
Under Section 129 DD(l) ofthe
cases. any person aggrieved bY t

Secretary ( Revision APPlication
Delhi wilhin.l months tionl th(

Customs Act, 1962 (as ame

his order can prefer a Revisi

). Ministry of Finance. (Dep

date of conrmunication ol-th

rder relating to

F.No. S/49- I04/CUSi AHD/2024-15

nded), in respect ofthe following categories of
on Application to The Additional Secretary./Joinl

artment of Revenue) Parliament Street. Ne$'

e order.

s/4 9-'l 04/c u s I AHD 12024 -25

AHD.CUSTM.OOO.APP-46.25.26

SHRI AMIT GUPTA

Commissioner oi Customs (Appeals).

AHMEDABAD

27.05.2025

I7.05.t015

M/s. GAIL (India) Ltd.,
GAIL Bhawan, 16, Bhikaji Cama Place'

New Delhi - I10066.

{6 ;ITET tr6 TTqI

1962 urtl r29 (l) (q?fi

TI T4I iat{qR{s ont{I t 3rr+ a] r{rf,d c-6qw s-{frr d d {ff 3{rtcr 61 qrR q,1 arfl-o t :
qffi & eiar .irqt flFd-{,ri5ff sfuq r.:nlet risfr tral. filt rizroq r{rfw ftrrmd'sqqrrf.r€
ffiolf+ff$qonilfiq-qd olrot?

o IDI{fl ggIT FILE NO

E

3{dldqTeql €gT oRDER-rN-APPEAL

No. dcr{@ efqFqc, Ie62o1ERI

l zso. &. eiafo (uNDER sECrloN

I28A OF THE CUSTOMS ACT, I962):

TI qfrir+d PASSED BY

q

\e
ftqis DArE

N
Letter F.No. CH/907/Misc,20l3-lJ dated 09.05.1011

issued by Superintendent of Customs. Custom House.

Surat.

sfro 3{re{ro1$. dfr{if,
ARISING OUT OF

ORDER - IN . ORIGINAL NO

e(1Id

6"/

g

g G{fttrm-df 6Iilcsqdr
NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE
APPELLANT:

This copy is granted free ofcost the private use ofthe person to whom it is issuedfor

2

Page I of9

SqrVeo <Grtro Gngtror orqfeq. q-dr{rqr
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS (APPEALS). AHMEDABAD

dltft {ffd 4th Floor, Eg+1REq nUDCo Building, {{c "Ifi {tE rth*ar Bhuvan Road.

Ttfir[I{ Nawangpura, 3[6rl-EFtK Ahmedabad - 380 009.

(trlN trzlitr'rer. No. 07e-26s89281

DrN-20250571MN0000000DE2

g+l sF

.1

erfid.xrarTqrfl6-{io1fucio
ORDER. IN-APPEAL ISSUED ON:

I



(or Sfl-sEsri{ffi sil$ qrf,

(a)

(tt) qRiI 3{I{niI

anv _eoods
destination
ifgoods un

otqrsftsi-r s-s $ $rv gsftftH orr-qrd €on Et+
The revision application should
lhe relevant rules and should be

(o') g.E, I 870 IIE TI.6

qr sfi rl<rdr l3{Fr T{ g-drt qr+ + ftq q+tefd qrd silrt n qd qq qI irs rrfrq Rrr{qro o1 qr,r d ortlera qrd * 6-ff d.
loaded in a conveyance for importation into lndia. but
in lndia or so rnuch ofthe quantity ofsuch goods as h
loaded at such destination are shon ofthe quantiry req

F.No. S/49- I 04/CUS/ AHD /2024-25

sr6{ eTrdT rrr[ qRiT TTfrqR{r;IIR ;I TIq qTf,

Tt3-fltrrq

which are noi unloaded at their place of
as not been rrnloaded at any such desrination
uired to be u )loaded at thar desrination.

(b)

(rD t96l cf tqi'{ 1 6q1 q-.IIg rrs d-6d{EF,

Pavnrent ofdra\!back as provided in Chapter X of C ustoms Act, 1962 and rhe rules made thereunder

&rur Il;rgrkl qrFq

(c)

be in such form and shall be
accompanied by:

q-qds-fir
qGg'

verified in such rnanner as may be specified in

1 qEI

rrg olllwR 5s lM(1o'sfrfrq-{rs+0 qfl qrqrdq{EF.86-dTrnfr{I qrBs

(a) 4 copies ofthis order. bearing€ou n Fee Stamp ofpaise fifty only in one copy as prescribed under ScheduleI itcnr 6 ol-thq (louIl Fee Acr. I 87 ()

(tS) €lTe C$ra$il & rrf,rEr €rq qo entvrol I qft'qi qfrd
J copies ofthe Order - In - Originaljn addition to relevant documents, ifany

Erur .l

(h)

(c)

.-? f"?

*\
\

.1 copies ofthe Application for Revision

The duplicate copy ofrhe T.R
1.000r- ( Rupees one thousand
forfeitures and Miscellaneous
a Revision Application. lfthe
or less. fees as Rs. 200i- and i

rrE €. z

6.-{drfra

F. 200/-6-qq a Tfr q]1 )rtl8.1000/-+1ffi.
tSats+

gIITFIfi ftIrr A.o{R.6
drc{qrirseo.cd*
\F.1000/-

6 challan evidencing payment of Rs. 200'- r Rupees trvo Hundred onlr r

only) as the case may be, under the Head ofother receipts, fees, fines,
Items being the f'ee prescribed in the Customs 1ct, 1962 (as amended) for filing
amount ofduty and interest demanded. fine or penaltl levied is one lakh rupees
f it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee is Rs. I000^

sfEIIqI €Tq {s ofl-ff,
{trTCfr.q.-J

(tr)

l
c-6{s
at*q fr*qrqw

FfiaBwsrftoo-r

In respect ofcases other thrn these mentioned under item 2 abo ve, any person aggrieved by this order can fil
an appeal under Section 129 A( l) ofthe Customs Act. 1962 in form C.A.-J br'fore the Cusioms. Excise andService Tax Appellate Tribunal at the following addres

3rfffrs'3r1tr*-ror, qfBf {@'
alfq fid

d rd E o{ Customs. Excise &
West Zonal Bench

Sr rvice Tax Appellate Tribunal.

Asarwa, Ahmedabad-3t|0 016

.1q62 qr{I I29 g (6)
3rri-{ orfi-elsrqf+rfrfucgw fdnd+ilBs-
tlnder Section 129 A ( 6) of the Customs Act. I 962 an appeal under Sect

oor, Bahumali Bhlvan, Nr. Girdhar Nagar Bridge,

1962 qrtll2eg(l)

2 FI
3lflI{ET. 3tf,{Elt[A_] 800 I 6

cd,cfud. q{1,

1962 shall be accomp anied by a fee of-

Page 2 of9

ion lll9 A ( l) ofthe Customs Act.

an1 goods imponed on baggage.

(d)
or Rs.

I

(rl)

ts-.qkl{Er.



t'
I

F.No. Sr,l9- l0,l/CUS AHD'2011-15

rdl 6mrimrrarEe qfqdqt6rl-lql
rrql 6g fr1 r6q qY'{ urq sqq qr s-s0 ocd*('6' EMI{SIIq.

where the amount ofduty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any ot'ficer of Customs in the case lo
which the appeal relates is five lakh rupees or less, one thousand rupees:

where the atnount ofdutl and interest demanded and penalty levied br anr otllr:er oi Cuslonrs in thc ca'e

to which the appeal relates is more than tive lakh rupees but nor erceeding tjti) lakh [upecs. llve thousand

rupees:

where the amount of dufy and interest demanded and penalty levied by any oflicer of Customs in lhe case lo
which the appeal relates is more than fifty lakh rupees, ten thousand rupees

An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on Payment of l0% ofthe dut-v demanded where dut)

or duty and penalty are in dispute. or penalty. where penalty alone is in dispute

3-ft Ur{I r2e (g) Hq&f ETIR qi- Gt)
qrtcr e ftq qr rrdM +1 gur{i } ftq qr ffi orq rd-q-{ t fuq fu'g rrg 3rfi-d, - vtrfl
Gfl rrft6 qr qr+6{ rd or s-srd-+{ + frS arw enlca * srq eqA #E S Er gw, fr riffi di

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

) in an appeal for grant ofstay or for rectification of mistake or for any other purpose: or

) for restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of five H undred rupees

I

(o)

(a)

ffi{ffiffi} tr ffi Scr{-€r .ldtro, S srfl qiTr rTqr lI@
rrql eg at rfi-q frq drq F cs t .ilfti-6' d tfu T uqt q{rfl dr{{ * sftrs-

ofl-r qrq ilfi drlrqr
cdd: ciq6{rrsqg

(to

go uttaruoqTdrrqt
TIqr ts d} TE q q{r{r 6r{{ Fqs * 3{fq-6, d d; Ts 6gn oqg.

(c)

(q) o6 5-ri w.w6t Ew qr {w \tq es fu
fr t,ql ris & r o "a 3s 6-G w,wdi b-{d <-s EaT( i e,3rfrm rsr qrqrn 

I

(d)

6

Page 3 ol9

(b)

OD

tl>\.



F.No. S/49-104i CUSi AHD/2024.25

ORDER.IN-APPEAL

l. M/s. GAIL (lndia) Ltcl., GAIL Bhawan, 16, Bhikaji Cama place, New Delhi - 110066
(hereinafter referred to as the 'GAIL' or 'the appellant') has filed the l)resent appeal under
Section I 28 of the Customs Act. 1962, against the Letter F.No. cH/907,'Misc/2023-24 dated
09.05.2024 issued bv Superintendent of Customs. Custom House, Surat (hereinafter refened to
as the'impugned letter') issued by the Superintendent of customs. custor House. Surat.

2. l-acts involved in the appeal. in brief. are that the appellant was r:ngaged in import of
Liquefied Natural Gas ('LNG') falling under customs Tariff Item No. 27111100 for which
they have tlled Bills of Entry No. 5067317 dated 16.08.2021 and No. 5429983 dated
)4.09.2021 (hereinafter relbrred ro as'the impugned Bills of Entry') with vagdalla port, Surat.
The impugned Bills of Entry were assessed provisionally. The importec LNG was to be Re-
gasified (known as 'RNLG') and then meant for supply to power generaiing companies. The
appellant was availing exemption from customs duty as per sr.No. 1c of Notification No.
5212017-(lus dated 10.06.2017. One of the conditions for availing the stLid exemption, is that
the imponer is required to produce a utilization certificate from the power generating company
to the etlect that the RLNG has been utilized for generating and supply.ng electrical energy.
The appellant has submitted such end use certificate i utilization certificate, which shows the
utilized quantit)'after deducting 0.66% quantity from the quantity imported under respective
Bills of Entry. So. it appeared that the appellant was not eligible for the said exemption for t
0.66% quantitr. u.hich has not been utilized tbr power generation.

-1, According to the appellant, the Assistant Commissioner of Customs Surat, whil
linalizing the assessmenr ol impugned Bills of Entry, disallowed the said exemption to the
extent 0.6670 quantity. The superintendent of customs, Surat, vide the impugned letter dated
09.05.2024. communicared the final assessment of impugned Bills of Entry to the appellant.
Thereal-ter. the appellant came to know that the department has disalloq.ed the exemption for
the said 0.66% quantity and resultantly, amount of refund, on accormt of finalization of
provisional assessment, has been reduced by the department.

E

4. Being aggrieved. against the final assessment of the impugnr:d Bills of Entry, as
communicated to the appellant vide the impugned letter dated 09.05.2(t24, the appellant has
tjled the present appeal on 02.07 .2024. In the Form c.A.- I , the date of r:ommunication of the
impugned letter dated 09.04.2024 has been shown as 24.0s.2024. Thus, the appeal has been
filed within normal period of60 days, as stipulared under Section l2g(l) ofthe customs Act.
1962. As the appeal has been filed against communication offinal asses;ment and no demand
has been raised. pre-deposit under the provisions ofsection l29E is not required. As the appear
has been frled within the stipulated time-timir, it has been admitted arrd being taken up for
disposal on merits.

5 The appellanr has fled the present appeal, mainry on the fo owing grounds ofappear:

-5 1 rhe departmenr had disallowed exemption of duty on 0.66% of LNG imports merely
relying utilization certificates ofpower companies. A brief note on pro<:edure and techniques
for re-gasification of LNG was is annexed. which would explain the r:ontinuous process of
conversion ol LNG into RI-NG. The 0.66% quantity ross is only in sur:h conversion p.o...,

Page ,l of9 :.y
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and not due to supply to otler commercial user. The claim of exemption on custom duty on

said 0.66% conversion loss is claimed by GAIL as because;

i. None of the notitications states that the custom dutl'would be pa1'able at the point ot'

RLNG supplied.

ii, In other words, the entire LNG cargo imported for supply to power generating

companies are exempted at the point ofunloading olsuch cargoes. After unloading. the

said LNG is converted into RLNG which relates to 0.660/o transil loss.

5.2 The issue of claiming of exemption on 0.66Yo quantum of gas "conversion loss" is no

longer res-integra as the same has been settled:

a) Firstly. by CESTAT. New. Delhi in Service Tax Appeal No.52946 of 2016 and 52980

of 2016 wherein, the claim of exemption by M/s. Petronet LNG Limited (PLL) (which

converts LNG into RLNG) has been upheld on the ground that the said quantum had

not been utilized for any commercial gain and it is technologically impossible to convert

100% LNG into RLNG.

b) Secondly, the Commissioner (Appeals), Pune while deciding GAIL's case b1'order

daled 21.07.2017 had also allowed such loss by hotding that it is technologically

possible for re-gasification of 100% LNG into RLNG and subsequently the

spective Revenue Department had also completed the final assessment u/s.18(2) of
said Act.t

important to note herein that the albresaid two decisions had attained tinality as those

orders were never assailed to any higher Court and have been accepted by Governnrent oilndia.

Therefore, the claim ofduty by the custom department on account o10.66% couversion loss is

nothing but reopening the issue which has been settled b1'1he conrpetcnt fbrutr and acceptcd

by Government of India.

5.3 The Department, while finally assessing the BOEs, had only relied to utilization

certificates by Power Companies as required under procedure prescribed in Notification 2017.

Thereafter. Department decided that the quantity of 0.66Vo ol LNG clain.red as

transits/conversalion loss has not been supplied to the po\ er generating companies and

therelbre, the said quantity of LNG is subject to custom duty. However. the Department had

failed to appreciate the fact that the gas which is intended to be supplied to the power generating

companies are imported in liquid form (as LNG) and thereafter, the same is supplied to the

power generating companies in gaseous lorm (as RLNG). Thus. the loss incurred in 0.66% is

technical loss and the same is not unknown to Departmenl while dealing in cases oi

Hydrocarbons. The Ministry of Finance, through Department of Revenue. had issued various

circulars by allowing various losses including conversion losses and transit losses in general

for petroleum products while levying fiscal liability. The exemptions on such losses has also

been allowed by Hon'ble Bombay High Court in case of HPCL vs Union of India- 2012 (186)

ELT 505 (Bom.). Therefore, the subject final assessmenl by denial of exemption oi duty on

0.66% of LNG claimed as conversion loss without having any evidence to show that such

0.66% quantum ofLNG has been utilized for any commercial gain, is required to be set aside.

tr.

t,t
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F.No. S/49. I 04/CUSt AHD12024-25

6.1 rhe appellant has also mentioned that the issue of claiming of ,)xemption on o.66yo
quanrum of gas "conversion loss" is no longer res-integra as the same has been settled. The
Conrmissioner (Appeals). Pune-ll. while deciding GAIL's case by order-ln-Appeal No, pLlN-
CT-APPIL000-95 to 106-t7-18 dated 21.07.2012. had also allowed such loss by holding that
it is technologically impossible for re-gasification of 100% LNG into RLNG. subsequently,
the final assessments u/s l8(2) of the said Act has also been compl:ted. The appe anr
submitted that the aforesaid decision had attained finality as that orderrr'as never assailed to
any higher Courr and have been accepted by Govemment of lndia.

Findinss:
7. I find that the issue raised by the appellant is similar to the issue involved in an earlier
appeal of the same appellant filed with this office. In respect of rhe earli<:r Appeat F.No, s/49-
37/cus/AHD/2022-23 filed by M/s. GAIL, I have passed an orderJn-Appeat No. AHD-
casrM-000-APP- t 8-2s-26 dotetl 2s,04.202J. In the said o.l.A.. I have examined as to
uhether customs duty is payable on the 0.66% quantity of LNG lost v,hile converting LNG,

,-61;
into RLNG or lost during transit. In that o.r.A., I have observed and held as under:

"15. I have referred the wordings of the Notification No. SZ/2017_Cus do
30.06.2017, which wos prevoiting at the time of imports in the present appeal, undei

I

which the exemptiotl hos been availed by the appellant. As pe, Sr.No.l.O of the said
Notification, Liquefied Natural Gas ('LNG,) and Natural Gas, attroct Nil rate of duty
when imported by on importer for suppLv to a generating company. as defned in
clause (28) of Section 2 of the Etectricity Act 2003, for gerteration of electrical
energy, subject to the condition 3 mentioned therein. There is no dispute regarding
fulfillment ofthe said condition 3 in the present case. I observe thatthe exemption /
Nil rate is applicabte for LNG imported for supply to power ge)lerating company. lt
is undisputed thot the entire quantity of LNG was imported for supply to such power
generoting componies, but due to various reasons like conversion process ross,
tronsit loss, inoccurate meosurements etc.,0.66ok quantity courd not be suppried to
power generating companies. rn this regard, t rery upon the 1rderdated 0g.10.2004
of Hon'ble Supreme Court of tndia in the case of BpL Disp,lay Devices Ltd. Vs.
Commissioner of Central Excise, Ghaziabad [2004 (124) ELT S (SC)]. The said
Order is as follows (underline supplied):

"The question in this appeal is whether the appellant is enti ed to the benefit ofNotification No. 13/97_Cus. as amended by Notification llo. 2S/99-Cus. Thesetwo Notifications provide for certain benefits to specitied items if they areimpofted into tndia'for use' in the manufacture of other items specifiedin thenotifications

Page 6 of9

6.2 The appellant has submitted an application dated 1305.2025 for early hearing of this
appeal. In the said application, it has been mentioned that in another case of GAIL before the
Conrmissioner (Appeals-ll). Central Tax. Pune. the learned appellate au|rority vide Order-In-
Appeol No. PUN-Cr-APP II-(RKD)-L|| to 0sB-2023-24 dated 28,07.it023 has quashed the
flnal assessmenr order. which raised a demand of duty on 0.66% loss oi RNLG. Thereafter,
the Assistant commissioner of Customs, Dapoli Division, vide order No. 0l/AC-
cus/DPLiDABHoLlGArLl2025-26 dated 23.04.2025, has finally re-rssessed the Bills of
Entry by not deducting any duty on 0.66yo quantity ofRLNG from the r.efund amount. Thev
ha,,'e submitted a copl ol the said re-assessment order.
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F.No. S,.19- IOlr'CUS AHD 202.1-25

2. lt is not in dispute that the appellant had impofted pads of picture tubes for
manufacture of colour picture tubes. Both the input and the manufactured items

are covered by the Notifications. /t ls a/so not in dispute that a small percentaqe

of the impofted pafts were damaoed in ransl t and could not be used to

i)\S(

manufacture Dicture tubes duri'ng the year 2000-2001. The appellant claimed

the benefit of the aforesaid Notifications in respect of the entire lot of the pans

impofted relying, inter alia, upon the earlier decision of the Tribunal in National

Organic Chemical lndus. Ltd. v. Collector of Customs (lmpoLl), Mumbai, 2400
(126) E.L.T. 1072 which had held that the benefit of the Notifications could not

be denied in respect of goods which were intended for use for manufacture of
the final product but could not be so used due shoftage or leakage. The

Notifications relied upon in the decision in National Organic Chemical lndus.

Ltd. (supra) are substantially similar to the present Notification The appeal

preferred by the Depaftment from the decision of the Tribunal was dlsmtssed

by this Couft on 20th February, 2002 - Commissioner of Customs v. M/s.

National Organic Chemical lndus. Ltd. [C.A. No. 6764/99]. The Tribunal,

however, retied upon its earlier decision in the case of Commissioner of Central

Excise, Meerut v. M/s. BPL Display Devices Ltd. repofted in 2002 (147) E L T

912 to hold against the appellant. This Court fo owing the affirmation of the

Tribunat's reasoning in National Organic Chemicals lndus. Ltd. (supra) on 20-

2-2002, allowed the appellant's appeal. This appeal must therefore be

necessaily allowed. We are of the view that no material distinction can be

drawn between lhe /oss on account of leakage and /oss on account of
damage. The words 'for use' used in similar exemption Notifications have also

been construed bv this Court eatier in the State of Haryana v. Dalmia D4!L!

I Cement Ltd. . 1987 (Suppl) SCC 679 to mean 'intended for use . Accordin gto
this decision the obiect of grant of exemption was onlv to debar those

rmp anufacturers the benefit of the Noti ations who had diverledt

he roducts d for other and had no intention to use the same

for manufacture of the specified items at any stage."

ln the present also, the LNG was imported by GAIL for supply to power generoting

companies. GAIL is one of the Maharatno PSll owned by Govt. of lndio' There is no

ollegation against GAIL to the effect that they have illicitly diverted the 0.660k

quantity. It is undisputed thot the said 0.660/o quantity hos been lost while conversion

or during transit or due to any other reasons, which were beyond the control of

GAIL. Therefore, by applying ratio of the aforesaid 0rder of Hon'ble Supreme Court

BPL Disptay Devices Ltd. (supra), I am of the considered view thot Customs duty

cannot be demanded for such 0.650/o quantity even under the provisions of Section

28(1) of the Customs Act, 1962.

16. Further, I observe that the Commissioner (Appeals), CentrolTox' Pune'll' hos

allowed the appeots filed by the same appellant, i.e. GAIL' on similar issue by Order-

In-Appeal No. PUN-CT-APPIL00|-95 to 706-77'78 dated 21,07.2017. In the soid

O-l-A, the Commissioner (Appeols), Pune-ll, has inter olia observed as follows:

"10. There being nothing on record to suggest that the appellant

cleared any pad of the production clandestinely and the appellant being a

Public Sector lJnit, where nobody has personal stake' I am of the considered

view that the very nature of the activity of the appellant is such that a certain

quantity of loss is bound to arise in the said conversion from LNG to RLNG and

Page 7 oi9r+



8. I find that the issue raised by the appellant i
already decided by me in respect of the earlier app
submissions nrade on behall ol the appellant before
appeal have been considered for this appeal also.

F.No. S,.19- I 04/CUS,AHD,202.l-:5

(AMrr c
Cornmissioner (Appeals)

,Justoms, Ahmedabad

transmission thereof from one point to other and thus, r an not inclined to deny
the exemption to such trivial toss of 0.66% of the impoftect LNG which gefs /ost
during the various process of regasification and transit. rccordingty, r find that
the Appellants are eligible for exemption on the entire volL,me of impofted LNG,
unloaded from cargo including regasification process /oss.es. ,,

lfind thot the issue involved in the aforesaid 0rder-ln-Appeal and in the present cose
is identical and therefore, there is no reason for notfollowing t,\e stand token in the
aforesoid O-I-A dated 21,07.2017 passed by the Commissioner (Appeats), Central
Tox, Pune-11."

7'l ln view of the above discussion, I had set aside the order-rn-originar No.
46/MK/ADC/SRT/2021-22 dated 20.01.2022 passed by the AdditiorLal commissioner of
customs. cusrom House. surat. and allowed the earlier appeal F.No. sl4g-37 /clJslAHDl2o2z-
23 filed by M/s. GAIL (rndia) Ltd. with consequential relief, if any, in accordance to raw.

n the present appeal is similar to the issue
eal of the same appellant and so. the oral
me during Personal Hearing in the earl

9. However. I find that in the earlier appeal, though the issue in,olved was simi
demand for customs duty involved in the 0.66% quantity of LNG was raised and confirm
the adjudicating authority under Section 2g of the Customs Act, 1962, lry passing a speakin!\
Order-ln-Original. Whereas. in the present appeal. as mentioned bv the appellant. the
cxcl'Dplron lrom duty fbr the 0.66% quantity of LNG has been denied while finalization of
provisional assessment. Horvever, in the present case, the appellant has contended that neither

n
+

I

any Personal Hearing was offered to them nor any speaking order has been passed by the
assessing otficer / adjudicating authority. Therefore, I am of the view thrLt the final ur."..."n,
olthe impugned Bilrs ofEntry needs to be set aside and the matter needs to be remanded to the
adjudicating authority with a direction to finalize of provisional assessrnent without denying
exenrplion for the 0.66% quantiry of LNG lost during conversion of LN3 to RNLG or during
transit. In case. any other issue has been involved due to which the exemution has been denied,
a speaking order shall be passed by the adjudicating authority after allowing opportunity of
personal hearing to the appellant.

Order:
9' In view of the above discussion, I set aside the final assessments ofthe impugned Bills
of Entry No. 5067317 dated r6.08.2021 and No. 5429gg3 dated 14.09.2021, as communicated
to the appellant vide rhe impugned rener dated 09.05.2024 and direct the Deputy/Assistant
Commissioner of customs. Custom House, surat, to finalize provisionar assessments in above
terms.

t\
F. No. S/49- I 04l CLI S t AHD t2024 -2 5

Page E of9

Date: 27 .05.2025

,.



\

F.No. S/49- 104/CU SiAHD/2024-25

By e-mail [As per Section 153(l)(c) of rhe Cusroms Act, 1962]

To
IM/s. GAIL (India) Ltd.,
GAIL Bhawan, 16, Bhikaji Cama place,

New Delhi - 110066.
(email: inlbfrDqail.co.in , mandeep.sinsh(Oeail.co.in, snansiaadeail.co. in )

Shri. Akshat I(hare, Advocate,
M/s. Moson Le Exparts,
B/410, Satyamev Complex, Opp. Gujarat High Court.
S. G. Road. Sola.

Ahmedabad -380060.
(email: teamadvocate@mosonleexparts.ore )

Copy to:

The Chief Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad Zone, Customs House.
Ahmedabad. (email : ccoalun-euj @nic.in )

The Pr. Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad.
(email: cus-ahmd-euj@nic.in ; rra-customsahd(Oeov. in )

3. The Deputy/Assistant commissioner of customs, custom House. Surat. (email:
eustutnltuu5csurat d urnrll.cr,nt I

5. Guard File.
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