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Under Scction 129 DD(l) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended), in respect of the following
categories of cases, any person aggricved by this ordcr can prcfer a Revision Application to The

Additional Sccrctary/Joint Secretary (Revision Application), Ministry of Finance, (Department of
llevenue) Parliament Street, New Delhi within 3 months from thc datc of communication ofthe order.

(6)

FrqfrR{d trwRa J{Teqt/order relating to

ti-s + TIIEI

any goods imported on baggage

l{nn fr 3{Tqrd

{ uq we qr BT rrdar R{Fr qr gdlt qA + ftq srtErT qrfr sf,fr T qr+ w qr B-s

r-rdr ell;r tr{ B-flt rrg mm at qrrr * i{ffafi qr( + s'* d.

(rS)

(b)
any goods loadcd in a convcyance for importation into India, but which are not unloaded at therr

place ofdestination in lndia or so much ofthe quantity ofsuch goods as has not been unloaded at any

such destination ifgoods unloaded at such destination are short ofthe quantity required to be unloaded

at that dcstination.

(TI) frqr{w. c{Rrftqc. 1e62t' B{u[q xd{fi s{+ s{fi-{ E-{rs qq ffi }' a-ca gm srq-S
at srdrqrft

(c) Payment ofdrawback as provided in Chaptcr X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made thereundcr.

lir{sl"T .rnn4a'-ri
rs+1 qiq 61 qr\nt

{qiT
Bn-{

,|M t ftf{trS crFq fr rrqt 6q{r fr.n ffi Gr<zfd

s-s +'wq ffiRra orrrqrd rittr El+ qr'fr's ,

The revision application should be in such form and shall be verificd in such manner as may be

specified in the relevant rules and should be accompanied by :

(tF'

)

# ,+ soJ* S c-( €. e eqqfi r $ €{tft{ frufPrd fus rlq B{:I{R 5s urfur +1 a

cftqi, M ('f, cft fr rqrs i-A o1 ;qrqrrq glo, fuo-c flT +{r qrRq.

(a) 4 copies ofthis ordcr, bearing Court Fee Stamp ofpaise fifty only in one copy as prescribed under

Schedule 1 item 6 of the Court Fee Act, 1870.

)

(lg qea EgrAfl $ o{-{r{r srq rId ont{r of a cftqi, qE d

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

Fa{!I FilrnF 6; !tu
(c)

(qqrcisiltrd) il ft trfka qfts dorq
rffE.ots,Eu-s.qaffeilt ffitr qd + qflt# srtft-r snm t fr t. 2ool- (FtIg d $ qre lql
s. 1 o 0 o / - ( Fqg \rtr. 6qR cr, 1,*w lft mter fr ,* TrIEfud Urrdl{ $ vqrFrs irmr{ fl . om. e

sff ffidqt. qfr ruro,,qirfi rrqr qrq,sqrqr qqr Es ol nRrefu sqq \'fi ttrcI cI B-s+ tr'c'd A
fr$ ui-s b tsv C -.F 

. 2 o o / - ofu qE \'*. drcq * edYo 6 6 q1* * s-c d t. r- o o o / -

d)( TheduplicatecopyoftheT.R.6challancvidcncingpaymentofRs.200/-(RupecstwoHundredonly)
or Rs. 1,0001 (Rupces one thousand only) as the case may be, under the Head ofother receipts, fecs,

fincs, forfciturcs and Miscellaneous Items being the fec prcscribcd in thc Customs Act, 1962 (as .

arnended) for filing a Revision Application. If the amount of duty and interest dcmanded, fine..,o"i

pcnalty lcvicd is onc lakh rupees or less, fees as Rs. 200/- and if it is more than one lakh fupees, the

lce is Rs. 1000,-.

4 rr( d. z }. oftftq qfud qrq-d *.orersr srq qrrd & sd-*r fr qfr Et{ qFiil'{s
3{rt{r t 3n-6a rrgqw o-{dr d + + mqr$tr Bdtffiq 1eE2 at qrtr 12e ( trt }
G{tft{ aTC fr.q.-: fr Scl{-tr, ir*q ssrq {-tr rfl-t *eI 6T Grft( s{Rm{q } qca
Frsfrfud qt q-c a{fl'd o'-{ g-6.} B

In rcspcct ofcases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrieved by this order

can file an appeal under Section 129 A(l) of the Customs Act, 1962 in form C.A.-3 before the

Custorns, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at thc following address :
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(31

ndcr section 129 (a) ofthe said Act, every application madc before thc Appcllatc 'fribunal-

in an appeal for gant ofstay or for rcctification of mjstake or for any othcr purpose; or

for_restoration ofan appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee offive Hundred rupees

s
l3
,-'

tr

*

Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal.
West Z,onal Bench

ffi;e-frq s-dr( {ffi E +sr 6-{
qfrRq3rlqf,{nT, qBffi &jq f-6

2'd Floor, Bahumali Bhavan, Nr. Girdhar Nagar

Bridge, Asarwa, Ahmedabad-3 80 016
6vfl qBo,{6ETfr trEq, ftf,d FRtR-{rR gd,

sIgfaql, \3f6tr(16[d- 3 8 0 016

5

(tD"

)

a( )

12e g (r) & qfi-q s{ffo }. rrrq ftflfufud Ero dor

Under Section 129 A (6) ofthe Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Scction 129 A (1) ofthc Customs

Act, 196Z shall be accompanied by a fee of-

.rqrqr rqr Ts ol roc frq er{'I Fqg qr rs* oc d d q-o Esr{ Fqg

where the amount ofduty and interest dcmanded and penalty lcvied by any officcr of Customs ir thc

case to which the appeal relates is five lakh rupees or less, one thousand rupees;

-errrrql rrqr es a1 Ts-q fs dr€ FqS * 3rfto d am-< l'q0 qEr€ dr(q

whcre the amount ofduty and interest dcmanded and penalty levied by any officer o

case to which the appeal relates is more than five lakh rupees but not exceeding fifty lakh rupees, five

thousand rupees ;

where the amount ofduty and intercst demanded and penalty lcvied by any officer olCustoms in the

case to which the appeal relatcs is more than fifty lakh rupees, ten thousand rupecs

.1962 UrtI

{-tr 3fr{ d?ITTTqTqFlil{r

,7962 ur{r 12e q (6) 3{

Eii srfds-

gRr qIry rrqr {@' qrq dqt
t erltro q d

f Customs in thc

3{Rrr d d; d{ Egr{ FtIg.

d; qiq fgn uqg

qdr

MTIIq TF{I Eg qft l-6TI qtIFI <TTCI FCg

q6i ffi

q-6r gRr qrfi rrqr {cF oi-c qrq iln

(t{
)

(TI)

(c)

(t{) E( 3aa{r e fr-{E sfqf,{nT & €Tq'i,qii rTq {-tr & ro r +ra o-ri qq,qdi {@ qr {e6 c?i as

fr B.qr rs b r o x sq o€ w,Wi arso es fr qr< fr B,qffo rcq qiw 
I

E.{rd

(d) An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10o% o

where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or pcnalty, where penalty alone is in dispute

f the duty demandcd

6

as.

qn- (6) ltD'B{It{r + ftq qr rrmM o1 gtlr{+ +- fuS qI ffi erq u+w< 5 6O

fuq rrq o{fi-d ; - JI?lttT

(q) j{fl-d qr 3{r+fi q-[ trl s-flir+;I & frq Ertn qrtdlq + Erq FqA qiq S 61 gw.

FvcH Erqq r&o ortc<o1 trm r.zs (qtSrFl

rft dqs di ilfrc
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

Threc appeals, as per details given in Table - 1 be1ow, have been filed by

M/s Mayur Wovens Pvt. Ltd., 1484, Village Motibhoyan, Opp. Arvind

International, Khatraj-Ka1ol Road, Kalol, Dist. Gandhinagar - 382721,

(hereinafter referred to as the 'appellant') in terms of Section 128 of the Customs

Act.. 7962 against Re assessment made in following Bills of Entry as per Table-1

be1ow.

Table- L

Sr

No

Appeal No Appeat filed

on

Bill of Entry

No.

I s I 49 -447 / CU S I IMN t2024-25 29.01.202s 20113s7 26.12.2024

2 29.01..2025 2011358 26.t2.2021

29.0t.202s 20tt4t3 26.12.2024s / 49 - 4 49 I CU S I I MN / 2024 -253

2. Facts of the case, in brief, as stated in the appeal memorandum, are that

the appellant was importing goods under Advance Authorisation Scheme without

payment of Customs duties, including IGST leviabie under Section 3(7) of the

Customs Tariff Act, 1975. It appeared that the appellant had exported the goods

first and subsequently imported dut5r-free goods/inputs under Advance

Authorisation by availing Exemption under Notification No. 18/201S-Cus dated

O1.04.2015, as amended by Notification No. 79/2O77-Cus dated 13.lO.2Ol7.

Later, in view of the Judgment dated 28.O4.2023 of Honble Supreme Court in

the case of Union o! India us. Cosmo Films Ltd.. IQO23\ 5 Centax 236 (S.q)],,-..

it was settled tha1. the 'Pre-import condition' for imports under Ad

Authorisation is vaiid and required to be fulfrlled. The 'Pre-import conditi

omitted vide Notification No. O1/2O19-Customs dated 1O.01.2O19. Thus,

S

the period of 13. 10.2017 to 09.01.2019 there was 'pre-import condition'in P

4.14 of the Foreign Trade Policy 2OI5-2O, which was held to be valid by Honble

Supreme Court. So, during the period of 13.10.2O17 to 09.01.2019, the

appellant was required to import the inputs under Advance Authorisation

Scheme first; and by using such inputs the goods manufactured by them were

required to be exported in discharge of their export obligation. Whereas, in the

present case, the appeliant has made exports first and imported inputs under

Advance Authorisation later duty free, which was not proper.

F. N o. 5/46-447.44 8. 449 /CU S/J M N / 24- 2 5

Date of re

assessment of Bill

of Entry

s/49-448/C US/JMN I 2024 -2s
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F.No. 5/46-447,448.44 9/CUSIMN/24-2s

2.1 Following the aforesaid Judgment of Hon'ble Supreme Court, the CBIC

issued a Circular No. 16/2O23-Customs d.ated. O7.06.2023, which clarified

the procedure for paying IGST and availing Input Tax Credit (ITC). The appellant

had stated to have voluntarily paid total sum of {51,41,156/-, which included

IGST of {26,2 4,139 I - and interest aggregating to 125,17 ,O17 /- for the three Bi1ls

of Entry filed with RSEZ, Jamnagar. Interest was automatically calculated by

the EDI System during the reassessment of their Bills of Entry as per the

procedure prescribed in the said Circular.

3. Thereafter, the appellant aggrieved by the re-assessment made in the Bi1ls

of Entry as detailed in Table 1 filed the present appeals challenging the amount

paid as interest on the IGST. The appellant is not contesting the payment of IGST

but only contesting the payment of interest on the IGST on the following grounds.

o the charging of interest in re-assessment of bills of entry is illegal and

unsustainable in the eyes of law because provisions of the Customs Act as

regards interest, penalty, confiscation etc. are not applicable for integrated

tax, it being a separate and independent levy imposed by the Parliament under

Section 3(7) of the Customs Act. The defect in the Customs Tariff Act for not

having incorporated any specific provisions for interest, penalty and offences

now stands corrected by the Parliament with effect from 16ft August, 2024 by

virtue of Section 1O6 of the Finance Acl,2024; and this amendmcnt made by

the Parliament was a very relevant factor to consider that interest was not

chargeable for the levy of Integrated tax prior to 16s August, 2024 and that

provision of the Customs Act, 1962 for interest was inapplicable in the present

case. But the customs officer has not considered this vital fact and re-assessed

the bills of entry only when the appellant paid the amounts towards interest.

eappellant submits that the interest is not payable on re-assessment of

f entry and therefore, the re-assessment of bills of entry done to the

ex of charging of interest deserves to be set aside in the interest of justice.
ct

I
-i

'ir

ere was no provision under the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 for the levy of

interest on integrated tax; and that interest being a separate and independent

lely, interest could be charged and recovered only if therc was a specific

charging provision for interest under the statute creating ierlz for the tax. This

question has been finally decided by the Hon'ble CESTAT at Ahmedabad in

Page 5 of 12



case of M/s. Chiripal Poly Films Ltd. There is a clear jurisdictionai error by

the customs authorities in not following a binding decision of the jurisdictional

Bench of the Hon'bie CESTAT, and there are other grave errors by the customs

authorities in charging interest on integrated tax in the facts of the present

CASC.

o The Hon'ble Tribunal has held in case of M/s. Chiripal (Fina1 Order

No.11628-1 163012024 dated23.O7.2O24lt,eld that provisions of the Customs

Act, 1962 were not applicable for levy of integrated tax under Section 3(7) of

the Customs Tariff Act, and accordingly the liabilities imposed by the Customs

Department for interest, penalty and redemption {ine under provisions of the

Customs Act wcre illegal and without jurisdiction. The Hon'ble Tribunal has

also held that Sub-section ( 12) of Section 3 of the Customs Tariff Act was not

a provision under which the liabilities of interest, penalty and redemption line

could be legally imposed for levy of integrated tax, and provisions of the

Customs Act for such liabilities cannot be made applicable to the levy of

integrated tax under Section 3(7) of the Customs Tariff Act by referring to Sub-

section (i 2) of Section 3 of this Act.

. The issue involved in the present case is now addressed to by the

Parliament, by way of enacting Section 1O6 of the Finance Act, 2024. And in

vicw of the amendment made in Section 3 of the Customs Tariff Act by this

provision of the Finance Act, 2024, it is only from 16th August, 2024 fl:^at,t}:e

Customs Tarilf Act, 1975 contains charging provision for interest, penalty'An

redemption fine in respect of levy of Integrated tax

By virtue of Section 106 of the Finance Act, 2024 that has come in

with effect from I 6:h August, 2024 , Swb Section (12) of Section 3 ol lhe

Customs Tariff Act is substituted. Under new provision of sub section (12) It

is now provided that the provisions of the Customs Act, 1962 including but

not limited to those relating to interest, offences and penalties sha-li, as far as

may be, apply to tax chargeable under Section 3 of the Customs Tariff Act.

Thus, with effect from 16th August, 2024, provisions of the Customs Act in

respect of interest, offences and penalties are made applicable for the levy of

Integrated tax, which is a tax levied under Section 3(7) of the Customs Tariff

Act-

ir Page 5 of 12
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. For a similar amendment/substitution of a pro\dsion, the H/on'ble

Supreme Court has held in case of Commissioner V/s. Orient Fabrics Pvt. Ltd.

2OO3 (1581 ELT 545 (SCl that such amendment consciously brought in

expression like interest, offences and penalties, and the mischief rule of

interpretation, if applied, would clearly show that such amendment was

brought with a view to remedy the defect contained in the unamended

provisions of the Act. The Hon'ble Apex Court has also held that offences

having regard to the provisions contained in Article 20 of the Constitution of

India cannot be given a retrospective effect, and in that view ofthe matter too,

the amended provision cannot be said to have any application for past cases.

in view of the amendment made in sub section (12) of Section 3 of the Customs

Tariff Act with effect from 16th August, 2024 also, it is clear that the provisions

of the Customs Act for interest, offences and penalties were not applicable for

Integrated tax levied under Section 3(7) of the Customs Tariff Act for the period

of October, 2Ol7 lo January, 2O 19 during which the appellant herein importcd

and procured the goods on which Integrated tax is now paid by following the

procedure of Circuiar No.16/2O23-Cus. Consequently, the impugned order of

re-assessment to the extent of charging interest is liable to be set aside at once

in the interest ofjustice.

. The appellant submits that the payment in the present case is that of

Integrated Tax (IGST) levied under sub section (7) of Section 3 of the Customs

Tariff Act, 1975. The amount of duty payable is actually IGST, which is levied

and recovered under Section 3(7) of the Customs Tariff Act,l97 5 on any article

which is imported into India. By virtue of Section 4 of the Taxation Laws

(Amendment) Act, 2Ol7 , sub section (7) of Section 3 of the Customs Tariff Act

is substituted, and Integrated tax is charged thereunder on any article

(3{ ported into India as is leviable under Section 5 of the IGST Act, 2017. Tlne

nt is not that of any custom duty which is levied and collected under

Nion 12 of the Customs Act, 1962. Section 3(7) of the Act is the charging

on for IGST on goods imported into India, and this is a separate 1er,y

ndependent of the customs duty leviable under section 12 of the Customs

Act. For late pal,rnent of IGST ieviable under sub-section (7) of Section 3 of the

Customs Tariff Act, there is no provision for charging interest. Interest is a

separate lely, and a charging section or a charging prowision for interest must

be present in the statute levying the tax in case of late payment of such tax by

an assessee. There is no charging provision lor lc

I,,

.k
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. The Honble Gujarat High Court has, in case of CCE, Surat-I V/s. M/s.

Ukai Pradesh Sahkari Khand Udyog Mandli Ltd. 2011 l27llE,LT 32 (Guj.f

firm1y held that interest can be ievied and charged on delayed payment of tax

only if the statute that levies and charges the tax makes a substantive

provision in that behalf. l'he Hon'ble Bombay High Court has, in case of M/s.

Mahindra &Mahindra Ltd. V/s. Union of India reported in 2o22 (1O) Tax

Amendment lndia 212 - Bombay High Court, held that in the absence of a

specific provision relating to levy of interest in the respective legislation,

interest cannot be recovered by taking recourse to machinery provisions

relating to recovery of duty. The Hon'ble Gujarat High Court has considered

provisions of the Sugar Export Promotion Act, 1958 that contained in sub-

section (4) of Section 7 that provisions of the Central Excise Act and rules

made thereunder, lnciuding those reiating to refunds and exemptions were to

apply in respect of additional excise duty on sugar. Similar provisions have

been considered by the Hon'ble Mumbai High Court in the above referred case.

r When the scheme of Section 3 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 is

considered, it transpires that there is no specifrc provision for charging

interest on late payrnent of IGST leviable under sub section (7) of Section 3,a{','-

thc Act. By virtue of sub-section (12) of Section 3 of this Act, the provisionS of

1.hc Customs Act, 1962 and the rules and regulations made thereqnder, ,

i--,.
including those relating to Drawbacks, refunds and exemption lrom dutie9^are 

-

made applicable, so far as may be, to the tax chargeable under section 3 of

thc Customs 'l'arifl Act; but no specific provision for charging interest is

cnactcd undcr secl,ion 3 of the Customs Tariff Act, and the provision of interest

of the Customs Act is also not made applicable for tax etc. chargeable under

section 3 of the Customs Tariff Act. As the Hon'ble Guj arat and Mumbai High

Courts have held in the above referred cases, the Revenue cannot resort to

machinery provisions of any statute for recovering a charge like interest; and

such charges, which were in the nature of a separate ler,y because interest is

a separate levy, must be incorporated in the statute itself that creates the

r:harge for the tax.

Page 8 of 12
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. The controversy involved in these cases is now put to rest by the

Parliament of the Union of India, by virtue of Section iO6 of the Finalce (No.2)

Act,2024 enacted on 16s August, 2024. Sub section (12) of Section 3 of the

Customs Tariff Act, 1975 is substituted with effect from 16fi August, 2024;

and specific provision for interest, offences and penalties is now made by

virtue of the substituted sub section (12) of Section 3 of the Customs Tariff

Act. In view of this amendment by the Parliament, it is clear that the provisions

for interest, offences and penalties were not incorporated for Integrated tax on

goods imported into India before 16 August,2024.

. Such substitution is considered by the Hon'b1e Supreme Court in case of

Collector, Ahmedabad V/s. Orient Fabrics h/t. Ltd. - 2OOA (158) ELT 545

(SC); and by this Hon'ble Tribunal at para 5. 13 in M/s. Chiripal. This Honble

Tribunal has quoted para 20 from Orient Fabrics hrt. Ltd.,wherein the Hon'ble

Apex Court has applied "the mischief rule" in regard to a similar amendment

made in sub section (3) of Section 3 of the Additional Duties of Excise (GSI)

Act, 1957, and held that such amendment was brought with a view to remedy

the defect contained in unamended provisions of the Act. It is a-lso held by the

Honble Apex Court that any amendment creating a levy and penal liability

cannot be given a retrospective effect in view of Article 20 of the Constitution

of India.

o Substitution of sub section (12) of Section 3 of the Customs Tariff Act by

virtue of the amendment in the Finance Act, 2024 is not only for interest but

also for offences and penalties, and such amendment brought with a view to

edy the defect contained in un-amended provisions of sub section (12) of

3 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 cannot be given a retrospect.ive

This amendment would clearly show that specific provisions for

, penalty, fine etc. are now made ln the Customs 'l'ariff Act, 1975

ated tax; and such provisions were conspicuously absent until the

. The appellant submits that in the present case, the demand is for IGST,

which is a tax leviable under section 3(7) of the Customs Tariff Act on articles

t

Page 9 of 12

F. No. 5/46-447.448.449/CU S/J M N /24 25

substitution is made by the Parliament vide Section 106 of the Finance Act,

2024. ^fherefore, the interest is not chargeable in the present case.



imported into India; but there is no provision under the Customs Tariff Act for

charging interest on late payment of IGST, and therefore the order for charging

interest deserves to be set aside at once in the interest ofjustice. Section 28AA

of the Customs Act is not applicable in the present case, and therefore no

interest thereunder can be demanded from the appellant when the demand in

the present case is that of IGST leviable under sub section (7) of Section 3 of

the Customs Tariff Act, and not that of the custom duty leviable under Section

12 of the Customs Act, 7962.

o In view of the above submissions, the appellant submits that the Re-

assessment Bil1s of Entry in which the appellant was made to pay interest on

IGST amount deserves to be set aside and the amount of interest paid by the

appellant deserves to be refunded to the appellant. The appellant also submits

that the interest may also be paid to the appellant for retaining the amounts

towards interest in the said re-assessment orders.

Personal Hearinq:

4. Personal Hearing in this case was held in virtual mode, i'e' through video

conference, oo ).3.01.2026, which was attended by Shri Arun Tulsian, CFO of

the appeliant. He reiterated the written submissions made by them.

Discussion and findings:
5. One set ofthe appeal memorandum has been sent to the Assistant/ Deputy

Commissioner of Customs, Reliance SEZ, Jamnagar, vide this office letter dated

04.06.2025 for comments, but no reply thereof has been received. Therefolei -l . ,

proceed to decide the appeal on basis of documents submitted by the app,.e1.lAnt

5.1 I have gone through the written as well as oral submissions mad t*re

appellant. The issue to be decided in present appeal is whether
llg *

assessment made in the Bills of Entry for interest on deiayed pal,-rnent of IG

in the facts and circumstances of the case, is legal and proper or otherwise.

5.2 The appellant has contended that payment of interest on IGST is

unsustainable as there is no charging provision under the Customs Tariff Act,

1975, authori ziog tine levy of interest on IGST. In other words, Section 3(12) of

the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (as stood prior to its amendment w.e.f. 16.08.2024)

did not borrow the provision for charging interest from the Customs Act, 1962.

Further, Section 3(12), as it stood during the period of import and payment of
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IGST, did not extend the provisions of the Customs Act, 1962, relating to interest

on delayed paJment of IGST levied under Section 3(7) of the Customs Tariff Act,

1975. The issue pertains to legal interpretation of the 'pre-import condition',

which was ambiguous and subsequently clarilied only after the Supreme Court's

ruling in Cosmo Films Ltd, |2023l, 5 Centax 286 (S.C.)l and issuance of the

CBIC Circular No. 16l2O23-Cus dated 07.06.2023.

5.3 It is observed that the present appeals have been fi1ed against re-

assessment made in the Bills of Entry. It is also observed that no speaking order

by the proper officer in the matter is available. Hence, I find that entire facts are

not available on records to verifiz the claims made by the appeiiant. Copies of

appeal memorandum were also sent to the jurisdictional officer for comments.

However, no response have been received from the jurisdictional of{ice.

Therefore, I find that remitting the case to the proper officer for passing speaking

orders in each case becomes sine qua non to meet the ends of justice.

Accordingiy, the case is required to be remanded back, in terms of sub-section

(3) of Section 128A of the Customs Act, L962, for passing speaking order by the

proper of{icer under Section 17(5) of the Customs Act, 1962 by following the

principles of natural justice. While passing the speaking order, the proper officer

shall also consider the submissions made in present appeals on merits. In this

regard, I aiso rely upon the judgment of Honhle 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. l2O2O (37 4l E.L.T. 552 (Bom.)l and

judgments of Hon'ble Tribunals in case of Prem Steels P. Lfd. | 2O12-TIOL- 1317-

CESTAT-DELI and the case of Hawkins Cookers Lrd. l2ol2 (284) D.L.'[. 677(Tri.

* Del)] wherein it was held that Commissloner (Appeals) has power to rcmand

the case under Section-35A(3) of the Central Excise Act, 1944 and Section-

(3) of the Customs Act, 1962

n view of the foregoing, the appeals are allowed by way of remand to the

*
cating authority for passing a reasoned and speaking order, after ailbrding

ppellants an adequate opportunity of personal hearing. The adjudicating

authority is directed to examine all relevant facts, documents, and submissions

placed on record during the appeal proceedings. Based on such examination,

fresh orders shall be issued expeditiously, strictly in accordance with the

principles of natural justice and the appiicable legal provisions. It is clarified

that, while passing this order, no frndings or views have been expressed on the

merits of the case or on the submissions made by the appellant. These shall be

i
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independently examined and considered by the adjudicating authority in

accordance with law.

7. In view of the above, I allow the three appeals as per Table- 1 by way of

remand.

Y
\

A)
COMMISSIONER (APPEALS)

CUSTOMS, AHMEDABAD

Dated: 12 .02.2026

'lo
M/s. Mayur Wovens Pvt. Ltd.
1484, Village Motibhoyan,
Opp. Arvind International,
Khatraj-Kalo1 Road, Kalol,
Dist. Gandhin agar - 382721.
(emai1: wovensacks.co info@mayurwovens.com )

fgIR-d/ATTESTED

MtN
3rdrarn,suhRERtNTENDENT

r{ter stcr tgtftnq), s<rrfiara.
CUSTOI,lS (APPEALS). AHMEDABAD

IY

I,

Copy to:

J/ The Chief Commissioner of
Ahmedahad.
(email: ccoahm-2i@nic.in )

Customs, Gujarat, Custom House,

2 The Pnncipal Commissioner of Customs, Custom(Prev), Jamnagar

'l'h e Dcputy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Reliance

Jamnagar

4. Guard File.

SEZ,
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