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OIA No. MUN-CU STM-000-APP-030-25-

rql
a

rro qia w qfu & Frfr w+q & t=ov gFA 6 qffi ilfur+;rq-qE qTfl.frffi
l

) dhn{w mrFqq-rr6rd-E e dl d 1r1 rqqr H{'llt{d) }. 3{rft{ Frsftfua
qrrd fr *-, g ot$ aqfft rs en?rr € erqi Ei efleo qrqs 

'rrm d d as qra{r
+D,T,e
at drR

o1 dr$q Q 3 qfil & orcr erw vfuo7gg5 ufra 1e+ri-e< ffivr1, ft'a qilcq, grsw {}dsy
qqq qrf, c{ Hl o't gqrtaur 3x}6< rqo o-s (ra t.
Under Section 1 29 DD(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amendeC), in respect of the fcr.llowing
categories of cases, any person aggrievcd by this order can prefer a Revision Applicatioh to
The Additional Secretary/Joint secretarJ (Revision Application), Ministry of Finatrce,
(l)eparlment c)1 Revenlre) Parliarnent Stroel, Ne\\, Delhi u,ithir
communicatton of the order.

d d / Order relating to

3 months trg.m th, datc of q

ra

cdr) ErrEo$-qca{TqTI-dEIt CIf,.
L

I

(a)

(G) iRnE-3{rq,,T-ffi o*q-fuil-alc{E aiar,rq.T dri5q qf.d r={sl l.\1d{ R] I-t q{ Sdi I
T qT il-{T rT,|iirl rJlj: r -

t rvhich are no't unloadc

lqr gs rrdd{ Wrl rr{ sdrt.i{li & ltq er+Ft@lrd rnrR q qn q
;rrQ sro al qrrr d .rril4ra qrf, t fm dl. cD

any Hoocls toaded t a conveyance for importation into lndia, bu

I 
thr-ir place ol ctesrrnation rn lndia or so muqhdrf the quABtity of

(b) 
]unloaded 

at any such destination if goods irnloaded at. such (

1

quantity required to be unloaded at that destination

such gpods as has not l:,,f.:r r i

lestination are short of

l

", 
I

61,
dlqr{-@ G{ftIfrqq 1-e6te- trq.rq x dql 3{ d{rg rlq lffi } d-Cd {c,
3rflqrft.

Payment of
thereunder.

drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Ac

S{tsrur qra di-r qa qqo fiqqi{d i ftBl-{u qfsq q qr(6 o{r1 r

SIflT fri qrFq :
o1 qrs.ft o}t ss &'{rq fisftRo orrqrd

C

| ,^i

The revision application should bc in srich lorni arrtl shall 1_,c r,crifi
ma1, be specifiecl in the relel,ant rules and should be accompaui:r1 by

copies of this order, bearing Court [ee St
nder Schedule 1 item 6 of the Court Fee

arqp otpai"efty o11tr

Act, 187O.

ud ir1 sucl)

'ln one copy as pl cl

e&+#+

1M \1o' qfr d qqrq tt ol =qrqr+q go fure d{r E}-{T ilft.(
\rft. i87o fi Te q.6 o|1w r & qfl-c-Frm-a fuq rtq-_t rtsI{ qs eaa{ 4

4

u

I

(rq) HEd rwrilsl d ororsr Hr,{ qdi{TtrT En 4 riffm, qftA

(b) + copie solth e Order-in-Onginal, in addition to relevarlt docurr ents,.ii any
(r) &tq & ftq rfla-fi al 4 qldqi

copies of the Application for Revision

(q) err4 entfi dlq{ 1962 (qq] )d ilE ql
Brq tdk, tntq,En-s,sd) sir ffiq qd& sft{& 3{tflq rndr ? q
s.rooo/- (sqg \rr 6qI{ ql, y, d-sr rJ) umor fr, € sq fta TTIM
o1 e] qft-qi. qfa {@, qirn rtqr qt"I, drtriit rrilr (s e1 nflr eit Fqq \rf, oTEr qr ss€
d d q€ atg & sq d r;.zool- eits qfr \,f, mrc € qf'troddqfte&Fqqs.too

(c,)

_*t

4

F. 2ool-(Fqg d v} unlw
I S [qrFn, qf,r;t dl.elrto

Th.' ,:1u1;1irrt,; r,,1,i ,,f Lir,. T lri
Flundred only) or Rs, l,0OO/- (Rupees on
Head of other receipts, fees, fines, fo

, CVl(ic,rulrtj plr)r1riliL o1 1ij.-:UU/ (i\qp_L_ ."fu

it,, li

e thousand only) as tl
rfeitures and lgscellan

(as arppgded) for filing a I

re case .may be, under

--ous Items being the
leyision Application. If
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amount of duty and interest demanded, fine or penalty levied is one lakh

fees as Rs.200/ - and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fec is Ils. I 000

ir4 ri. 2 & vtf)'t tlFto mrc) .rt orqr oi'1.{ .irlrrilEt{tr-EEE otrEffi-
qilqs o-{iTr d d a mHA-@' erlqfrqc Ls62 fr ENI 12e q (1) &. 3{ff{

dqt{-tr, lffiq ssrE {@'3lr{ t-sr or qfif, s{Rffiirr & sqer Frflfrfua
{f,at
ln respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrievc

ru pr:t:s or 1i:sC.

I
+i q i{ 'l ,,, r'..i

wid ti].u.,. o
qA qr Brfrd @i

5

I

by this order can file an appeal under Section 129 A(1) ol the Customs Act, 1962 in for

C A 3 trefore the Customs. Excise and Service Tax Appellate 'l'ribttnal al the ibllouin

addr ess :

I -'e51=, ffiq mqTq q,'r-ffi c{ rr0,Rlu I

. rrlr)trTuT, qEr{t tlltq!1a 
i

Custcirus, Excise & Sc rvicc Ta:< Appcllat
'Iribunal, west Zonal Bench

, o-ffi rat, fto e Fl'qg|.{rp gei,

3{SR3I, srdq-{lql{-3 800 1 6

t .J wfl {frttgto 3rlEorfr drr qirrr rror

rrrr (s a] {f,q qiq or*{ Fcg qr g{€ oq d d llo EgR {qc.

c{ lliH }d iA d ql, \ridl t{l Srrrr.o qtr;m di,ii Hiirr itqi {L.q, oilt .,rtur

2"d Floor, Bahumali l3havan,

il

Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridgc, Asarwa,

Under Section 129 A 16l ofthe Customs Acl, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (1) ofth
Customs Acl, 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee ol

Ahmedabad 380 C16)

& rr{h, t{tmE.o rftrf4qq, re62 el qr{r 12

q (1) +'3.rfFr erfto & srq Frsfufua gm wca d-i qrBc
I
I

6

I

whire the amount oI duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any office

ustoms in thc casc to which the :Ippcal rclatcs is Ilve la&h rupccs or le ss, onc thou s

ees,

d,r{i drlt
rlqr d.c oJ {f,q rri.l (I{q i-qq € Gili{o tj'l ,i[+, -r +,]0 qat$ ortq G srfli,r, r irl iil ql,t ij"l

+qq

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and pcnaltv lcviccl bl' any ofliccr

Customs in the case to which the appeai ielatcs is morc than five lakh rupces but n
exceerling fif\, Iakh rupecs, five thousand rupees ;

,ITI { d d qd far$] {Iqr{w +rfitmrS ERr qi.tr rrqr I m-E-r qr

u.here the amount of duty and interest demanded and pcnalty lcviecl bv an1, officer oI

Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is morc lhan lilly lakh rupccs, tch

thousand rupees

{fl ili tr{- ;rdt ,I@ T rItr qa es i?ara ri !' r.r 6 i, roi,,

3IEl 6r] q-r, q6f $as ?G f}-dlq i e, erfto rel qr\q 
r

An zrppeal against this order shall 1ie before the TrLt)un:rl on pa]rnent oI I O'% of th. dlrty dcmanded lvhcl c dlrl\'

duty and penally are in disputc. or penalty, whele p€ndlty alone )s rrr (lisptrlr

dqT cJr iltJ I

I
I

, qri {g {@ +' r o"r, Jfdr

I

+

1

6 $c eflqftTq d r{Rl 1t, Nl-rulE 3i=rTfi3ffimft{-orrrE-tn&r- q-do qltil trz-

{f6 nresr s fdc qr rrdiid ol {qRi s. i61q qr l6-dt orq qqlqq s fi{ lbI {Q s{ritd : - e{

(tq) q.llo qT 3{t tral q, fl trsrqaf{ -& Riq.:rqq rira(ii & {ilr{ {, qd qr"d H1 d{ rli'!, til {i
dli qrfds.

r{r1
?-IdT
,l
i.lF

I lJnder secl.n t29 (a) of the sald Act, every applicatlon made belore lhr Appcllate 'fnbunal

(a) in an appeal lor gralt of stay or fo! rectiiicatroD of ndstake or for any othcr purpose; or

i (b) Ior resto|aaon of an appeal or an applcatlon shall be accorilparlcd by a fee oi ilve llundrcd ru]rees

(b)

lc)

(E

(d)
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OIA No. MUN-CUSTM-000-APP-030-25-26r
I

ORDER.IN.APPEAL

Appeal has been filed by M/s. Rupesh I(u rar & Sons (lEC-

I 5I 1002 l3 l). Opp. Carpet Citv. ShardaprEi. Bhadohi 221+O1 (UP) l$einafre
rclbrrcd to as thc 'appcllaltt') in tcrms.of Scction 128 ol tl-rc CusL,nts Ar;1, I962,(-. c+
challenging thc Ordt:r-in-Original no. MCH/ADCIMK,/06/2023 24 datecl

;.'1.o 1.2U2:l Ihcrlin.rllr r n ftrrc.d Io ;.is 'tlr,. imousncLl orJerltass..ti llt-&,.
Additional Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, .l4undra (hereinafter

rcfe rrcd to as the 'adjudicating authority').

2. Ifacts ol the casr:, in bricf, are that the Customs Broker, M/s. Sadguru

lnt<:rnational on behalf of appellant filed Bill ol Entry No. 6T67Z60 dated

'21.12.2021 lor import of goods, declared as 'Raw Wool Cerpet Grade Wool.32

Mi.ron abo'e (Nol Carded and comhed)' fallingunde6crH E lo12qo0. Thegcodr

n,cre sluffed in container No. CAXU9380034., and Country of Origin (COO) was

r lct lar,'d as SYRIA.

2.1 An jnlormalir)n was rcceived indir-ating ttat the above container he.l

,,r'ipin.,l, rl fr r)nr PJI(isr.ilr. IrurLlr, r',.1 ui,s rcvr alud thut llrc cor:Lui.rt r I?o ,

transhrpperd at LIAF, (EXP reshipped to vessel). Thus, the looCs importcd into

India actually originatccl in Pakistan. Accordrngly, the counlry of orrgin declared

by the importer is incorrect. The details of bill of entry are as under:

BENo&

d ate

6571790

dated

67 .12.2021

Unit price cer Kg

(in Rs.)

Rs.97 .432

(1.2629 US D)

(usD=77.151NR
|';

'l'he appella4t filed. the said'Bill of Entry under MEIS St:ript having license

no. 1519017367 dated 12.O5.2021 as per provisions Jf Custrms Notification no.

24 12O15 Customs dated 08.04.2015.

2.2 1\c1.rrlq olt rlrc above rrrtclligt:r'rr:t,, ()llk:ers ol lhe Special lntCltgenr+'

i!, Irrvt:strgation Branctr (SIIB) intercepted the containcr No. CAXU93gOO34

co\'crcd by the szrid Brll ol trntry at saurashtra cFS, Munc ra for examination.
'I'hc goods werc examined undcr Panchnama dated 23. 12.2021, clrawn at

Saurashtra CF S, Mundra. During the examination, it was, observed that the

impbrtcd goods are 'Raw Wool' as per visual inspection. As per Surveyor's tally

in Rs

Decla

Va lue

23,23,310

Raw Wool Carpet Grade Wool 32

Micron above (Not Carded and

Description of Goods

Combed cTH 5101900

Qtv

(!E')

23s8
.0
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OIA No. Mt IN-Cl ISI'M-000-APP-010-25-16

sheet, the quantity of the goods lr,as 140 Bales. As pet weighmcnt slrp bearing

no. WB/ Slip/ OO123O99 /21-22 dated 22.12.2021 providcd by M/s. Saurashlri.t

Ct S, the net weight of the goods ri?fs found 23830 Kgs.
ItElr

l5
2.3 In ordcr to ififcstigatc thc casc, loacl port. dc>cumcnts u'r:ro askcr:l

from shipping line vide letter riated 28.12.2021 . Shipping line vicle letlcr cialcrl

.O1.2022 submitted tle toad porl- documcrrts i.e . (a) Bill of Lacling, (b)

consrgnee copy issued bv Dubai Customs. 'l'he consignee copv issued bv Dubar
U

Customs on 12.12.2021 specilies country of origrn "PK" at scrial numbcr 24 ttl

the said document and rt also specifies Total Bales 140, weight cqual lo 23720

Kgs and same container no. CAXU938003'1. Hcrrce, it was confirmcd that

imported goods were of Pakistan Origin.

2.4 Whereas, vide Notification 5/2019-Customs datcd 16.02.20.1 9. Irt

the First Schedulc to the Cr:stoms Tzrrilf Act, in Scction XXI, in Chaptt'r ()8. larilf

Irr-m uH{ krt tgtrrt has heen*r sc rl e(Lgrr All t'oods nri!,inating in oT (,xn tt('ri 't ,}l,r

the Islamrc Republic of Pakistan, rvhich attracts 2OO"/o BCID

@
2.5 

*- ' I r-, view of the examintltion of the goods undcr Panchnzrma datc:ci

l5.ll.20:1. tt-r sccl< clarification in tht' maltcr' Summ.ns rrits isstttrl 'r' llt,'

appellant on 1O.01.2022. In ffionse to Summons dated lO.Ol.2O22, a

statement of Shri PratyT ;sh Baranwal, Partncr of M/s. Rupcsh Kumar & Sons

was recorded on 09.O2.2022 wherein;

I

On being asked about the tmport made vide bill o1'cntry no. tt /tt /'/t>O

dated 27.72.2021, Shri Pratyush Baranwzrl rcplicd th"rt thcy t.irdcrc<i

the goods "Raw Wool from supplier i.e. M/ s Arabian Ilousc (]ene ral

Trading LLC, Al Ras Market, Deira, Dubai-UAE PO Box-64660. lltr

stated that supplier gave them all lhe document s that provr:r1 thal

the goods were ol Syrian Ongrn,

{tam}

On being asked about Ehe Dubai Customs DoiumcnLs rcceivcd [rc,m

Shipping Line vide lettcr datcd 06.01.2022 spccifics counLry of

Origin is Pa\istan be causr: counlry of origin is shown as "PK' in

Dubai customs Documents, he subltlittcd ttrat th<:y wcrc suppltcd

all docume nts wherein goods are oI Synan Ongin ancl hc don t knon

how the goods received by thcm are sent from Pakistan

Page 5 of 17
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OIA n\o. MUN-C U-s'f M-000-APP:030-25-2

On being asked about that all goods originatinl3 in or exported lro

Islamic Republic of Pakistan attract Standard Flate.of Duty @t,2OOo/o

he statr:d that he was not aware of this fact and rleir customs Brok

inftrrmed them that goods of Pakistan Ongrn a -tract Standard Ra

of Duty @2OO%.

6-r

On bcing zrskcd about dispose-of tl're duty lia bility ar.ising <.rut

import of " Rar.r' Wool from Islamic Ilcpublic of pakistan, he sta

t hat tht:v dickmot intend io tah{he cteh,ery ol the salcl goods an

explcsscd tlrc williriglresfro re-export the goodr; to toreign sr-tpplte r

2.6 I,'urther, vide letter dated l1 .OT .2022, the appellant

submrl.tcd t hat;

r Thc:y have imported the goods Raw Wool from lvl/s. Arabian flouse
(ieneral Trading LLC. It had Syrian origin as per indent, Health

Certificate & Certificate of origln.

o 'l'hat they rr:quested that the goods may be alloq ed for re-export and

t'cclucs|cd tl'rat Lhcy don't u'anl alry sliuw caursc,/ per-su,rral Hcarirrg.

)..7 In lighr of thc: documents submitterj by ttle Shipping Line i.e. Dubai

Custorns consigncc copy,.I is very clear tllir,L the Cgr4tainer No. CRXU 9 3ffiI34
rrillr sanu' r,oorls l\,, rltri.rnlirv ir- 14() balesFifripped from pnlilstan. WhCICA3J

11-rr: UAll lr:rscrl r:onsigrrcc has shrppr-'d these goods from Jebel Ali, uAtr poddp

Mundra l)ort to thc Importcr. Tbe importer, at the time of lling of Bill of Entry

submit-ted a copy of ccnificatc of origin No. 02 186 dated 21 .1r.2021 issued by

i"c<.lcration of Syriern clrambers of Agriculture, Syria. Importer also submitted

Ilcalrh & origin ccrtrficatc for Animals, Animal products & l4edical compounds

bv Svrian Arab Rcplrhltc, Minlstry ol Agriculture and Agrane.n Reform.

ll.u lrr vji:rv of 1lL, ,rlr,,r'r'tll:,, r:..,, rl far ts, it appllar-crl Llri,Lt tlrc ilot-r.:J:;,-.

Iia,r'wool ci.rrpc[ ('irtrdc wo,l 32 M.icron above (Not carded ard combedl covered

rrnclcr th<-' Ili|, ol entry number 676770o dated 2l .12.2or, wrth declared coo
as sIYRIA r,r,ert'' originated from pakist^., u.rffir,tr*ly:drippec from l(arachi l,ort,

l'al<isr..rrr ru.Jt br I hlr P,,r' , UAL,. fhcrt.arter, tha same goods \ iih same Container

have been shipped by the suppiier to'Consignte M/s*$upg1.r

a

I

t

i

'Page 
5 of 17
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OIA No l\41 jN-Cl ISI'M-000-z\PP-010-25-26

12.9 Vide Notilicatton 512019 Customs dated 16.02.20 19, In thc |'irsr
I

Schcdule 1o the Customs Tariif Act. in Scctjurr XXI, in Clr;ptt r (,8. L.rnfl il( nr

98060000 has been inserted. for Al1 goods originating in or cxportc:d from thc

llslamic Republic ol Pakistart. which atlrar'ls 2OO'., IJ(ll). Ar't rrrdin(lr. rh,'

imported goods i.e. Raw Wool Carpet Grade Wool Il2 Micron above (Not Cardcri

aird Cc,rnbcd) crppcir.rs to bc rightly classifizrblc undcr CTI I 98060000 .lnd attracL{j

duties as BCD @ 2OO% & SWS (0 10%. The duty calculation on the said inrportcd

s as under: -

Table-A

t

ate

i60
ated

21 .12.2421

laccllracv an

Description of Goods

Unit price per Kg (in

Rs.)

Duty

payab e

(in Rs )

2323310 6449549

Qtv
(kgs

32

t I
Declared

Value (in

Rs. )

0

Raw wool Carpet Grade Wool 32 Micron

above (Not Carded and Combed

Rs.97.432 (7.2629

8 usD) (USD=77.15 IN R)

2.10

tL.rd importer, while presenting a Bill of Entry shall make and subscrib?'To a

--ar 

lf-!I-'

;fdr asYoTh-eEuth of the contents of such bill of entry. Further, in tcrms

f Sectioi-r 46(4A1, the importer who prescnts a bill ol entry shall ensurc th<:

d completeness of the information givcn thr:rr:in, thc authonticitv

& IGST@18olo) as per notification no. 05l2O|9-Customs datcd

, is required to be recovered lrom the importer undcr the (lustoms

'and validrty of any docume nt supporting it and compliancc wilh ritsl rict.i()n ur

prohibition, if any, relating to the goods undcr this :rct or undcr any othcr lzru,

for the time being in force.

2,ll Tl-re impugned Bill of Dntry w'as sclf-asscsscd b1' tl-rc appcllant irr

terrrrs r-rlSccLit-rn 17(1)r-rf Llic Custt,ttB, Ar L, l9tr2. IlLlie g,c,t,,tls a,r: t.,l I)\'RIA Ori;1il

-

]-hc goods attractqgl BCD (!2,5o1,-$os'qvr:r, the goods appcar 1o hc Prtkist::n

Origrn, therefore, the imported goo4ls shall .attracL F,CD(., 2OO'l' with applicablc

sws @ 10% & IGST 18%.

2.12 From the above discusscd facts and statulory provisions, it

appeared that the imported goods i.e. "Raw Wool Carpct (]rade" Classific,'d under

LiH Jr0i29U0 have originated fr'orn PakrsLan arrd is acct-,rdirrgly uias siii.rl-.,lc

under CTH 98060000 which attract higher ratc of BCD(a-l 2O0ol with applicablc:

SWS (rl 10% & IGST 18%. Therefore, the said goods appearcd to b<: li:,rbic for

confiscation under Section 1 1 1(m) of the Customs Act, I 962. The total duty

pavable as in Table-A above amounting to Rs. 64,49,5O9/- (B C D (ti)2OO"l';
€,-J-ta-E

tsffisffiaq
I

16.02.2019

Page 7 oI t7
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OIA No- MUN-Cll S'f M-000-A P P-0tmPr-

Act, I 962

6

In viclv of thc abovc obscr.vation, a Show Cause Notice under F. N
li/413 17lrrrv. Rupcs#kumari silE/cHM/ 2o2l-'22 16.o2.26,r3was issued to th

:.13

Appcllant proposing, as to why:
e

Classifrcat.ion ol 235U0 kgs. of ,,Raw Wool Carpet Grade 32 Micron A

(Not Cardcd or Combed)'under Chapter Tariff HezLding No. 5101290O

importcd undcr RoD N<:t. (t7677CO date<l 21 .12.2021 having BL

SNI,',IFlAMtJN2 I I bOO2 darccl 16. t2.2O21 and Invcicc No. 2186 d
' 09.I 2.2A21 should not bc rcjccted & the same shoulcl not be class

undcr Chapt<:r 'l'ariff Heading No. SSO6OOOO of the Customs Tariff
'.\*- ?\

23580 kgs. of "Raw wool Carpet Gr$de 32 Micron Above (Not 
"CpnCefi

().mhccl)" imporlr:cl undcr Boli N.o.6767760 clatcd 2 I.72.2O27 v alucd,

1,

ate

ifi

ll

lll

Rs.23233 1 O/ (Rupces TWcnty-Thrce Lakhs Twenty_tlrree Thousand
llL.r,clrcd l'en ()nrv) should no1 hr: corfficated unclcrSection 11ffi
(ltrrtrrrrrs At.l. Iq'12

I)cnalty shorild not be imposcd upon them under the provision-s ol
112(a) o{ thc Customs AcL, 1962.

2.)4 Consequently the adjudicating authority pessed a lmp
speaking order whr:rein the adjudicating authority ordered rls under:-

(l ) She lr;ected the declared CTH 5101;900' of 23580 Kgs. Of .,Raw Wool

Carpct Grade 32 Micron above (Not Carded or Comb:d),. and order to.re_

clctr:rmine thc samc to C'TIl 98060000.

. Fc trt
(2) lilrc or dc.e d fol cc.r r rfisr:ation of thc grods importerl v rle Flill ot gntfftrto.

tt'/6'/760 dated 2 1.12.2()21 tfri.g assessahle 
'alur, 

of Rs.Z3,2gffi
(kupccs 'l'\\'cnt\, 'l hrr:c l_al<hs .l.wcn1y_threr: 

Thousarrcl Three Hundred .lcn

Onlv) rrnck:r Seclion i 1 1(m) of the C,stoms Act, 1962 Howcvci, shc gav

an option to thc agrpellart Lo rcdcern the confiscated g,oods on payment or'

redcmption fine of Rs. 2,OO,OOO / - (Rupees Twb Lac ,;nly) under Section

125 of thc Customs Act, 1962 for re export purpose.

E

r,J

(3) Shr: imposed a penalty of Rs.5,0O,OOO/- (Rs.

:rnpr,1lan1 1\4,1s. prrpe"h Krrmrr gr. Slon: r-rndcr

Custr,ms At:t, I 
q62.

Frve Lac

llci tii,n

Only) on the

1i2
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OIA No. N{UN-CtJSl M-000-,\PP-030-25-26

4 ) Sl-rc irnposcd er pcnalty of Rs.5,00,000/ (Its.

appellant M/s. Rupesh Kumar & Sons undcr

Customs Act, 1962.

Fivc Lac

Section

Onll ) on thc

114AA ol t.hi:

SUBMISSIONS OF THE APPELLANT:

cigq aggricvcd rvith thc impugncd ordcr, thc Appcllant has filcd thc proscn'"

pcal;-wherein they havc submittccl grounds which arr: as undcrr:

t
The appeliant is a partnership lirm establishcd in the ycarr 20 1 1

he appeliant is in the business of manufacturing, irnporting and exporting o1

e carpets. The appellant imports raw matcrial and convcrt iL into thrcads and

then manufacture carpets which are sold in thc Iocal markcts as w'cll as cxportccl

the overseas market. The appellant sometime also imports carpets and scil

in the local market.

The appellant had imported carpet grade raw wool through Arabian

Oriental Trading LLC. It is statcd that thc oxporter hzrd r;harcd :r

cale of Origirr l,ith our Custorn Hoi-rsc AgenL viz M/s SaclguruL Irrtcrrratiorral

CI IA) which states that tlt Counffof t)f[ln is Syria. Thc said COO rvas issucd

by Federation of Syrian Chambers of Agrilcuiturc, Lnttaki:r Chambcr ol

Agricuitr-rre and the said COC) u,as issrted on 21. 1 1 .202 I and t,zts endorst'd frv

e Federation of Syrian Chambers of Agrilculturc, l,attakia Chambcr of

Agriculture. lttlSltated that all such rclevant documcnts wcre sharcd bv thc

exporters wrth therr CHA and us through courier F alExpress dispatchr:d on

28.11.2021.It is further stated that CHA and they receivcd lol1owing dot'umcn{.s

Irorra thc cxporter: -

1. Invoice

2 Packing List

3. Copy of RL.

4. Copy of Certificate of Origin

5. AII company rcgistration rclatcd papcrs

b. Health Certificate.
t-

3 .3 The CHA thereafter filerl Bill of Entrv No. (t767760 rlaterl 2iliP).202 t in.e
Origin was dcclerrcd to bc Slria and Bill of Lrcling datc andhich the Country of

RiJJrrIJAdlng nl{qlber \vas mentioned in BOE filed by the CHA. 'I'he said imporl
"<r

was rude under Merchandise Dxp<-rr[ from India Schernc licct'tsc l-ro.

.1
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l5 ,-0 i 73ar7. 'liic rrtal asscssable valur: *,as decrared to b3 Rs.2:J,23,31o/i an
rlt.rty ol lts, 5,8o8/ Thc subject gtocls were dispatched in container bearing n
c1\xu93300u4

3.4 '1'hr:rcafLcr, ah jnformation was received indicatinl3 lhat the contai?r
*A

(l cr(lrlu a-iD, 
-,ndcr subJccL tsill. of Entry had ted&om P,rkistan and thus torlglna

tfli.r'rs .l Sllll int.er.r:pfucl thc containfr in qucstioi-r ,-,r.1 tlrc gro.ls wei

r:x.rrririet.l urrclcl Llir: Pernr:lindma darr:r'r 23. r'2.2o).r cirau.r at Saurashtre C

u,dra Du,ing 1.hc <:xi.iminalion i1 u,as forrnd that the goocls u,erc corrcspondin
to dcclaration madc in BL and BoE filed by the cHA and no disqrepancies we

' louncl, 'l'hcrealt<:r, r1. is thc case of the rcspondent-authoritie s that the shippin
lincs was asked to share certain documents vide letter d,ate.d, 2g.r2.2021 and
thcir rcply datr:d 06.01.2o22, the shipping line shared the load port documcnt
i.c. (a) [3L (b) consrgncr: copv issucd to Dubai Customs. The consignee copy, a

pcr th. r.spon<1cn1 aulhorilios inclir::rtcs lhat. the goods rverc originated
PakisL:ir r

3.5 'i'hereaftr:r srrmmons datcd 1O.O I

rcsponse to rvhich thc Shri pratl,ush

.2022 was issucd Lo Lhe

Raranwal (partn,r of t h e.dm

rcmaincd prcscnt on A9.O2,2022 and his statement was ret:ord&, whereln*Sb.

l)r'a1vu:;h ll:tranu'al cxplrctlly slatcd the fol,ieqring:

That the goods were order from supplier situated in UAE and the detail
of s,pplier were also shared. The same are again relrroduced hereunde r
lor rcady rcferenr:e :

Arabina Housc (ioneraL'l'rading LLQFAL Ras Market. Deira, Dr_rbei UAtr

I)O l3ox 64466A.

'1'ha1 RIr ol cn111, rvas filed by cHA and thc documcnts rclertcd 1,. irrr^rr I

viz cominercial Irvoir;tl, Par:king List, BL and coo r ertificate (couriqreic

'l'hat thc: importcr does not wish to take delivery of go:ds and the partner
lil:.;o sttrlccl t1-rat thcv liavt,.rsk. rl llrr-hank l(, relrrrn 1le papers t. s,.lpplter

as hc has cich,,,crcd cliffcfcnr goods as *".,, n r.ier-.,l.

iJ.6 Ti'rr_'rcafrcr, thc appcllernt vide lctter <iated t 1 07.202,2 expressed

thr:ir dr:sire to re cxport ihc goods. 'rhereafter a show r.ause notice dated

,16.O2.2023 camc to bc issue d which was se wed upon the inrporter.
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OIA No. MI.rN-Cl rSTM-0(10-APP-0i0-)5-la.

3.7 The impugned order is passed in total brer-rch of natural justicc anrl

thc applicntron of adjcurnment ernd rcqr.test ft:rr personal hc:rring r.r,hich r,r,a s
, rtrg

rr"iilcd orrd0.A4.2O23. TLrat lhc said applicatrorl is tptalllabrusl'rcd asidc. 'l'h"rr

-F 
.- , ,. .i..^..1 .,. r r r rn rlt )/\i-7 ^... ,..1 r. ..:..-,,.1. ,tr l..r.-F., i&.i\; u.ll q-iiJi L.l.rU- !i , U.U5-jU: , pe i.,Ll)-i. 1:. -i;lIi :;ll.)-lC L'. ;.. \ .i ..'

east *rree times, which hap not been adhereci io thc iusLarll casc. Il is fulLlrcL

e that circular is binding upon dcpartment officcrs

3.8 'lhe impugned SCN did not contcmplalc to levy ol pcn:rll-y undcr

section 1 14AA of the Act ancl ler'1, of re<icmption fine undr:r se ction 1 2 5 of tht:

Act for the purpose of re-eIport. The levy of penalty undcr scction 1 1 4AA ol I hc

Act and lery of redemption fine under section 125 of the Act for the purposc ol

re-export w'as not event proposed in thc corrigendum datcd 17.Oi1.2023.

Confrrming such penalty and redemption lind without there being a ptoposal is

in trreach of natural justice.
+ii-a,

.9

The AdjudicaLing AuLhoritv crrecl in irrvoking Sccliort 1 i 1(rrr) lt-, r

the goods Lable to confiscation. It ]s submittccl that thc goods rtrc nol

e to confiscation as Section 1 1 1(m) has no appliczrtion in thc prcscnt casc.

The"Bill o{ Entry contAined a correct description and valuation of the goods, th<:

-r-.EErirrviiif,Ttaripe d by folcigu supplicr and COo ccri-ificatcd sl:rmpcd bl lrcdcratiorr

oI Syrian Chamber of Agriculture. Thcrc is no evidencc with the dt-partmcnl

rndic'ating fabrrcation or impropriety in the docLlmcnts sr-lbmil lcr:l by rh,::

importer. Any discrepancy between the dcclaratittn madc in BOFI cannrlt bc

considered as misdeclaration and does not warranl confiscation ol thc importccl

goods if due weightage is glven to the fact that importcr had soughl lor first r:hr:r:k

by the customs before assessment and clcarancc of goods. Thc tmportcr h:rs

r1a11e clcclaraliorr ancl et-rtry trpolr tlrr' l:rtsis ol tlrt COO t:crlilii'rt1t: prrtvitlcrl lti

thc cxpirrter and had there becn a malafidc intontron tl'rc appcllant u'oulcl not

ii.rvc r-cjcctcd thc goods 2nd.rsl<cd thc b.rnl< Lo rcturn thc papcrs. It is ::tatcr:l thrl

the appellant has not paid the exporter and it establishcs thc bonalidcs ol tirtr

appellAnt. That the appellant has no reasorr lo cioubt aborLt tht aurht irticrlr, ol

the COO certificate providgd by the cxportcr.
.e

3.10 The Adjudicating Authority havc lost sight of tht: fact that tho

appellant would have nothing to gain out of such mtsdcclaration as Lht: :rppr:11an1

has a MEIS license and is armed with import liccnsc of thc carpet gradc rau,

wool. The goods are not confiscated due act or omission on parl of lht: appcllant

as true and full drsclosure as per the documents arvailable during thc: limc rll

'!&i

r5,
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, OL,\ No. NIUN-CIj jTlvt-000-APP-0j0-25-2tf

I

Irtr,rk,ttg tl,,.ar,,t.()rr .rn(: I:lrtrg ritll., r.tas nr;fr.. 
: I

I

q.l 1 At this jur-rcturc it would be pertinent to not. that the SCN nevel

proposcd to lcvv pcnalry undcr section 1 14AA of the Act or to lery a redemptio

linc undcr section 125. Thcrcalter a corngendum dated 17.o3.2023 to SCN date

u,as issu<:d proposing changes in datcd and certain typogr.aphical errors whi

crepl i, and in thr: r:orrigendum also thcrc was no proposal to lcq- pcnaltl.und
r;ccLiori' 11.1,A,A rtf Lhtr Cr-rstorrrs Act, 19(r2.

n

,\ 1;ci::onrl hl:arirrg u.at;,granlcd to --..--^ellatlL ulI Z+.U \ -Zl) --.
Z. ) krl ir r\a lr l

i.hc princ:iplcs of naLur-al juslicc wlrcrern Shri Hiren .I Trivedi, Advocate

Amglo Resource s Pvt. Ltd. Vcrsus Commissioner Of Central Excise

?

tlir ii 
1,., 

p

Scrvice Tax, Valsad, (2023) 4 Centax 21 (Tri.-Ahmd)

I?:,rjl<ama1 Indusl;'ial Pvt, Ltd_ Vcrsus Commissionct: Ol Custolns , {2A2+

C( n1ux 2a5 (fri. Ahmd)

Malas Fruit Proclucts Versus Cornmissioner Of Customs, Mundra

Aspam Petronergy Pvt. Ltd. VeFsus Commjpsioner Of Customs,

it

Con:;cqu<::-itll' cluc 1o citangc in thc Appcllalc Authority, h.t sli pcr so ll

r'as grantcd 1o thc appellant on 14 .os.2o2-s followrng thc ori,crples oI natural
justrcr,' whcrcin shri Flircn .l rrivcdi, Advocate, appeart'd on behalf of the

r\1;pcllar r L. i lc rcire r.rrcd Lhc submrssLons made in the app eal and also placed

rr:liancc on thc additional submissions filed earlier.

i). I ir:.rvc r:arcluliy grnc through the case records, imptrgrred o.d". p^"ffiFy
rhc Ariilitional commissioner of customs, Mundra ancl the elefense put forth b].

thr' , r pplllp nl s irr t h r.i:...r ppca l.

'r. I ()rl r.()ins throrgrh thc materiar on reconj, I irncr that ro11o*'ing i#ucfiR
r crlr-ri.r:c1 ro bc c.l.cidccl in the present appeals whrch are as lttllows:

&| ,q
Page 72 of 17
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appcarcd on bchalf of the Appellant.. He reiterated the subrnissions madc in thcl
I

appcal and also lilcd additional submissions whepein hc placed reliance on

foll<rwi.rg judgmcnls of jurisclictional rribunal, wherein it has been held the no

pcnalty can bc imposccl on importer for misdeclaration of Country of origin:

\

DLqCqESIQN AND FINDINGS:

..:



Whether the sper"rking orqqr passcd by the Acljuclicaling Aulhorirl, has

irlloltcd tlic priuciplt's r.,l rtaLut.rl j'tstiut t,r t.rllilrrr.sr'.

Irrg

It is obsene(;Phat the grocedrrrai lapses do nol ilrvalitli-rtc otrlcts if

rights are not prejudiccd. I{erc, thc appcllant's substanlivtr

OIA No \41 iN-('l lS IM-0(X)-APP-{)10-r5-rr,

I

Ii.

It1.

1V

Whe ther the Conliscation of goods under Sectron 1 1 1(m) ol rtrr:

Customs Act, 1962 ordered by the adjudicating authoritv in tht:

rmpugned order, in the facts and circumstanccs ol thc c:rsc is lcgal and

proper or other-wise.

Whcthcr thc Rcdemption Finc of R..;. 2,00,000/ r-rndcr Scclion I125 ol

thc Cllstom,s Act, 1962 imposcd b), thc Adjrrdicalinll aLtlhor-i1r, in llrr'

iurpugrrcC oi dcr- in thc fiLct:; iurd cit'cuttts Li:ncc s oI tltc cirsc i: lcg.r) "riici

proper or ot herwise.

".!
Whether penalty of Rs.5,0O,0OO/- (Rs. Frve Lac Onl1.) impost:d on tht:

appellant NI/s. Rupestr Kttrrtat & Sotrs irt 11rc itttllirgttt'tl otLlt't t,LtttlL t

Section 1 12(a) olthe Customs Acl, 1962 in thc facts and circumstanccs

of the case is legal and proper or otherwise .

Whether penalty of Rs.3,00,000/ (Rs. 'lhrcc Lac Oi-rly) imposcd on t]rc

appellant M/s, Rupesh Kumar & Sons rn thc lmpu!lnt-'r1 orcit:r under

Section 114AA of the Customs Act, 1962 in lhc lacts attri

circrrmstances of the case is lct1:rl and proper or others,ise.

Firs!lv. I take up the issue whether the speaking rrrder passrd )--,v tlrt'
-r-a-

Adjudicating Authority has followe d thc princtplcs of naturaljuslicc or oLhcru tst:

It is observed that the appellant .laims thc impugncd ord('r viol.ltc(l natural

ustice due to inadequate personal hcaring opportuniLics, citing lhc masltrr

,r'ir Lt.,l 1O.03.2O1rl Whilc thc circular rccommcnds thrcc hc:rrings, tht:

scN process provided the appellant opportunities to respond, including a wrillcn

reply and a statemcnt by Shri Pratyush Baranwal on 09 02.2022. Thc rcqr-rt:st

for adjournment on 1O.O4.2023 was followcd bv ttrc OIO issuancc, bLrl ttrr:

appellant had wzrived the SCN and hearing C;n 17.O3.2O2ll. It is obscrvcd that

the appellant had himself waived off the rights for personal hearing vidc thcir

ict Lcr datcd t 7.03.2013.

)

iubstantive
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queries and responses. Thus,'the impugned order adhere<l to the principles o

nnt1.rr.r I JLlsticc, provirling

dccision.

noticc, opportunity to rcspor.d, iirld a t ctrsurrc

origin as Syria, supportcd by a COO, but Dubai Customs documents alr

shipping records confirmed Pakistan as the origin. The signilicant duty differen

(2.5%, vs. 2OOo/o BCDI suggests an intent to evade duty. The appellant,s claim o

good l:Lit.h, evidcnccr.l by requcsting a first chcck, is underrr,ined by their failure

1o,"crrrlr thc COO's aullrt:nticitl , rrspuciallv qivcn Lhu ava.ilalilitv ol contrildicL()r \

sirip,pirrg cvir.lt-ricc. 1r rs wc11 scrrlcr.i thar f*rNqn if thg dcclrratron rs based orr

clocumen ts from the supplier, it is the importer,s respo:rsibility under

.-rsscssmcnt to cnsurc corrcctncss oI data, including origin. Relevant porti

l.hc rulc.'s arc rcproduccd hcrc under:

Section 7 1 7, ConJiscation of improperlg lmported goods, etc. -

The folloutirtg goods brought from a place outside' India shall be tiable

to confi.scation: -

(m.) ctny goods tuhich do not correspond in respect of ualub or in ang

<.,t|Lt:t l,tot ticulurl utillL tlLe etttrg made urtder tlis Act or in the case o

brrqrlaqe* tttitL*the declaratton macle u*ler section
dLE-'/'/ in rcspcct

thereof, or in the, case of goods under trans.shipment, uith ttie
dec.lrtratton Jor trdns-shipment reJ>rred to in the tr:rouiso to sub.section

(1 ) of section 54 ;

5.5 It is obse rved that under Customs Administration of Rules.of Origin

L.rn<lcr Tradc Agrccmcnts Rules (CAROTAR), 2020, effective from 2l September
.rAtr

202(t,- importe rs claiming prelerential duty rates must exerc ise due diligence to

cnsur-c goods mect origirr criteria (CAROTAR 2O2O). Rule 4(a) requires n

OIA No. \4t.rN-Cl IS,EN4-m0-APP-010#

argumcnt.s were considered and their submissions have been considered fn
docs noL warrant overturning the order. The absence of a personal hea rin er6fur

noi vjtratc t.hc proccssl, as thc appcllort.ffi acdvcly eng..ged thlouglr wllLLer

ol l"orrn I rnlormalion, detailrng proci111-1inr.l processes and origin criteria, and

I(rrl, a1r'; man(l.lr('s rr'.rs,rnabl('t'arc in vr'rrlying accurac). Re cvant portion ol rhe

Pi#*d 't7

\r\
\)-

./ 'lz

*af

5.4 Nor,r, Icome to the issuc regarding the Confiscation Undcr Section

I 1 1(rn) drrrc b1 Llrc Acljudicating aulhoritv in the impuqnecl order. ser:tioni

I I 1 (m) ol thc Customs Act, 1962, allciws confiscation of goorls not correspondini
I

to lhc cnt.ry made in the Bill of Dntry. The appclldnt dec.ared the counrry of]"l

(

"t, i.
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OIA No. MIJN-CUS'l'M-000-APP-030-25-26

rules are reproduced here under:

Rule 4. Origtn reldted inlormation to be possessed bg ipporter-

The importer cloiming preferential rate of duty shall

/c/ posscss informotion, as indicatcd in l"orm I, to clcmon:;lr(1tc th{)
3{

manner in which countryeof ongin citeia, incLudingl the regliortttL ualur:

contrent dnd product speciJic citeicy specified tn the l?ules of Oriqi.rL,

are satisfied, and submit the same lo the proper ofJicer ort request.

-redGTF
(b) keep oll supporting documents relctted to Form I for at Least fiut:

gears from d.ate of fiting of brtt of entry ancl submit the sarte to the

proper officer on request.

(c) exercise reasonable care to ensure the accuraql on.d t rutltfulne s s

of the aforesaid informotion and documents

appellant's rclicLnce on the COO \\'ithout furthcr inquiry', dc:;pitc acccs:;ibltr

:hippi,'rg documcnts, likcl), cor-rs';titutcs a failurc to comp15'u'ith CAROTAI?, :2020

Thus, the goods were correctly confiscated under Scction 1 1 1 (m),

--e
.6 Now I come to the issue regarding the Redcmptirih Finc under

!lcction 125 ol thr: Customs Ar:t, 1962 impost:d bv thc Ad.judic;t1in1i i:illlr,rritr iir

the impugned order. As observed ir1 thc above paras, it is scen that lhc goot1s

are correctly confiscated under Section 1 I 1 (m) of thc Cusloms Act , I 962. 'l'ht:

redemption fine of Rs. 2,00,000/- is justilied as the goods werc liablc lo

confiscation. Sectron 125 allows fines in licu of confiscaLion, at-rcl thc amount is

proportionate to the duty evaded. Hence, I uphold the samc.

5.7.l Coming lo the rssr.re ol penalt1, tmposr..ti under Se<:1ion1121a) oltht'

(-.us1oms Acr. 1962. it is observecl lhzrt the appellant. has reliecl upor 'l'ril-lt.rrai 
.

decision in case of Amglo Re sources Pvt. Ltd. Vcrsus Commissioncr Of Ct:ntral

D:rcisc & Scrvicc Tor, Valsad, QOtq 4 CcnULx 21 (Tri. Ahmd). In this rc:gard, it

is observed tha.t in the said case thc impc.rrter paid full duLv u'ithout cla:mttrli

ferential rates, and the goods u,crc irnportccl zrftr:r irnplcmcntal.ion ol

pe iiant r-lairnecl a 2.1\'to l3(-i), cv:ttirng 2001a tJt.t )UAKU t'AiT,
I

2U2U. Here, the ap

rtlTcr, thc cited c;isc involvcd import from Iran rvhcrc import r.l a:; frccl','

l

I
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p{A No. MUN-CUti'l'M-000-APP-030-25-2

permittcd whcreas in instant case the import is from pallistan which attlac
highcr ri..tc of duty unor:r spccific nolrfication and hence dis;tinguishable . In cas

crl llalkarnal Inclustria pvt. Ltd. Vcrsus commissioner of Customs, (2024) )

(l.nrax 24.5 (Tri.-Ahmd), no financiar benefit *'asrlerive<l, a.d thc misdccrclirt,
u,as tc<:hnical. in contrast, thc duty <1iffr,,rence in the preser t case is substan
:rnd qA,R(LTAR,2o2o, applir:s. In thr: insrant case, th@objecti,,e q,as duty cvasicn
,r Ll l._1.5( dUr Lr j I I ( 

. 
I I I i I I , ( ) t t r,l;ts ust,ti.

as .!} attr!'r*_.

l,-urlhcr', ir is obsctvcd thal the appeJlant has re ied ltpon \4alas !-.,ri!;.7.'2

upon b1 the appellanL, rx_r

prr:fi:rr:^Lial dulv u,,s r:l^imt:d, unlrkc Lhis case where the appellant sought a,

lo',r'r:r rlurv r.rc. 'l'hus, it is observed that the judgemer-rts, relied upon by

appcllzrnt arc based on lactual lindinpls unique to that importer and shipmen

and arc' not s<luarcly applicable in instzrnt case. In vicrv of thc samc , I fi,d tLr

the penalty imposed on the appellant under Section 112 (a) of the Customs

l9h2 is.jrrstilied and rs nccordi ngly upheld.

ol orrgin misdcclaralion. In r:asr: of Aspam

Commissioncr Of Cr-rstoms, Kandla as rclieri

Petronergy Pvt. Ltd. Versu

tior r

;.8 With rcgard to pen.rlty imposccl on thc appcllernt undcr. Scc

ll4AAof thc Cr-rstoms; \ct, 1962, I [i,d th;rt.tlrcrc was no pr t.rposzrl t,lirnposi
of pcn:r11.y on thc appcliant under scction I 14AA of the s:Lid Act either in the

lihow caus. Notict: darcd r6.o2.2022 or Lhe corrigendum to r.he said Show cause

N oti<'c llcnr:r:, tht: imposition or pr:nalty in the impugned order is legarly" not
sustainable and is accordingly set aside.

6. In rricrr,, ol thc above discuss;ior.rs, I modify thc ir.r.pugned ortler to Lhc

cxl.cr.l1 .t:l discu:;l;crl in par-a 5.8 trbovc arrd ordcr as undcr :_

(1) Oonliscalion ol gc,ods undei Section 11i(m) of the Crr.stoms Act, 1962 is

t.tphcld. irc.*-r*-

(l) l<r:dcmpiion linc.i I<s. 12,oo,ooo/ under Secti3n t:s Stnc custcjlllt?r. t,
1 62 is uphcld

(3) Pcnalty .f Its. 5,0O,OOO/- imposcd under Section 11:1(a) of the Customs

Acr, 1962 is uphcld.
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l)rr)(irr't:r Vcrslr:r (lornrrissir.rni:r' of cu:;torns, Murrclra wlrcrcir-r thc juclgcnrclL ,J

rrr< rrst ri .n unvt'rifir'd value addition allcgations, not applicirble to clear evidencq
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"(4) Penalty of Rs. 3,00,000/- imposecl under scction l l4AA of thc crst,ms
AcL, 1962 iset asicle

'/. Accordinglv, the appear filerl by the appc ant is partry rcjcctc<1 a,<1

partlv allowed in above lerms.
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Comrnissioncr (Appc:als),

Customs, Ahm<--dabad

l):r1. 21.t Or')O'l'rNo. S 49

y Rcgistcred post A.D/E-Mail

2. Shri Hrren J Trivedi/ Krutarth K Pandya
710, Dream Rise. Nr. Hetarth Parry PIot,

Sola-Science City, Ahmedabad-380060
tr- trive

-s7lcus/MUN/ 283-24/il
-/dv

c .ti
!.U' ,a-

1. M/s. Rupesh Kumar & Sons (IEC 1511002 131),
Opp. Carpet City,
Shardapuri, Bhadohi-221 40 1.(U p) 
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1 'l'h. Chief
Ahmedabad.

Commissioncr of Oustonrs. Cuiaral, Cuskrrrr ilousr.

'l'he Pr. Commlsbioner of Oustoms, (-'ustoms HQSsc, Mnni.ira.
The Additional Commissioncr of Customs, Custom Iloust:, Mundra.
Cuard File.
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