
DIN-20220371MNOOOO0Oc66F F.No. VIIL/10-44/0&A/ADC /Jaydaat/2021 

OFFICE OF THE 
ADDITIONAL 

cOMMI881ONER Or CUSTOMS8, 

CUSTOM HOUSE, 
ALTHAN BHIMRAD ROAD, 

NR. 8MC WARD OFFICE,

ALTHAN, SURAT -395007

Phone 0261-22601I3 email; adjcus-suratagov. in 

R-395007 

PREAMBLE
FN. VIll'10-44/0&AVADC Jaydaat/2021 

A77 KN Filc No. 
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Show Causce Notice No. and date
CT 37AT VI7/Ordcr-In-Original 

83/MK/ADC/SRT/2021-22 

NO 

1D NT UTkT 3TAT /ORDER PASSED MANISH XUMAR, 

or7T 3TYRT/ ADDITIONAL COMMISSIONER, 

HfAT KJTT5/CUSTOMS,

KT/SURAT 
28.03.2022

BY 

E 3MGNI fafa/ Date of Order 

FTNI A T TINT Datc of Issue 28.03.2022 

M/s. Jaydaat International, 
304, 3rd Floor, Diamond World,
Tower-B, Varachha Road, 
Surat-395006. 

GTHTT R YGName and 
Address of lmporter/Noticee 

Shri Jignesh PopatBhai Patel, 

Proprietor of M/s. Jaydaat Interna�iona,

59, Gayatri Nagar,
Dabholi Char Rasta,

Surat-395004. 

1. This copy is granted free of charge for the private use of the person to wtom it is issued. 

.H TT Ta HEYHASICI PI AN DIRI may on payment of 7.5% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and

penalty are in dispute or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute, 1g47 (397C), HIPT Yo, ITGI ZT, HFT EITR, ETEI H*T`T 

2. Any person deeming himself aggrieved by this order, may on payment of 7.5% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are 

in dispute or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute, may prefer an appeal against the order to the Commissioner of Customs (Appeal), 

7th Floor, Mrudul Tower, Near Times of India, Ashram Road, Ahmedabad in Fom C. A. I & 2 as prescribed under Customs (Appeal) 

Rules, 1962. The appeal must be filed within sixty days from the date of receipt of this order either by the post or by the person. It should 

bear a court fec stamp of appropriate valuc. 

3. The following documents must be enclosed alongwith the appea. 

terfa, aa (a) A copyof theappeal and

(b) Copy of this order or another copy of the order, which must bear court fee stamp of appropriate value. 

4. Any Person desirous of appealing against this order shall, pending the appeal, deposit 7.5% of the duty demanded where duty or duty 

and penalty are in dispute or penalty, where penalty alone ís in dispute (maximum Rupees 10 (ten) Crores), and produce proof of such 

payment along with the appeal; failing which the appeal is liable to be rejected for non-compliance of the provisions of Section 129E of the 

Customs Act, 1962. 

To, 
1. M/s. Jaydaat International, 

304, 3rd Floor, Diamond World,
Tower-B, Varachha Road, 
Surat-395006. 

Shri Jignesh PopatBhai Patel,
Proprietor of M/s. Jaydaat International, 
59, Gayatri Nagar, 
Dabholi Char Rasta, 
Surat-395004. 
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BRIEF FACTS OF THE CASE 

M/s. Jaydaat International, 304, 3rd Floor, Diamond World, Tower-B, Varachha Road, Surat-39S006 

Capital Computerized Embroidery Machine under EPCG Licence No. 5230008933 dated 26.05.2011 
naTCr ofered as "the importer"), holder of Import Export Code No. 5211001851 have imported 12 sets of 

e ng total assessable value of Rs. 48,13,600/-) by saving duty of Rs.8,51,022/- (Actual Duty Utilized of 

AS8,99,278-). The importer cleared Computerized Embroidery Machine vide various Bils or Enuy a a 

cncesional rate of duty @ 39% while availing the benefit of exemption available under Notification No. 

103/2009 dated 11.09.2009. The details of import are as under 

Total Duty 
Foregone/Debited 

at the time of 

Sr. Number of 
Duty Saved available 
as per EPCG Licence

B/E No. & DateNo machinery
cleared

BG Amount 

clearance 372/11-12 dated 
27.06.2011 04 8,51,022/- 3,02,223/-

374/11-12 dated 2 
27.06.2011 04 5,48,799/- 3,02,223/- 

748/11-12 dated Rs.95,000/- 
3 

17.08.2011 04 2,46,576 2,54,832/- 

12 TOTAL 8,59,278/-/ 
As per para 5.10 of Handbook of Procedures, 10% enhancement in CIF value of duty saved amo0unt is 
Admissible.

2. The importer executed Bond dated 30.06.2011 for Rs.22,00,000/- (Rupees Twenty Two Lakhs only) 
along with Bank Guarantee No. 34/2011-12 dated 17.06.2011 amounting to Rs.95,000/- issued by The Punjab&
Sind Bank, Lalgate, Surat for EPCG License No. 5230008933 dated 26.05.2011. They had also given an 

undertaking to fulfill the conditions of the Bond, EPCG License and the relevant Customs Notification at the time 

of registration of the EPCG License No. 5230008933 dated 26.05.2011 at ICD-Sachin, Surat. 

3. The 12 sets of Computerized Embroidery Machines were to be installed at 79, 3rd Floor, Krishna Ind. 

Pandol, Katargam, Surat-395004 and as the importer was not registered with the Central Excise Department, they 

produced Installation Certificate dated 04.10.2011 issued by a Chartered Engineer B.K. Goel, Surat who certified 

the receipt of the goods imported vide BEs no. 372/11-12 dated 27.06.2011, 374/11-12 dated 27.06.2011, 748/11-

12 dated 17.08.2011 and 748/11-12 dated 17.08.20!1 on 29.06.2011, 29.06.2011, 19.08.2011 and 19.08.2011 

respectively and their complete installation on 05.07.2011, 07.07.2011, 22.08.2011 and 25.08.2011 respectively. 

4. As por Notification No. 103/2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009 the importer was required to fulfill the export 

obligation on FOB basis equivalent to 8 times the duty saved on the goods imported as may be specifñed on the

licence or authorization. The importer is required to execute a bond in such form and for such sum and with such 

surety or security as may be specified by the Deputy Commissioner of Customs or Assistant Commissioner of 

Customs binding himself to fulfill export obligation on FOB basis equivalent to 8 times the duty saved on the 

goods imported as may be specified on the licence cr authorization, or for such higher sum as may be fixed or 

endorsed by the licencing Authority or Regional Authority, within a period of eight years from the date of 

issuance of licence or authorization, i.e. complete 50% export obligation within first block of Ist to 6th years and 

remaining 50 % in second block of 7th to 8th years. 

5. The aforesaid EPCG License dated 26.05.2011 was issued to the importer for a period of 8 years valid 

upto 25.05.2019 and the bond dated 30.06.2011 was executed for a period of 10 years. Accordingly, the importer

was reauired to fulfill the export oblization within a period of 3 vears from the date of EPCG Licence as per the 
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coniton lad down in the Notification and EPCG Licence itself. The importer was also required to submit une 

installation certificate within 06 months from the date of import and produce proof of fulfillment ot enpOrt 

obligation within the period as prescribed in the said notification. Since, the EPCG Licence was issued to ne 

Importeron 26.05.2011, as per the condition of the said Notification, they were required to fulfll the esport 

obligation within 8 years by 25.05.2019 and submit the Export Obligation Discharged Certificate issued by the 

DGFT to the department. 

6. 
On completion of block 1-6 years, a letter dated 16.03.2018 was issued to the importer requesting themnto

submit evidences regarding export to the extent of 50% of the total export obligation which was returned

undelivered by postal authority. Further, letters dated 07.02.2020, 21.02.2020, and 27.02.2021 were issued to the 

importer to either furnish the EODC issued by DGFT, Surat or any extension granted by DGFT, Surat for 

fulfillment of Export Obligation, which was also returmed undelivered by postal authority.

6.1. Letter dated 28.04.2021l was issued to the Foreign Trade Development officer, DGFT, Surat to provide

the present status of the Licence along with following information: 

whether the importer had approached their office for granting further extension for fulfillment of 

export obligation.

. whether the importer had submitted the export documents for EODC. 

The Joint Director General of Foreign Trade, Surat, vide their letter F.No. EPCG/Mis./2020-21 dated6.2 
04.05.2021 informed that the importer had not submited any documents to them for fulfilment of export 

obligation. 

Thus, it is evident from the above that the importer had failed to fulfill the export obligation as specified 

in the Licence and did not comply with the mandatory condition of the Customs Notification No.103/2009 dated

6.3. 

11.09.2009, EPCG Licence and conditions of the Bond. 

7. As per the provisions of Section 143 of the Customs Act, 1962, the aforesaid capital goods were allowed

clearance by the proper offcer on execution of bond by the importer wherein theimporter bound themselves to 

discharge liability within a specified period in certain manner, which they have failed to do, by not fulfilling the

export obligation. Therefore, the department is entitled to recover the duty less paid by raising a demand and 

appropriating the Bank Guarantee fumished by the importer against this demand.

8. In view of the above, the importer has failed to fulfill the conditions laid down under Notification No. 

103 /2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009 in as much as they have failed to export goods manufactured from 12 sets of 

Computerized Embroidery Machine imported under EPCG License dated 26.05.2011 which was cquivalent to 

eight times the dury saved on the goods imported and also dd aot produce EODC issued by DGFT, Surat or any 

extension granted by DGFT, Surat for fulflmeet of Export Obligation. They are therefore liable to pay duty of 

Rs.8,59.278- in respect of the said imported goods along with interest at the applicable rate, in terms of 

conditions of the said Notification read with condition of Bond executed by the importer read with Section 143 of 

the Customs Act, 1962.

9. In the view of the above, Ms Jaydaat International, Surat, were called upon to show cause to the 

Additional Commissioner of Customs, having his ofice on Custom House, Althan Bhimrad Road, Althan, Sura,

Gujarat-395007, as to why 

Customs dury total amounting to Rs8,59,278- (Rupees Eight Lakh Fifty Nine Thousand Two Hundred 

Seventy Fight only) being the dury foregene at the time of import under EPCG Licence. should not be 
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w cd and recovered from them in terms of Notification No 103/2009 dnted I1.09.2009 as amended,

C th the Conditions of Rond executed and turnished by them in term of Section 141 ol the Customs 

Dy enforing the terms of the said Bond. Further, why the Bank Guarantee No. J4/2011-12 

CU.062011 amounting to Rs, 95,000/. issued by The Punjab & Sind Bank, Lalgate, Surat, should 

hot be appropriated and adjustod towards the dhuty liability as mentioned nbove 

() 
c mported Capital Goods should not be held iable for confiscntion under Section 1i(0) oi n 

Us Aet, 1962 read with conditions of Bond cxccuted in terms of Scction 143 of the Customs ncl, 

1962 read withCustoms Notifention No. 103/2009-Cus dnted I 1.09.2009 as amended from time to 

(io) The benctit of concossional rato of dhuty @ 3% for EPCG Schome under Notification No. 103/2009 dated

11.09.2009 should not bo denicd.

(iv) Interest at the applicable rate should not bo rocovored fromn them on the said Customs duty as mentioned 

at () above in term of Customs Notification No 103/2009-Cus dated 11.0.2009 as amended from time 

to time read with Conditions of Bond exccuted in term of Section 143 of Customs Act,1962. 

(v) Penalty should not be imposed on the importer under Section 112(a) of the Customs Act, 1962 for the acts

of omission & commission mentioned abave. 

(vi) Penalty should not be imposed on the importer under Scction 117 of the Customs Act, l962 for the acts of 
omission & commission mentioned above. 

Defence Reply & Personal Hearing
10. The Show Cause Notice was published on tho official website, i.e. www.ahmedabadcustoms.gOV.in. 1he 

Show Cause Notice clearly spelt out that the Noticee were required to furnish their written submissions within 30 
days of receipt of the Notice. However, it is observed that the Noticee have failed to furmish any written

submissions in this regard. The Show Cause Notice made it amply clear that in the event of failure to file the 
written submissions, the case would be decided on the basis of evidence available on record. As per Section
122A, the adjudicating authority shall give an opportunity of being heard to a party in a proceeding, if the party so 

desires. Personal hearing was fixed on 28.02.2022 vide letter dated 07.02.2022. However, the importer has neither
submitted any defense submission nor has appeared for personal hearing. The adjudication proceedings cannot be 
delayed any further andI proceed to decide the case on merits on the basis of evidence available on record.

Findings: 
11. I have gone through the aforesaid Show Cause Notice and the relevant oase records. The ISsues for 
consideration in the Show Cause Notice are as under 

Whether the concessional rato of Duty @ 3% for EPCG scheme under Notification No. 103/2009- 
Cus dated 11.9.2009 is admissibie to the Noticee in absence of non-fulfilment of the export 
obligation prescribed therein?

i) Whether the Capital Goods under consideration are liable to confiscation? 

12. The Show Cause Notice have been issued in light of the fact that the Noticee failed to fulfill export
obligation which they had bound themselves to fulfill at the time of importation of the Capital Goods at 

concessional rate of Duty. The Capital Goods, et the time of their importation in India, have been allowed
clearance at concessional rate of Customs Duty ir. lieu of the Bond furnished by the Noticee, in compliance of 
condition of Notification No. 103/2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009 and Foreign Trade Policy 2009-14 as well as 

Handbook Of Procedure. By executing such Bond, the Noticce have logally bound themselves to the effect that in 
case of non-fulfillment of export obligation, they would pay the Customs Duty alongwith interest.
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13. he condition at para 2(4) of Notification No. 103/2009-Cus dated 11.9.2009 stipulates that the 

Cxemption was subjcct to the condition that the Noticce was required to oxecute a Bond binding himselt to 

comply with all the conditions of the Notification and fulfill their export obligation within a period of oight years 

from the date of issuc of Authorisation. The relevant text of the same is reproduced under for ease of reference: 

4) that the imporier execules a Bond in such form and for such sum amd with such surety or 

security as may de specified by the Deputy Commissioner of Customs or Asslstant Commissloner 

of Customs binding himself to conply with all the conditlons of this Notification as well as to 

fulfillexport oblization on FOB basis equivalent to eight times the duty saved on the goods 
importedas may be specified on the authortkation, or for such hieher sum as may be fixed or 

endorsed byr the Licenstng Authorlty or RegionalAuthortty in lerms of Para 5.10 of the 
Handbook of Procedures Vol L, isued under para 2.4 of the Forelgn Trade Policy, withina 

period of eight years from the date of issue of Authorizatiom, in the following proportions, 

namely 

S.No. | Period from the date of issue of|Proportion of total export obligation 

Authorization 
() (2) 3) 

|Block of Ist to óth year 50% 

Block of 7th to 8th year 50% 

Further, Para 5.2 of the Foreign Trade Policy 2009-14 and Para 5.8 of Handbook of Procedure Vol.l (2009- 

14) stipulate that the export obligation to the extent of eight times of the duty saved is required to be 

fulfilled within eight years from date of issue of Authorisation. The relevant text of the said provisions is 

reproduced as under: 

Concessional 3% 5.2 (a) Import of Capital Goods for pre-production, production and 

Duty EPCG post production (including CKD/SKD thereof as well as 

Scheme computer software systems) are allowed under this Scheme

subject to payment of 3% Basic Customs Duty (BCD). Export

obligation (EO) shal be 8 times of duty saved amount (ie. 

diference between duty payable and 3% BCD). The Export 

Obligation Period (EOP) shall be 8 years reckoned from 

Authorization issue-date 

Fulfillment of 5.8 The Authorisation holder under the EPCG scheme shall fulfill

Export Obligation the export obligation over the specified period in the following 

proportions 
Minimum export Period from the date of issue 

of Authorisation 
obligation to be fulfilled 

50% Block of 1* to 6" year 

50% Block of 7" and 8" year 

Conjoint reading of para 5.2 of Foreign Trade Policy(2009-14), para 5.8 of Handbook of Procedure Vo.l 

(2009-14) and Para 2(4) of Notification No. 103/2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009 makes it explicitly clear that the 
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Notice was bound to fufil the stipulated export obligation within eight yenrs unless extended by competent 

authoriy. The s0% of export obligetien was to be completed in the first block, ia. within six years and

gU% export obligation was to be completed by oighth ycar. In the instant case, the Noticce has not 

dny document issued by the competent authority, i.c. DGFT, indicating extension of the period for 

Tulfilment of enport obligation. The Noticee was roquied to furnish EODC issucd by the competent 

authority on completion of the stipulated time frame, ie, cight yoars. Howover, they have failed to Iurnisn

tne requisite EODC within the stipulatcd time framc. Thus, it is amply clear that the Noticoc have not 

Tuiiled their export obligation with respect to the BPCG licensos under consideration, and thereby violated

the conditions of Notification No. 103/2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009 read with Foreign Trade Polioy 200y-l4 a3 

well as Handbook Of Procedure. In such circumstances, it was incumbent upon the Noticee to have pald tnc 

Customs Duty within three months from the completion of cach block at their own volition

14. The legal sanctity of the above discussion is arrived at from para 2(5) of Notification No. 103/200
Cus dated 11.9.2009 which reads as under: 

that the importer produces within 30 days from the expiry of each block from the date 

of issue of authorization or within such extended period as the Deputy Commissioner of 

(5) 

Customs or Assistant Commissioner of Customs may allow, evidence to the satisfaction of the 
Deputy Commissioner of Customs or Assistant Commissioner of Customs showing the extent 

of export obligation fulfilled, and where the export obligation of any particular block is not 
ulfiled in terms of the preceding condition, the importer shallwithin threemonths from the 
expiry of the said block pay duties of customs equal to an amount which bears the same 
proportion to the duties leviable on the Roods, but for the exemption contained herein, which
the unfulfilled portion of the export obligation bears to the total export obligation, together 
with interest at the rate of 15% per annumfrom the date of clearance of the goods; 

Likewise, para 5.8.3 of the Handbook of Procedure Vol.l (2009-14) unequivocally expresses that the Noticee
is under an obligation to pay the Customs Duty alongwith Interest in case of non-fulfillment of the export 
obligation. The relevant text of the same is reproduced under: 

5.8.3 Where export obligation of any particular block of years is not fulfilled in terms of the 
above proportions, except in such cases where the export obligation preseribed for a particular 
block of year is extended by the competent authori, such Authorisation holder shal, within3

months from the expiry of the block of vears, pay duties of customs plus 15% interest of an 
amount equal to that proportion of the duty leviable on the goods which bears the same 

proportion as the unfulfilled portion of the export obligation bears to the total export 
obligation. 

By virtue of above provisions, the Noticce was under obligation to pay the Customs Duties alongwith Interest
at the rate of 15% within 3 months from the expiry of the respective block years. The Noticee had also 
Cxecuted a Bond by virtue of which they were under an obligation to discharge the Customs Duty along with 
Interest. 

15. At this juncture, it is to mention that the term "Bond" is defined under Sub-section (5) of Section 2 of 
the Indian Stamp Act, 1899 as under: 

(5) "Bond"-"Bond" includes- 
(a) any instrument whereby a person obliges himself to pay money to another, on condition that 

the obligation shall be void if a specified act is performed, or is not performed, as the case may 
be; 



DIN-20220371MNO000OOC66F F. No. VIIL/10-44/08A/ADC /Jaydaat/2021 

(0 any mstr unient allested by a witness and not payable to order or bearer, whereby a person 

obliges himself to pay money to another; ana 

(C)any nstrument so attested, whereby a person obliges himself to deliver grain or otner 

agricultural produce to another:

Likewise, Section 2(d) of The Limitation Act, 1963 defines the term 'Bond' as under: 

(ad) "bond" includes any instrument whereby a person obliges himself to pay money to another, on 

condition that the obligation shall be void if a specified act is performed, or is not performed, as the 

case may be; 

In light of the definition of the term 'Bond', it is expressly clear that the Noticee has undertaken the 

obligation to pay Customs Duty alongwith Interest@15% in the event of non fulfillment of export obligation. 

The act of the Noticee, of not paying Customs Duty alongwith Interest@15%, tantamount to dishonoring the 

Bond executed by them. 

In view of the above discussions, I find that the benefit of exemption under Notification No.

103/2009-Cus is not admissible to the Noticce owing to non-fulfillment of the export obligation specified 

16. 

under the said Notification. Resultantly, the Customs Duty alongwith Interest, is liable to be recovered from 

the Noticee as mandaled under Notificution No. 103/2009-Cus dated 11.9.2009 and Foreign Trade Poliy

2009-14. Further, the bank guarantees furmished by the Noticee against each of the concemed EPCG 

authorizutions neds to be cncashed (if not alroady done), and adjusted against the Duty liabilities. 

17. Regarding the issue of holding the Capital Goods liable for confiscation, I find that the Capital

Goods were imported by availing the benefit of exemption under Notification No. 103/2009-Cus dated

11.09.2009. One of the conditions laid down in the said exemption Notification is that the Noticee was 

required to oxport goods valued at eight times the amount of Duty so saved within a period of eight years. 

Thus, the exemption was admissible subject to fulfilment of the conditions laid down in the exemption 

Notification. In the instant case, the condition stipulated under the exemption Notification has not been 

fulfilled and as such the Capital Goods are liable to confiscation in terms of the provisions of Section 111(0)

of the Customs Act. The relevant text of the said statute is reproduced under:

The following goods broughtfrom a place outside India shall be lable to confiscation: 

(o) 

(b) 
(o)any goods exempted, subject to any condition, from duty or any prohibition in respect

of the import thereof under this Act or any other lawfor the time being in force, in respect

of which the condition is not observed unless the non-observance of the conditlon was 

sanctioned by the proper officer;

Thus, I find that the Capital Goods under eonsideration are liable for confiscation in terms of the provisions 

of Section 111(o) of the Customs Act. Further, redemption fine is imposeble in light of the judgment in the

case of M/s Visteon Automotive Systems India Ltd. reported at 2018 (009) GSTL 0142 (Mad) wherein

the Hon'ble High Court of Madras has observed as under: 

The penalty directed against the importer under Section 112 and the fine payable under

Section 125 operate in two different fields. The fine under Section 125 is in lieu of 

confiscation of the goods. The payment of finefoltowed up by payment of duty and other 

charges leviable, as per sub-section (2) of Section 125, fetches relief for the goods from 

getting confiscated. By subjecting the goods to payment of duty and other charges, the 
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oper and irregular imporiation is sought to be regularised, whereas, by subjectlng the 

Soo paynentof fine under sub-section () of Section 125, the goods are saved from 
8eung confiscated. Hence, the availability of the goods is not necessary for imposing the 

redemption fine. The opening words of Sectlon 125, "Whenever confiscation of any goods 
S authorised by this Act.." brings out the point clearly. The power to impose redempion 
une springs from the authorisation of confiscation of goods provided for under Section 11 

he Act. When once power of authorisation for confiscation of goods gets traced 1o He 

said Sectlon lll of the Act, we are of the opinion that the physical availability of goods is 
not so much relevant. The redemption fine is in fact to avoid such consequences jiowing
from Section 11l only. Hence, the payment of redemption fine saves the goods from gelting 
confiscated. Hence, their _phvsical avatlabilty _does_ not have any significance_fo imposition of redemption fine under Section 125 of the Act 

18. The Show Cause Notice proposes imposition of penalty on the Noticee under the provision of Section112 (a) of the Customs Act, 1962. In terms of the provisions of Section 12(a), any person, who omits to do 
any act which act or omission would render such goods liable to confiscation under Section 111, is liable to 
penalty. Resultantly, find that the Noticee are liable to penalty in terms of the provisions of Section112(a)(i) of the Customs Act, 1962.

19, I find that the Noticee have not achieved export obligation which they had undertaken to achieve while importing machines under EPCG authorizations. This fact implies that the Capital Goods underconsideration were not used for intended purpose. Thus, the Noticee have contravened the provisions of Notification No. 103/2009-Cus. dated 11.9.2009 and thereby have rendered themselves liable to penaltyunder Section 117 of the Customs Act, 1962.

20. In view of my above findings, I pass the following order: 

ORDER
I disallow the benefit of concessional rate of Duty @ 3% for EPCG Scheme under Notification No. 
103/2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009 on the imported capital goods.
I confirm the demand of Customs Duty amounting to Rs.8,59,278/- (Rupees Eight Lakh Fifty Nine 

Gi) 
Thousand Two Hundred Seventy Eight only), being the Duty foregone at the time of import of CapitalGoods under EPCG License, and order recovery of the same in terms of Notification No. 103/2009-Cus 
dated 11.09.2009 as amended, read with the conditions of Bond executed and furnished by them in terms 
of Section 143 of the Customs Act, 1962 by enforcing the terms of the said Bond. 

(ii) I order to appropriate the amount of Rs.95,000/- by encashment of Bank Guarantee, and adjust the same 
against the above duty iabilit 

(iv) I hold the Capital Goods liable to confiscation in terms of the provisions of Section 1i 1(o) of the Customs
Act, 1962 read with conditions of Bond executed in terms of Section 143 of the Customs Act, 1962 and 
Notification No. 103/2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009 as amended and impose redemption fine of 
Rs.4,81,300/- (Rupees Four Lakhs Eighty One Thousand Three Hund red only) in lieu of confiscation 
in terms of the provisions of Section 125(1) of the Customs Act,1962. 

(v) 1 order recovery of Interest at the applicable rate on the Customs Duty as mentioned above in terms of the 
provisions of Notification No.103/2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009 as amended read with the conditions of 

Bond executed in term of Section 143 of Customs Act, 1962.

(vi) I impose penalty of Rs.85,900/- (Rupees Eighty Five Thousand Nine Hundred only) in terms of the 
provisions of Section 112 (a ii) of the Custems Act, 1962.
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(vii) impose penalty of Rs. 1,00,000/- (Rupees One lLalh only) in terms of the provisions of Section 'O 

the Customs Act, 1962.

(Manish Kumár)
Additional Commissioner 

Customs, Surat

To. 
M/s. Jaydaat lnternational, 
304, 3rd Floor, Diamond World,
Tower-B, Varachha Road,
Surat-395006. 

1. 

Shri Jignesh PopatBhai Patel,

Proprietor of M/s. Jaydaat International, 

$9, Gayatri Nagar,
Dabholi Char Rasta,
Surat-395004. 

Copy to:- 
The Principal Commissioner, Customs, Ahmedabad. Attn: The Deputy Commissioner 

(RRA), Customs, Ahmedabad. 

The Deputy Commissioner of Customs, ICD-Sachin, Surat.

The System In -Charge, Customs HQ, Ahmedabad for uploading on the official website

i.e. http://www.ahmedabadcustoms.gOv.in 

The Joint Director General, DGFT, 6» Floor, Resham Bhavan Lal Darwaja, Surat-

395003 for information and necessary action. 

Guard File/Office copy. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

olC

T/Received 
Custom Div. Surat. 

t./No. 
ERU./Sign. --- 
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