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Order No. ____[#Y /18-Cus dated 0 Y~ J~2018 of the Government of India, passed
by Shri R.P.Sharma, Principal Commissioner & Additional Secretary to the
Government of India, under Section 129DD of the Custom Act, 1962.

Subject :  Revision Application filed under Section 129DD of the
Customs Act, 1962 against the Order-in-Appeal No.
CC(A)CUS/D-1/Exp/604/2016  dated  27.6.2016,  passed
by the Commissioner of Customs (Appeals), NCH,
New Delhi

Applicant  : M. Firoj, Village Khoja Nagla, Muzaffarnagar, U.P.

Respondent :  Commissioner of Customs, New Delhi
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L ORDER
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A Revision App}licatlon No. 375/73/8/2016 R.A. dated 26.09.2016 is fi led by
Mr. Firoj, Village Kho;a Nagla Muzaffarnagar, -U.P. (hereinafter referred to as the
applicant) against rthe OIA CC(A)CUS/D-If Exp/604/2016 dated 27. 6.2016, passed by
the Commnssroner of Customs (Appeals), New Delhi, whereby the appllcant’s appeal
filed against the Order of the Additional Commissioner of Customs, IGI Airport, New

Delhi, conﬂscatlng gold bars of the value of Rs.1465512/~ weighing 583 20 gms. was
r
t
f
2. - The rev:s;on appllcatlon has been filed by the applicant mainly on the grounds
that the OIA is erraneous as the gold is freely importable, the facts of the case were

not appredated and the Commissioner (Appeals) did not follow the Principle of
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rejected.

Natural Justice. f
t

3. A personal hearlng was fixed on 13.7.2018,. 30 7.18 and thereafter on the
request of the apphcant it was scheduled on 10.8. 18 While the advocate of the
applicant, Shn OPKaushlk availed the hearing on 10.8.18 and reiterated the
grounds of rewsnon as mentioned above, no one appeared for the respondent and
no reason for: noih avallment of the hearing is also received from which it is implied

that the respondent is not interested in availing the personal hearlng in this case.

4, The GoveJrnment has examined the matter and it is ohserv‘ed at the outset
that the reV|S|on applacation dated 01.6.16 was not accompanied by a fee of
Rs.1000/- WhICh was required to be paid in this case as per Sectlon 129DD(3) of the
Customs Act, 1962 As per this Sectlon a fee of Rs.1000/- is mandatorily to be
accompanled anng W|th the revusnon application where the amount of duty and
interest demanded fine or penalty levied by an Officer «of Customs in the case to

which the appllcatlon relates is more than Rs.1.00 lakh. Since in this case the
amount of' penalty is undisputedly more than Rs.1. 00 lakh, the penalty being
Rs. 180000/ a fee of Rs.1000/- was required to be paid before revision application
was filed. But no fee was paid and consequently the revision application filed by the

applicant cannot be considered to have been filed properly as payment of the fee is

|
:
|
|
|
|
|
|
|

|
|

!




.—’.‘

1G1y, the evision application IS rejected ag non Maintainaple for the
above discusseq reason St o
4
(R P.Sharma
Additionay Secretary to the Gover, ment of Ingia
Mr. Firoj,
R/o Village Khoja Nagia,
0. Khuda, .S. Chhapar
Distt, Muzaffarnagar U.p,
Order Ng. 17 j /18-Cys datedo rto 2018
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