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3{fi-d Bne{r qr0 e-{i o1 Ed-6
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I

I

Ir,I/s. Ramdev Chemicals Industries,

Plot No. 3441lB, GIDC, Ankleshwar- 393002

;TTII 116 TEIIgtI116 EF

APPELLANT

iFI qTII d q?IT

AME AND ADDRESS OF 'THE

2 Sqr{-ff 3{ftfr{c r e62 tbt unr r 2e S d 1 r I tqlr €qiltro } .lttft{ Frsftfud ffi }. qrcd }.
sq*1 fr qf aR ss rneqt * srq+ ol on-o-o re-qs orar d * gs ontn o1 urfr a1 arftts t I
q-&i S .:iet srtrr qFq-d/ri5ft Efud 1ont6+ {lttr1, ltt dzreq, Grq-€ frr+rrD d-s-{ qrrf, T{
ffi al T+ffqflr enlcr u-ga o-c Fo-e t
Under Section 129 DD(l) ofthe Customs Act, 1962 (as amended), in respecl ofthe following categories of
cases, any person aggrieved by this order can prefer a Revision Applicalion to The Additional Secretary/Joint

Secretary (Reyision Application), Ministry of Finance, (Depaninent of Revenue) Parliament Street, New
Delhi within 3 months fi'om the date of communication ofthe order.
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This copy is granted llee ofcost for the private use ofthe person to whom it is issued.



(a) ny goods imponed on baggage
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ftqortE-d qre galtqqrtq-t qr 3q rr; q Brr{ w B-drt rrg

d.

/Order relating to :

FII +t{qre

I{RiI 3{rtMI
rrl 3Tr rirdr rqFr rr irdfr qr+ +
qro o1 qrir fr s{tErd qrd fr 6'fi

ftffisrr{ C -,qr.* +ftq qrra { sq} rl<q R{I;I Ir{ n rrg

ir4rwft

any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but whigh are nct unloaded at their place of
destination in lndia or so much ofthe quantity ofsuch goods as has not bee4 rnloaded at any such destinat ib,
if.goods unloaded at such destination are short ofthe quantity required to be unloaded at th;t destination.

l<)62 3{tglg x d?II ETrg rrg dfagm

Payment ofdrawback as provided in Chapter X ofCustoms Act, 1962 and the rules made thereunder

QfuI q7 TTTRI qr6ll
61qrS,ft ofug-s+sruffifua or.rqm€cstti

ITEdir'l;Il
qrfrg,

Th

the

e revision application should be in such form and shall be verified in such rnanner i! may be specified in
relevant rulcs and should be accompanied by:

g{rc,1870 ITd TI.6 5fl
Mco,qfrfrq-Ers+Ssft qrqrtrq{@'frm-dfirfi

4 copies ofthis order, bearing court Fee stamp ofpaise fifty only in one copy as prescribed under Schedul
I item 6 ofthe Coun Fee Act, l8?0.

Tltrr& SRIEIr HIq lfel

1

.l

4 copies ofthe Order-in-Original, in addition io relevant documentsjfany

I

&rur ilT{ , 1962 I-O
r#E.rnts. ao-s.qdfl df{ fr fr q c-d+ 3{rft{rndrt il r. zoor-c*qg ds] ra yu u. rooor-
(Fqs \ro 6mn wn ).#cr lft qrffir O].€ sqfua Urcrq $ trcrfrro irff{ A.Grrt 6 fr1ffiqi.
qft {eo,qirn rrql qr',r,drnqt rrqt {g al TIRr.]lf{

C o.zoor- oflr qfr qo orcs * orfYo 6 6 p1*
FW gm. dr{I qI ss+ 6'c d d tfi et{ }

FTI &- sq fr u. r ooor-

The dupl icate copy ofthe T.R.6 challan evidencing payment ofRs.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 fee prescribed in the Customs A(t, 1962 (as amended) for fili
a Revision Application. lfthe amou t ofduty and interest demanded, fine or penalty levied is one lakh rupe
or less, fees as Rs.200/- and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee is Rs. I OO)L.

Tr{ TI. 2

ol erfic srltrowr # rrca ffifud rre rn or{|f, 6T

Gftft{c le62 qff qrfl l2e g (l) t.i{sfr trid$.q.-3 fr+qr5co,,
Efi e

3{!TraIT .}rdl $ET+I {s 3irfiI
c-6{s6-{drda $qrgo,
ir*qc-qrd{@' ril{n-{r

In respect ofcases other than these rnentioned under item 2

an appeal under Section 129 A(l) ofthe Customs Act, 1962
Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at the following address :

above, any person aggrieved by this grder can hl
in form C.A.-3 befi)re the Customs, Excise and

6-tts.flr(
qfufr ffd

Customs, Excise & Seryice Tax Appellate Tribun
West Zonal Bench

2 Floor, Bahumali Bhar an,

Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge Asarwa, Ahmedabad-3E0

016

{1ff
il4q

d

(tF)

(t{)

(b)

rD

(c)

3

(6)

(a)

(t{)

(b)

(rr)

c( )

(E)

(d)

l

d-gqrdt ffi{, ft-fc frt1t]TrrR gd,
eRIr{dT, st6ErAFIrd-3 800 I 6

$rHr{l$rr, ct)qtq nql

(Tffced,
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?l

AT

i

*qig-o.rrftftqc, le62 d urirr r2e grel *'ctti-c, rftqr{o.tltftftqq, le62 d urqr r2e g(r) A
.3{ri-{ orftd t qrq ffifrH V.q. ricfl df srGs-

Under Section 129 A (6) ofthe Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (l) ofthe Customs Act,

1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of-

stfu- sqfud crs& fr s6t ffi *crtrcq, Btft lo.rff Ertr qirfi rrqr {ffi sfu q-u dur etnar
*1 (l5 fr {6q ds 6ps pqg qr iflr* oc d d q{ E{[R Fqq.

(6.)

(a)

(q)

where the amount ofduty 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 thciusand rupees;

s{ftm i sqfud qrtrA n E6i ffi mqrgtr otfirorfi grtl qirn rrqr {@'
*1 qs 6 {6q fr 6rt{ r.qq I orftrfi d tRrq FqA [Ers drq A BdYfi

efuqrqaqrq.nqr
rdfr; qiqEfirrvqq

(b) \ryhere the amount ofduty and int€rest 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 ;

CD ffi *qr{-tr GdY+rs um qirn rrqr {o s}r qrq atrt o.nql
rlqr <s al Ts-c q{r{{ 6rcr Fqq fr 3firfi d d; {tI 6gn pcg.

(c) where the amount ofduty 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

$ Is 
"7" 

sftT 6ri rrqEt {tr qr {@ cs iB Eor<

fr t qr es &r o, 36i o-G w,wi At{d e-s frqtq fr t,qfio rcqr qrgrn 
r

(E)

(d) An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of l0% ofthe duty demanded where duty

or duty and penalty are in dispue, or penalty, where penahy alone is ih dispute.

6

ontqr & frq qr ?rdftIil o1 gur+ e Fds qr fr;ff sr;q qfrcrq *' ftq fuI{ rlq 3{fi-(' - v?reI

eO orfto qr ont-e< T, ET rsrs-f{ + ft q Er[{ qra-fi } sr.I Eqt ds S Er Ew tft det oH

SrFi qr{r l2e (q) TTTI&{ TTr{ c7- (iD)

Under section t29 (a) ofthe said Act, every application made before the Appellate Tribunal-

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

) for restomtion ofan appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of five Hundred rupees
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ORDER-IN-A PPEAL

2. Facts of the case, in brief, as per appeal memorandum are that th
appellant is engaged in manufacture of Blue pigments an<[ regularly import th
goods under Advance License without payment of IGST The appellant ha
imported the Copper Scrap under impugned BE Irto. 2g2669\, d,ated
29 -oa.2ola and claimed the benefit of Notification No. 1g/2o1S-customs dated
01.04.2015, without payment of IGST under Advance Licenses Noi
3410043829, dated 24-o1-2018 and No. 3410043917, dated 27-o2-2o8)l
Further, the levy of Goods and Service Tax ("GST") was . introduced w.e.

01.o7.2017, and various Notifications inciuding the Notification No. 18/2o15
cus, dated 01.o4.2o15 was amended vide Notification No. zg/2or7- customs
dated 13.10.2017, to provide the exemption from pal,,rnent of IGST an
compensation cess, subject to the conditions: (i) Discharge of export obligatio
shall only be by physica] exports; and (ii) Exemption sha.ll be subject to prb

import condition. Further, the ocFr had also issued a Notification No

33l2ol5-2o20, dated 13.lo.2olz amending various prov. sions of the Forei

Trade Policy 2015-20, whereby the "pre-import cortdition" was incorporated
paragraph 4.14 thereof with effect from 13.10.2017. The said condition was
inserted by the Notification No. z9/2olz dated 13.1o.2ct7 and was further
omitted vide Notification No. 01/2019-customs dated 10.01.2019 issued by
the central Board of Indirect Taxes and customs (CBIC). In view thereof,
the period between l3.lo.2ol7 to 09.01.2019, the pre- irnport condition wa
mandatory for the importer to be entitled to exemption fronr payment of IGST

2.1 Further, the Hon'ble High Court of Gujarat, in case of Maxim Tub

cornpany Pvt. Ltd. V/s. Union of India, reported in 2ol9 (36g) ELT 337 struc

down ,the "pre-import condition" inserted vide Notificatio n No. Z9 I 2Ol7 _Cu

dated 13.10.2017. However,, the said judgement was challenged. by th
customs department before the Supreme court. The Hon b1e Supreme court,
by its order and Judgement dated 28.04.2023 in case of Union of India and

t
e
I

S
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l

M/s. Ramdev Chemicals Industries, plot No. 3441 /B,GIDC, Ankleshwa,J-
393002 (hereinafter referred to as the appellantJ have fil,:d the present appef
under Section 128 of the customs Act, 1962 challenging the assessment maa[
in Bill of Entry No. 782669r, dated 29.0g.201g (hereinalter referred to as th[
'impugned BEJ filed at Mundra port. 
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rs. Vs. Cosmos Films Limited reported in 2023 (5) TMI 42 -Supreme Court

lowed the appeal fited by the Revenue and upheld the validity of the pre-

mport condition. The Hon'ble Supreme Court further directed the government

o clarify the procedure for availing recredit / refund of the taxes that the

pxporters will be paylng pursuant to the judgement. Thereafter, the CBIC had

lssued the Circular No. 16 /2O23-Cws d.ated. 07.06.2023 providing the

procedures for the payment of IGST and Compensation Cess by the Importers

i"ho h"r" violated tlre pre-import condition and taking ITC of the same. The

Joint DGFT by his Trade Notice No. 7 of 2023-24 dated 08.07.2023 clarified
I

[hat all the imports made under Advance Authorization Scheme on or after

hS.tO.ZOtZ & upto and including 09.01.2019 which could not meet the pre-

fmport condition may be regularized by making payments as prescribed in the

[i."rtr. No. l6l2O23-Cus dated 07.O6.2Q23.

2.2 Further, in view of the said Circular and Trade Notice, the appellant
I

[equested to re - assess impugned BE No. 7826691 dated 29-08-2018. In view

uch request, the concerned Customs authority has re - assessed impugned

No. 7826691 dated 29-08-2018 and has assessed the amount of IGST of

[s. 21,60,335/- and interest of Rs. 15,77,6361- payable by the appellant
I

which was subsequently paid by the appellant'

3. Being aggrieved with the re-assessment of impugned BE No' 7 826691

dated 29-08-2O18, extent to the assessment/ recovery of the said amount of
I

interest on the IGST payable/paid, the appellant have filed the present appeal

d maiply contended the following:

That the levy of intcrest by thc Customs department on the IGST levied

under section 3(7) of the Customs Act, }962 is contrary to the decision of

t

Pt"
FE

J

3(Fr
:.,'i

s,

t
e Hon'ble Bombay High Court in the case of Mahindra & Mahindra Ltd

Vs. Union of India and Ors reported in 2022 (10) TMI 212 Bombay High

Court. It is also submitted that there are no provisions under the Tariff

Act which empowers the Customs department to levy interest on the

delay in payment of IGST.

That Section 3 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 is the charging section for

lery of additional duty equal to excise duty, sa-les tax, local taxes and

other charges. Section 3(7) of the Tariff Act levies IGST on the goods

imported into India from 01.07.2017' Section 3(12) of the Tariff Act

provides that the provisions of Customs Act, Rules and Regulation made

PaSe l5

I

I

I

I

+,



MtI{-Ct STM-000-APP-0 I 9-25_26

thereunder may be applied to the duty or tax or Cess chargeable under
the said section. It is submitted that neither sectior, 3 nor Section 3(7) dr
3(l 2) of the Tariff Act provided for levy of interest ()r borrows provisionls

relating to interest of the customs Act. It is pertiner.t to note that Section

3(7) of the Tariff Act does not provide for levy of irrterest and therefore,

the question of recovery of interest in such cal;es by the Customs

department does not arise. 
i

It is also submitted that provisions of Section 2gfu\ of the customs AJt

are not borrowed under the Tariff Act and hence, not applicable i, thL

present case. 
Ij

That the actidn of Customs departmenl in recove:y of interest on thl
IGST paid at the time of re-assessment of B I of Entry, in absence of anJ,

provision for lely/recovery of intefest, is witlrcut jurisdiction an[
thereby, not legal. In any case, the mere fact that ttre provisions ..tati.r{
to assessment, collection and enforcement of tax arrd penalty under th{
customs Act are borrowed does not mean that the :rovision for interesl

in the customs Act is treated as applicable for interest under the Tariff
Act. Further, section 3(i2) of the Tariff Act only bo.rows the procedural

provisions of the Customs Act and the rules and regulations madJ

thereunder so far as it applies to the duty chargeable under Section 3 of
the Tariff Act. In view thereof, it is. submitted that the Customi

department has erred in recovery of interest at the time of re-assessmen

of the above referred bill of entry and therefore the said action is con

to the lega1 position.

PERSONAL HEARING

4. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 29.04.2025 in viftual mode.
shri Vinay Kansara, Advocate, appeared for hearing on behalf of the Appellant.
He reiterated the submissions made at the time of filing of appeal. He also
placed reliance on the following case laws :- 

I

I

tU

I

I

l

I

Mahindra & Mahindra Ltd Vs. Union of India and Ors reported inl
2022 (to) TM1212 tsombay High Court. 

I

I

I
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(ii) Chiripal Poly hlms Ltd Vs. Commissioner of Customs-hmedabad-

2024 (91 TMI940-CESTAT Ahmedabad

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS

. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case and submissions made

y the appellant in their appeal memorandum as well as submissions made at

e time of personal hearing. I find that the appeal have been filed against re-

ssessrlent of Bill of Entry. It is observed that the Hon'ble Supreme Court in

ase of ITC Ltd Vs CCE Kolkata [2019 (368) ELT2I6) has held that any person

rieved by any order which would include self-assessment, has to get the

rder modified under Section 128 or under relevant provisions of the Customs

ct, 1962. Hence, the appeal preferred by the appellant against assessment

t,.de i., the aforesaid Bill of Entry is maintainable as per the judgment of the

Supreme Court in ITC case suPra.

5.1 However, before going into the merits of the case, I find that the

fppellant have filed the present appeal on O3.lO .2023. In the Appeal
I

emorandum, the date of communication of the decision or order appealed

gainst is mentioned as O1.09.2O23, which is mentioned as the Out of Charge

te. In the Bill of Entry, the date of re-assessment and Out of Charge date are

entioned as 25.07.2023 and 01.09.2023 respectively' Hence, the date of re-

ssesiment mentioned in the Bill of Entry No. 782669 1, dated 29.08'2018 is

5.O7.2O23 which is the actual date of communication of decision or order

ppealed against. In this regard, I place reliance on the case law of JINDAL

RILLING & INDUSTRIES LTD Versus C.C. (IMPORT), NHAVA SHEVA 2014

314) E.L.T. 457 (Trt. - Mumbai) wherein the Hon'ble Tribunal held as under :-

" 5. We haue carefullg considered the riual submissions. There is no dispute

I

t
t

\ il/

i!
.91 bout the fact that the goods haue been assessed to dutg on 9-6-2O09 and
* the assessment order utas passed on that date. It is an entirely different

matter that the appellant paid tLe dutg subsequentlg and got th.e goods

eleared afier exomination by the Customs and out of charge order utas
issued on 17-6-2009. As per Section 128 of the Customs Act, "ang person

-;,

aggrieued bg ang decision or order possed under this Act bg an officer of
Customs louer in rank than a Commissioner of Customs, mag appeal to the
Commissioner (Appeals) uithin 60 dags from the date of communication to

aL f such decision or order prouided that the Coinmissioner (Appeals)

may, if he is satisfied that the appellant uas preuented by sufficient cause

from presenting the appeal uithin the aforesaid peiod of 6O dogs, ollow to

Page l7
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be presented uithin a further peiod" of 30 dags". Frotn the proui,sions of ra
stated aboue, it is clear that tre appeol rLas to be fiIed" *ihin or-t affiro
tLe communication of the assessmenf ord.er. In tle prsssnl case it is not t

dispute that the assessment order utas po.ssed and communicated on g-i
2OO9. Therefore, the time limit for computing tle appeal period. has to t.
counted. from 9-6-2OO9 which is tLte dite of 

-comminication 
of ti

assessmenf order and not from 17-6-2009 tthei the out of charge'orde
u.tas passed.

MLIN.CI JSTM.OOO.APP.O.I 9-25-26

128 of thb

that the

appeal

l),

r
r
P-

le
e
t,

5'2 In view of the above, I find that there is deray o:' 10 days in nting Jr
appeal beyond the prescribed time limit of 60 days as stitr)ulated under Sectioh
128(1) of the customs Act, 1962. The relevant legar provisions governing filing
an appeal before the commissioner (Appeals) and his p()wers to condone the
delay in fi1ing appeals beyond 60 days as contained irL Section

Customs Act, 7962 are reproduced below for ease of reference:

SECTION 128. Appeals. to [Commissioner (Appeats).t. L 0) Ang persol,

aggrieued bg ang d-ecision or ord.er passed under thi:; Act bg an officer )
cusloms louer in rank than a lprincipal Commisstonlr of Customs o

Commissioner of Customsl mag appeal to the lcontm,f"ior". (Appeals)

luithin sixtg d.ags] from the d.ate of the communicc,tion to him of sucl
decision or order.

P

t

tl.)ithin the aforesaid peiod of sixtg days, allow it to b, ted tuithin a

[Prouided that the Commissioner (Appeals) mag, if he is satisfted.
appellant tuas preuented by sufficient cause from pr eseiting tlrc

,rT*

that the

further peiod of thirtg dags.l

Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962 makes it clear appeah.

to be filed within 60 days from the date of communication rf order_ Furthbr.,

the commissioner (Appeals) is satisfied that the appellant was prevented b

suflicient cause from presenting the appeal within the afc,rbsaid period oT 60

days, he can allow it to be presented within a further period of30 days.

5.3 It is observed that there'is delay of l0 days in filing o[ appeal beyond the

statutory time limit of 60 days. The appellant vide their sublmission dated

29 .o4.2o25 submitted that 10 day delay occurred as the appellant had

considerid the date ol.o9.2o23 which is of out of chargt: order as relevant

date, however, if the relevant date 2s.o2.2o23 is considert:d which is date of
assessment then delay of 10 days occurred. It is further su rmitted that due to

\ 1

"/
$-
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]holidays i.e. Saturday, Sunday and Gandhi Jayanti, the time of appeal was

eiayed and earnestly request to condone the delay of 10 days. In the interest

f justice, I take a lenient view and allow the saill appeal filed by the appellant

s admitted by condoning the delay of 10 days in filing appeal under the

roviso to Section 128(1) ofthe Custom Act, 1962.

.4 As regards the merits of the case, it is observed that the Appellant had

ported the impugned goods vidb Bill of Entry No.7826691, dated 29.O8.2018

lunder Advance Licenses dated 24-01-2018 and 27-O2-2O18, entitled them to
l

[mport goods without payrng BCD, IGST, and Compensation Cess as per
'Notilication No. 18/201S-Cus dated 01.04.2015. Further, Notification No.

79 12O17-Cus dated 13.10.2017 cited a pre-import condition for exemption,

applicable from 13.1O.2O17 to O9.O1.2019. which was set aside by Hon'ble

" Icujarat High Court, but the Supreme Court upheld the pre-import condition in

the Judgment cited in the matter ol Union of India u. Cosmos Films (20231, and

further directing the government to clarify procedures for re-credit/ refund of

es, to which the CBIC issued Circular No. 16/2023-Cus, allowing

fegularization 
of imports made during this period by paying IGST and

pompensation Cess. Further, it observed that the appellant, after their request

bf re-assessment of the Bill of Entry which resulted in a demand of Rs.

21,60,3351- IGST and Rs. 15,77,636/- interest, paid the entire amount oIIGST

ialong 
with interest. However, the appellant has contended that the recovery of

linterest is contrary to the Bombay High Court's ruling in Mahindra &

',Mohindro. Therefore, the issue to be decided in the present appeal is whether

the re-assessment made by the proper officer in the impugned Bill of Entry

g the interest, in the facts and circumstances of the case, is legal and

r or otherwise.

t .is observed that that no speaking order has been passed for the re-

sment of impugned Bill of Entry. Hence, I {ind that entire facts are not

ailable on records to verify the claims made by the appellant. Copy of appeal

morandum was also sent to the jurisdictional officer for comments.

owever, no response have been received from the jurisdictional office.

erefore, I find that remitting of the case to the proper ofiicer for passing

speaking order becomes sine qua non to meet the ends of justice. Accordingly,

the case is required to be remanded back, in terms of sub-section (3) of section
128A of the Customs Act, 1962, for passing speaking order by the proper
'officer by following the principles of natural justice. In this regard, I also rely

1

T\
Page l9
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upon the judgment of Hon'ble High court of Gujarat in c.se of Medicg Labs -
2OO4(173) ELT ).17 (Guj.), judgment of Hon,ble Bombay J{igh Court in\ase of
Ganesh Benzoplast Ltd. [2O2O (374) E.L.T. 552 (Bom.]l and judgments Qf
Hon'ble Tribunals in case of Prem Steels p. Ltd. - [ 2OL2-TIOL-1317-CESTA

DELI and the case of Hawkins Cookers Ltd. l2ot2 (284) E,.L.T. 6TZ (Tri. - Del
holding that commissioner (Appeals) has power to rerr and the case unde

Section-35A (3) of the Central Excise Act, 1944 ar,d Ser:tion-129A (3) of th
Customs Act, 1962..

5.6 It is observed that Hon'ble High Court of Bombay in the matter of M/
A.R. Sulphonates Pvt. Lrd. vs Union of India in Wp No. 19366 of 2024 ha

passed a judgment dated 09.04.2025 in a similar matter. In view of the sam

the proper officer shall aiso examine the facts and the applicability of the sai{
judgment in the instant case while deciding the above :Tratter. Further, thJ

decision of Hon'ble Tribunal Ahmedabad in case of M/s. Chiripal poly Films

Ltd V/s. Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad reported at 2O24(9l lMI 94O'-

CESTAT Ahmedabad ( Fina_l Order No. 1 1628- 1 16AO I 2024 dated 23.O2.2O2a il
Appeal No. 10228 of 20241 on the same issue and relied ucon by the appellani

shail also be examined by the proper officer while deciding :he above matter. 
I

I

I

I

6. In view of the above, I allow the appeal by way of remand and remi{

the matter pertaining to this appeal to the proper oflicer, who shall a"...trl.l
the facts, examine the dcicuments, submissions made by the appellan{

including the submissions made in the present appeal proceedings ,rra pu"J
I

speaking order under Section 17(5) of the Customs Act, 7962, after followin{

principles of natural justice as per the legal provisions. While passing thisl

order, no opinion or views have been expressed on the merits of the dispute or

the submissions by the appellant in this regard, which shall be independently,

examined by the proper officer. j

\uv\

F.No. S/ 49- 132lCUS/MUN I 2023-24
(CAPPL/ COM / CUSp/ 1048 I 2023- AppEAr,)

(A F"tA)

Commissioner (Appeals)

CLrstoms, Ahmedabad

Date: 30.04.2025
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i-.,iBy Registered eost A.D/O
^,QI O,

M/s. Ramdev Chemicals Industries,
Plot No. 3441/El, GIDC,
Ankleshwar- 3930O2

4
5t

*

,.;

to
. The chief commissioner of customs, Ahmedabad zone, customs House

Ahmedabad.

2. Tlrre Pr. Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Mundra
3. Thc Dy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Mundra
4. Guard File.
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