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TeuaaT e b TS S Ua T TUH U H e S TR T B THI S R T UM ATe.

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

is issued.

fomeHefiad 1962 ®IURT 129  Siel (1)  (TUTHENG)
R e et B r DITESIE e R R R B R E LA C R U AR R LR E CA K ERER TS
gHIdEAETI TSRS aEd 3 HERd ARy d/dgayfa
| (3dEAERIY) faHzETad, CISESIEL I

Ggeant AEfele A& U ATd e TR AR Hle .

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.

Iﬁalalamﬁraw 3¥|/Order relating to :

(P (

IS E RS R GREAEL NP

()

any goods imported

(8(

A RATATARRA S P TaTeTHATGHTATA [ H R AT 3 1< TR TTURSARATY
AT TR RS AR TS TS AR A S RATSH T AR TR
AU IHTHTH A A THTa hH Bl .

(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

BB EIDIECES 1962 HAHATIX

FURIF NI G dsa[em aTad [ et .

(c)

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

A TS a TR T AT AT QTR TSR XAT6 TS e 3 11 g8
E AR CA TR PR R DI B IR RE ARSI P B C

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 :

(%)

HICBITTE, 1870HHGH. 6 Y 1 %aﬁﬁﬁufﬁﬁmwaﬂéﬂ?ﬁ

PR L AR G LE AT R E R P R E AR DR G AN RN BICLTH

(a)

4 copies of this order, bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only. in anef

(9)

copy as prescribed under Schedule 1 item 6 of the Court Fee Act, 18'7'0 oy

TG &I 1A b fATa YA GRD! 4 Ufad!, afds!

(b)

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

()

g U aueTdgA®! 4 wleal

= -
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\ \-. 1»\\
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S |
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(c)

4 copies of the Application for Revision.

T3S TaR B A b eI T HTY b U TTH, 1962 @YTI )
Afryiaeiasieruwie, B, 3us, vwieRfafaunes e ertiFsndaeas.
200/-(FUTE T AT ITS.1000/-RUUTHEHTHTS

), SATHATEETE!, FaE R A TaE S YIS aA L 3R.6 Frerufayi.
gfeged, HITRTATSTS, TN S & R HIRE UG ARG AT G e [dIed Bl
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YHETHT.200/- AR TF ARG A U F B P ETHS.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/-.

TGy . 2

& YT fITaTH & ATl I ATH A o H e h s A 3 e ETHE

ggHARAEEAeH AT 1962 BIYRT 129 U (1)
HHYEIHH .U, -3

AHHTRe® , Ha g3 e e A araR i sifiamruresgae A gfeafaauduemdt
ABIT PG

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 :

| ferasifreur, ufgHiasadis Appellate Tribunal, West Zonal

TﬁIIT{[,ﬁ?, és‘;.‘?mrr&gam@am&rd’r Customs, Excise & Service Tax

Bench

§ﬂ'\f|ﬁ|\lﬁ ﬂ,ﬁEﬂﬁﬁWﬁ%Eﬁlww?N 2nd Floor, BahumaliBhavan,

Ud, 3IRaT, H{gHaTEG- 380016 Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,
Ahmedabad-380 016

Hoaepsfygy, 1962 HIYRT 129 T (6) »HfiH HHRepsiftufygs,
1962 BIYRT 129 Y(1)FfdasaryfafafaaycraausHaet-

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

R TRTHA R T8 o [ THT[eh AU BRI g RTAT TR S AT YT

IR IFEE AR C R PIE NI L LRI R E A G ASSIE S A 1

G{F{'?‘\n‘lpees or less, one thousand rupees;

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

TR H Sl e [ THTRe® U S RIgRIHATReh HIeTedyl |

TS ® RO AU AR = UUE HFHg A b eyduara are Q eifus=gianul |
ef R¥UT
---.rb.-).:jﬂere the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by
e any officer of Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more
than five lakh rupees but not exceeding fifty lakh rupees, five thousand
rupees ; |
@) ammwﬁamﬁﬁaﬁm?ﬂnm&ﬁwmaﬁwm |
FUTH DBl GHEIREIY
where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by
(c) any officer of Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more than
fifty lakh rupees, ten thousand rupees
(¥) | SHIHCYDIAeGHUBRUHIH, AU ch %10
B, SR eH U eHUdC 8 AdGHe, AG S %10 |
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SIETHIUR, g acie s adlGHe, HUTRETSITE |

(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.

6. | SFqATUTTTARTURT 129 (T) BIAATANUTAIIIPRUTch HHE GTURY A D A G U~

(@) A C R IEE AN RN R R CAR IS CANE RN E S K e PRI B LA EAR IS I
3 - HYydr N &)
H TS e YT BT dd T H U ERRHA T p A TY T T U A 1 p T e HIH T

EUS

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

1. Brief facts of the case

1.1 M/s Ship Trade Corporation, Plot No. 76(24-X), Ship Recycling Yard,
Alang/Sosiya, District: Bhavnagar (herein after referred to as the “Appellant for
the sake of brevity) has filed the present appeals against Orders-In-Original
(herein after referred to as the “impugned orders”) as tabulated below issued by
the Assistant Commissioner, Customs Division, Bhavnagar(herein after

referred to as the “Adjudicating Authority).

Sr.No. | OIO No. Date of | Bill of Entry No.
| | OIO

1 12/CUS-REF/2025-26 | 11.09.2025 | 7838896

2 14/CUS-REF/2025-26 15.09.2025 | 4424347

1.2 The Appellant imported following vessels/ship for breaking purpose and
filed bills of entry for home consumption under Section 46 of the Customs Act,
1962. The Bills of Entry were assessed provisionally assessed for want of

original documents.

SI.No. | Name of the Ship | Billof Entry No. | Date of Bill of Entry
/Vessel

1 MV HELSING FORS | 7838896 12.03.2022

2 MV PIONER | 4424347 31.01.2023
JNIKOLAEWA

1.3. There was some dispute with regard to assessment of Customs duty of the
Fuel and Oil (Fuel Oil, Marine Oil, Lube Oil) contained in the Bunker tanks
inside /outside engine room of the vessel /ship. Importer claimed that Fuel

Oil (Fuel Oil, Marine Qil, Lube Oil) contained in the Bunker tanks inside

ide engine room of the vessel /ship was to be assessed to duty under CTH
g long with vessel. However, the Department was of the view that Fuel and
i ggntained in Bunker Tanks were to be assessed to duty under respective

of Chapter 27.

1.4 Hon'ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad vide its orders A/11792-11851/2022 dated
17.10.2022/01.12.2022 has held that the oil contained in the Bunkers Tanks
in the engine room of the vessel is to be assessed to duty under CTH 8908,

along with the vessel coming for breaking up. Further, in adherence to

; &s(e,;;m\
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aforesaid order of Hon'ble CESTAT, it has been decided by the Assistant

Commissioner, Customs Division, Bhavnagar vide Final Assessment orders as

tabulated below that Bunker Tanks containing oil are to be treated as part of

vessel's machinery and the Oils contained in them are to be classified under

CTH 8908 along with the vessel, as covered under para 2(b) of circular no.

37/96-Cus Dated 03.07.1996. Therefore, in view of the aforementioned

judgment of the Hon'ble Tribunal, all the above mentioned Bills of Entry were

finally assessed as tabulated below.

SLN | Name of the | Bill of | Date of Bill | Final assessment Order Date of final

o. Ship /Vessel Entry No. | of Entry assessment

1 MV  HELSING | 7838896 | 12.03.2022 | 1040/2602642/SBY/2024- 11.07.2024/
FORS 25 15.07.2024

2 MV PIONER | 4424347 | 31.01.2023 | 28/2835276/SBY/2025-26 26.06.2025
NIKOLAEWA

1.5 Consequent to the Final assessment of Bills of Entry the, Appellant filed

refund claim as tabulated below.

Sl.No. | Bill of | Final assessment | Date of final | Amount of Date of filing
Entry No. | Order assessment refund filed refund
1 7838896 1040/2602642/SBY | 11.07.2024/ 3,32,973 19.07.2025
/2024-25 15.07.2024
2 4424347 28/2835276/SBY/2 | 26.06.2025 3,71,806 22.07.2025
025-26

The Adjudicating Authority sanctioned the refund claims and credited the same

to Consumer Welfare Fund on account of unjust enrichment on part of the

Appellant.

1.6 Being aggrieved by the impugned order, the Appellant preferred the present

appeals as tabulated below.

Sr.No. | OIO No. Date of OIO | Appeal No.
1 12/CUS-REF/2025-26 | 11.09.2025 | S/49-260/CUS/JMN/OCT/2025-26 - .
2 19/CUS-REF/2025-26 | 15.09.2025 | 5/49-261/CUS/JMN/OCT/2025-26 .

2. Ground of Appeal submitted by the Appellant

2.1.The Appellant submitted that the impugned order of the Assistant

Commissioner by which he has sanctioned the refund of excess duty paid and

has ordered the same to be credited to the Consumer Welfare Fund on the

ground of unjust enrichment is not tenable in law and is liable to be set aside.

\)\&MW
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2.2 The Appellant submitted that at the time of filling refund application they
have also submitted that the incidence of Customs duty has not been passed
on to any other person. For this contention they have submitted Chartered
Accountants Certificate issued by Chartered Accounts M/s B.R. Popat & Co.
Chartered Accountants, 2nd Floor Vashundhara Complex Above Axis Bank
Bhavnagar, wherein he has verified and certified that amount is receivable from
customs department shown as "Customs Duty Refund Receivable" Account
treating the same as balance sheet item, in the books of accounts maintained
by the firm for F. Y. 2025-26. It has also been verified that this receivable
amounts have been carried forward in the books of account till date and
therefore it is certified that incidence of customs duty claimed as refund has
not been passed on to any other person. The Appellant further submitted that
in view of the above Chartered Accountants Certificate, it was clearly proved by
the Appellant that the incidence of customs duty has not been passed on to
any other person", therefore the provision of unjust enrichment is also not

applicable in the present issues.

2.3 The Appellant submitted that the Assistant Commissioner has proceeded
on the premise that since the duty paid on the Bunkers was debited to
expenses, it must be considered to have been passed on to the buyers by the
Appellant. The said premise on which the Order of the Assistant Commissioner
is based is untenable in law. It is settled law that debit of the duty amount to
expenses, without corresponding addition in the import price to arrive at the
local sale price, means that Appellant has absorbed and borne the said
amounts and it cannot lead to the conclusion that the Appellant has passed on
the incidence thereof. In the present case, not only has the Appellant not added
the duty amount to the import price to arrive at the local sale price, but in fact,
the local sale price is even below the import price on which the duty is

assessed.

rla Corporation Ltd v CCE-2008 (231) ELT 482: Para 5
(iii) 2015 (317) E.L.T. 637 (Tri. Del) in case of Business Overseas Corporation
v/s C. C. (Import & General), New Delhi

2.5 The Appellant further submitted that they had sold out the disputed stock
of bunkers at very less price prevailing at the time and sale/removal of

disputed bunkers after completion of Provisional assessments and giving out of

WM@’
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Customs charge for the bill of entry under reference. For the submission the
Appellant submitted copies of Sales invoices of Bunkers. The Appellant further
submitted that it is evident from the Bill of Entry and the Appellant's Sales
Invoices, that the price at which the Appellant sold the imported Bunkers is
much below the import price/value of the Bunkers on which the duty was
assessed. Therefore, the Appellant has not been able to even recover the import
price of the Bunkers, much less the duty paid thereon. Therefore, the burden
of the said duty has been borne by the Appellant and has not been passed on

to any other person.

2.6 To set aside the impugned Orders and pray to order
(i) To pay the sanctioned refund amount in cash.

(ii) To grant consequential relief, as deemed fit.

3. PERSONAL HEARING:

Opportunity of personal hearing was granted to the Appellant. The
Appellant vide letters all dated 18.08.2026 submitted that they do not desire
further personal hearing in the matter and the decide the Appeal / case on the
grounds of appeal as well as on above submissions and Pray as
mentioned /submitted along with documents on records and on merit of the

casec.

4. Comments from Customs Division, Bhavnagar

4.1 The Custom Division Office, Bhavnagar was requested for submission of
comments of the appeal filed by the Appellant vide letters 11.08.2025 but no

comments have been received by this office till date therefore, I am taking up

the issue for decision based on the facts of the case and documentary evidence e\, BB

available on record.

5. DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS:

5.1 The dates of the impugned order and the date of filing appeal by the
Appellant are tabulated below.

| Impugned Order No. Date of Order Date of Filing | Remark i
appeal
12/CUS-REF/2025-26 11.09.2025 21.10.2025 File within 60 days from
the date of order
14 /CUS-REF/2025-26 15.09.2025 21.10.2023 File within 60 days from
the date of order
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- Thus, based on the above, I find that the Appellant had the appeal well within
the time period of 60 days prescribed under the provisions of Section 128 of the
Customs Act, 1962.

5.2. I find that the matter pertains to the issue of sanction of refund thus there
is no question of pre-deposit of 7.5% of duty demanded as prescribed under

Section 129E of the Customs Act, 1962.

5.3 | have carefully gone through the case records, show cause notice and
corresponding order passed by the adjudicating authority and the defense put
forth by the Appellants in their appeal. The following issues arise for

determination:

(i) Whether the Appellant is eligible for refund claim amounts as mentioned
para supra by directly crediting it to their bank account instead of crediting the

same to Consumer Welfare Fund.

5.4 It is observed that the appellant had imported vessels for breaking
up/recycling and filed various Bills of Entry as mentioned para supra under
Section 46 of the Customs Act. 1962. There was dispute in respect of
classification of Fuel and Oil (Fuel Oil, Marine Gas Oil, Lub Qil), which was
settled by the Hon'ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad, vide its Orders A/11792-
11851/2022, dated 17.10.2022/01.12.2022 wherein it was held that the oil
contained in the Bunkers Tanks in the engine room of the vessel is to be
assessed to duty under CTH 8908, along with the vessel for breaking up. The
Bills of Entry were assessed provisionally. Subsequently, the Bills of Entry were
finally assessed vide different Final Assessment Orders mentioned abovepassed
by the Assistant Commissioner, Customs Division, Bhavnagar. Consequently,

the appellant had filed refund claims which were sanctioned and credited to

Consumer Welfare Fund.

5.5 I have perused the relevant Section 27 (1A) and 27 (2) of the Customs

ct, 1962 and same is reproduced as under:

A) The application under sub-section (1) shall be accompanied by such
cumentary or other evidence (including the documents referred to in

w@- duty or interest in relation to which such refund is claimed was collected
from, or paid by him and the incidence of such duty or interest, has not
been passed on by him to any other person.

(2) If, on receipt of any such application, the [Assistant Commissioner of
Customs or Deputy Commissioner of Customs] is satisfied that the whole
or any part of the [duty and interest, if any, paid on such duty| paid by

Sideie
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the applicant is refundable, he may make an order accordingly and the
amount so determined shall be credited to the Fund :

Provided that the amount of [duty and interest, if any, paid on such duty]
as determined by the [Assistant Commissioner of Customs or Deputy
Commissioner of Customs] under the foregoing provisions of this sub-
section shall, instead of being credited to the Fund, be paid to the
applicant, if such amount is relatable to -

(a) the [duty and interest, if any, paid on such duty] paid by the
importer, [or the exporter, as the case may be] if he had not passed on the
incidence of such [duty and interest, if any, paid on such duty] to any
other person;

(b) the [duty and interest, if any, paid on such duty] on imports made
by an individual for his personal use;

(c) the [duty and interest, if any, paid on such duty] borne by the
buyer, if he had not passed on the incidence of such [duty and interest, if
any, paid on such duty] to any other person;

(d) the export duty as specified in section 26;
(e) drawback of duty payable under sections 74 and 75;

(f) the [duty and interest, if any, paid on such duty] borne by any
other such class of applicants as the Central Government may, by
notification in the Official Gazette, specify:

[(g) the duty paid in excess by the importer before an order permitting
clearance of goods for home consumption is made where —

(i) such excess payment of duty is evident from the bill of entry in
the case of self-assessed bill of entry; or

(it) the duty actually payable is reflected in the reassessed bill of
entry in the case of reassessment:|

s

Provided further that no notification under clause (f] of the first provi;_sq‘f. *f""_‘? o

shall be issued unless in the opinion of the Central Government fthe” i T.\

incidence of [duty and interest, if any, paid on such duty] has not been £ ,-ﬁ‘rj;} ) )
PRy G sy |1

passed on by the persons concerned to any other person. \T\ ¥ Q’;ﬂi: y u}.-'
L% e 3 y d‘.J

\, ) s
5.6 I have also perused Section 28 D of the Customs Act, 1962 and salhe\;s,r_;_/ o

reproduced as under:

“SECTION 28D. Presumption that incidence of duty has been passed on
to the buyer. — Every person who has paid the duty on any goods under
this Act shall, unless the contrary is proved by him, be deemed to have
passed on the full incidence of such duty to the buyer of such goods.”
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From plain reading of the above legal provisions, it is clear that the appellant
was required to submit documentary evidence to establish that the amount of
duty in relation to which the refund is claimed was paid by him and the
incidence of the duty has not been passed on by him to any other person. As
per Section 28D of the Customs Act, 1962, the burden of proof is on the
appellant to establish that they had not passed on the incidence of duty
paid.Thus, until and unless the appellant satisfies with the relevant
documents, indicating the fact that it has paid the duty and the same has not
been passed on to the customers, such a claim cannot be accepted. Therefore,
until the contrary is proved, there is a presumption provided under the statute

that the duty has been passed on to the buyer.

5.7 It is undisputed that the goods in question have been sold to buyers and
the transactions are shown as part of Profit and Loss Account. Further, it is
observed that the appellant had submitted Certificate issued M/s. B. R. Popat
& Co., Chartered Accountants, wherein they certified that the financial
accounts of M/s. Ship Trade Corporation having works at Plot No.76, Alang
Ship Recycling Yard, Alang, Distt. Bhavnagar-364001 has been duly verified for
the Financial year pertaining to the case. They verified that the Appellant have
paid total customs duty for the import of the said vessel. The CA Certificate
further verified that out of total duties and taxes paid the Appellant have taken
input tax credit of IGST and charged total amount of customs duty of to profit
and loss accounts as expenditure [considering Profit & Loss Accounts for
F.Y.2021-22 and F.Y.2025-26 (till date)] and an the amount of is shown as
receivable from customs department shown as "Custom Duty Refund
Receivable" Account treating the same as balance sheet item, in the books of
accounts maintained by the firm for F.Y.2025-26. They also verified that this
receivable amount has been carried forward in the books of account till date
and therefore it is certified that incidence of customs duty claimed as refund

has not been passed on to any other person.

The Chartered Accountant/appellant has not submitted any documents
ntiate that the incidence of duty claimed as refund has not been
by him to any other person. Further, I also find that the Bills of
s filed during the year 2021-22 and 2022-23 and the certificate has
Y to give any reasonable certificate regarding carrying forward of the
amount till the year the Appellant filed refund application. The Appellant has
also failed to given any evidence indicating the fact that there was no unjust
enrichment on the part of the Appellant during the Financial year 2025-26 as
the refund was filed on in the same Financial years on dates mentioned para

supra. The CA has in the said Certificate made a bald statement that the

\} isw
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incidence of customs duty claimed as refund has not been passed on to any
other person without any supporting documents. Therefore, the CA Certificate
produced in this case without supporting documents cannot be considered for

discharging the burden of unjust enrichment.

5.9 It is further observed that the Chartered Accountant’s Certificate alone is
not the conclusive proof of having not passed on the incidence of duty to the
customers. A certificate of Chartered Accountant is just a corroborative
evidence only as held by the Hon’ble High Court in the case of Commr. of C.
EX., Aurangabad Versus Toyota Kirloskar Motors Ltd[2010 (256) E.L.T. 216
(Kar.)]. The Hon’ble High Court’s view was not disturbed by the Honble
Supreme Court vide [2011 (274) E.L.T. 321 (S.C.)]. Further, in a number of
decisions, it has been held that Chartered Accountant's certificates alone is not
a sufficient evidence to discharge the burden cast upon the appellant to prove
that incidence of duty has not been passed on to the customers. Further, it is
the ‘incidence of duty’ and not the duty as such which is required to be shown
to have not been passed on from the sale record, balance sheets and other

related documents. In this regard, I rely upon the following case laws:

(i) Shoppers Stop Ltd. - 2018 (8) G.S.T.L. 47(Mad.)

(i) BPL Ltd. - 2010 (259) E.L.T. 526 (Mad.)

(iiiy Crompton Greaves Ltd. - 2011 (22) S.T.R. 380(Tri. - Mum.)

(ivy UOI v. Solar Pesticides Pvt. Ltd. reported in [2000 (116) E.L.T.
401(S.C.)]

(v M/s Ispat Industries Ltd Vs Commissioner of Customs
(Mumbai) — [2015- TIOL-614-CESTAT-MUM].

5.10 Further the Honble Supreme Court in the case of Sahakari Khand
Udyog Mandali Ltd Vs Commissioner of C. Ex. & Cus [2005 (181) ELT 328
(SC)] has held that before claiming a relief of refund, it is necessary for the
appellant to show that he has paid the amount for which relief is sought and

he has not passed on the burden on consumers. Further, the Hon'ble

Supreme Court in the case of Union of India Vs Solar Pesticides Pvt.
[2000 (116) ELT 401 (SC)| has held that “the expression “incidence of
duty” in relation to its being passed on to another person would take it
its ambit not only the passing of the duty directly to another person but
cases where it is passed on indirectly”. The burden of proof is on the
appellant to establish that they had not passed on the incidence of duty paid.
Therefore, until the contrary is proved, there is a presumption provided
under the statute that the duty has been passed on to the buyer. Therefore,
the appellant in the present case has failed to cross the bar of unjust

W Cué&

enrichment.
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~ 5.11 From the above, I am of the considered view that the burden of proof
lies on the appellant to demonstrate that the incidence of duty has not been
passed on to the buyer or end customer. In this regard, the Chartered
Accountant’s certificate, is not sufficient by itself to discharge this burden.
Such a certificate is merely corroborative in nature and must be supported
by documents and records which are duly prescribed by the ICAL These
documents must be diligently and duly enlisted so the same may be referred
to. In view of the failure to provide sufficient evidence to overcome the bar of
unjust enrichment, I am of the considered opinion that the appellant has not
made out a case for refund. Accordingly, the appeal filed by the appellant is

liable to be rejected.

6. In view of the above, I do not find any infirmity with the impugned orders

and the same are upheld. The appeals filed by the appellant are rejected.

z \ ‘&jﬁ'
i \ 0%,
i .::-: i “l l1 -aﬁ 2’
' (Vishwajeet Singh)
Commissioner (Appeals),
Customs, Ahmedabad

F. No. File No. S$/49-260 to 261/CUS/JMN/OCT/2025-26
By Registered post A.D/Email

M/s Unique Ship Breaking Corporation, Plot No. 107-M, Sosiya Ship
Braking Yard, Sosiya Alang, Bhavnagar

Copy to,
1. The Chief Commissioner of Customs, Gujarat, Custom House,
Ahmedabad. (email: ccoahm-guj@nic.in ).
2. The Commissioner, Customs (Prev), Jamnagar.
3. TheDeputy/Assistant Commissioner, Custom Division, Alang,
Bhavnagar.
4. Guard File
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