Challan on

23.12.2021. 'l'his payment explicitly included the differential duty, interest, and

the 15'% penalty as prescribed under Section 28(5). The Appellant,s repiy dated

2l.OS .2o24-*.hich the Adjudicating Authority claims was never filed-
containcd riicsc very details. By ignoring this reply, the lower authority

Page 8 of 11

:.rnd penalties-mearls that the Adjudicating Authority

bcing completely oblivious to the most significant facts

+

I ,
I'i irc most giaring issue in this appeal is the apparent

the provision-; of Scction 28(5) of the Customs Act, 1962. The statute
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erroneously proceeded to confirm a dem;end that might havc alrcady stood

"deemed to be concluded" by qperatlon of law. Confirming a 1OO9i lr"r'ra1ty under

Section 114A in an order where the 15% pr:nalty was already perirl nrc-SCN is a

direct violation of the legislative intent beLrind the settlement prr:..,::;ions ol the

Customs Act.

5"4 The concept of Natural Justicr: is not a "vague" or- f,r,rr1r.rct" lcgal

theory but a constitutronal mandate derived lrom Article 14 anr'l ,' ; :iclc 21. The

doctrine of Audi Alteram Partem requires [hat a party be givcrr r: ::rr::rninrlful"

opportunity to present its case. This "meaningfulness" is dr:: lr'oyed if the

authority ignores the written submissions already on its record. I1' ln authority

is empowered to pass an order that imposes a heavy finant:i:'l l-'.rrcicn, lhe

obligation to act fairly is at its highest. In the present casc, tl:l ' :"arri:rgc of

justice is evident: the Appellant is being penalized twice-onc<: " ::r'.;,tr-ii-\' :rnd

once through a confirmed demand-simpll' because the Adjudic::r' :'1 Authority

failed to read its own inward mail. The failure to provide a "spcll:' 'ordt:r' that

addresses the specific defenses raised by the Appellant (especill ':r: 
1;rc:-SCN

payment) renders the OIO lggally unsustainable.

tI

5.5 There is a profound distinction between a "wronll ri"

"wrong process." Whtle an appellate authority can often correct il .

on merits, a flawed process that excludes the Appellant's prim:r:'

be rectified at the source. Remanding the matter is nccess,' '

Adjudicating Authority has not yet exercised its jurisdictior r :

Appellant's actual defense. When an order is passed by "turninr: I

dence of payment, the integrity of th,: tax administration ir:

d in this case is not for "fi11ing up gaps" in the dcparl::

ring the Appellant's statutory right to a first-tier adjudit::"

ents are actually looked at.

5.6 The Adjudicating Authority's crnfirmed demancl fo:- ':

under Section 114,q appears to conflict wittr the lega1 status of t':::'

28(5) applies. The term "shall be deemed tc be concluded" creairr:

Once the 15% penalty is paid along wrth duty and interest, thr: lr

dispute no longer exists for further adjudication. By continui:r" I

and imposing a higher penalty, the Adjudir:ating Authority has :'"

(beyond its powers). This interpretation is supported by variou"

CBIC which encourage the closure of ca.';es through volur-rtl::-'

lower authoritv must, therefore, factualize whether the TR-6 chr:l

i':ron" Ltnd a

r.: q 11r:ci:-.ion

'l-'n:;c mtrst

''r:ausc the

'judgc" the

' i::-rd cyc to

:::r o:niscd.

-,..,-,, l,,rr

: ,. hr:rc thcir

' '''I1, p I'n:r1ty

: ii :^r:ct:on

,'
B1

t

l:r:ti r,.n

r:l;.;UmCS the

:rdjuclicate

r rll r;r vircs

l:::-s oI the

..rcnt.'ihe

submittcd
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F.No. S/49-328i CUS/MUN/2024-2s

....;rt correlates with the "consultative letter of 202 1. This

. . i:rctual in nature arrd belongs to the original jurisdiction of the

. : .'.ilority.

5. 7 . r' L: umrilative effect of the procedural errors-deciding the case ex-

palr'. . 1r. :.r.) receipt of the written defense, confirming a demand that was

likr:l, :.'.:ti, .:,r-SCN, and lmposing penalties that disregard statutory closure

pror,i:;; , n. . .l; to the inescapable conclusion that the impugncd order cannot

stan(1. 'lir .. .,. such an order to persist would be to condone a complete

brcalirlou r: .:c quzrsi-judictal process. The interest of justice demands that

thc c:r:;l i.. r:.r-r'rcd :o the Adjudicating Authority to be decided fresh, with all

relcvar'. cl... .,.-.. nts o:r the table anC after a physical l virtual hearing where the

Api-,,rll.:rt r:... - r:.':plain their complialrce with Section 28(5),

5.8 ,. Adjuclicating Authority has passed the order u'ithout having the

bcnclit oI L. .:; :rring ihe TR-6 challans, the consultative correspondence, and

thc spccili,.: .r.rr.rds raised in the Appellant's reply. Deciding the matter at this

stagc \. oL r.r. .. ...r'ivc the Appellant oI the first tier of meaningful adjudication on

thcsr: I..r:l. .

6. ... cxcrcise of the pouers conferred under Section 128,4. of the

Cuslorrs i'..,, I',62,1 pass the follovring order:

a.'i'hc r.lcr-in-Original No MCH/ADC/MKMl169l2024-25

2l . ) 
'.. 

. . . .,.1.1 is hereby set aside.

I;. 'l'hc ;..,r'.ir:r is remanded tc, the adjudicating authority for

a<ljuci:. rri.ion.

7. 'l'hc r... ...:al is allowed by way of remand.

j-'I fssrfra/nffESTED

fr,*
gdidT',S$PREH*TENDENT

rflar gas tarftan l ' 3rgsrara

CUSTOM. (APPE^LS), AHT,lED ABAD

F. No. S/4 ! :.2ulcus/MuN I 24-2+3: 
( t

By Spccd posL/l!-Mail

To,

M/s. Krisir r . '., ,.,r'r tcrpri ses,

A-3 I 4 8, Scr::.,i-ti, Rohini,
Delhi-1100i,r,.

UPTA)

Commi ssloner (Appeals),

Customs, Ahmedabad

Date:3O.01.2026
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F.No. 5/49-328/ CV!' t ' lt.lN 12024-25

Copy to:

g,." m. Chief Commissioner of Customs, Gujarat, Crr,.:r:n lIouse,
Ahmedabad.

2. The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Custom Housc .l'lr"'l:',r.
3. The Additional Commissioner of Customs, Custom Housc i ' r l:-zr.

4 . Guard File.

.'1. r..-,";.
"u,

-t;<pa'F-.'

i[.

\j
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