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i 4_'.- ~.'\ A e o
M/s. Jindal Foods, :\_" : ‘\ & D Y
WKT £ HD?EESS op 1y | D-2 Vinoba Kinj, Rohini, Sector-9, N\* .
A . N Bt
© | APPELLANT: peli=1 LR85 —

e Ui 39 oatad & foroi SUGNT & ¢ G A 21 Wrdl 8 (e ATH Ug W1’} [l T €.

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

FTTIe® SHTUTTaH 1962 1 URT 129 81 81 (1) (@1 GRNTa) & A1 Frafarad AorT & are &
R B $YE ofad 39 ST R ST B e HeqH ST §) dl IW M1 B WGl b1 i € 3
Htfﬁ$Wamaﬁaquﬁa(mﬁ@ﬂﬁ},ﬁﬁw,mﬁﬂmmﬂﬁ,#
farcet B gAAETT 3MTdeT W B DA .

Under Section 129 DD(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended), in respect of the following categories of
cases, any person aggrieved by this order can prefer a Revision Application to The Additional Secretary/Joint
Secretary (Revision Application), Ministry of Finance, (Department of Revenue) Parliament Street, New
Delhi within 3 months from the date of communication of the order.

d GHERIT STSR/Order relating to :

(@)

A9 & =Y | ATgTad HIs AT,

(a) ny goods imported on baggage.

()

TR SATaTd B3 o [P aTe B ATl 191 Qe 41X & I Tod R IR A 7 7T I
A1 9 T R IR AR S & T SAfad HTe AR A 91 0 97 39 Tl W IR 3dR T
aTe B T ¥ Sy AT ¥ )
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(b)

any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but which are not unloaded at their place pf ‘
destination in India or so much of the quantity of such goods as has not been unloaded at any such destination
if goods unloaded at such destination are short of the quantity required to be unloaded at that destination.

(M

ATy ofufran, 1962 & g X 91 39S el §97¢ T et & d8d Yeb aad! @
ST,

(c)

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

YAEUT 31dEH U3 §IT0 (GATad! A [[41a8 YRey A Ud &1 el (o d Sf<id S9@| o
o1 St ok 39 & gy et srrd o gF 9ifee

The revision application should be in such form and shall be verified in such manner as may be specified in
the relevant rules and should be accompanied by :

(@)

HIC B Tae, 1870 & UG 9.6 YA 1 & 17 FulfRa 6T Q0 UK 5 oax @1 4 Ui,
ot e ufd 7 vary 18 &t =mray Yo fewe @ gHT Fifgu.

(a)

4 copies of this order, bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy as prescribed under Schedule
1 item 6 of the Court Fee Act, 1870.

()

TG GXITdGl & HaTal WIY Ha AW B 4 Ufadi, are gt

(b)

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

R80T & oY simde &1 4 ufaai

(c)

4 copies of the Application for Revision.

()

QARG TN 31 QR H9A & forg Hamsesd Al ram, 1962 @RI & FrulRd Br Se
THfte ww, gus, sisdlelR fafdy wef & =fifds sreflT orar 8.4 3. 200/ 7T 31 WY 11 )41 5.1000/-
(FUT U& gWR |1 ), 5H1 off Areen 81,8 awfRia yrrars & varfie gar A.ene.e &) e,
afe; Yeeh, Wi 74T SIS, T AT €8 @1 ARSI FUY Ue e a1 SWE B € A 08 v &
U H $.200/- AR fE o @@ | A4fye 81 Q) B & 9 3.1000-

(d)

The duplicate copy of the T.R.6 challan evidencing payment of Rs.200/- (Rupees two Hundred only) or
Rs.1,000/- (Rupees one thousand only) as the case may be, under the Head of other receipts, fees, fines,
forfeitures and Miscellaneous Items being the fee prescribed in the Customs Act. 1962 (as amended) for filing
a Revision Application. 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.1000/-.

HE ¥. 2 & U Ghud 7ATHT & ATdT oG HIHG) d YA J§ afe BTS Afad 39 H12W 4 o8
TR a1 €1l @ W e fUFam 1962 B URT 120 T 1) & Stefla B w3 F Harsges,
1 ITE Yewb 1T a1 R e siftree & wua PrufaRT @ w sdla s goa &

In respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrieved by this order can file
an appeal under Section 129 A(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 in form C.A.-3 before the Customs, Excise and
Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at the following address :

WW,HUWWH#&TW Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal,
Srdifergsiies, ufdyh afig dis West Zonal Bench

O Aferet, agaTelt e, Fide AReRTR Ger, | 2 Floor, Bahumali Bhaven,
STHNA], AHeHGIEG-380016 Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa, Ahmedabad-380

016

HruTeres ifUfaH, 1962 BT URT 129 T (6) B o4, THIeD AT, 1962 BT URT 129 T (1) &
sref srdter & wry Prafef@d g vau e wifee.

Under Section 129 A (6) of the Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (1) of the Customs Act,
1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of -

mﬂmﬁkamfmmﬁmﬂfﬁmmmwwaﬁ?wwm
AT <8 B B H Ul TG FUT A1 I 8 a1 U BHR BT,

(a)

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of Customs in the case to
which the appeal relates is five lakh rupees or less, one thousand rupees;

9)

mﬁmamﬁwwmﬂmmﬁmmwwahmamm
wﬁﬁmuﬁmm#%ﬁﬁﬁmmﬂmmﬂafﬂaaﬁﬁ;ﬁmm

(b)

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 'iék_ﬁ‘rupces, five thousand
rupees ; i\
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it § grarRId 2THe § el [hH] STHTed USRI gIRT HIT 7141 Y SR TS JUT emal
T €8 B B H U9 a1 ¥ 0U ¥ 3(fU® g dl; 39 g9R TUC.

(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

T T P [A%g HUHRY B WHAHR 7Y 10 % 37al B W96l Yed a1 Yoob U4 &S fadig
HEAIES B0 % ST A W81 $ad &8 7 g, 3rdter war s

(d)

An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty
or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.

Jaa SUTTaH BT UTRT 129 (T)  H<A7Ta STe UITUDHRY & GHE TR TGS 3ded U3- () AP
a2 & fore 4 raferdl ) QURA & e ar fereft o waier & forg feg g ot - - sryan
Wmmmwmm#%mmanﬂm%mumﬁaﬁmwmﬁmm

Under section 129 (a) of the 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

(b) for restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of five Hundred rupees.
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ORDER - IN - APPEAL

M/s. Jindal Foods,D-2 Vinoba Kinj, Rohini, Sector-9, Delhi-110085
( hereinafter referred to as the “appellant”) have filed the present appeal under
Section 128 of the Customs Act,1962 against the OIO No.
MCH/ADC/MK/72/2024-25 dtd. 14.06.2024 issued by the Additional

Commissioner of Customs, Mundra.

2. Facts of the case, in brief, are that the Appellant, has filed a
Shipping Bill No. 7301655 dated 27.01.2023 through their CHA M/s S R S
CARGO INTERNATIONAL for export of goods declared as "Indian Parboiled
Rice" classified under CTH 10063010. As per Board Instruction No. 29/2022-
Customs dated 28.10.2022, representative sample was drawn and sent to
CRCL Kandla vide Test Memo and the cargo has been allowed for export on
provisional basis on submission of Test Bond submitted by the Exporter which
was accepted by the Deputy Commissioner (Export), Customs House, Mundra.
Respective Test Report was received against the Test Memo wherein it was
mentioned that "Based on the physical appearance, forms and analytical
findings, it appears to be "Para-boiled Rice (non- basmati) (27.3% broken)",
against the declared export cargo in the Shipping Bill as "Indian Parboiled
Rice". The details of Shipping Bills and their corresponding Test Report are as

under:

Sr Shipping Net Weight Test Report | FOB Declared | Summary of
No Bill No. & no. & Date |in SB (Rs) Test result
Date
1 7301655 1500 Mts 9082 dated | 45051952 Parboiled
dated 31.01.2023 Rice  (non-
27.01.2023 basmati)
(27.3%
broken)
2.1 A copy of the said Test Report was provided to the Appellant, viz.,

M/s Jindal Foods for their information with a specific request to submit their
submission within 10 days of the communication as to why the proceedings
should not be initiated under Customs Act, 1962 as the instant case was seen

falling under the purview of Mis-declaration of the Export cargo.

l\/ % | : Page 4 of 7




F.No.S/49-158/CUS/MUN/2024-25

2.2 With reference to above mentioned shipping bill, the Appellant had
classified the same goods as "Indian Parboiled Rice" classified under CTH
10063010 but pursuant to the outcome of the Test Result, the consignment of
the exported goods is found to be "Parboiled Rice (non-basmati) (27.3%
broken)". As per Customs Tariff, Broken Rice is classifiable under CTH
10064000 and therefore the goods already exported 'is required "to be
classified' under CTH 10064000 and to be confiscated being Prohibited Goods
as per Notification No. 31/2015- 2020-Customs dated 08.09.2022 issued by
the Board. It is also pertinent to mention that goods are also found to be other

than Parboiled which concludes to be a mis-declaration as well.

2.3 Whereas, the Appellant under the Customs Bond had bind
themselves to the effect that in the event of failure of cargo in the Test Report,
the Exporter will pay the duty along with interest, fine and/or penalty, if any
imposed for contravention of the Customs Act, 1962 and other allied Acts. And
on the basis of Customs Bond submitted by the Appellant, the goods were
allowed for ultimate export provisionally. Subsequently the Test Reports
confirmed the export goods were "Parboiled Rice (non-basmati) (27.3%
broken)". Accordingly, Shipping Bill mentioned in the Table above needed to be
assessed finally on the basis of Test Report. On the basis of Test Report, the
goods needed to be re-classified under CTH 10064000. Consequently, the

Appellant was liable for penal action.

2.4 The Appellant appeared to have failed to declare the correct
classification of the export cargo in the Shipping Bill. It appeared that the
appellant had resorted to mis-classification and mis-declaration of the export
cargo in order to evade payment of export duty/cess leviable on the export
cargo. Thus, the Appellant has contravened the provisions of the Section 50 of
the Customs Act, 1962. The acts of omission and commission made by the
Appellant rendered the export cargo liable for confiscation under Section 113(i)
and 1113(d) of the Customs Act, 1962. On account of export goods liable for
confiscation, the Appellant has made themselves liable for penal action under
Section 114 (i) & 114 (i) of the Customs Act, 1962. On account of
contravention of the provisions of Section 50 of the Customs Act, 1962, the
Appellant has made themselves liable for penal action under Section 117 of the

Customs Act, 1962.

2.5 In view of the—above, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the
A~ RN\ TT fa,

Appellant as to why: /rf/" . &Y X{/
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(i) the classification of the goods declared by the Appellant under Shipping Bills
tabulated above should not be rejected and re-classified under CTH 10064000;
(i the goods covered under Shipping Bill tabulated above should not be
confiscated under Section 113 (d) and 113(i) of the Customs Act, 1962;

(iii) the penalty under Section 114 (i) and (ii) of the Customs Act, 1962 should
not be imposed upon the Appellant;

(iv) the penalty under Section 117 of the Customs Act, 1962 should not be
imposed upon the Appellant.

2.6 Consequently, the Adjudicating Authority decided the case vide

passed the order as under:

(i) She ordered to reject the classification of the exported goods under CTH
10063010, as declared by the appellant and ordered to re-classify the same
under CTH- 10064000 for Shipping Bill No. 7301655 dated 27.01.2023;

(i) She ordered for confiscation of the goods having FOB value of Rs.
4,50,51,952/- covered under Shipping Bill No. 7301655 dated 27.01.2023
under Section 113 (d) & 113(i) of the Customs Act, 1962. However, as the
goods had already been exported under Bond, he imposed Redemption Fine of
Rs 46,00,000/- (Rupees Forty Six Lakhs only):

(iii) She imposed Penalty of Rs 23,00,000/- (Rupees Twenty Three lakhs only)
covered under Shipping Bill No. 7301655 dated 27.01.2023 under Section 114
(i) of the Customs Act, 1962;

(iv) She refrained from imposing penalty under section 114(ii) & 117 of the
Customs Act, 1962.

SUBMISSIONS OF THE APPELLANT:

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the Appellant has filed
the present appeals Further, the appellant have also filed an application for
Condonation of delay in filing appeal.

3.1 Subsequently, vide their letter dated 27.11.2025, the Appellant
have submitted that they have inadvertently filed two appeal against the OIO
No. MCH/ADC/MK/72/2024-25 dtd. 14.06.2024 They have further requested

to consider the earlier appeal filed and the present appeal may be treated as
withdrawn.

8.2 I have gone through the facts of case available on record, letter

dated 27.11.2025 submitted by the Appellant rec‘q_ué_s_tii'ig withdrawal of the

appeal.
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4. In view of specific request made by the Appellant for withdrawal of
appeal, I allow withdrawal of appeal filed by the appellant.

S. Therefore, the appeal filed by the appellant is dismissed as
withdrawn.
e 2\ wenfa/ATTEST (Ami?ﬁ)’
w\ € =) Commissioner (Appeals),
=¥ /5 o, = Customs, Ahmedabad
G TS anefers/ SUPRERINTENDENT
SER, Ll =), 2SR,
— CUSTOMS (APPEALS), AHMEDABAD Date: 28.11.2025
F.No. S/49-158/CUS/MUN/2024- 25
/ ?)
u(e

By Speed Post/E-Mail.

To,

M/s. Jindal Foods,

D-2 Vinoba Kinj, Rohini, Sector-9,
Delhi-110085

Co -
: ? The Chief Commissioner of Customs Gujarat, Customs House, Ahmedabad.
2. The Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Mundra

3. The Additional Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Mundra
4. QGuard File.
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