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7% 9ia 97 =fr & st s & g gqwe & & ot & s @i g o T mar 2|

This copy is granted free of cost for the private use of the person to whom it is issued.

drrges wfBfEm 1962 F wrw 120 A H (1) (@ FMB) F sftr FRufarda A0ET &
AT F wEE A AE ARG T ARG T qUN FT Agd WgH TG @r of 9 answ fi R f
it & 3 #7E F s ax wia/dge afe  (emEe @9, fiw demew, (oee R
wag arf, 7§ Reeht & rltenr srder weqe W ww § |

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 Revisign
Application to The Additional Secretary/Joint Secretary (Revision Application), Minist
of Finance, (Department of Revenue) Parliament Streeh New Delhi within 3 months

from the date of cormmunication of the order.

Rufafae aw=ffag smea/Order relating to :

(& (

e F w7 # amrfaa w5 are.

(a) lany goods imported on baggage '

(G(iwﬁmma%ﬁmﬁmwaﬁmmﬁmvmmmmamﬁ

AT AT 6 TS W 9T IER G F g A3 AW S@R 4 T 9 AT 39 TS o W
IAX TC AT H ArAT F afArg wver & wf gL

"|any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but which are not

(b) !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. !

(r( | Farges afafRaw, 1962 % gy X 99T 39% FfiF gAQ U R F agd gow ot |

‘ HETIAT. l
| (¢) |Payment of drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules |
' made thereunder. ! *

.3 | gdEer smded v ®ww Rymred § AR s & awge @ @ fes st sed 9y
it sreft six ww F vy Ruffes swome @@ = 3Ry - _
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 : i
;(q:) FE Y T, 1870 ¥ HT H.6 AqgeAl 1 ¥ aehw el g 7 sgaw @ Ay f g |
Fti) A
| yfaar, fredt v afr & guaw 8 i e goF v @ g =ik, 'EY 4
' (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.
l =
| g) | g AVl & FwraT 9T W aew i 4 wiaai, I gr
(

(b) | 4 copies of the Order-in-Original, in addition to relevant documents, if any
|
@M | T ¥ g waew @ 4 st

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

() | L sraes arg< Fa & fore daryes afafRgw, 1962 (gar ¥nfRe) # Ruffa festew afw, |

e, zvs, =it o Ry 7St % ot ¥ o amar & & = 200/-(F7 Y & A0AT %.1000/- (F7T TH EAL
| ), &7 ot AT |1, | ' Paw AT & waTios 9w €6 i wiaat. i qew, wi T
TS, FATYT 79T &2 it T X T UF 7@ 37 398 F9 g a7 QF i F 7 F €.200/- #X g2 wF e
& Ffe g a1 g F =7 F €.1000/-

(d)

The duplicate copy of the T.R.6 challan evidencing payment ¢f 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 |

- I QRS

fee prescribed in the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended) for filing a Revision Application.
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P j or less, fees as Rs.200/- and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee is Rs.1000/-.

If the amount of duty and interest demanded, fine or penalty levied is one lakh rupees|
i
|
|

DT |4 [wm . 2 % T qfew wmet § awmar o amet ¥ aeew ¥ afe 91 s=ne 5@ onew @
! mwm@ﬁ%ﬁmaﬁﬁwwazﬁmugqm%mﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂ’r.q.-;
3 ¥ drrges, ¥ IR gew AT q9T w i sfdwor F g Rufafe 9@ woafie
F THT § ||

 dgyr ! 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 : |

HATqes, FET IS qoF T FAT H Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate
yfifeg srfeseo, gfandft 8w O Tribunal, West Zonal Bench

e . | qadr #fyw, agaTet waq, A e 2" Floor, Bahumali Bhavan,
T, AHILAT, FAGHEIATS-380016 Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,

Ahmedabad-380 016
R el 5. | diwrges sfafRgw, 1962 &t T 129 T (6) ¥F e, dwrgew swfRfAgw, 1962 Y g 129
v Mhagp . . .
Ry v T (1) ¥ ofiw arflw ¥ amw PwffRe g dor 8 TRe-

v oalill 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 -
S (F) | Ffe & gafyg g & s T foges sf@erd grr gtm w@r g ) =T qur e
o | . T &€ ft WH T 1@ FIC IT IGW FH G 91 TH gATC 9T

!

| (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;

after & grafag s § sgr 0 darges sl gro aivm @ geF SR =T T ST
T g AT W AN W w9 Aw g A @y v W & @fw T @ o owiw g
31y !

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of
Customs in the case to which the appeal relates js more than five lakh rupees but not

exceeding fifty lakh rupees, five thousand rupees ; :

Ffiw ¥ vl g & wgi B dhges afF g=r AT T qeF ) =T 9T @t
TIT € T THA YETH 9@ €9C § AfOw g ), @ WK €9U.

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

|
() = wWewr F faEs @it ¥ oame, rrmrrwslﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁowernrw mmmmn?ﬁﬁa—r?ﬁé,n"rW?r [
L1093T FA UT, WEl FAd A2z fAmw § g, wfiw =y s ]

i1 (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. .waﬁﬁwwﬁmlzg(mﬁimmﬁﬂm%mwmaﬁﬁw— (F)
T amee F g a7 =fdat #F g & g ar ff s waiee F g g g afie @ -
W(ﬁ)mmaﬁﬂﬁﬂmﬁﬁ%ﬁqmmﬂm%waﬁﬁmwwﬁ

daw g TRy,

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

L

(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.

| |
S Reies | _ | . ]

O R
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Order-In-Appeal

M/s. Radhey Fashion, Plot No. 344, 3 Floor, New GIDC, Fulpada,
Katargam, Surat — 395 008 (hereinafter referred to as “the Appellant”) have filed the
present appeal against the Order — In - Original No. 28/MK/JC/SRT/2021-22, dated
24.11.2021 (herein after referred to as “the impugned order”) passed.by the Joint
Commissioner, Customs, Surat (herein after referred to as “the “adjudicating aufhority").

2. _ Facts of the case, in brief, are that the Appellant had imported Capital
Goods machinery, i.e., 02 sets of i.e., Computerized Embroidery Machine, under EPCG
Licence No. 5230007793, dated 29.11.2010 having assessable value of Rs. 52,20‘488/L=
and by saving Customs Duty amount of Rs. 18,28,194/- (Actual Duty Utilization of Rs,
9,31,910/-) under the cover of the below mentioned Bill of Entry al a concessional rate of
duty @ 3% by availing the benefit of exemption available under Notification No. 103/2009
- Cus., dated 11.09.2009. The details of import are as per Table - | below:

TABLE - |
Sr. | Bill of Entry No. & Number of Duty saved / Total Duty Bank
No. ~ Date machinery available as per | Foregone / Guarantee |
cleared EPCG Licence Debited at Amount i
(InRs.) the time of (InRs.) _
clearance A e
(InRs.) ' o A N
1. | 908/10-11, dated 02 18,28,194/- 9,31,910/- | 1,45,000/- / {*. .o
i 29.12.2010 ~ | e
2.1 The Appellant had executed a Bond dated 30.12.2010 for Rs. 46,00,00/(3{5;‘;

along with Bank Guarantee No. SCB/SUR/11/BG/311/461, dated 29.12.2010 amountin@’}I
to Rs. 1,45,000/- issued by the Saraswat Co. Op. Bank Ltd, B/101, Yash Plaza, Ground
Floor, Opp. Dhanmal Silk Mills, Varachha Main Road, Surat — 395006 for EPCG Licencg

No. 5230007793, dated 29.11.2010. They had also undertaken to fuffilll the conditions

of the Bond, EPCG Licence No. 5230007793, dated 29.11.2010 at ICD — Sachin, Surat.

22 The said machinery, i.e., 02 sets of Capital goods, i.e., Computerized|
Embroidery Machine imported under the aforesaid EPCG Licence were installed at House!
No. P/343, 1* Floor, Backside, GIDC Katargam, Surat and as the Appellant was not|
registered with the Central Excise department, they produced a copy of Insta[lationl_
Certificate dated 10.02.2011 issued by the- Chartered Engineer, Dr. P. J. Gandhi, Surat,'
who certified the receipt of the goods vide Bill of Entry No. 911/10-11, dated 29.12.2010
on 01.01.2011 and their complete installation on 27.01.2011.

2.3 As per the conditions of Notification No. 103/2009 - Cus., dated 11.09.2009, |
the Appellant was required to fulfilll the export obligation on FOB basis equivalent to Eight|
times the duty saved on the goods imported as specified on the Licence and
Authorization, within a period of Eight years from the date of issuance of EPCG Licence
or authorization, i.e., complete 50% export obligation within first block of 1¢t to 6t years
and remaining 50% in second block of 7" to 8" years. The EPCG Licence No.

\-/ . Pagedof10 |
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©230007793, dated 29.11.2010 was issued to the Appellant for a period of 8 years valid
iupto 28.11.2018 and the Bond dated 30.12.2010 was executed for a period of 10 years.
Accordingly, the Appellant was required to fuffilll export obligation within a period of 8
years from the date of EPCG Licence as per the condition laid down in the Notification
and EPCG Licence itself. The Appellant was also required to produce proof of fulfilment
of ‘export obligation within the period as prescribed in the said Notification. Since, the
EPCG Licenbe was issue to the Appellant on 29.11.2020, they were required to fulfill the
export obligation by 28.11.2018 and submit the Export Obligation Discharged Certificate
Issued by' the DGFT to Customs department. -

,.:,,:, 2.4 On completion oleir'st Block of 1 — 6 years, a letter dated 12.02.2018 was

—ww jssued to the Appellant requesting them to submit evidences regarding export to the
© extent of 50% of the total export obligation. The Appellant vide letter dated 08.03.2018

informed that they have fulfilled 59466.60$ export obligation and going to fulfill the
.ibalance as soon as possible and will complete the export obligation and submit the same.
However, no reply was received from the Appellant. Subsequently, letters dated
07.02.2020, 21.02.2020 and 28.07.2020 were issued to the Appellant requesting them to
furnish the copy of EODC or any extension issued by the DGFT, Surat for fulfillment of
export obligation. However, the letters were returned undelivered.

%.5 Letters dated 29.01.2020 and 20.07.2020 were issued to the Foreign Trade
!Development Officer, DGFT, Surat requesting to provide the present status of the Licence
_" nd inform whether the Appellant had approached' their office for granting further
xtension for fulfillment of export obligation In response, the Joint Director, Directorate
*: :“ ' eneral of Forefgn Trade, Surat vide letter dated 31.07.2020 informed that the Appellant

:' *: had been issued Refusal Order. The DGFT clarified vide their email dated 21.08.2020
; _"f iﬁ? t when the firms do not submit export documents, they issue Refusal Orders, i.e., they
"“'\“(9‘} put under defaulters list.

oo ‘{) In view of the above, it appeared that the Appellant had failed to fulfilll the
xport obligation as specified in the Licence and did not comply with the mandatory
ol condition of the Notification No. 103/2009 - Cus., dated 11.09.2009, the condition of
EPCG Licence and also the conditions of the Bond executed and furnished by them. The
;Appellant neitherlproduced the EODC issued by the DGFT, Surat nor could produce any
:documents showing extension granted by them for fulfillment of export obligation.
Therefore, the Appellant was liable to pay Customs Duty of Rs. 9,31,910/- in respect of

condition of the Bond executed by them read with Section 143 of the Customs Act, 1962.

r F
TEORe i
1
s

WC .Further. “the Bank Guarantee No. SCB/SUR/11/BG/311/461, dated 29.12.2010
s amounting to Rs. 1,48,000/- issued by the Saraswat Co. Op. Bank Ltd, B/101, Yash Plaza,

\Ground Floor, Opp. Dhanmal Silk Mills, Varachha Main Road, Surat — 395006 had been
Eencashed for Rs. 2,82.240/- (along with FD Interest) and deposited to Government

- e Exchequer account vide TR-6 Challan No. 31/20-21, dated 02.06.2020. This amount was
ltabie to Qe appropriated against the recovery of the Appellant.
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|
Accordingly, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the Appellant, proposing

as to why:

2.8

I,

W\
S
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Customs Duty amounting to Rs. 9,31,910/- being the duty foregone at the time of

import under EPCG Licence should not he demanded and recovered from thes
along with interest in terms of Notification No. 103/2009-Cus., dated 11.09.200
as amended, read with the conditions of Bond executed and furnishéd by them iln
terms of Section 143 of the Customs Act, 1962 by enforcirg the terms of the saitl
Bond. Further, why the amount of Rs. 2,82,240/- (along with FD Interest) received
by encashing Bank Guarantee No. SCB/SUR/11/BG/311/461, dated 29.12.2010
issued by the Saraswat Co. Op. Bank Ltd, Surat and deposited in Government
Exchequer account vide TR-6 Challan No. 31/20-21, dated 02.06.2020, should not
be appropriated and adjusted towards the duty liability as rmentioned above;

The imported Capital goods should not be held liable for corfiscation under Sectior:l
111 (o) of the Customs Act, 1962 read with the conditions of Bond executed ir’i1
terms of Section 143 of the Customs Act, 1962 read with Customs Notification No.
103/2009-Cus., dated 11‘.09.2009 as amended from time to time;
The benefit of concessional rate of duty @ 3% for EPCG Scheme under
Notification No. 103/2009, dated 11.09.2008 on the imported Computerizec
Embroidery Machine imported in their name should not be denied;

Penalty should not be imposed under Section 112 (a) a1d Section 117 of the
Customs Act, 1962: _ -'

i.
1
|

LD
¥

He confirmed the demand of Customs Duty amounting to Rs. 9,31,910/- being the:' =

duty foregone at the time of import of Capital Goods under EPCG Licence in terms

of Notification No. 103/2009-Cus., dated 11.09.2009 as amended, read with the

conditions of Bond executed along with interest and orclered the same to be .

recovered in terms of Section 143 of the Customs Act, 1962 by enforcing the terms
of the above mentioned Bond. Further, he ordered that the Bank Guarantee No. :
SCB/SUR/11/BG/ 311/461, dated 29.12.2010 issued by the Saraswat Co. Op.|
Bank Ltd, Surat be encashed and appropriated and adjusted towards the duty‘-
liability as mentioned aboveé: ~ |
He confiscated the subject imported Capital goods under Section 111 (o) of thei
Customs Act, 1962 read with the conditions of Bond executed in terms of Section'
143 of the Customs Act, 1962 read with Customs Notification No. 103/2009 - Cus.,
dated 11.09.2009, as amended from time to time;

He denied the benefit of concessional rate of duty @ 3% for EPCG Scheme under

Notification No. 103/2009-Cus., dated 11.09.2009 on the imported Computerized
Embroidery Machine: '

!

§
i »

x

The Adjudicating Authority, vide the impugned orde-, has passed order é_,té =B V&
detailed below: . \
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iv. He imposed penalty of Rs. 9,31,910/- upon the Appellant under Section 112 (a)

of the Customs Act, 1962;
v. Heimposed penalty of Rs. 1,00,000/- upon the Appellant under Section 117 of the
Customs Act, 1962;

Being aggrieved with the impdgned order passed by the adjudicating

SR R ;
J:h:- uthority, the Appeliant have filed the present appeal. The Appellant have, inter-alia,
- aised various contentions and filed detailed submissions as given below in support of
heir claims: ) '
!
\ »  That they had imported Capital goods under EPCG Licence No. 5230007793,
| dated 29.11.2010. Since, they could not export the goods within the EO period,
they got the EO period extended upto 10 years after paying all the required
composition fees and further requested to grant two more years by paying 50%
, of the duty saved value of Rs. 4,65,955/- as per Para 5.11 of the Hand Book
| 2009-14.;
! »  No interest and penalty should be demanded since they have followed all the
'- rules and regulations by obtaining necessary EO extension from the DGFT,
: Surat;
; % @Sincé, they were ablelto export only 34.68% they applied under the Amnesty

\ - ol . o\ Scheme as per PN No. 2/2023, dated 01.04.2023 and had submitted the request
P < "’\}No the DGFT, Surat on 28.12.2023;

1 / The Appellant vide letter dated 28.04.2025 (received on 02.05.2025) have
mitted that they have submitted prescribed documents for EODC against EPCG
Authorization No. 5230007793, dated 29.11.2020 to the DGFT, Surat and they have
issued the EODC letter dated 27.02.2025. The Appellant have further submitted that
their case was regularized as per PN 2, dated 01.04.2025 under Amnesty Scheme.
The Appellant also submitted copy of letter dated 27.02.2025 issued the FTDO, DGFT,
Surat stating that “EPCG EODC regularized under Amnesty Scheme as per P.N.
02/2023 dtd. 01.04.2023 for one time settlement default in EO with payment of CD+Int.

Rs. 748195/- (465955+282240)”

-

3.2 The Advocate vide his email dated 13.05.2025 has informed that since he
was not well and due to unavoidable circumstances, the appeal was not filed within

_statutory time limit of 60 days as prescribed under Section 128 (1) of the Customs Act,
1962. Hence, the Advocate has been requested to condone the delay of 01 (one) day
in filing the present appeal sympathetically.

ERSONAL HEARING:

Personal hearing in the matter was held on 07.05.2025 in virtual mode. Shri

iNikhiI Jacob-Parapurathu, Ad_vocate appeared for hearing on behalf of the Appellant. He

reiterated the submissions made in the appeal memorandum. He further submitted that
|

e\
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the EODC have been regularized under Amnesty Scheme issued from the Office of the

|
Joint DGFT, Surat on 27.02.2025. The copy of the same was submitted to Appellate
Authority and ICD — Sachin on 02.05.2025 and 05.05.2025 respectively.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS: '

5. I have carefully gone through the appeal memorandum as well as records

of the case and the submission made on behalf of the Appellant during the course of
hearing. The issue to be decided in the present appeal is whether the impugned order
passed by the adjudicating authority disallowing the benefit of ccncessional rate of du

under Notification No. 103/2009 - Cus., dated 11.09.2009, confirming the demand of dut
along with interest, confiscating the Capital goods under Section 111 (o) of the Customs
Act, 1962 and imposing penalty upon the Appellant under Secticns _1 12 (a) and 117 c%f
the Customs Act, 1962, in the facts and circumstances of the case, is legal and proper or
otherwise. - '

6.1 It is observed that the Appellant has paid an amourit of Rs. 4,65,000/- and
further the Bank Guarantee Amount of Rs. 2,82,240/- have been encashed, thereby
fulfilling the requirement of pre-deposit of filing the appeal as envisaged under the Section
129 E of the Customs Act, 1962. |
|
6.2 Itis further observed that there is a delay of 01 (one) day in filing the presen
before the Commissioner (Appeals) and his powers to condone the delay in filing appeal

beyond 60 days. Extracts of relevant Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962.ar
reproduced below for ease of reference: &

appeal. Inthis regard, it is relevant to refer the legal provisions governing filing an appe J

SECTION 128.  Appeals to [Commissioner (Appeals)]. — (1) Any person ag’gn'eved’ i )

L'

by any decision or order passed under this Act by an officer of customs lower in rank =

than a [Principal Commissioner of Customs or Commissioner of Customs] may

appeal to the [Commissioner (Appeals)] [within sixty days] from the date of the:
communication to him of such decision or order.

[Provided that the Commissioner (Appeals) may, if he is satisfied that the appellant
was prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the appeal within the aforesaid
period of sixty days, allow it to be presented within a further period of thirty days.] |

6.2.2 Section 128 of the'Customs Act, 1962 makes it clear that the appeal has to
be filed within 60 days from the date of communication of order. Further, if the
Commissioner (Appeals) is satisfied that the appellant was prevented by sufficient cause
from presenting the appeal within the aforesaid period of 60 day\, he can allow it to be
presented within a further period of 30 days. : f

6.2.3 In light of the above provisions of law and considering the submissions of !
the Appellant and also considering the fact that the appeal has been filed within a further

A\r'\ﬂ
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il period of 30 days, | allow the condonation of delay in filing the appeal, taking a lenient
S view in the interest of justice in‘the present appeal.

7. Itis observed that the Appellant have during the personal hearing submitted |
&hat the Office of the Joint Directorate General of Foreign Trade, Surat vide letter dated |
27.02.2025 have regularized the EPCG EODC in respect of Licence No. 5230007793,
dated 29.11.2010 under Amnésty Scheme as per P.N 2, dated 01.04.2024 and the copy
fof the same was submitted to the appellate authority and ICD — Sachin on 02.05.2025
jand 05.05.2025 respectively. However, it is observed that these facts have been brought |
Ibefore the appellate authority for the first time and the adjudicating authority had no
occasion to consider the same. Hence, the eligibility of the Appellant to Amnesty Scheme

| o :
needs verification from the original case records. 1

8. In view of the above, | find that remitting the present appeal to adjudicating

e authority for passing fresh order, after taking the submissions made by the Appeliant in

-n.i *.-t— vy - 7
i the present appeal on record, and following principles of natural justice, has become sine |
A gua non to meet the ends of justice. Accordingly, the case is remanded back to the |

Iadjudicating authority, in terms of sub-section (3) of Section 128A of the Customs Act,

1962, for passing a fresh order 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. [2020 (374) E.L.T. 552 (Bom.)] and Judgments of Hon'ble Tribunals in
case of Prem Steels Pvt. Ltd. [2012-TIOL-1317-CESTAT-DEL] and Hawkins Cookers Itd.
[2012 (284) E.L.T. 677 (Tri.-Del)] holding that Commissioner (Appeals) has power to
;remand the case under Section — 35A (3) of the Central Excise Act, 1944 and Section — ;
!128A (3) _of the Customs Act, 1962.
|

9 In view of above, | set aside the impugned order and allow the appeal filed

b v

~=www by the Appellant by way of remand to the adjudicating authority for passing fresh order

— Ilai‘ter considering the submissions made by the Appellant. The Adjudicating Authority
,
ishall examine the available facts, documents, submissions and issue speaking order

‘afresh following principles of natural justice and legal provisions.
i

10. The appeal preferred by the Appellant is allowed by way of remand.

A

I Commissioner (Appeals),
o "ﬂA'j_;&"ﬁlD Customs, Ahmedabad

F. No. S/49-406/CUS/AHD/2023-24  arefiarms /SUPRERINTENDENT Date: 14.05.2025

h s i e (anftes), sreweran.
- CUSTOMS (APPEALS), AMMEDABAD
SLIE R =
.o '
[ 2R
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By Registered Post A.D / X

&

To,

M/s. Radhey Fashion,
Plot No. 344, 3" Floor,
New GIDC,

Fulpada, Katargam,
Surat — 395 008

Shri Nikhil Jacob Parapurathu
Advocate

375, Belgium Square,

Delhi Gate, Ring Road,

Surat — 395 003

Copy to:

"Guard File.

The Chief Commissioner of Customs Gujarat, Custom Hotse, Ahmedabad.
The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Ahmedabad.

The Joint Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Surat. |

S/49-406/CUS/AHD/2023-24
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