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qt vft w qfr + ffi sq-+.r t ft's tF fr A srfr t ffi' nrrT rr{ qrft ft4 rrqr t. '

This copy is granted free of cost for the private use of the per;on to whom it is issued

fiqrgw 3rfuft{q rgez ft qru rzs ff ff (1) (qfi
qrq-qt + sq;E t d-t qft q6 antvr i qqt fr qr{d

m$e t : q-&i + Bi<< qq-< rftEZriStr qft{ 1qr}fi
{i{-{ qr,f, Tt ffi' +1 s.l-0qrr qr*c< rq-c m rrt t
Under Section 129 DD(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amenrjed), in respect of the
following categories of cases, any person aggrieved by this orJer can prefer a Revisi

Application to The Additional Secretary/Joint Secretary (Revis on Application), lYinist
of Finance, (Departrnent of Revenue) Parliament Street, New )elhi within 3 months
from the date of communication ol- the order.

ffifua rqftre qrtqr/order relating to :

ii-s h sc t qr+rft-d dt qrq

any goods imported on baggage

rrrca t qrqr s(+ t( Ffr qrfl t qro rrifi Aft'{ cn<e t Tn+ rJ(q src r< so-rt r .rq

qrq qT Ts rr'{rq qr{ r< snt qri + frq qtfud qrq s lt { $i r{ qr sr .r<q sm q-<

s-f,lt qq rnq ft qr*r + qEft-6mv t rff fr.
any goods Ioaded in a conveyance for importation into India, t,ut which are not

unloaded at their place oFdestination in India or so much oftle quantity ofsuch goods

as has not been unloaded at any such destination if goods un oaded at such destination
are short of the quantity required to be unloaded at that destirration.

ffqrtrq qfuft{rr, 1962 + qeqrq x (qr sflt q#{ qrrg ,rg ffi' * a-W {-6 Errft ff
q-{E{ft.

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

made thereu nder.

STtqrr qTA<n q-a *rm ffi t frftffic xrsq fr 116 rcrr tn ffi r<rtd ve.ff

ft fiCrft at< w t ffc ffifuil firrsrd {qs A+ qrRS ,

The revision application should be in such form and shall be v€ rified in such

may be specified in the relevant rules and should be accompanied by :

ma nner a5

fr3 fr 116,1979 i r< {'.6 irtqff r } qdq ffid ftc rq ir{vq s( artcr +t a

yft-qt, ffi cr rfrt't qqrs tt ft qrqmq {-ot E+,-c crr A-{ srftc.

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

prescribed under Schedule 1 item 6 ofthe Court Fee Act, 1870,

irq-a q<rdt h effir+r qs qe urtn ft a cftci, cR d

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

5-r0qq+Rqertfiftayfuqt
4 copies of the Applrcation for Revision.

fts;il q-q rfi-(,

Tr{)qr r.1000/-(6qg g{
Yft-ci. cfr trs, firri.|qr
sq t t.zool- *< qfr a,-{

fee prescribed in the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended) for filing a Revision Application.

{rftB-o } q#{ ftfffrtu{ +Frfr +
Tffi( s'<n d fr sn qG{r ff $ft fi
dnm41 , ;1n rizrrrq, tr+s frqrol

n

5-+0qq m*<q <nr< r<i h ftq trimt-er qftftTq, r goz 1lqr {ciftO I
ffs,Ens,qffi dr< EfrE qd t cft$ h qd-q qmr t fr t. zoou -(sqq i tt
rrrt 1, i-m fr +rrcr d, t rq ftr+ Uq-drc h rqrFrfi Tdr{ z1.qR.o ff f
qFr, ({Trcr rrrrt Es ft trf$r qt{ 6cs cd vre qr vr} rr S fr t} ff{ }
t irB6 Afr ff'{ h sq t r.rooo/-

(d)
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The duplicate copy of the T.R.6 challan evidencing payment cf Rs.200/- (Rupees two i

Hundred only) or Rs.1,000/- (Rupees one thousand only) as 1:he case may be, under
the Head of other receipts, fees, fines, forfeitures and lYiscelllneous Items being thel
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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.lOOO/-.

--.,t.-,t

Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellat
Tribunal, West Zonal Bench

e

mr.t{-fr qeft{q, r.ec2 ff ET<r 12e g (6) t qfi-{, ff{rtro arftft{q, rgsz 6[ srcr rz

C (1) + qf{ irfrq * srv ffifua ge; {ltr A} qrRS-

An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 109o of the duty demand ed where duty

ss qftft{q ft ETrr 129 (C) + r<rtd Brfi-{ yrfufisr * rqw Err( r*+ qrir< rl- (

t-+ qrt$ * ftS Tr rr-dffi s1 WRt t ftq qr frffi erq ri-q+ + fiC ftS Tg Brftfi ,

ErsfEr (q) arftq qr Bfirifi c-{ frr e-FrFrf{ h ftq <rq-( sr+fi h mq qqt vt< rft rr q"+

',ii

3

1

4 tr< d. z + qtfl-{ (B-{ qr{fr + qqr"r qqrrrd*
"6;E 

t qfr +€ qft rs airtcr t

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 dt
the followinq address :

ffqqfdt, i;frq $.cr< q"+ a tm tt
3rmiiT qferrrnT, cf#r ffi{ ffa

qult rifr-{, q6{rff q"q, ft-r{ fti$.flrr
5q, 3rsra{r, q{q{r{r{-38001 6

2"d Floor, Bahu ma li Bhavan,

Nr.Gi;dhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,

Ahmedabad-380 016

(?fi) t (qfud qrqA + q'{i fttrr trr'qr{f6 qE rrft rm qifi rpqr trq st( qTv dfi s{TrqT

r[qT <s ft <+-q qi'q qrGr 6cg qr ssfr +-q d fr \.tr {srt tqg

iffi-{

(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 ru pees;

Gr)

(

qfi-{ t sRfutr rnri i s{t Gffi fr"{r{-6 qffi ET<r qirn rrqr {-6 qt{ qrET irqT qrrFnr

.rcT tis fi (frq qj'q qrcr 6cg t Erfud A ifrq eqt q={Rr nrTq t qBfi c fr il; riv 6rn
tcg

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;

ry q{q t qqRffi firTt + s-{i frrft ftqrtrs6 qffi dru qifi rsqr lI-tr qt( qTlr {n nr{rI{l

rin <s fi rdrr qqls crE scS t 3fifufi A fr; ee 6*rt wg.

(c)

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

(s) gq qr?sr h Bra 3{B{,{q } {rqi, {it.rC {q + *ro arar rG q{, qai {€ sr rf6 G € ft-cr" i l, qr ze *
?10i{Er Er} 'rr, sdt +rd 'is R'{r< + t, srfrq .,Tr qr.yn 

r

(d)

6

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

(a) in an appeal for grant of stay or for rectification of mistakq or for any other purpose; or

(b) for restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of fivettundred rupees

'trtr
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of the Customs Act, 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of -
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M/s. Radhey Fashion, Plot No. 344, 3,d Floor, New GIDC, Fulpadd

Katargam, Surat - 39S 008 (hereinafter referred to as ,,the 
Appellant,,) have filed thb

present appeal against the order - ln - original No. 28/MK-c/sRT/2021-22, dateb

24.11.2021 (herein after referred to as "the impugned order") passed by the Joirit

commissroner, customs surat (herern after referred to as "the ";rdjudicating auilrority,,).

2. Facts of the case, in brief, are that the Appellant had imported Capitql

Goods machinery, i.e., 02 sets of i.e., computerized Embroidery Machine, under Epcd
Licence No. 5230007793, dated 29.11.2010 having assessabte vatue of Rs. 52,20,488/-"

and by saving customs Duty amount of Rs. '18,28,194/- (Actual Duty Utilization of Rq.

9,31,910/-) under the cover of the below mentioned Bill of Entry a t a concessional rate olf

duty @ 3% by availing the benefit of exemption atailable under Notification No. 103/200

- Cus., dated 1 I .09.2009. The details of import are as per Table - I below:

TABLE .I
Sr
No

ToteLl Duty
Foregone /
Deb ted at
the time of
clea rance

ln Rs

9,3 '1 
,9 1 0/-

2.1 The Appellant had executed a Bond dated 3O.12.2O1Ofor Rs.46,00 Od0ii.-

along with Bank Guarantee No. scB/sURt11tBGt3111461, dated 29.12.2o1o"rorntin! 1:l

to Rs. 1,45,000/- issued by the Saraswat Co. Op. Bank Ltd, B/101, yash plaza, Groundl

Floor, Opp. Dhanmal Silk Mills, Varachha Main Road, Surat - 395C06 for EpCG Licence]

No. 5230007793, dated 29.11.2010. They had also undertaken to fulfilll the conditionsl

of the Bond, EPCG Licence No. 5230007793, dated 29.11.2010 irt lcD - Sachin, Surat.l

2.2 The said ,r"n,n"r, i.e., 02 sets of Capital gooris, i.e., ComputerizeOl.

Embroidery Machine imported.under the aforesaid EPCG Licence rruere installed.at Housei

No. P/343, 1st Floor, Backsrde, GIDC Katargam, Surat and as the Appellant was notl

registered with the central Excise department, they produced a copy of lnstallationl

Certificate daled 10.02.201 '1 issued by the.Chartered Engineer, t)r. p. J. Gandhi, Surat,'

who certified the receipt of the goods vide Bill of Entry No. 91 1/1Cr-1'l , dated 29.12.2010

on 01.01.201 1 and their complete installation on 27 .01.2011.

2.3 Aspertheconditionsof NotificationNo. 103i2009 Cus.,dated 11.09.2009, 
I

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 withih first t,lock of 1.rio 6rh years

and remaining 50% in second block of 7th to Bth years. Thr: EpcG Licence No.

Number of
machinery

cleared

Bank
Guarantee

Amount
(ln Rs.)

1,45,000;l- '

Duty saved /
available as per
EPCG Licence

(ln Rs.)

02908/10-11, dated
29 12.2010

18,28,194t-
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5230007793, dated 29.11.2010 was issued to the Appellant for a period of B years valid
t1upto28.11.2018andtheBonddated 

30.l2.2olowasexecutedforaperiodof 10years.

Accordingly, the Appellant was required to fulfilll export obligation within a period of B

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

pf "export obligation within the period as prescribed in the said Notification. since, the

IEPCG Li""n"" was issue to the Appellant on 29.1 1.2020, they were required to fulfill the

xport obligation by 28.11.2018 and submit the Export obligation Discharged certificate

ssued by the DGFT to Customs department

ssued to the Appellant requesting them to submit evidences regarding export to the

xtent of 50% of the total export obligation. The Appellant vide letter dated 08.03.2018

nformed that they have fulfilled 59466.60$ export obligation and going to fulfill the

alance as soon as possible and will complete the export obligation and submit the same

lHowever, no reply was received from the Appellant. Subsequenfly, letters dated

'A7 .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

€xport obligation. However, the letters were returned undelivered.

?.5 Letters dated 29.01 .2020 and 20.07 .2020 were issued to the Foreign Trade

lDevelopment 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 ln response, the Joint Director, Directorate

eneralof Foreign Trade, Surat vide letter dated 31.07.2020 informed that the Appellant

ad been issued Refusal Order. The DGFT clarified vide their email dated 21 .08 2020

t when the firms do not submit export documents, they issue Refusal Orders, i.e., they

put under defaulters list

ln view of the above, it appeared that the Appellant had failed to fu filll the

4

,.i4 r ort obligation as specified in the Licence and did not comply with the mandatory

condition of the Notification No. 103/2009 - Cus., dated 1 1.09.2009, the condition of

EPCG Licence and also the conditions of the Bond executed and furnished by them. The

Appellant neither produced the EODC issued by the DGFT, Surat nor could produce any

rdocuments showing extension granted by them for fulfillment of export obligation.

herefore, the Appellant was liable to pay Customs Duty of Rs. 9,3'1 ,9'10/- in respect of

the said imported goods read with the conditions of the said Notification read with

condition of the Bond executed by them read with Section 143 of the Customs Act, '1 962.

Further, ' the Bank Guarantee No. SCB/SURl11l9cl311/461, dated 29.12.2O1O

amounting to Rs. 1,48,000/- issued by the Saraswat Co. Op. Bank Ltd, B/ 10'1 , Yash Plaza,

Ground Floor, Opp. Dhanmal Silk lt/ills, Varachha Main Road, Surat - 395006 had been

ncashed for Rs. 2,82.2401 (along with FD lnterest) and deposited to Government

xchequer account vide TR-6 Challan No. 31/20-21, dated 02 06.2020. This amount was

e appropriated a

l"

E

otab gainst the recovery of the Appellant

Page 5 of 10
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Accordingly, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the Appellant, p.po.ir]S
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Customs Duty amounting to Rs. 9,31,910/- being the duty foregone at the time f
import under EPCG Licence shpuld not [e demanded an I recovered from the

along with interest in terms of Notificatron No. 1 03/2009-Ous., dated i 1 .09.20

as amended, read with the conditions of Bond executed and f

terms of Section '143 of the Customs Act, 1962 by enforcirrg the terms of the saip

Bond. Further, why the amount of Rs.2,82,2401 (along with FD lnterest) receivef

by encashin!; Bank Guarantee No. SCB/SURt11tBGt31'1/461, dated 29.12.201b

issued by the Saraswat Co. Op. Bank Ltd, Surat and deltosited in Government

Exchequer account vide TR-6 Challan No.31120-21 , dated 02.06.2020, should not

be appropriated and adjusted towards the duty liability as rrentioned above;

The imported Capital goods should not be held liable for corfiscation under Sectiof

1 1 1 (o) of the Customs Act, 1 962 read with the conditions of Bond executed irfr

terms of Section 143 of the Customs Act, 1962 read with Customs Notification No1.

'1 03/2009-Cus., dated 1 1 .09.2009 as amended from time kr time;

The benefit of concessional rate of duty @ 3% for :pCG Scheme unde

Notification No., 103/2009, dated 11.09.2009 on the inrported Computerize

Embroidery Machine imported in their name shouid not be denied;

Penalty should not be imposed under Section 112 (a) ai Section tll of tn

Customs Act, 1962;

urnish6d.by them ih

2.8 The Adjudicating Authority, vide the impugned orde', has passed order as .

detailed below

:i,r rii-:-i,., ,
He confirmed the demand of Customs Duty amounting to Rs. 9,3'1 ,g101 being thd '

duty foregone at the time of import of Capital Goods under tiPCG Lioence rn terms :

of Notification No. 103/2009-Cus., dated 11.09.2009 as arnended, read.with thel

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

recovered intermsof Section 143 of theCustomsAct, 1962 by enforcing the terms

of the above mentioned Bond. Further, he ordered that thr: Bank Guarantee No.

SCB/SUR/1 llBcl 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 abovb;

He confiscated the subject imported Capital goods under Section .l .1 1 (o) of the

Customs Act, 1 962 read with the conditions of Bond execu.ed in terms of Section

143 of the Customs Act, 1962 read with Customs Notificatior No. 103i200g - Cus.,

dated 1 1.09.2009, as amended from time to time;

He denied the benefit of concessional rate of duty @ 3ok for EpCG Scheme under,

Notificatron No. 103/2009-cus., dated 11.09.2009 on the irrported computerized

Embroidery [VIachine;

PaBe 6 of 10
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He imposed penalty of Rs. 9,3'1,9101 upon the Appellant under Section 112 (a)

of the Customs Act, 1962;

He imposed penalty of Rs. 1,00,000/- upon the Appellant under Section 117 of the

Customs Act, 1962;

p Being aggrieved with the impugned order passed by the adjudicating

authority, the Appellant have filed the present appeal. The Appellant have, inter-alia,

raised 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,

daled 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.:

F No interest and penalty should be demanded since they have followed all the

rules and regulations by obtaining necessary EO extension from the DGFT,

Su rat,

..L*: Since, they Were able to export only 34.68% they applied under the Amnesty

Scheme as per PN No. 212023, dated 01 .04.2023 and had submitted the request

to the DGFT, Surat on 28.12.2023:

Irl

+.

4
The Appellant vide letter dahed28.04.2025 (received on 02.05.2025) have

itted that they have submitted prescr:ibed documents for EODC against EpCG

Authorization No. 5230007793, dated 29.11.2020 to the DGFT, Surat and they have

issued the EoDC letter daled 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.

02/202.3 dtd. 01 .04.2023 for one time settlement default in EO with payment of CD+lnt.

Rs. 7 481 95/- (465955+282240)"

3.2 The Advocate vide his email dated 13.05.2025 has informed that since he

was not well and due lo unavoidable circumstances, the appeal was not filed within

. statutory time limit of 60 days as prescribed under Section 128 (1) of the Customs Act,
'1 962. Hence, the Advocate has been requested to condone the delay of 01 (one) day

in filing the present appeal sympathetically.

Personal hearing in the matterwas held on 07.O5.2025 in virtual mode. Shri

ikhil Jacob Parapurathu, Advocate appeared for hearing on behalf of the Appellant He

e submissions made in the appeal memorandum. He further submitted that

N

[eiteratedt

v
Page 7 of 10
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i

the EoDC have been regularized under Amnesty scheme issued from the office of tie
Joint DGFT, surat on 27.02.202s. The copy of the same was submitted to Appellaie

Authority and ICD - Sachin on 02.05.2025 and 05.05.2025 respectively.

DISCUSSION & FINDINGS:

I have carefully gone through the appeal memoran lum as well as records
E

of the case and the sub"nission made on behalf of the Appella rt during the course

hearing. The issue to be decided in the present appeal is whetlrer the impugned ord

,f

I

passed by the adjudicating authority disallowing the benefit of cc ncessional rate of d

under Notification No 103/2009 - Cus , dated '1 '1.09.2009, confirnring the demand of d

along with interest, confiscating the capital goods under section 111 (o) of the custom

Act, 1962 and imposing penalty'upon the Appellant under Secticns 112 (a) and 1fi lt
I

the customs Act, 1962, in the facts and circumstances of the cast:, is legal and proper 
Qr

otherwise.

6.'1 lt is observed that the Appellant has paid an amour,t of Rs. 4,65,0001 and

further the Bank Guarantee Amount of Rs.2,82,240/- have be,en encashed, thereby

fulfilling the requirement of pre-deposit of filing the appeal as envisag ed under the Section

129 E of the Customs Act, 1 962

6.2 lt is further observed that there is a delay of 0'1 (onq) day in filing the pr"r"nf
appeal. ln this regard, it is relevant to refer the legal provisions gouerning filing an appeaf

before the commissioner (Appeals) and his powers to condone thr: delay in filing appealj

beyond 60 days. Extracts of relevant Section 12B of the Customs Act, 1g6|-ar

I

SECTION 1 28. Appeals to [Commissioner (Appeals)]. 
- (1 ) Any person aggrieveQ ;:, ,

by any decision or order passed under this Act by an officer of customs lower in rantl :: ,

than a [Principal Commissioner of Customs or Commissioner of Customs] mqy
appeal to the [Commissioner (Appeals)] [within sixty daysl from the date of the
communication to him of such decision or order.

[Provided that the Crsmmissioner (Appeals) may, if he ls satisfled that the appellant,
was prevented by sufficient cause from presenting the appe'al within the aforesaid
period of sixty days, allow it to be presented within a further period of thirty days.l

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 days;, he can allow it to be

presented within a further period of 30 days.

6.2.3 ln light of the above provisions of law and considering the submissions of
the Appellant and also considering the fact that the appeal has ber-'n filed within a further

\-.,
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eriod of 30 days, I allow the condonation of delay in filing the appeal, taking a lenient

iew in the interest of justice in the present appeal.

hat the Offic

It is observed that the Appellant have during the personal hearing submitted

e of the Joint Directorate General of Foreign Trade, Surat vide letter dated

,a

t,

27.02.2025 have regularized the EPCG EODC in respect of Licence No 5230007793,

dated 29.'1 1.2010 under Amndsty Scheme as per P.N 2, dated 01 .04.2024 and the copy

of the same was submitted to the appellate authority and ICD - Sachin on 02.05.2025

and 05.05.2025 respectively. However, it is observed that these facts have been brought

before 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

ineeds verification from the original case records.

B. . ln view of the above, I find that remitting the present appeal to adjudicatlng

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

the present appeal on record, and following principles of natural justice, has become sine

qua non to meet the ends of justice. Accordingly, the case is remanded back to the

djudicating authority, in terms of sub-section (3) of Section 12BA of the Customs Act,

962, for passing a fresh order by following the principles of naturaljustice. ln 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 Lld. 12020 (374) E.L.T. 552 (Bom.)l and Judgments of Hon'ble Tribunals in

case of Prem Steels Pvt. Ltd. [2012-TIOL-1 317-CESTAT-DEL] and Hawkins Cookers ltd.

12012 (284) E.L.T.677 (Tri -Del)l 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.

o ln view of above, I set aside the impugned order and allow the appeal filed
'by the Appellant by way of remand to the adjudicating authority for passing fresh order

after considering the submissions made by the Appellant. The Adjudicating Authority

shall exaniine the available facts, documents, submissions and issue speaking order

afresh following principles of natural justice and legal provisions.

The appeal preferred by the Appellant is allowed by way of remand01

li:I1

i

Commissioner (Appeals),l(f.tlrci-\J/A TTE S+E D r
))Z 

=" customs' Ahmedabad

7/
F. No. 5/49-406 I CU S I AHD I 2023-24 EI&ef,-6/SUPRERINTENDENT

**er qp t Jr+cs), 3{F{rdmr{.

o 
ausiot\1s (APPEALS), AHMEOABAD

(Amit Gu ta)

Date: 14.05.2025
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To,

M/s. Radhey Fashion,

Plot No. 344, 3'd 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

s / 4e -4c6 / cus / AHD I 2023-24

+ hr9-

I

I

ffi#r

-(

o

2
a

4

The Chief Commissioner of Customs Gujarat, Custom Hor_se, Ahmedabad.
The Principal. Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, l\hmedabad.
The ;e;n1 Commissioner o? Customs, Customs House, Surat.

'Guard File.
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