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| & W FILE NO. S/49-02,03,04/CA-2/CUS/JMN/2022-23 |
g AT ORDER-IN- '
APPEAL NO. (SHrges3fdfyam, | JMN-CUSTM-000-APP-001 to 003-25-26
| 1962 PIYRT 128F b HdTId)(UNDER | |
SECTION 128A OF THE CUSTOMS
ACT, 1962) : | |
T UTRadd! PASSED BY Shri Akhilesh Kumar I
Commissioner of Customs (Appeals), li
Ahmedabad |
F "
Y i DATE 11.04.2025
T | Ieydediasmeurety. afdis 09/ADC/2022-23 dated 28.11.2022
ARISING OUT OF ORDER-IN-
ORIGINAL NO.
q AT RARIBRAD T 11.04.2025 i

ORDER- IN-APPEAL ISSUED ON: _ !

1 NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE Jamnagar-Rajkot Highway, Jamnagar.
"1 APPELLANT:

ol 3

The Additional Commissioner of Customs |
3rdteepdl &1 TH 9 Ul (P), Jamnagar, Sheema Shulk Bhawan,

qE Ui 39 aifed & foll SUAN & [T gud | 3 ordl @ e AT g8 Wkt fear mar
2. |

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

AARes ATUTEH 1962 @ URT 129 S 3t (1) (YT wEnfR) %Gﬁﬁ?ﬁ?ﬁlﬁﬂ‘
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sﬂéﬂ%ﬂﬂﬁuﬁﬁmﬂﬁﬁsﬁéﬁﬁimmaﬁamﬁﬂﬁa@nﬁaﬁmﬁuﬂ;
ERCEICES eRE faum wwe Ant 9E Rl o gEdemn smded wegd &) §@od 8.

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. ,'

Frafefaa qrafRd TR/ Order relating to: - B : T

(P

(a)

-ﬁq % m ﬁ» m ﬁ m+ i e ' — - _\1._

any goods imported on baggage
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(b)

any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, 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 unloaded at any such
destination if goods unloaded at such destination are short of the quantity required to be unloaded at that
destination.

(T (
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(¢)

Payment of drawback as s provided in C hapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made thereunder. |

3
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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 :

(@)

PIE B TEC,1870 & WG W.6 HJGA! 1 & AU FIUIRG [PT T JqER g9 A0 BT
- 4 vfai, et te ufa A g ) @ e gew Rwe @ g Tifdu.

(a)

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

4 anrea of the Order-in- Orlglna,l in addition to relevant documents, if any

R LR R _ it

4 Lc}plu of the Appilmtmn for Revision.

1962

Afuffrawtamsravdie vl gug, a&ﬁah?ﬁﬁmmnﬁﬁmﬁmnaﬁﬂ%
(EYUGTHHTH) AT, 1000/-(FUUTH EATRATH

uﬁqummm mmm&mm@?hﬂﬁtﬁﬂﬂmﬁa ;ﬁw. o

W g PR,
it

Gmmaﬂmﬁm 1000/-

(d)

Rs.1,000/- (Rupees one thousand only) as the case may be, under the Head of other receipts, fees, ﬁne:
forfeitures and Miscellaneous Items being the fee prescribed in the Customs Act, 1962 (as amendeﬂ] fnr

filing a Revision Application. If the amount of duty and interest demanded, fine or penalty levied is ¢ne

lakh rupees or less, fees as Rs.200/- and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee is Rs.1000/-. |
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| In respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, ar::y 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 :

iﬁqrgﬁi AfUfam, 1962 @ URT 129 T (6) & U, WATYed ATUTTAH, 1962 F1 EIT!T

Ao, 49 JAE Yo 9 dal B
rftferasifiasvor, ufinf asftg di

GO e agATe Had, Mde PRWETR O,
WT-::IT HeHAIAIG-380016

Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal,
West Zonal Bench

2™ Floor, BahumaliBhavan,
Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,
Ahmedabad-380 016

129 T (1) & I orfter & Wy Prafef@a ge dau a9 aifde-
i

" Under Section 129 A (6] of the Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Sectmn 129 A (1) of the Customs Act

@)

e

| 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of -
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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; |
':
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(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 lakh rupees, ﬁvq’

thousand rupees ;

mﬁmﬁamﬂ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁmmaﬁﬁmmwwéﬂ?mﬁ.
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where the amount of duty and interest demanded and pénalt;levied by any officer of Customs in thE‘
case to which the appeal relates is more than fifty lakh rupees, ten thousand rupees

(Y)
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(d)

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

— = -

Seaafufaratu 129 (@) %ar-?nfa ITRIGRUTGHHLETURTABHTAGATI- (D)
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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.

— = e —— —— —

Page 3 of 11




L

' i
I Page 4 of 11/
- '_F

S/49-02,03,04/CA-2/CUS/JMN/2022-23

ORDER IN APPEAL

The Additional Commissioner, Customs (Preventive), Jamnagar
(hereinafter referred to as ‘the Appellant department’) has filed these appeals iql
terms of Section 129D (4) of the Customs Act, 1962 on the basis of Review Orden:
No. 02/2022-23, dated 21.02.2023 issued by the Principal Commissioner
Customs (Preventive), Jamnagar challenging the Order - In - Original No.
09 /Additional Commissinner(2022-23, dated 28.11.2022 (hereinafter referrec‘l_t

to as “the impugned order”), passed in case of below mentioned Respondents.

fr——— T e e

S.No. | Name & address of the Respondent Hereinafter referred to as

“the Respondent No. 01”

1 M/s Green Exim
' 707 ,Basera Hights, Fatehabad Road, Agra,
- UP-282006.
i M/s Ruchi Agru{;ﬁi India (Pvt.) Ltd. “the Respondent No. 02”

408, Geetansh., Class of Pearl, K 48-49,
Income Tax Colony, Durgapur, Tonk Road,

Jaipur-18, Rajasthan.
'3 | M/s Omkar Shipping,
C/o Arjanbhai Govindji & Co., Ganar | Shipping Agent”

Quarter Porter Area, Bunder Road,
| Pnrbandar 360575.

— T

£ Facts of the case, in brief, are that intelligence was gathered by the officers
of Customs (Preventive), Jamnagar that the Respondent No. 01 was indulging in
the export of Broken Rice falling under the category of Prohibited goods as per
DGFT Notification No. 10/2015-20, dated 24.05.2022 from Porbandar Port with:
the connivance of the Custom Broker cum Shipping Agent. On the basis of
intelligence gathered, the officers of Customs (Preventive), Jamnagar visited the,

Porbandar Port on 24.10.2022 and conducted further proceedings under

Panchnama dated 24.10.2022. It was found that the goods, i.e., Non-Basmati

Parboiled rice was being loaded in two Country Craft Vessels i.e MSV Anjali Puja'l
PBR-3798 and MSV-AL Mehraab BDI- 1448. Further, one Country Crafti.e. MSV!
Madina Zulficar BDI-288 was already loaded with the goods to be exported :s.lr"u:i'I
anchored away from the Porbandar Port Jetty. The said goods were lr::r::aur:iec:.lE
without the supervision of Proper Officer of Customs and without any
examination or grant of LEO by the proper officer. M/s. Omkar Shipping, Custom
Broker for both the respondents and the Shipping Agent for the Vessel was
looking after the export consignment for which the goods were loaded on the,

vessel, on behalf of the Respondents. 2 |

“the Custom Broker cum |
PG R

-
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.2' 1. Further, examination of the goods was also carried out under Panchnama |
jproceeding's dated 25.10.2022. During the examination, the goods were found
1:5:155 declared (Non-Basmati Parboiled Rice CTH-10063010) in the 06 Shipping
Bills filed by the Custom Broker cum Shipping Agént on behalf of the Respondent
No. 1 and 01 Shipping Bill in respect of the Respondent No. 2 which*were neither

subjected to any prohibition nor any restriction for the export.

. I
SRt

¢ -

2.2. The said goods along with the Vessels (as stated above) were seized vide
:Seizure Memo Cum No Objection for Provisional Rclcasé dated 26.10.2022 read
;with Addendum to Seizure Memo Cum No Objection for Provisional Release dated
28.10.2022, in terms of Section 110 of Customs Act, 1962 as the said goods were
loaded without any examination or grant of LEO by the Proper Officer of Customs
and on a reasonable belief that the same are liable for confiscation under Section

113(f), 113(g) and 115(2) of Customs Act, 1962.

2.3. Further, during investigation, it was revealed that the Custom Broker cum |
'C;hipping Agent has contravened the provisions of Section 34 and Section 51 of i

lthe Customs Act, 1962 by way of loading the gnods i.e. Non-Basmati Parboiled

|
Rwe being exported by the said Respondents into the vessels without the {
supervision of proper officer as required under Section 34 of the Customs Act, |

1962 and without the order permitting clearance and loading of the goods for

I
|
’ ""' ”Te}c@n(tatmn by the proper officer as prcscnbed under Section 51 of the Customs

-

as personal hearing and also requested for spot adjudication. The Additional
.COmmissioper of Customs (Preventive), Jamnagar has subsequently passed the |
;impugned order wherein he, inter alia, imposed penalty of Rs. 10,000/- each
upon Shri Juber Abdulkadar Ker, Tindel of the Vessel MSV ANJALI PUJA PER-
3798, Shri Murtaza Akbar Bhaya, Tindel of the Vessel MSV AL MEHRABBDI
1448, Shri Yunus Talab Ker, Tindel of at the Vessel. MADINA ZULFIKAR BDI-
" ';_'“ 288, u/s 117 of the Customs Act, 1962 and imposed penalty of Rs. 25,000/ -

= e a — ——————— —— Cm——— E— = s -

lupon Shri Jitendera Shial, Partner of the Custom Broker cum Shipping Agent,
hnd imposed a penalty of Rs. 50,000/~ upon the Custom Broker cum Shipping
Agent under Section 117 of the Customs Act, 1962 .

D, Being aggrieved with the impugned order, the Appellant department has

filed the present appeal and mainly contended that:

> As per provisions of Section 113 (f) & 113 (g) read with Section 34 & 51 of

| the Customs Act 1962, the export goods shall be liable to confiscation |
| : l
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which are loaded or attempted to be loaded in cantraventinin of thﬁf
provisions of Section 34 of the Act i.e. without the supervision qf the Proper
Officer or which are loaded or attempted to be loaded on any Vessel
without the permission of the Proper Officer under Section 51 of the Act.
» The goods were loaded without the supervision of Proper Officer and
without any examination or granting of LEO by the Proper Officer which
clearly makes the goods liable for confiscation under the provisions of

Section 113 (f) and 113 (g) of the Act. Thus, the impugned order is

erroneous and not legal & proper to that extent and also contrary to the -
: I

following settled case law: |

* M/s. Blossom Grocery & Food India Pvt. Ltd. reported at 2014 (302

ELT 267 (Tri.Mumbai)] |
* M/s. Mehta Exports reported at [2009 (247) E.L.T. 394 (Tri. - Mumbaj]]:.
e M/s. LMJ International Ltd. reported at [2008 (224) ELT 91 (Tri,

Mumbai)| |
The act of loading of the goods in the vessel on the part of the Respondents
and the Custom Broker cum Shipping Agent in contravention of the
provisions of Section 34 and 51 of the Act made the said goods liable to
confiscation under Section 113 of the Act. Accordingly, the Respondents
and the Custom Broker cum Shipping Agent are liable to penalty under
Section 114 (iii) of the Act and further relied upon the following settled
case law: |

e M/s. Patkar & Sons Shipping Agency P. Ltd. reported at (2016 (337) E ‘
LT 569 (Tri. Mumbai)] |

“‘j"

e M/s. Inox India Ltd. reported at [2013 {294) ELT 630 (Tri. Mumb

ai)]

4. M/s Ruchi Agricom India Pvt. Ltd. (Respondent No. 2) and M/s Omkaq|

Shipping (the Custom Broker cum Shipping Agent) Submitted memorandum of
Cross Objection against the appeal filed by the Appellant department and in brief:

submitted as under:

» They are engaged in exports of various goods including non-Basmati Rice
from various ports of Gujarat including Porbandar and had appointed
M/s. Omkar Shipping as Customs Broker for export of Non-Basmati
Parboiled Rice from Porbandar port to Djibouti and hired Country Craft /|
Vessel namely MSV Madina Zulfircar — BDI — 288.

» The Custom Broker had filed 3 check lists for Shipping Bill Nos. 4851223,
4851225 and 4851278 in EDI System for export of Non-Basmati Parboiled
Rice packed in 25 Kg Bags of ITC(HS) 10063010 on 15.10.2022 on behalf!
of the Respondent No. 01 and 4 Check List for Shipping Bill No. 4909908, |

|
4909922, 4909974 and 4912358 in EDI System for export of Na:::n-Baus-,nrlrle.alti‘i

|
|
1
|
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Parboiled Rice packed in 25 Kg Bags of l'I‘C[I—IISI) 10063010 on 18.10.2022
-4 +-.- on behalf of the Respondent No. 01 and Respondent No. 02.

L B
o

B

» Thereafter, trucks loaded with goods started to arrive under various Gate
Passes with details, inter alia, like Serial Number, Date, Number of l
Packages Description of Goods, Truck Number, Shipping Bills Numbers :
and Date, Name of Vessel, Exporter’s Name issued by Customs Broker at |
the Custom House, Porbandar between 19.10.2022 to 24.10.2022. As per
prevailing practice at Custom House, Porbandar, copy of such gate passes |
were handed over to the officer of the Customs, Port Officer and also
informed proper officer about filing of Shipping Bills and examination of
goods etc.

» Their Customs Broker representative Shri Kamlesh Lodhari on arrival of

: cargo in trucks had intimated/sent text message to the Proper Officer,

9 weica Custom House, Porbandar on his mobile number 83204 28721 on

19.10.2022 from his mobile number 9724444416 with SB Number |

4909908 and Truck Number - 4135 provided for examination and he
replied that “Ok, Examination will be done afternoon.” Similar messages
| on the same day for two other Shipping Bills 4912358 dated 18.10.2022
for 75MT and 4851278 dated 15.10.2022 for 33 MT were provided for
examination. On 22.10.2022 and 23.10.2022 similar messages were sent
for examination of goods with details-uf shipping bills etc. and the said

i~ officer had replied on 23.10.2022 that “tomorrow examination will be

=t \Qone

| *éi: ’ e Proper Officer after examination of goods had  orally granted
rmission as per prevailing practice to load the goods on respective
vessels. Therefore, loading of the goods was started under supervision of
the proper officer of the Customs. The Proper officer who was present
at Custom Hoﬁse, Porbandar had noted down the details of cargo
in the diary maintained by him about examination etc. and
permitted to load the goods on vessel on being satisfied about the
cargo as per declaration made in the Shipping Bills.

> Further, they submitted that Porbandar Port CCTV Footage also
clearly shows arrival of the said officer at Jetty for examination of
goods.

» The Customs Broker at the behest of the investigating officer and under
pressure vide its letter dated 17.11.2022 addressed to the Additional
C{:;mmissinner had submitted that the goods were scheduled to be
examined by the proper officer on 24.10.2022 but before examination of

goods was carried out, a team of officers from custom preventive Jamnagar

-9
-1#*

arrived at Porbandar Jetty.

*l.
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» The Additional Commissioner, Customs, Jamnagar had passed and 1ssued

impugned Order-in- Orlgmal on 28.11.2022 inter alia not imposed an
penalty upon respondents with clear findings that respondents were nnj
aware of the goods being loaded in the vessel without proper procedure
and no malaflde inténtion on their part is revealed during the
Investigation, granting unconditional release of goods and port clearancé
for vessels on 21-11-2022. |

» Further, in view of the above facts and circumstance of the case, case laws

relied upon by the department are totally mis-placed.

<3 Personal hearing in the matter was held on 07.10.2024. Shri P. D.
Rachchh, Advocate, appeared for hearing on behalf of the Respondent No. 2 and
the CHA cum Shipping Agent. During the personal hearing, he reiterated

submissions made in the cross objection. |

| |
5.1  Further, opportunities of personal hearing were granted to Respondent No. i
l on 14.11.2024, 28.11.20254, 11.02.2025, 20.02.2025 and 12.03.2025.
Neither anyone appeared for personal hearing on behalf of the Respondent Nn.‘
O1 nor any cross objection was filed by the Respondent No. 1 against the appeal
filed by the department. Therefore, matter in respect of the Respondent No. 1 is,

being decided on the basis of documents available on record.

6. I have carefully examined the appeal filed by the appellant department,;

submissions made by the respondents and documents available on record. The =~

Issues to be decided in the present appeal are: |

[. Whether the impugned order holding the seized goods not liable ﬁ::'r|E

confiscation under Section 113(f) and 113(g) of the Customs Act, 1962 1n1 |

[I. Whether the 1mpugned order not imposing penalty upon the Respnndentl

facts and c1rcumstanres of the case, is legal and proper or otherwise:

No. 01, Respondlent No. 02 and the CHA cum Shipping Agent underF

Section 114(iii) of Customs Act, 1962, in facts and circumstances of the

case, is legal and proper or otherwise. |

T It 1s observed that, on the basis of intelligenrrn gathered that the
Respondent No.1 was indulging in the export of Broken Rice falling under the
category of Prohibited goods as pt::lr DGFT Notification No. 10/2015-20, dated
24.05.2022 from Porbandar Port with the connivance of the Custom Broker cum
Shipping Agent, the officers of Custom (Preventwe) Jamnagar had vlsltedl
Porbandar Port on 24.10.2022 and found that the goods i.e. Non- Basrnatl‘
Parboiled Rice was being loaded in two Country Craft Vessels i.e. MSV Anjali
Puja PBR-3798 and MSV-AL Mehraab BDI-1448. One Country Craft i.e. MSV
Madina Zulficar Bdi-288 was already loaded with the goods to be exported and
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“anchored away from the Porbandar Port Jetty. The said goods were loaded |
without the supervision of Proper Officer and without any examination or grant *
of LEO by the Proper Officer. The above stated facts were recorded in the i

Panchnama proceedings dated 24.10.2022. Further, under Panchnama

!proceeding’s dated 25.10,2022, the goods were examined and were found as
'declared (Non-Basmati Parboiled Rice CTH-10063010) in the 06 Shipping Bill
filed by the CHA cum Shipping Agent on behalf of the Respondent No. 1 and 01
Shipping Bill in respect of the Respondent No. 2 which are neither subjected to

r
¥

- any prohibition nor any restriction for the export. The said goods along with
> G | Vessels were seized vide Seizure Memo Cum No Objection for Provisional Release,

‘dated 26.10.2022 read with Addendum to Seizure Memo Cum No Objection for

Provisional Release, dated 28.10.2022, in terms of Section 110 of Customs Act,
1962. Further the Custom Broker cum Shipping agent as an authorised
representative on behalf of the Respondents, requested for waiver of show cause
notice as well as personal hearing and also requested for spot adjudication. The
Additional Commissioner of Customs (Preventive), Jamnagar subsequently

passed the impugned order against which the Appellant department has filed the

present appeals.

'7.1. As regards the confiscation of goods under Sections 113(1) and 113(g) of
the Customs Act, 1962, it is the contention of the Appellant department that as

> per provisions of Section 113 (f) & Section 113 (g) read with Section 34 & Section
of the Customs Act 1962, the export goods shall be liable for confiscation

are loaded or attempted to be loaded in contravention of the provisions of

‘found to be loaded without the supervision of proper officer and without any |
examination or granting of LEO by the proper officer which clearly makes the |

‘goods liable for confiscation under the provisions of Section 113 (f) and 113 (g

of the Act.

7.2 On the other hand, the Respondent No. 2 has submitted that their

B = —_
1 &

Customs Broker representative Shri Kamlesh Lodhari on arrival of cargo In

v o trucks had intimated to the proper officer on his mobile number and further

requested for the examination of the goods in respect of various Shipping Bills

Un 18.10.2022, 22.10.2022 and 23.10.2022, to which the said officer had agreed

R }

fnr examination on 24.10.2022 and the Proper Officer after examination of goods
,had orally granted permission as per prevailing practice to load the goods on
respective vessels. Therefore, loading of the goods was started under supervision
of the proper officer of the Customs. These exercises were done as per Para 8.6

of Chapter 1 and Para 18,19,20,21 and 22 of Chapter 3 of the CBEC’s Customs
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Manual except endorsement of “S'hippe:d on Board” on Shipping Bills in EDI
systems by the officer but definitely with oral orders. Furthermore, the
respondent has emphasized on WhatsApp chat messages and CCTV footage to,
support the claim that the examination of goods was conducted by the prnper'

officer. |

7.3 It is observed that the contentions raised by the Respondents, as cited in
the foregoing paragraph, were not brought forth or contested during the course£ e
of the adjudication pmceédings. Furthermore, it is noted that, during the said:
proceedings, the Custom Broker cum Shipping Agent on behalf of the
Respondent No. 01 & Respondent No. 02 expressly waived the requirement of
issuance of a Show Cause Notice as well as the opportunity for a personal
hearing. Consequently, the impugned order was passed by the adjudicating

authority on the basis of facts available on record.

7.4 In view of the foregoing, and given that the contentions now raised by the
respondents were neither submitted to nor considered by the adjudicating
authority, as is evident from the findings recorded in the impugned order, I am
of the considered opinion that the contentions raised by the Respondents, as
noted in the preceding paragraph, require examination by the adjudicating

authority on the principles of natural justice. g

8. In view of the foregoing, the matter is hereby remanded to the Adjudicating|
Authority for fresh adjudication without going into the merits of the case, with a
direction to duly consider the contentions raised by the Respondents during the.
course of the appellate proceedings and pass speaking order following principles,

of natural justice.

e T
e hprr T
ﬂkhilesg Kumar);
Commissioner (Appeals),
Customs, Ahmedabad
F.No. S/49-02,03,04/CA-Q/CUS/JMN/QOZQ—Q:y{b Date: 11.04.2025 | _
i ﬂ\ ; » ™
By Registered Post A.D - ) ~ i
To, | |
I
1. The Additional Commissioner,
Customs (P), Jamnagar, Seema Shulk Bhavan,
Jamnagar - Rajkot Highway, Jamnagar. | '
2. M/s Green Exim, 707, Basera Heights, seafa/ATTESTED
Fatehabad Road, Agra, Uttar Pradesh — 282006 e
3. M/s Ruchi Agricom India Pvt. Ltd., suPR;RJNTFND':NT
408, Geeﬁtansh Class of Pearl, K 48-49, a-ﬂi:n qreas (ardtesa), rEHATATE.
Income Tax Colony, Durgapur, Tonk Road, CUSTOMS (APPEALS), AHMEDABAD

Jaipur - 302018 |
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8/49-02,03,04/CA-2/CUS/JMN,/2022-23

4. M/s Omkar Shipping, Ganar Quarter, Port Area,
| Bunder Road, Porbandar, Gujarat.

Copy to:

\/ The Chief Commissioner of Customs, Gujarat, Custom Hduéé,

|
N Ahmedabad.
|

2. The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Custom (P), Jamnagar.

3 The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Custom Division,
Porbandar

4. Guard File.
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