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Brief facts of the case: -

Mr. Ankit Premsukh Chechani (DOB 14.08.1992) holding Indian
Passport No. N4710994 (hereinafter also referred as "the Passenger" for
the sake of brevity), residing at 2O3, Alfaidr Plaza, Meena Bazar, Bur,
Dubai, Dubai UAE and having Indian address at FIG, Panchvatika
Apartment, Nr. Maheshwari Seva Samiti, Shahibaug, Ahmedabad,
arrived by F1y Dubai Flight No. FZ 5245 from Dubai to Ahmedabad on
10.05.2019 at Terminal 2 of SVPI Airport, Ahmedabad.

2. On the basis of passengers profiling and suspicious movement, the
passenger was intercepted when he was leaving through the green
channei of Customs in the Arrival Hall of Terminal 2 of Sardar
Vallabhbhai Patel International Airport (SVPIA) by the Air Intelligent Unit
(AIU) officers for detailed checks.

3. Thereafter, in presence of panchas, the passenger was asked to
u,alk through the Door Frame Metal Detector (DFMD) machine after
removing all the metallic objects, he was wearing on his body. Th<:

passenger removed his belt, waliet and mobile phone and kept them in
the plastic tray and then walked through the DFMD machine,
whereupon a loud beep sound was generated by the DFMD machine. On
bcing asked the passenger denied of having any metallic items left behind
on / in his body. The AIU officers being suspicious of the passenger,
further interrogated him, but the passenger kept denying of having anv
metailic items hrdden on/in his body. After some time the AIU officers
noticed that the passenger was trying to hide something wearing on his
right hand which was covered under the sleeves of his T-shirt. Therefore,
on further inquiry by the AIU officers, the passenger confessed that
he had one kada and thereafter took out the said 1,9116\,u colour Kada
v,'hich he was wearing on his right hand near elbow. The passenger \vas

again asked to walk through DFMD machine, and on walking through a

loud beep in the DFMD machine was once again generated. On further
interrogation, the passenger confessed that he had one more kada which
hc was wearing on his left-hand elbow which was also covered under thr;
full sleeves of his T-shirt. The AIU officer asked the passenger to
remove the same. Accordingly, the passenger removed the second kada
and showed it to the AIU officers. The passenger, on further
interrogation, confirmed that the said two yellow colour kadas were of
gold. The AIU officers then after removing both the kadas, again asked the
passenger to pass through the DFMD machine, but the DFMD machine
did not generate any sound. Thereafter, the officers also scanned his
black colour bag in the baggage scanning machine (BSM) installed at
the Green channel, but nothing objectionable was noticed. Thc
passenger admitted that these two pieces of gold kadas were made o[
raw goid and the same belonged to him. He further admitted that he did
not want to declare the same as he intended to clear it illicitly and evadc
payment of Customs duty.

4. Thereafter, the Government Approved Valuer, Shri Nachiket
Mavalankar, was ca1led upon by Officers for examining the authenticity
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and to ascertain the contents of the two gold kadas recovered from the
passenger. After testing the said kadas, he confirmed that the same is of
pure gold having purity 999. As per the valuation report dated
10.05.2019, the said two kadas were of pure 24 kt gold of 999 purity,
totally weighing 349.95O grams, having Tariff Value of Rs.10,15,744 l-
(Rupees Ten Lakh Fifteen Thousand Seven Hundred Forty Four On11,)]

and Market value of Rs. I 1,53,085/- (Rupees Eleven Lakh Fifty Three
Thousand Eighty Five Only),calculated as per Notification, No. 3412019-
Customs (N.T.) dated 30.O4.2019 and Notification No. 35/2019-Customs
(N.T.) dated 02.05.2019.The method of testing and the valuation used by
Shri Nachiket S. Mavlankar was done in a perfect manner in presence of
the passenger and panchas. The passenger was satished and agreed with
the testing and Valuation Report given by Shri Nachiket S. Mavlankar and
the passenger put his dated signature on the said valuation report as a
token of the fact that everything was done before him in a perfect manner.

5. Thereafter, two gold kadas, totally weighing 349,950 grams,
having Tariff Value of Rs. 10,15,744/- (Rupees Ten Lakh Fifteen Thousand
Seven Hundred Forty Four Only)l and Market value of Rs. 1 1,53,0851-
(Rupees Eleven Lakh Fifty Three Thousand Eighty Five Only) were placed
under seizure vide panchnama drawn on 10.05.2019 by the officers of
Customs under the reasonable belief that the subject Gold which was
attempted to be smuggled in was liable for conhscation under the Customs
Act,7962.

6. A statement of Mr. Ankit Premsukh Chechani was recorded on
10.05.2019 under the provision of Section 108 of the Customs Act, 7962,
wherein he intera-lia stated that that he had hidden two gold Kadas and
brought them into India to evade Customs duty; that he had invoice dated
09.05.2019 for purchase of the said gold weighing 349.950 grams at price of
53193/ - Dirhams from M/ s.Alpa Jewellery, Meena Bazar in Bur, Dubai, which
he had paid in cash; that source of money for the purchase of gold was from
his own savings and remaining amount partly was taken as loan from his
friend/ colleague in Dubai; that the purpose of smuggling the gold was for
making gold ornaments on the occasion of his marriage as the difference of
prices of gold among India and Dubai was 10 to 15% less in Dubai; that in
order to save money, he decided not to declare before the Customs about the
act of smuggling of gold; that the 24 l<t. Gold items (two kadas) weighing
349,950 grams recovered from him was seized under Panchnama dated
10.05.2019; he has been shown and explained the panchnama and
after understanding the same, he had put his dated signature on
panchnama drawn on i0.05.2019, under which the gold having 999.O
purity weighing 349.950 grame having tariff value of Rs. 1O,15,744l-
(Rupees Ten Lakh Fifteen Thousand Seven Hundred Forry Four Only)l and
Market value of Rs.1 1,53,O851- (Rupees Eleven Lakh Fifty Three Thousand
Eighty Five Only) was recovered and seized from him.

7. An SCN dated 22.70.2019 was issued of Mr. Ankit Premsukh
Chechani by the Additional Commissioner, Customs Ahmedabad as to whv:
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(i) Two Gold Kadas totally weighing 349.950 grams having tarilI value of Rs.

1O,L5,7441- (Rupees Ten Lakh Fifteen Thousand Seven Hundred Fortl'
Four Only) and market value of Rs.11,53,0851- (Rupees Eleven Lakh
Fifty Three Thousand Eighty Five Only), placed under seizure undcr
panchnama dated 10.05.2019, should not be confiscated under thc
provisions of Section 111(d), 111(i), 111(1) & 111(m) of the Customs
Act, 1962;

(ii) Penalty should not be imposed on Mr. Ankit Chechani under Section
i 12(a) and 112(b) of the Customs Act, 1962 for the omissions and
commissions mentioned herein above.

8. Accordingly, the said SCN was adjudicated by the Joint
Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad, wherein Joint Commissioner;

i. Ordered absolute conhscation of the two gold kadas 24Kt. havrng
purity 999.0% totally weighing 349.950 grams, having tariff value of
Rs. 10,15,744/- (Rupees Ten Lakh Fifteen Thousand Seven Hundred
Forty Four Only) and market value of Rs. 11,53,085/- (Rupees Eleven
Lakh Fifty Three Thousand Eighty Five Only) recovered from Mr.
Ankit Premsukh Chechani and placed under seizure vidc
panchanama dated 10.05.2019 under Section 111(d), 111(i), 111(L)
& 1 1 1(m) of the Customs Act, 1962;

ii. imposed a penalty of Rs. 50,000/- (Rupees Fifty Thousand Only) on
Mr. Ankit Premsukh Chechani, under the provisions of Section
1 12(a)(i) of the Customs Act, i962.

9. Being aggrieved, the passenger filed an appeal before thc:

Commissioner (Appeals), Customs, Ahmedabad. The Commissioncr
(appeals), Customs, Ahmedabad vide OIA No: AHD-CUSTM-000-APP-935-
27-22 dated 08.10.2021 remit back the case to the proper officer to
ascertain the facts, examine the documents, submission and case law relied
upon by the appellants and provisions of Law and pass speaking order a
fre sh following Judicial discipline, principal of natural justice and adhering
to the Iegal provisions.

Personal Hearinq: -

10. Shri Prashant Patankar, Authorised representative of the noticec
appeared for personal hearing on 10.O1.2023 at 11:30 Hrs. He submitted
that, he has already filed written reply on O2.O3.2O2O and reiterated thc
submission already made by them vide reply dated O2.O3.2O2O. He also
statcd that, the import was not for commercial purpose and should bc
construed as 'bonafide baggage' though not declared on arrival; that thc
gold was purchased by noticee lawfully from Jewellery and Goldsmith
(LLC), Dubai against Tax Inv. No. 1806 dt.09.5.2019 and was produced b1,

noticee at the time of recording of his statement ; that the subject gold was
purchased for marriage of the noticee which is also mentioned in his
statement; that the imported gold was not in commercial quantity; that thc
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noticee was not in the business of gold trading but was a Chartered
accountant; that the gold imported for personal marriage constitutes
bonafide baggage'as the noticee had purchased subject gold in the form of
'kadas' for making ornaments on the occasion of his marriage and not for
sale; that a lenient view may be taken and permission to redeem the goods
may be allowed; that the gold is not prohibited for import; that the option
of redemption may be given even for prohibited goods; Relied upon the
following case laws :

1. Roshini Mathuradas Kothadia Vs. CC, Hyderabad- 2019 (369) ELT
178a [ri. Hyd.)

2 CC & C.Ex. Vs. Mohd Ashraf Armar - 2019(3691 ELT 1654(Tri.Mum.)
3. Ashok Kumar Verma - 2019(369) ELT 1677(c0l)
q. Mohd. Hussain Ayub Chilwan - 2017(358) ELT-127s(Commr. Appl.)
5 CC Lucknow Vs. Mohd. Nayab & lmtiyaz Idris reported at 2016 SCC

online CESTAT 4736
6. Yakub' brasher Yousuf 20 1 1 (263) ELT-685(Tri. Mum)
7. Sapna Sanjeev Kohli Vs. CC Mumbai reported at 2OO9(24O) ELT

2O7(Bom.)

DISCUSS;ION & FIITDINGS

11. I have carefully gone through the facts of the case and the
submission made by the noticee during personal hearrng and the
documents submitted. I have also gone through the OIA No: AHD-
CUSTM-000-APP-935-27-22 dated 08.1O.2021 issued by the
Commissioner (Appeals), Customs, Ahmedabad wherein the case has
been remitted to pass a fresh speaking order with a direction to ascertain
the facts, examine the documents, submission and case laws relied upon
by the appellants and provisions of law. Further, judicial discipline,
principal of natural justice and legal provisions should be followed while
passing fresh order. I therefore proceed to decide the instant Show Cause
Notice in which the Order in Original issued was remand back vide the
above-mentioned order of the Commissioner (Appeals).

L2, In the instant case I find that the main issue that are to be

decided is whether the two gold kadas of 24 ktl999 purity gold, totally
weighing 349.950 grams, having tariff value of Rs,10,15,744/- (Rupees
Ten Lakh Fifteen Thousand Seven Hundred Forty Four Only) and market
value of Rs.11,53,085/- (Rupees Eleven Lakh Fifty Three Thousand Eighty
Five Only), brought in by the passenger which was placed under seizure vide
panchnama drawn on 10.05.2019 on the reasonable belief that the sard goods
were smuggled into India, is liable for confiscation under Section 1 1 1 ol the
Customs Act, 7962 (herein after referred to as "the Act") or not and whether
the passenger is liable for penalty under Section 1 12 of the Act.

13. I find that the panchnama clearly draws out the fact that the
passenger was intercepted when he was passing and was about to exit the
Airport by opting the green channel, and on suspicion, personal search of
the passenger and his baggage was conducted. The passenger did not declare
the gold and denied to have dutiable goods. The passenger was asked to
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pass through the Door Frame Metal Detector (DFMD) after removing all
metallic items form his body and cloth. When the passenger passed through
the DFMD, a large beep sound was generated by DFMD, which indicate
prescnce of metallic substance on his body. The Customs officer recovered

trvo gold kadas from the passenger which was hidden under the full sleeves

of his T-shirt. It is on record that the passenger had admitted that he was

carrying gold which was intended to smuggle in without declaring befort:

Customs Officers. It is also on record *rat the government approved valuer
had tested and certified that two kadas were of pure 24 kt. 1999 .O purity gold

totally weighing 349.950 grams, having tariff va-lue of Rs. 10,15,744l
(Rupees Ten Lakh Fifteen Thousand Seven Hundred Fort5r Four Only) and
markct value of Rs. 11,53,085/- (Rupees Eleven Lakh Fifty Three Thousanci
Eighty Five Only),which was placed under seizure order and panchnama both
dated 10.05.2019, in the presence of the passenger and Panchas.

14. I find that it is quite clear that the passenger has neither questioned
the manner of the panchnarna proceedings at the material time nor
controverted the facts detailed in the panchnama during the course of
rccording his statement. Every procedure conducted during the panchnama bv
the Oilcers was well documented and made in the presence of the panchas as

wcll as the passenger. The passenger has not dislodged any of the facts narrated
in his deposihon. In fact, in his statement, he has clearly admitted that he had

Lntentionally kept undeclared two gold Kadas and had not declared the same on

his arrival before the Customs with an intent to clear them illicitly and evad<:

pa),rnent of customs duty and thereby, violated provisions of Customs Act, th<:

Baggage Ru-les, the Foreign Trade (Development 86 Regulations) Act, 1992, thc
Foreign Trade (Development 86 Regr,.rlations) Rules, 1993 and the Foreign Tradt:

Policy 2O|5-2O2O.

15. F\rther, the passenger has accepted that he had not declared the gold on

his arrival to the Customs authorities. Though initially, he denied having an1'

dutiable goods, he accepted in his deposition dated 10.05.2019 that he was

carrpng gold rn order to evade payment of customs duty. It is clear case of non
declara[ion with al intent to smuggle the gold. Accordingly, there is sulficienr
eudence to say that t1.e passenger had kept the gold which was in his possessior-t

and failed to declare the same before the Customs Authorities on his arriva.l at
S\IPIA, Ahmedabad. The case of smuggling of gold recovered from his possession

and which was kept undeclared with intent of smuggling the same and in order to

evade payment of Customs duty is conclusively proved. Thus, it is proved that
passenger reolated Sectjon 77, Section 79 of the Customs Act for import/ smuggling
of gold which were not for bonafide use and thereby violated Rule 1 1 of the Foreign

Trade Regr:lation Rules 1993, and para 2.26 of the Foreigrr Trade Poliry 2015-20.
F\irtlrer as per Section 123 of the Customs Act, 1962, gold is a notilied item and
r,r,hen goods notified thereunder are seized under the Customs Act, 1962, on thc
reasonable belief that they are smuggled goods, the burden to proof that they arc
not smuggled, shall be on the person from whose possession the goods have been

sezed.

16. From the facts discussed above, it is evident that the passenger had
imported gold with an intention to smuggle and remove the same without pa),rnent
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of customs duty, thereby rendering the gold totally weighing 349.950 Grams, [able
lor confiscation, under the provisions of Sections 111(d), (i), 111(1), 111(m) of the
Customs Act 1962. By secreting the gold on his person and not declaring the gold

before the Customs, it is established that the passenger had a clear intention to
smuggle the gold clandestinely with the deljberate intention to evade payment ol'

customs duty, The commission of above act made the impugreed goods fall within
the ambit of 'smuggling' as defined under Section 2(39) of ttre Act.

L7, It is seen that the passenger had not frled the baggage declaration form and
had not declared the gold which was in his possession, as envisaged under Section
77 of tte Act read with the Baesage Rules and Reg"rlation 3 of Customs Basgage
Declaration Regr:lations, 2013. It is also observed that the imports were a-lso for
non-bonalide purposes. I frrd that the passenger in his statement dated 10.052019
has admitted that the purpose of smuggling of gold was for making gold omaments
on the occasion of his marriage as the price of goid rr Dubai was 10 to 157o less as

compared to India and in order to save money, he decided not to declare gold carried
by him before Customs.

18. ln 2Ol9 (370) E.L.T. 1743 (G.O.t.), before the Govemment of India, Minisuy*
of Finance, [Departrnent of Revenue - Revisionary Authority]; Ms. Mallika Arya,
Additional Secretary in Abdul Kalam Ammangod Kunhamu vide Order No.

17 /2O79-Cus., dated 7-lO-2O19 in F. No. 375/06/8 l2Ol7-RA stated that it is

observed that C.B.l. & C. had issued instruction vide ktter F. No. 495/5/92 Cus.
VI, dated 10-5- 1993 wherein it has been instructed that "in respect of gold seized

for non-declaration, no option to redeem the same on redemption fine under
Section 125 of the Customs Act, 1962 should be given except in very trivial cases

u,here the adjudicating authority is satisfied that there was no concealment of the
gold in question'.

19. The Commissioner (Appeals) vide OIA No: AHD-CUSTM-000-APP-935-21-
22 dated 08.10.2021 remitted the case back with direction to go through the case

laws cited by the noticee and also observed that case law of Ashok Kumar Verma
reported at 2019(369) ELT 1677(@ll, has not been covered in the impugned order.

2o. I find that in case of Ashok Kumar Verma reported at 2019(369) ELT
1677(GOll, the Revisionary Authority set aside the order of absolute conliscation
noting that gold was not a prohibited item under Customs Act, 1962. The

Revisionary Authority in Para 4 observed as r:nder:

.... Whib tLerc is rw dispute in this case ttnt tLte gold brought by tte
appliunt from Dtbai is liabb for anfisation beuuse Lte did not fotlout
tLe prope'r ptoedute for import thereof in India and atlempted to snuggb
it witlwut pagment of atstoms duties, it is beyond arTA doubt that tle gold

i,s not a prohibited item under Customs Ad. The Honble Madras High
Court, in its deci.sian in tLe use of T, Elauarasan u. CC (Airpori), CLtennai,

2011 (266) D.L.T. 167 (Mad), hr.s leld tlnt gold b not a prchibited goods

and a mandatory option is auailabb to tle ouner of tle goods ta redeem

the onfisuted gold on payment offine under kdbn 125 of Custonls Act,

1962. Euen tle Honbb High Courl of AndLva Pradesh in tLte use of
SlniWtJamal Basha u. COI, 1997 (91) E.L.T. 1277 (A.P.), Ltos abo held
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tlnt as per Rub 9 of Baggage Rubs, 1979 read uith AppruJix-&, gold in
anA -form otLer tlwn omament auld be imported on paAment of anstottl-s

dufu onlg and if the sanne was imported unanthorisedlg tLe option to

ouner of tle goW is b be giuen for redemption of the anfiscated gold on

paAment of fine. In foxt, the C,ommissioner (Appeols), Delhi and the

Gouemment of India haue cr.nsbtentlA l',eLd tle same uieut in a large

nltmber of ases tlwt gold b rwt prchibited goods as it b not specifimllg
rntifed bg tLre Gorcmment.

21, In case of Mohd. Hissain Ayrrb Chilwan reported n 2017 (358) ELT 1275

(Commr.Appl.) Mumbai III, the passenger brought 232 grarr's of gold bars on his
arrival from Kuwait on 22.17.2013 and produced pr-:rchase invoice for the gold

brought by him for his sister's marriage.

Commr (A) lns set aside the order of absofute onfiscation and at para 1 1 of
the order obserued thnt, the po.ssenger was uo*itrg abrcad,lwd produed purchnse

inuoirc and uas nnt a canrbr bringing the gold for onsideratioru He alloued
redernptionnohngthotgoldisnotanitemofimprtofuhichang ciratmstan(Es uould
danger or be detriment to heaitfu ualfarc or moral of peopb as a wlnle and ttterefore

liabb to be rcbase on pagment of rcdernption fue.

22, I hnd that this issue of re-demption of gold has travelled through
various appellate fora. I find that in the following cases, Hon'ble Supremc
Courts, High Courts, the appellate fora allowed redemption of seized goods;

L.

ii
iti
iu

Sapna Sanjeeu Kohli us. Commissioner - 2010(253) E.L.T.A52(5.C.).
Union of India us. Dhanak M Ramji - 2010(252) E. L. T. A1O2(5.C.)
ShaikhJamal Basha Vs. G.O.l. - 1997(91)E. L. T. 277(A. P.)

Commissioner of Cust. & C. Ex. NagpirJ Vs. Moh-d. Ashraf Armar -
2019(369) E. L. T. 1654 [n. Mumbai)
Shn R. P. Sharma, Additional Secretary in RE Ashok Kumar Verma -
2019(s69)8. L. T. 1677 (G. O. t.)

Suresh Bhosle Vs. Commissioner of Customs (Reu.) Kolkatta -
2o09(246)E. L. T. 77(Cal.)
T. Elauarasan Versus Commissioner Of Customs (Airport), Chennai
reported at 2011 (266) E.L.T. 167 (Mad.)

U

ui

uii

23. I find that when there are judgements favouring redemption, there
are contra judgement which provide for absolute confiscation of seized gold
attempted to be smuggled into India as follows;

Abdul Razak Vs., U. O. I. - 2012(275)E. L. T. 3OO (Ker.) maintained by
Hon'ble Supreme Court - 2017(350) E. L. T. A173(SC)

24. I further find that ingenious concealment is one of the important
aspects for deciding on the redemption / non-redemption of the goods.
Further, while deciding the case, the CBIC Circular / Instruction F. No:
275117 12O15-CX. 8A dated 11.03.2015 is also looked into, which
emphasized that Judicial discipline should be follovr.ed while deciding
pernding show cause notices/ appeals.
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25. I find that, the option to redemption has been granted and absolute
conliscation is set-a-side vide order No. L2 l2O2L-CUS(WZ)/ASAR dated
l8.OL202L by the Revision authority, GOI issued under F. No:
371/44 lBl2O1S-RA/785 dated 29.O1.2021. Similar view was taken by
Revision Authority vide Order No.41 l2O2L-CUS(WZ)/ASAR dated
26.02.2021 issued under F. No: 371l41 lBlIS-RAl1635 dated 03.O3.2021.

26, I find that wearing the seized goods on hand and hiding the same
under the full sleeves of T-shirt worn by the passenger cannot be considered
as an ingenious concealment even though the charge of non-declaration of
the seized gold is established. Further, being a precious goods one can take
care to carry the same by hiding from the view of other peoples in fear of
theft. I find that, Mr. Ankit Chechani, has also produced Invoice bearing No.
1806 dated 09.05.2019 issued byAlpaJewellery & Goldsmith (LLC), Daira,
Dubai, UAE in respect of purchase of gold weighing 349.92 gms. Further,
Mr. Ankit Chechani has claims ownership of seized gold in his statement
dated 10.05.2019, recorded under section 108 of Customs Act, 1962.
Further, he brought gold for the first time and hence it is not a case of
habitual offender. Further, the gold brought for making jewelry for his
marriage and not for earning proht of for third person. Looking at the facts
that this is not a case of ingenious concealment, I am of the considered
opinion that under section 125 of the Customs Act,l962, the option for
redemption can be granted.

27. I further find that the passenger had involved himself and abetted the
act of smuggling by concealed two Kadas made up of 999.01 24Kt. gold
having net weight of 349.950 Grams wearing on hand and hiding the same
under full sleeves of T-shirt worn by him. He has agreed and admitted in
the statement recorded that he travelled with concealed TVo Kadas made
up of 999.0/ 24Kt. gold having net weight of 349.950 Grams wearing on
hand from Dubai to Ahmedabad. Despite his knowledge and belief that the
concealed gold carried by him and undeclared in his person is an offence
under the provisions of the Customs Act, 1962 and the Regulations made
under it, the passenger attempted to smuggle the said gold. The passenger
in his statement dated 10.05.2019 stated that he did not declare the
impugned gold as he wanted to clear the same illicitly and evade the
Customs Duty. Thus, it is clear that the passenger has concerned himself
rvith carrying, removing, keeping, concealing and dealing with the smuggled
gold which he knows very well and has reason to believe that the same are
Iiable for confiscation under Section 111 of the Customs Act, 7962.
'lherefore, I find that the passenger is liable for penal action under
provisions of Sections 112 of the Act and I hold accordingly.

2a. Given my above findings, I pa.ss the following Orders:

ORDER

I order confiscation of the impugned two Kadas made up of 999.0/
24Kt. gold having net weight of 349.950 grams and having tariff value
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To,

oro No: 7s /ADc/vM /o&^/2a22-23
F. No: Vlll/10-5s/SVPIA/O&A/H oy'2019-2 0

of Rs.10,15,744 l- (Rupees Ten Lakh Fifteen Thousand Seven

Hundred Forty Four Only) and market value of Rs. 1 1,53,085/
(Rupees Eleven Lakh Fifty Three Thousand Eighty Five Only) seized
vide Serzure Order/Memo under Panchnama proceedings both dated
23.06.2022 under the provisions of Section 1 1 1(d), 1 1 1(i), 1 1 1(1) &
1 1 1(m) of the Customs Act, 1962;

I give an option to Mr.Ankit Premsukh Chechani to redeem thc
impugned two Kadas made up of 999.O I 24Kt. gold having net weight
of 349.950 grams on pa),rnent of redemption fine of Rs.2,5O,OOO/-
(Rupees Two Lakh Fifty Thousand only) under Section 125(1) of the
Customs Act, 1962 in addition to the duty chargeable and any other
charges payable in respect of the imported goods as per Section 125(2)
of the Customs Act, 1962.

I impose a penalty of Rs. 5O,OOO/- (Rupees Fifty Thousand only) on
Mr.Ankit Premsukh Chechani under the provisions of Sectior-r

112(a)(i) of the Customs Act 1962.

29. The SCN bearing F. No: VIII/10-55/SVPIA/O&A/HQ/2O19-20 dated
22. 1 O.2O 19 stands disposed.

1A) .Ll

(Vishal Malani)
Additional Commissioner

Customs, Ahmedabad

Date:24.O1.2023F. No. VIII/ 1o-ss/SVPIA lo&,AlHQl2o19-2o
DIN: 2O23O171MNOOOO666F39

By SPEED POST A.D.

Mr. Ankit Premsukh Chechani
203, Alfaidi Plaza, Meena Bazar, Dubai, UAE.

2 Mr. Ankit Premsukh Chechanl
F/ 6, Panchvatika Apartment,
Nr. Maheshwari Seva Samiti,
Shahibaugh, Ahmdabad

Copy to: -
I. The Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad. (Kind Attn: RRA Section)
II. The Deputy Commissioner of Customs (AIU), SVPIA, Ahmedabad.
IIL The Deputy Commissioner of Customs (Task Force), Ahmedabad.
IV. The Deputy Commissioner of Customs, SVPIA, Ahmedabad.
V. The System In-Charge, Customs, HQ., Ahmedabad for uploading on

the official web-site.
VI. Guard File
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