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

/Order relating to

l)iryment of drawback as providcd in Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made

th ereu n dcr.

Thc revrsion application should bc in such form and shall be verified in such manner as

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

, 1870 6

(iF)

(ii) any goods imported on baggage

irgl- l{Iffi

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

@oaiffiJ16rEc{tqrq.r

i

(c)

3 sfur

4t
i

sftqi, .

(a) 4 copics of this order, bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy as

prcscribed under Schedule I item 6 of the Court Fee Act, 1870.

({{
. )_,

(b)
,.1

(TI)

(q)

(d)

3mtSTt{rq-{f, 4

4 copir:s of the Order-in-Original, in addition to relevant documents, if any

4

1c) I 4 copics ofrhe Application for Revision

rsqqadcrrqru. t oo o/-( \ErlggoEgrqn
t, *nrffi 

, @. 3rR.6 atdqftqi.
qfrqw,cirnrrqrtrq,
ffi.rooo/-

&fur , t962

3qifr(,atq,(trs,qd oMfr uq-Aar{ft {brrtftc.qrdrt+{. z o o/-

llundred only) orRs. 1,00O/- (Rupees one thousand only) as the case may be, u
llead of other receipts, fees, fines, forfeitures and Miscellaneous Items being the
prcscribcd in the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended) for filing a Revision Applicati
amount ofduty and interest demanded, fine or penalty levied is one lakh rupees

fees ers Rs.2OO/ and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee is Rs.10OO/-

The duplicate copy of the T.R.6 challan evidencing payment of Rs.2O0/- (Rupees *-\.-\:+,.try9.'4

.200/-

e

S

l.'

ID respr:ct of cases other tharn thcse mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrieved

by this order can file an appeal under Section 129 A(i) ofthe Customs Act, 1962 in form
C.A.-3 before the Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at the following
address:

fr+t{w,
oqur,qfBrfr*ffid
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Cuatoma, Excise & Service Tax ApPellate
Tribunal, West Zonal Bench
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(a)
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{b)

ffi(TI)

(c)

(s)

(d)

6

2"4 F1oor, Bahumali Bhavan,
Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,

Ahmedabad-380 016

, 1e52 olur{l 12e q (6) , 1962 ifiqRI 12e

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

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levicd by any o

e amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any o
in the case to which the appeal relates is more than five lakh rupees

fficer of
but nol

Under Section 12

the Customs Act

An appeal against this
demanded where duty
is in dispute.

fficer ol
customs in the case to which the appeal relates is Iive lakh rupees or less, one thous.Lnd
rupees;

s.cqfrqor€F-cqfr ;qEr6lmtrrg

where th
Customs
exceeding fifty lakh rupees, five thousand rupees ;

E'.qq-{q-dr€FcSft tUs-6}fr;?*r6!Ir{5q(

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any olficer oi'
Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more than fifty lakh rupees, terl
thousand rupees

Sq 1 0 % 3r(t+-{iw,srArowqEwf:tiffi.qEtB, qrcs }.
1 os cf(rft-Gq{,qdiar{s(gfrqrqie, 3{ff-m{IqrqrqTrr I

order shall lie before the Tribunal on paJment of 1001, of the duty
or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone

,x

Sirr 12 9 (q) (iF)qto@ stqq+qn+ftqfuqrrqBrftd 3{q {I
(q) rrftmqro{r+6{EnEr9-sr{f{bftq{rTr qrifia}-€r@
Under section 129 (a) of the said Act, every application made before the Appellate
Tribunal-

n an appeal for grant of stay or for rectification of mistal<e or for any other purpose; or

restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fec of five
red rupees
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ORDER.IN.APP EAL

'l'wo appeals have been filed by M/s Gupta $teel (Ship Breakers), plot No.

39, Ship Breaking Yard, Alang, Dist. Bhavnagar (hereinafter referred to as

"the appellant") in terms of Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962 against

the Final Assessment Order No. Ot/SByl2O24-25 dated |Z.O2.2O2S

(hereinafter referred to as "the impugned order") passed by the Assistant

commissioner, customs Division, Bhavnagar (hereinafter referred to as

"the adjudicating authority"). The details are as under in Table A:

Table A

Sr No Appeal No

01

o2

2. Briefly stated, facts of the case are that the appellant had

purchased a vessel MV E TRADER for breaking up recycling. They filed Bill

of Entry No. SBY/238 /2012-13 dated 12.17.2OI2 for clearance of the said

vcssel for home consumption under Section 46 of the Customs Act, 7962

along with relevant documents. Since the appellant did not have the

originai copies of MOA, Commercial Invoice and Bill of Sale, and therefore

the Bill, of Entry was provisionally assessed and the appellant paid the duty

provisionaliy assessed.

2.1 The Additional CVD had been levied @ Rs. 1.46 per Ltr vide

Notillcation No. 12l2O|2-CE (as amended vide Notification No. 35/2012-

Ctr dated I5.O9.2O12). Accordingly, differential duty of Rs. 38,196/- was

required to be paid. However, the same was not paid at the time o
provisional assessment but the said differential duty along with inte

Rs. 10285/- (total Rs. 4848t/-) was paid paid vide Challan N

SilY/oB/ 14-15 dated t5.O4.2014. t r;

2.2 The appellant

Original/Notarized copy Memorandum of Agreement, Commercial

Invoice and Bill of Sale and the Bill of Entry had been assessed finally by

the then Deputy Commissioner, Customs Division, Bhavnagar on

2C).1O.2022. After fina1 assessment the appellant was informed vide letter

F. No. BElSBY 1238/2012-13 on 20.tO.2022 tlnat the subject Bill of Entry

had been assessed finally on 2O.1O.2O22 for the Customs duty to the tune

ol Rs.3,26,80,474/- and the said finally assessed duty was adjusted

vide

of

letter dated 20.O2.2073 sub

FAO No. & Date Date of Filing

Appeal

s/49-03/cus/ JMN / 2O2s-26 07/sBY /2O24-2s

dated 17 .O2.2025

04.o4.2025

s/49- I 80/CUS / JMN / 2025-26 oT lsBY /2O24-2s

dated. 17.O2.2O25

27.O7 .2025

si.19-0.r. r 80/('us/JMN/2025 -26 Page 4 of 12
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towards the duty of Rs.3,26,42,278/- already

provisional assessment and differential duty

subsequently.

paid at the time of

of Rs.38,196/- paid

2.3 Being aggrieved with the letter dated 20.10.2022 of the Deputy

Commissioner, Customs Division, Bhavnagar, the appellant filed an appca.l

before the Commissioner (Appeals), Customs, Ahmedabad oo 17.O5.2O23.

The Commissioner (Appeals), Customs, Ahmedabad vide OIA No. JMN

CUSTM-000-APP-65-24-25 dated O9.05.2024 allowed the appeal by way of

remand to the adjudication authority for examine the available facts,

documents submissions and issue speakrng order following principles of

natural justice and legal provisions.

2.4 On scrutiny of Bill of Entry and related records, the adjudicating

authority found that there was no protest by the appellant with regard to (i)

transaction value (ii) Light Displacement ronnage (LDT), (iii) classification

of fuel & oil (bunker) bnng inside/outside engine room tanks Furthcr,

sample of fuel & oil (bunker) was not drawn for chemical rest in respect of

the subject Bill of Entry. Hence, there was no requirement to grant

personal hearing in the matter. Further, duty assessed provisionally was

paid by the importer at the material time. The adjudicating authority alter

considering the case of M/s Nav5rug Ship Breaking Co. & others in Order

No. A/ 11792-11851/2022 dated 01..12.2022, as submitted by thc

appellant vide letter dated, 27.01.2025, found that the Final Assessment

Order was issued on 2O.1O.2O22 whereas the Order in respect of Navyug

Ship Breaking Co. Vs C. C. Jamnagar in Customs Appeal No. 11031 of
2O19 was issued on 01.12.2022 by Hon'ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad. Itc

further found that in the said Order dated 01.12.2022, 57 importers ha<i

Iiled appeal. But the name of M/s Gupta Steel (Ship Breakers) i.e. the

ppellant was not mentioned in that 1ist. Hence , he found that the abovc

Order dated 07.12.2022 is not applicable in this case. Accordingly, the

dicating authority heid that the Finaj Assessment Order, which was

ed on 20.1O.2022 (prior to issuance of Order dated 01.12.2022 of

on'ble CESTAT), was legal and proper and doesn,t require any

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned Order, the appellant has filccj

the present appeal contending mainly that:

The Adjudicating Authority appears to have been grossly erred in
arriving the conclusion that ',I order that Bill of Entry No,

SBYl238/2012-13 dated t2.t1.2Ot2 which was linally assessed on

2O.1O.2O22, is legal, proper and correctly assessed but the final

S

*

Ij

O/cl5(

s/49-03, I 80/CUS I tMNt 202s-26

interference in the said Final Assessment Order.
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assessment order dated 20.10.2022 appears to had been passed "Ex-

parte". Therefore, the impugned order is not correct and 1egal.

The appellant referring to the para 11 of the impugned order

submitted that this finding is not at all acceptable so far as the

appellant's case is concerned. The appellant further submitted that

while deciding an Appeal filed by Navyug Ship Breakers & Others v/s

Commissioner of Customs, Jamnagar (Prev), the Hon'ble Tribunal

Ahmedabad has piease to order that the remaining stock bunker

either lying inside the engine room of lying outside the engine room

of the vessel was classifiable under Chapter Heading No. 8908.O0

Further while passing this order dated 01.12.2022 passed by Hon'ble

Tribunal has also referred various settled case laws as discussed in

para 5,5.1,5.2,5.3,5.4. The period of such importation of the old and

used ship was pertaining to the period prior to the subject final

assessment order dated 2O.1O.2O22. Therefore, it appears that the

Adjudicating Authority had grossly erred in arriving the conclusion

that the Order dated 01.12.2022 is not applicable in this case.

Accordingly, I find that the Final Assessment Order, which was

issued on 20.1O.2022 (prior to issuance of Order dated O1.12.2022 of

Hon'ble CESTAT) was legal and proper and doesn't require any

interference in the said Final Assessment Order. Therefore, it has

clearly been established that the impugned order appears to have

been passed by gross violating the various settled case laws which

have been finally decided before the subject {inal assessment order.

As well at the time of making final assessment the Appellant appears

not to have been granted an opportunit5r to be heard in person.

In addition to above, at para 1O of the impugned order the

Adjudicating Authority has himself has passed final assessment

order without awarding/granting an opportunity to be heard in,:,.

person before passing Order dated 2O.7O.2O22. For this con

your Appellant draw kind attention para 2 of the order

20.1O.2022, as referred above before passing this Ord

\f

2O.1O.2O22, no such opportunity to be heard in person appears iaiq r

s/.19-03, r 80/cus IJMN12025 -26 Page 6 of 12

had been granted Therefore also it appears that the impugned order

appears to had been passed as "ex party". There are so many settled

case laws are there if a quasi-judicial order is passed as "ex-parte"

that case/issue deserves to be remanded back to the proper

Adjudicating Authority to pass a Fresh Order after observing the

principle of natural justice.

The appellant finally prayed to remand the case back so as the

Appellant may enjoy the benefit of the various judicial

t_



pronouncement pertaining to the importation of the ,,lmportcrl

Goods" classifiable under Chapter Heading No. ggOg.OO of thc

Customs Tariff Act, 1 975.

4. Shri Rahul Gajera, Advocate, appeared for personal hearing o r-r

07.o8.2025 on behalf of the appellant. He rerterated the written subrnissi.n

made at the time of filing appeal.

5- It is observed that both the appeals are filed against the same Finar

Assessment order No. ot/sBY/2024-25 dated rz.o2.2o2s and thereforc

both the appeal are taken up together for disposal in the present order. It

is also observed that the appeal listed at Sr No 02 of the Table A above is

filed for the second time against the same Final Assessment order No

01 /SBY/2O24-25 dated L7.O2.2O25 and also filed beyond the time limit
provided under Section 128 of the Customs Acl, 1962. Hence the appeal

listed at sr No 02 of the Table A above is dismissed as infructuous and also

on the grounds of limitation without going into the merits of the case.

6. In respect of the appeal listed at Sr No 01 of Table A above, I have

carefully gone through the appeal memorandum, the grounds of appeais,

records of the case and submissions made during personal hearing. I find
that the matter has arisen in de novo proceedings ordered by the

Commissioner of Customs (Appeal) vide OIA No JMN-CUSTM-OO0-APP,

65-24-25 dated 09.05.2024 wlnereirl the matter was remanded to the

adjudicating authority for passing speaking order afresh by following the

principles of natural justice. I find that the matter was remanded, with
specific observation and direction mentioned at para 6 and- z of thc orA,

to the adjudicating authority. para 6 and. 7 ol the said olA is reproduce<i

here under:

" 6. I haue carefullg gone through the appeol memorand.um as utell as

records of the ca"se, submrssrons mad.e by the appellant d.uing course

of heaing as well a.s the documents and. euid.ences auoiLable on

record. I find that the appeal ha,s been flled cha enging the impugned_

letter ui.de which the decision of ilnatization of the subject BiIl of Entrg

u.tas conueged to the appellant. Hotueuer, I find that no speaking ord"er

b auailable on record. Stnce the appellant has raised. uaious grounds

in the appeal memorandum uhich haue been raised, for the fi.rst time

before the appellate authoritg, the od.jud.icating authoitg had nq

occasion to consider the same. Moreouer, the appeal wcrs sent to the

adjudicating authoitg for hi,s comments on the ground,s rabed in

appea| but there ha.s been no response. Since, entire facts are not
auailable on record" to uerifg the claims made bg the appellant, I find
remitting the ca-ses, for consideing the submi.sston of the appellant and.

s/49-03, 1 8O/CUS I JNIN / 2025 -26 Page 7 of t2



passing speaking order, becomes sine qua non to meet the ends of

justice. Accordinglg, the case is required to be remanded back to the

adjudicating authoitA, in terms of sub-section of (3) of Section 12BA of

the Customs Act, 1962, for passing speoking order afresh bg follouing
the pinciples of natural justice. In thb regard, I also relA upon the

judgment of Hon'ble High Court of Gujarat in case of Medico Lobs-

2004 (173) ELT 117 (Guj.), judgment of Hon'ble Bombag High Court in

case of Ganesh Benzopla.st Ltd. [2020 (374) E.L.f. 552 (Bom.)] and

judgments of Hon'ble Tibunals in case of Prem Steels Put. Ltd. [2012-

TIOL-13I7-CESTAT-DELI and Hanukins Cookers ltd. [2012 (284) E.L.T.

677 Qn.-Del)l holding that Commbsioner (Appeal,s) has pouer to

remand the case under Section - 35A (3) of the Central Exci,se Act,

1944 and Section - 128A (3) o.f the Cusfoms Act, 1962.

6.1. I have also gone through Para 9 of the impugned order which is

reproduced hereunder:

nssessed prouisionally was paid bg the importer at the mateial time."

6.2 It is observed that the Commissioner of Customs (Appeals), in the

remand order, has clearly directed the proper officer to issue speaking

order afresh by following the principles of natural justice. In view of specific

remand direction, I am of the considered view that it was not open for the
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7. In uiew of aboue, I allou.l the appeal bg ung of remand to the

adjudicating authoritg, who shall examine the auailable facts,

documents, submrlssions and issue speaking order following pinciples

of nahral justice and legal proui.sions. While passing this order, no

opinion or uietus haue been expressed on the meits of the case or the

submissions made by the appellant in this regard, uthich shall be

independentlg examined bg the adjudicating authoifu. "

"9. I haue carefully gone through the facts of the case and replA to the

personal hearing. 1 find that the Importer had filed a Bill of Entrg No.

SBY/238/2012-13 dated 12.11.2012. The aforesaid bill of entry tuas

assessed proukionally for u,'ant of originol documents uiz. Bill of Sale &

Commercial Inuoice. On scruting of Bill of Entry and related

u.tas found that there was no protest by the importer uith regard

transaction ualue (it) Light Di-splacement Tonnage (LDT),

classification of fuel & oil (bunker) lging inside/ outside engine



3lq?

adjudicating authority to conclude that there is no requirement to grant

personal hearlng in the matter. The impugned order is contrary to the

remand direction given by the Commissioner of Customs (Appeal). I find

that no appeal has been filed against OIA No JMN-CUSTM-000-APP 65-24

25 dated O9.O5.2O24 by the department and therefore, it has atfaincd

finality. Thus, following the principals of judicial discipline, thc

adjudicating authority had no option but to follow the remand direction

and issue speaking order afresh by following the principles of natural
justice. I f,rnd that the matter relating to judicial discipline in quasi-judicral

proceedings is no longer res-intigraand in this regard I rcly on the lollowirrg

decisions:

(i) Union of India vs Kamlakshi Finance Corporation Ltd 199 I (5S)

ELT 433 (SC)

(ii) Ganesh Benzoplast Ltd vs Union of India 2O2O (324) trLT 552 (Bom)

(iii) Raj Kumar Mundravs Commissioner of Customs, Mundra 20 1 4

(314) ELT 236 (Tri-Ahm).

6.3. The Honble Apex Court in the case of Union of India vs Kamlakshi

Finance Corporation Ltd 1991 (55) ELT 433 (SC) has held as undcr:

"6. Sri Reddg i.s perhaps right in saging that the officers uere not

actuated bg any mala fides tn passing the impuqned ord-ers. Tlrcq

perhaps genuinely felt that the cloim o/ lhe assess ee u)as not tenable

and that, if it was accepted, the Reuenue tuould_ suffer. tsut Luhat Srt

Reddg ouerlooks is that LUe are not conce,ned- here tuith the correctness

or otherwise of their conclusion or of ang factuat mala fides but u_tith the

fact that the officers, in reaching their concLusion, bg passecl tuto

appellate orders in regard to the same issue which were placed. before

them, one of the Collector (Appeals) tznd_ the other of the Tnbunat. .fhe

High Court has, in our uieu, rightlg criticised. this conduct of tlte

Assistant Collectors and the harassment to the assessee caused, bg the

failure of these offi-cers to giue effect to the ord_ers of authonties higher to

them in the appellate hierarchg. It cannot be too uehementlg emphasiscrl

0
gi

i(

I

that it i^s of utmost importa nce that. in dbposinq of the auosi-iudir:tal

assues before the m, reuenue office rs are bound bu the decisions of the

appellate authorities. T,he order of the Appellate Collector is bindinq on

the Assistant Collec tors workino within his iuri.sdiction and the order o

the Tribunal is bindinq upon the Assistant CoLlectors and the Aopellate

Collectors who function under the iuisdiction of the Tribunal. 'l'he

pinciples of iudicial discipline re uire that the orders of the hiqher

appeLlate autho rities shou bu the subordinate

s/49-03. I 80/CUS I JMN I 2025 -26
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outhoities. The mere fact that the order of the appellate authoitA is not

"acceptable" to the deparlment - in itself an objectionable phra.se - and is

the subject-matter of an appeal can furni,sh no ground for not follou-ting it

unless its operation has been suspended by a competent Court. If this

healthy rule i.s not follou.ted, the result will onlg be undue harassment to

assessees and choos in admtnistration of tax lanus.

7. The impression or anxietg of the Assistant Collector that, if he

accepted the assessee's contention, the department would lose reuenue

and would also haue no remedy to haue the matter rectified is also

incorrect. Section 358 confers adequate powers on the department in

this regard. Under sub-section (1), uhere the Central Board of Excise

qnd Customs [Direct Taxes] comes across ang order passed bg the

Collector of Central Excbe with the legality or propri.etg of ulhich it is not

satisfied, it can direct the Collector to applg to the Appellate Tibunal for
the determination of such points ari.sing out of the decision or order as

mog be specified bg the Board in its order. Under sub-section (2) the

Collector of Central Excise, Luhen he comes across ang order passed bg

an authoitg subordinate to him, if not satbfied uith its legalitg or

propietg, mag direct such authority to applg to the Collector (Appeals)

for the determination of such points arising out of the decision or order

as maA be specified bg the Collector of Central Excise in his order and

there is a further nght of appeal to the department. The position nou.t,

therefore, b tha[ if any order passed bg an Assi.stant Collector or

Collector i,s aduerse to the interests of the Reuenue, the immediatelg

higher odministratiue authoitA has the pouer to haue the matter

satisfactorilg resolued bg taking up the i.ssue to the Appellate Collector

or the Appellate Tibunal as the case may be. In the light of these

amended prouisions, there can be no iustification for anu Assistant

Co\lector or CoLlector re US to oLlow the order o the A

Collector or the A ellate Tribunal as the case ma be euen uhere

ma haue some reseruations on its correctness. He has to oLtotu

order of the hiqher appeLLq.tg a4lltqita- This mag instantlg cause so

prejudice to the Reuenue but the remedg rls also in the hands of the

same offrcer. He has onIA to bing the matter to the notice of the Board

or the Collector so a^s to enable appropriate proceedings beirq taken

under S. 358(1) or (2) to keep the interests of the department aliue. If the

ofJicer's uieu.t is the conect one, it will no doubt be finallg upheld and

the Reuenue uill get the dutg, though after some delag which such

pro ce dure would entail. "

6.4. In view of the above, I am of the considered view that the finding of

the Adjudicating Authority is incorrect leading to incorrect order. The order

el
.6

!1

a
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passed by the adjudicating authority is clear case of judicial indiscipline

against the order of Appellate Authority to pass speaking order afresh by

following the principles of natural justice. This act of Judicial indiscipline

must be taken cognizance otherwise the whole purpose of getting justice is

vitiated.

6.5. Further the adjudicating authority in respect of the decision in the

case of M/s Navyug Ship Breaking Co. & others in Order No. A/ 11792-

ll85l/2o22 dated O1.L2.2O22, as submitted by the appellant has held

that the final Assessment Order was issued on 2O.1O.2O22 whereas the

Order in respect of Navyug Ship Breaking Co. Vs C.C. Jamnagar in

Customs Appeal No. 11031 of 2Ol9 was issued on O1 .12.2022 by Hon'ble

CESTAT, Ahmedabad. He further held that in the said Order dated

01.12.2022,57 importers had filed appeal. But the name of M/s Gupta

Steel (Ship Breakers) was not mentioned in that list. Hence, he found that

the above said Order dated 01. L2.2O22 is not applicable in this case. In

this regard it is observed that the Honble Tribunal vide Order No.

A/11792-ll85ll2022 dated 01.12.2O22 in the case of M/s Navyrg Ship

Breaking Co. & others has decided the issue of classification of remaining

stock of bunkers lying inside/outside engine room of the vessel, which was

upheld by the Hon'lcle Supreme Court in the case of Mahalaxmi Ship

Breaking Corp Versus Commissioner of Customs, Bhavnagar U2O23) 5

Centax 193 (S.C.)]. The adjudicating authority is directed to consider the

decision of Honble Tribunal, Ahmedabad and the decision of Hon'ble

Supreme Court submitted by the appellant and issue speaking order afresh

by following the principles of natural justice.

6.6. In view of the above Iinding as detailed in Paras above, I am of the

considered rriew that the finding of the adjudicating authority that there is

no requirement to grant personal hearing in the matter and not

nsidering the Hon'ble Tribunal decision in the case of M/s Navl'r-rg Ship

aking Co. & others vide Order No. A/ 11792-11857 12022 datcd

.12.2022 upheld by the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the casc of

ahalaxmi Ship Breaking Corp Versus Commissioner of Customs,

6.7. In view of the above, I am constrained to once again remit the

matter pertaining to the subject appeal to the adjudicating authority, who

shall examine available facts, documents, submissions and accordingly

take necessary action and issue speaking order following the principles of

natural justice and adhering to the legal provisions. While passing this

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

s/49-03, I 80/CUS lJMN12025-26

Bhavnagar l(2O23) 5 Centax i93 (S.C.)l i5 not legally sustainabie as the

same is passed in violation of principles of judicial discipline.
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or the submissions made by the appellant, which sha-lr be independenily

examined by the adjudicating authority.

7. In view of above, the appeals filed by the appellant is disposed of in
above terms.

1.14
TTESTED

aleftero RllJIEtloEr.lT

dlqr qer ter{trcl). sr€rEniara
CUSTOIIS (APPEALS). AHMgDAEAD

tered A.D.

(AMIT GUPTA)
COMMISSIONER (APPEALS)

CUSTOMS, AHMEDABAD.

Dated -O5.12.2025

Bv

F.Nos. S/4e-o3, I 80/cus/JMN / 2o2s-2%{

1. M/s cupta Steel (Ship Breakers),
Plot No. 39, Ship Breaking yard,
Alang, Dist. Bhavnagar,

Copy to:

vThe Chicf Commissioner of Customs Gujarat, Customs House,
Ahmedabad.

2. 'lhe Commissioner of Customs, Customs, Jamnagar.
3. The Assistant/ Deputy Commissioner of Customs, Customs Division,

Bhavnagar.
4. Guard File
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