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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION CUSTOMS APPEAL (L) NO. 51 OF 2017 WITH NOTICE OF MOTION (L) NO. 2425 OF 2017 IN CUSTOMS APPEAL (L) NO. 51 OF 2017



1. The Commissioner of Customs (Import -I) New Customs House, Ballard Estate, Mumbai – 400 001.



…Appellant



Versus S.S. Offshore Pvt. Ltd. 4th Floor, Viraj Impex House, 47, P.D'Mello Road, Mumbai – 400 009.



…Respondent



Mr. Pradeep Jetly, for the Appellant. Mr. Sridharan with Ms. Lakshmi Menon i/b Ms. Apurva Pohonerkar Mehta, for the Respondent CORAM: DATED:



M.S. SANKLECHA AND RIYAZ I. CHAGLA, JJ. 21ST DECEMBER 2017



O R A L J U D G M E N T :- (Per M.S. Sanklecha J.)



1.



This appeal under Section 130-A of the Customs Act, 1962



(the Act) takes exception to



order dated 31st October 2017



passed by the Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal, (West Zonal Bench) at Mumbai (Tribunal). The impugned order dated 31st October 2017 of the Tribunal partly allowed the
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Respondent's appeal from communicating the



letter dated 25th September 2017



decision of the Commissioner of Customs



(Import-I) allowing provisional release under Section 110- A of the Act of the imported vessel Sagar Fortune(vessel), subject to certain conditions, pending final adjudication. The vessel had been seized on 21 August 2017 under Section 110 of the Act. The Tribunal after setting aside the letter dated 25 September 2017 restored the issue to the adjudicating authority i.e. Commissioner of Customs(I) to pass a fresh order.



2.



The Revenue urges only the following question of law for



our consideration:



“Whether the Tribunal has jurisdiction to entertain an Appeal against a letter allowing provisional release of Vessel “Sagar Fortune” under Section 110A of the Customs Act, 1962”? From the impugned order dated 31st October 2017 of the Tribunal, it appears, that , the Revenue had not urged the issue raised hereinabove before the Tribunal. However, as the question raised is one of jurisdiction on undisputed/admitted facts, going to the root of the dispute, and if the appellant is correct, it would make the impugned order dated 31 October 2017 a nullity
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(see Kiran Singh & Ors. Vs. Chaman Paswan AIR 1954 (SC) 340) we are considering the question urged. In support of considering a question of jurisdiction(on admitted facts) in an appeal before this court even when not urged before the Tribunal we place reliance upon the decision of the Supreme Court in Santosh Hazari vs. Purshottam Tiwari 251 ITR 84. Normally, following the decision of this Court in CIT vs. Tata Chemicals Ltd. 256 ITR 395 where an issue has not been raised before the Tribunal, we do not entertain the question pertaining to the issue before us for the first time. However when the issue is one of jurisdiction(on admitted facts) of the Tribunal to pass an order is concerned, the question going to the root of the dispute, would require consideration. The Respondent also do not object to the above question of jurisdiction being considered by the Court in this appeal.



3.



The question as proposed is a substantial question of law



and therefore admitted.



4.



At the request of the Counsel, the appeal itself is being



taken up for final disposal.



5.



Briefly, the facts relevant to this appeal are as under:-
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(a)



On 20th July 2017 the Respondent filed a Bill of Entry



for the import of a second hand vessel. In its Bill of Entry the Respondent declared the value of its vessel to be of Rs.13.82Crores and classified the same under Chapter 89 Heading 8901 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975(Tariff Act). The Bill of Entry was assessed and vessel allowed to be cleared for home consumption. On 3 August 2017 the vessel was allowed to be converted from a foreign run vessel to a coastal run vessel.



(b)



Thereafter on 21 August 2017 the officers of the



Intelligence and Investigation Branch of the Commissioner of Customs on a reasonable belief that the vessel is liable for



confiscation



on



account



of



incorrect



classification/declaration, seized it.



(c)



On 7 September 2017, the Respondent met the



Commissioner of Customs(I) and sought provisional release of the vessel under Section 110A of the Act. On 25 September 2017, the Deputy Commissioner of Customs communicated the decision of the Commissioner of Customs(I) allowing provisional release of the vessel subject
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to conditions i.e. a bond equal to 100% of the re-ascertained value and a bank guarantee of 30% of re-ascertained value of Rs.41.45Crores.



(d)



Being aggrieved by the above letter dated 25



September 2017 communicating the decision allowing provisional release of the vessel, the Respondent filed an appeal to the Tribunal. The appeal as filed by the Respondent was entertained by the Tribunal under Section 129A (1) (a) of the Act. On merits, the Tribunal by the impugned order dated 31st October 2017 set aside the letter dated 25 September 2017 which allowed



conditional



provisional release of the vessel under Section 110A of the Act and restored the issue to the Commissioner of Custom(I) to decide the issue afresh.



6.



The challenge in this appeal is not to the decision taken on



merits by the impugned order dated 31 October 2017 of the Tribunal. The challenge in this appeal is only to the jurisdiction of the Tribunal to entertain an appeal from a letter 25 September 2017 allowing provisional release of the seized vessel. This in the
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context of the Tribunal’s powers to entertain appeals under Section 129A (1) (a) of the Act.



7.



Before recording and considering the submission of the rival



parties, we may profitably reproduce the relevant provisions of the Act, in the context of the appeal, as under:



“Section 2. Definitions-In this Act, unless the context otherwise requires. (1) “adjudicating authority” means any authority competent to pass any order or decision under this Act, but does not include the Board, Commissioner (Appeals) or Appellate Tribunal.” “Section 110A – Provisional release of goods, documents and things seized pending adjudication. – Any goods, documents or things seized under Section 110, may, pending the order of the adjudicating authority, be released to the owner on taking a bond from him in the proper form with such security and conditions as the adjudicating authority may require.” “Section 129A – Appeals to the Appellate Tribunal. – (1) Any person aggrieved by any of the following orders may appeal to the Appellate Tribunal against such order – (a) a decision or order passed by the Principal Commissioner of Customs or Commissioner of Customs as an adjudicating authority; (b) an order passed by the Commissioner (Appeals) under Section 128A:
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(c) an order passed by the Board or the Appellate Commissioner of Customs under Section 128, as it stood immediately before the appointed day; (d) an order passed by the Board or the Principal Commissioner of Customs or Commissioner of Customs, either before or after the appointed day, under Section 130, as it stood immediately before that day: Provided.. (1A) to (6)......” 8.



Mr. Jetly, the learned counsel for the Revenue in support of



his contention that the impugned order dated 31 October 2017 of the Tribunal is without jurisdiction, submits as under:



a. The jurisdiction of the Tribunal under Section 129A(1) (a) of the Act is only to entertain appeals from a decision or an order passed by the Commissioner of Customs as an adjudicating authority. In this case the letter dated 25 September 2017 of provisional release of the vessel under Section 110A of the Act, is not an order or



decision but only a letter. Therefore no



appeal against the letter can be entertained by the Tribunal even when it is admittedly issued at the behest of the Commissioner of Customs (I);
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b. In any event, no appeal can be entertained by the Tribunal



from



the



letter



dated



25



September



2017(even if assumed to be decision/order) as it is not passed/issued by the Commissioner of Customs as an adjudicating authority. An appeal can be entertained under Section 129A (1) (a) of the Act only if the decision or order is passed as an adjudicating authority.



c. The letter dated 25 September 2017 allowing provisional release of the seized vessel is pending adjudication, as is evident from Section 110A of the Act. Thus the letter dated 25 September 2017 cannot be on the directions of the Commissioner of Customs(I) as an adjudicating authority. Thus not appealable.



d. It is fairly conceded that



the larger bench of the



Tribunal in Commissioner of Central Excise and Service Tax v. Gaurav Pharma Ltd.1 has taken a view that an appeal from a letter directing provisional



1



2015(326) ELT 561.
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release of seized goods under Section 110A of the Act is an appealable order under Section 129A(1)(a) of the Act to the Tribunal. However it is submitted that the same has not been accepted by the Revenue as it is subject matter of challenge in an appeal before the Punjab and Hariyana High Court and awaiting admission.



e. Our attention is invited to the decision of this Court in Commissioner of Central Excise v Narendra Plastic Pvt. Ltd.2 wherein this issue viz. whether a letter directing provisional release of the goods is appealable or not , was left open to be considered in an appropriate case keeping in view the decision of the larger bench of the Tribunal in Gaurav Pharma (Supra). It is submitted that this is an appropriate case where the issue should be adjudicated upon.



9.



On the other hand, Mr. Sridharan, the learned counsel



appearing for the Respondent in support of the impugned order submits as under :-



2



2016(342) E.L.T. 497 (Bom.)
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a.



The letter dated 25 September 2017 allowing



provisional release of the vessel by the Commissioner of Customs is in the nature of interim order / decision pending final disposal of the dispute by adjudication. Nevertheless, the passing of an interim direction/order has an element of a lis i.e. deciding between the competing interest of the Revenue and the importer. Thus an adjudicatory function at the interim stage by the very adjudicatory authority who is to decide / adjudicate inter alia upon the seizure and the dispute finally.



b.



Attention was particularly invited to the amendment to



Section 110A of the Act w.e.f. 8 April 2011 which replaced/substituted the words “Commissioner of Customs” with the words “adjudicating authority” as the person who has to pass an order or take a decision



for provisional



release. This was deliberately done as there is an element of adjudication involved while deciding to provisionally release the seized goods and the terms of release.



c.



In terms of Section 129A (1) (a) of the Act every



order or direction by the Commissioner of Customs as an



WWW.TAXSCAN.IN - Simplifying Tax Laws ::: Uploaded on - 27/12/2017



10/24



::: Downloaded on - 28/12/2017 20:09:40 :::



902-CUAPPL-51-2017.DOC



adjudicating authority is appealable. Unlike other subclauses of sub-section (1) of Section 129A of the Act, subclause (a) does not specify under which section the order must be passed by the lower authority for it to be appealable to the Tribunal. Therefore the only requirement under Section 129 A (1) (a) of the Act is that the orders passed by the Chief Commissioner or the Commissioner must be passed under the Act, as an adjudicating authority. This is satisfied in the present case. Therefore the appeal was properly entertained.



d.



Reliance is placed upon the reasoning and the



decision of the larger bench of the Tribunal in Gaurav Pharma (Supra) which has held that a communication/letter directing provisional release of the seized goods is an order or decision appealable to the Tribunal.



e.



This issue also arose for consideration before the



Delhi High Court in Gurdeep Kaur Vs. C.C. (Preventive)3 and Candex Chemical Fibres Co. (P.) Ltd. Vs. CC 4 wherein it has been held that such communication / letters 3 4



2015 (325) ELT 490 (Del.) 2014 (310) ELT 500 (Del.)
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directing provisional release of seized goods under Section 110A of the Act



are



appealable to the Tribunal under



Section 129A(1)(a) of the Act; and



f.



In cases where petitions are filed under Article 226 of



the Constitution of India seeking judicial review of orders passed under Section 110 A of the Act, the Revenue has objected to the same being entertained by the Court on the ground of alternative remedy. In support, attention is invited to the decisions of the Rajasthan High Court in the case of Shiv Mahal Textiles Pvt. Ltd. v. Director General of Revenue Intelligence5 and Gentleman Suitings Pvt. Ltd. Vs. Director General Revenue Intelligence6. Thus the Revenue cannot take inconsistent stands. Particularly when Rule of law requires that the law be applied uniformly to all.



10.



Before dealing with the rival submissions, we must make it



clear that no fault can be found in the Tribunal entertaining the appeal from the letter dated 25 September 2017 directing provisional release of the vessel. This for the reason that at the time the division bench of the Tribunal entertained the appeal and 5 6



Civil Writ Petition No. 4946 of 2012 dated 18th December 2012. 2012 (12) TMIO Rajasthan High Court.



WWW.TAXSCAN.IN - Simplifying Tax Laws ::: Uploaded on - 27/12/2017



12/24



::: Downloaded on - 28/12/2017 20:09:40 :::



902-CUAPPL-51-2017.DOC



passed the impugned order dated 31 October 2017, it was bound to do so, as the issue was concluded by the decision of its larger Bench in Gaurav Pharma (supra). This decision of the larger bench continues to be binding in the absence of any stay from a higher forum, although



the appeal filed therefrom is awaiting



admission. The doctrine of precedents obliged the Tribunal to entertain the appeal from the letter dated 25 September 2017 allowing provisional release of the seized goods. Nevertheless this appeal is being entertained as it raises a question of jurisdiction (on admitted facts). This is in terms of the decision of the Supreme Court in Carona Ltd.v Parvathy Swaminathan & sons. 2007(8)SCC 559 and Kanwar Singh Sainny vs. High Court of Delhi 2012 (4) SCC 307 that the issue of jurisdiction can be raised at any time and no amount of waiver and/or consent can bestow jurisdiction on a court which does not possess it.



11.



The primary submission on the part of the Appellant is that



the letter dated 25 September 2017 is a mere letter and not an order or decision. Therefore it is submitted that no appeal under Section 129A (1) (a) of the Act from the letter dated 25 September 2017 is maintainable. We asked Mr. Jetley, Counsel for the Revenue, as to whether there is any special requirement / insignia
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to be satisfied before a letter reaches the status of an order/decision under the Act, even if the letter dated 25 September 2017 clearly is a decision. In response we are informed that the letter would achieve the status of an order or decision under the Act only when it is preceded by a show cause notice or hearing. If this submission is to be accepted, then a letter by the Commissioner of Customs giving certain binding direction would be unassailable in appeal under the Act , because the decision communicated by a letter, is in breach of Natural Justice. There cannot be any premium on an authority under the Act failing to follow the Rule of law nor can the authority/ Revenue be permitted to take advantage of its own wrong. The appellate remedies under the Act are provided to ensure that the Authorities under the Act remain within the bounds of its authority and pass correct orders on facts and law. The Supreme Court in Sitaram v. State of U.P. AIR 1979(SC) 745 has described an appeal is one in which the issue to be examined is whether the order of the court from which appeal is brought was correct on the materials before it. Therefore, in the present facts, an order or decision under Section 129A (1) (a) of the Act would mean any order or direction which decides competing interest / lis even for the interim i.e. pending the final disposal of the dispute before the authority. The
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only requirement in terms of Section 129A (1) (a) of the Act being that such decision / order (whether conditional or unconditional) is binding. In any case, we may point out that in this case the Respondent was heard by the Commissioner of Customs on 7 September 2017 before taking the decision as contained in the letter dated 25 September 2017. Therefore even if we apply the test proposed by the Revenue for a letter to achieve the status of a decision or order is a grant of hearing, the letter dated 25 September 2017 satisfies the above test.



12.



It was then contended by the Revenue that in any event the



letter dated 25 September 2017 would not be an appealable order under Section 129A (1) (a) of the Act as it is not passed/ issued by the Commissioner of Customs as an adjudicating authority. In support our attention is invited to Section 110 A of the Act, to contend that as the direction has been issued pending adjudication, the letter dated 25 September 2017 is not issued by the Commissioner as an adjudicating authority for the reason that the adjudication is yet to be done. The above submission completely ignores the fact that with effect from 8 April 2011, Section 110A of the Act has undergone a change and now such interim order / decision pending the adjudication has to be taken
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by an adjudicating authority i.e. the Commissioner of Customs(I) in this case. In terms of Section 129A (1) (a) of the Act, for a decision/order to be appealable, it should be issued only by the Adjudicating authority as in this case. De hors the above, in any case, the passing of an interim decision / order has an element of a lis i.e. deciding between the competing interest of the Revenue and the importer before the final adjudication. Therefore an adjudicatory function in terms of the Act is to be decided by the adjudicatory authority who is also to decide / adjudicate the dispute finally. In fact the substitution with the words “adjudicating authority” for the words “Commissioner of Customs” was deliberately done as there is an element of adjudication involved while deciding to provisionally release the seized goods and the terms of release. Thus we find no merit in the above submission.



13.



In fact during the course of the hearing, we asked Mr Jetley,



the learned Counsel for the Revenue, whether the letter dated 25 September 2017 allowing provisional release of the seized goods, if not classifiable as a quasi judicial order then what is its character? Mr Jetley in response rightly submitted that the communication dated 25 September 2017 is not a legislative order. However he vehemently submitted that the letter dated 25
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September 2017 is not even an administrative order. However no reasons for the same are forthcoming. In any case the difference between the manner in which the decisions are to be taken in case of administrative orders and quasi judicial order has long been obliterated, when civil consequences are involved, as in this case ( see A.K. Kraipak v. U.O.I. 1969(2) SCC 262; Sahara (India) v. CIT 2008(14) SCC 151).



In any case even if it is



assumed that the letter dated 25 September 2017 is an administrative



decision, yet it is still an order passed by an



adjudicating authority and the same would still be appealable under Section 129A (1) (a) of the Act. This for the reason that in terms of the above provision the only requirement for an appeal to be entertained is that the order/decision is to be as



an



adjudicating authority i.e. Commissioner of Customs(I). This decision in the letter dated 25 September 2017 is in terms of Section 110A of the Act is required to be taken by the adjudicating authority.



14.



Thus for the purposes of the Tribunal entertaining the



appeal from the letter dated 25th September 2017, it would make no difference if it is an administrative or a quasi-judicial order / decision. However for the purpose of completeness we would like
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to refer to the test laid down by the Supreme Court in the Automotive Tyre Manufacturers Association v. Designated Authority



and



Others7



to



draw



a



distinction



administrative and quasi judicial order at



between



paragraph 65,



as



under:-



“65. More often than not, it is not easy to draw a line demarcating an administrative decision from a quasijudicial decision. Nevertheless, the aim of both a quasijudicial function as well as an administrative function is to arrive at a just decision. In A.K. Kraipak v. Union of India this Court had observed that the dividing line between an administrative power and a quasi-judicial power is quite thin and is being gradually obliterated. For determining whether a power is an administrative power or a quasi-judicial power, regard must be had to: (i)



the nature of the power conferred;



(ii)



the person or persons on whom it is conferred;



(iii)



the framework of the law conferring that power;



(iv)



the consequences ensuing from the exercise of that



power; and (v)



the manner in which that power is expected to be



exercised. 15.



On application of the above five tests to the present case,



the nature of the power conferred under Section 110 read with Section 110A of the Act is to deprive a owner of the goods the use of his property till the final adjudication of the proposed



7



(2011) 2 Supreme Court Cases 258.
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confiscation or allowing the provisional release of the goods subject to certain conditions to safeguard the interest of the Revenue till the final decision is taken. It is undisputed that the exercise of power which is conferred under Section 110A of the Act would have civil consequences. The power when exercised could lead to either the State being left without security by the time the adjudication order is passed or the conditions for provisional release could be so onerous that it would be impossible for the importer to comply with them and use the goods till adjudication is over. The person vested with the power to allow provisional release of the seized goods is the adjudicating authority under the Act. The Act itself deals with import of goods into the country. All of the above, would suggest that order/decision



given for provisional release



the



would be in the



nature of quasi judicial decision/order.



16.



We are conscious of the fact that a right of an appeal has to



be bestowed by a statute and no person can claim it as of a right, de hors the statute. However having found that there is a right of appeal conferred from the orders of the Commissioner of Customs in terms of Section 129A (1) (a) of the Act, it must be construed liberally (see CIT vs. Ashoka Engineering 194 ITR 645). This is
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particularly so



as sub clause (a) unlike other sub clauses to



subsection 1 of Section 129A of the Act does not restrict the right of appeal to the sections of the Act under which the passed



order is



and/or decision taken. Moreover an appeal from a



decision of provisional release under Section 110 A of the Act, would cause no prejudice to the Revenue. The goods which have been seized continue to be seized until the importer satisfies the conditions of provisional release and the adjudication proceeding are not in any manner halted / adjourned, merely because the importer is not satisfied with the terms of provisional release. Therefore we hold that the order/direction given under Section 110 A of the Act is an appealable order under Section 129A(1) (a) of the Act .



17.



We have perused the decision of the larger bench of the



Tribunal in Gaurav Pharma (supra) which analyses the nature of an order / decision taken by the adjudicating authority under Section 110A of the Act as observed in the following paras as under:-



“30. Section 129A(1) (a) provides for any aggrieved person to file an appeal to the Appellate Tribunal against “a decision or order passed by the Principal Commissioner of Customs or Commissioner of
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Customs as an adjudicating authority”. It is not disputed that an order under Section 110A can be issued only by an adjudicating authority. Revenue argues that though the order is by an adjudicating authority, it is not an adjudication order. This will take us to who is an “adjudicating authority”. Section 2(1) states that “adjudicating authority” means “any authority competent to pass any order or decision under this Act...” Having arrived at the uncontested conclusion that an order under Section 110A is issued by adjudication authority it will be illogical to infer that an order under Section 110A of a non-adjudicatory disposition but passed by the adjudicating authority. It is interesting to note that the words “adjudicating authority” replaced “Commissioner of Customs” in Section 110A with effect from 8th April 2011. 31. ….. 32. It is also relevant to consider assertion by Revenue regarding the administrative nature of an order under Section 110A. Revenue asserts that there is no lis at the time of issuing order or release of seized goods. This contention is misconceived. Neither Section 110A nor any other provision of the Act prescribes specific preset conditions or guidelines for exercising such powers. Apparently the adjudicating authority exercises wide ranging discretionary powers, not fretted by any express statutory conditions, prelisting the types of order that could be issued. When a statute confers powers upon a public official to decide on a person's rights and interests, the principles of natural justice guide the exercise of that power unless specifically excluded by the statute itself. To state that a decision or order in exercise of such powers is of unilateral, administrative nature is not legally tenable. The distinction sought to be made that the adjudicating authority acts in circumstances like this which affects the rights of the owner of goods, as not an adjudicating authority, is artificial and fallacious. Hon'ble Supreme Court in Raj Kumar V. CIT (2007) 2 SCC 181 held that when civil consequences ensue, there is hardly any
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distinction between an administrative order an a quasijudicial order. The Hon'ble Apex Court observed that there might have been difference of opinions at one point of time, but it is now well settled that the thin line between an administrative and a quasi-judicial order now stands obliterated. 33. … 34. An order for provisional release of seized goods is not to be issued mechanically. The same is issued after due consideration of various factors like the nature of goods, the seriousness of the offence etc. When the order has civil consequences, remedy against any adverse order is by way of appeal. Judicial review by the Courts in exercise of constitutional powers cannot be the only automatic recourse as argued by Revenue. Here, the provisions of Section 129A(1) (a) cannot be restrictively interpreted to mean that only final adjudication orders are covered under the terms “a decision or order passed by Commissioner of Customs as adjudicating authority”. There is neither a textual nor normative warrant for such interpretation. 35.... 36. Apart from the above, we find that the distinction sought to be made by categorizing some orders (like the one under Section 110 A) as an interim order will not sustain legal scrutiny. Section 110A provides for restoring seized goods to the owner. No doubt the offence case is still pending final outcome. However, an order for provisional release is a stand alone order irrespective of the final outcome of investigation or adjudication. The same is not predicated by possible later outcomes. Refusal to release the goods or imposing harsher conditions for release will certainly have legal adverse consequences to the owner of the goods. Hence, the owner has to have a remedy which is statutorily provided under Section 129A.”
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18.



We are in complete agreement with the analysis done by



the larger bench of the Tribunal in Gaurav Pharma (supra) as reproduced in the extracts hereinabove.



19.



To our mind the communication / letter dated 25th



September 2017 is a decision taken by the adjudicating authority and is appealable to the Tribunal under Section 129(1)(a) of the Act.



20.



We also note that the Delhi High Court in the cases of



Gurdeep Kaur (supra) and Candex Chemical (supra) has also taken a view similar to ours. Further before the Rajasthan High Court in the cases of Shiv Mahal Textiles (supra) and Gentleman Suitings (supra) the Revenue has successfully urged before the Court that an appeal from an order passed under Section 110 A of the Act is available. No reason has been shown for urging differently before us from that urged by the Revenue before the Rajasthan High Court.



21.



In the above view, the substantial question of law is



answered in affirmative, that is in favour of the Respondent – Assessee and against the Revenue. Accordingly the Appeal is dismissed. No order as to costs.
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In view of the above, the Notice of Motion is also dismissed



as infructuous.



(RIYAZ I. CHAGLA J.)



( M.S. SANKLECHA J.)



WWW.TAXSCAN.IN - Simplifying Tax Laws ::: Uploaded on - 27/12/2017



24/24



::: Downloaded on - 28/12/2017 20:09:40 :::



























[image: Offshore & Marine]
Offshore & Marine












[image: Offshore & Marine]
Offshore & Marine












[image: M.K. AGRO TECH PVT. LTD.pdf]
M.K. AGRO TECH PVT. LTD.pdf












[image: Bernoulli Consulting Pvt Ltd Services.pdf]
Bernoulli Consulting Pvt Ltd Services.pdf












[image: PACC Offshore Services]
PACC Offshore Services












[image: Icon Offshore Berhad]
Icon Offshore Berhad












[image: ss hs.pdf]
ss hs.pdf












[image: SS Patil.pdf]
SS Patil.pdf












[image: t (ss]
t (ss












[image: Singapore Offshore & Marine]
Singapore Offshore & Marine












[image: Offshore looking weak]
Offshore looking weak












[image: Empire Casting Pvt Ltd.pdf]
Empire Casting Pvt Ltd.pdf












[image: PATHPARTNER Technology Consulting Pvt. Ltd ... -]
PATHPARTNER Technology Consulting Pvt. Ltd ... -












[image: ss all.pdf]
ss all.pdf












[image: ss up.pdf]
ss up.pdf












[image: SS-Playbook.pdf]
SS-Playbook.pdf












[image: ss-results.pdf]
ss-results.pdf












[image: SS-15Sep.pdf]
SS-15Sep.pdf












[image: SS-Playbook.pdf]
SS-Playbook.pdf












[image: ss all.pdf]
ss all.pdf












[image: ss all.pdf]
ss all.pdf












[image: SS NOTES.pdf]
SS NOTES.pdf












[image: VarNik System Services Pvt Ltd -]
VarNik System Services Pvt Ltd -












[image: VarNik System Services Pvt Ltd -]
VarNik System Services Pvt Ltd -















S.S. Offshore Pvt. Ltd.pdf






Tata Chemicals. Ltd. 256 ITR 395 where an issue has not been raised before the. Tribunal, we do not entertain the question pertaining to the issue. before us for the first time. However when the issue is one of. jurisdiction(on admitted facts) of the Tribunal to pass an order is. concerned, the question going to the root of the ... 






 Download PDF 



















 307KB Sizes
 3 Downloads
 160 Views








 Report























Recommend Documents







[image: alt]





Offshore & Marine 

Feb 12, 2014 - look out for new lucrative liftboat contracts or further corporate developments in its marine supply base business (Ocean Sky). From a big picture perspective, the long-term investment case for Ezion remains intact. Ezion Holdings â€“ 














[image: alt]





Offshore & Marine 

Standstill agreement, but we read it as cancellation. SMM and Seadrill subsidiary North Atlantic Drilling (NAD) have agreed on a standstill period until June 2016 for the delivery of a semi-sub drilling rig, West Rigel (contracted at US$568m). The ri














[image: alt]





M.K. AGRO TECH PVT. LTD.pdf 

Loadingâ€¦ Whoops! There was a problem loading more pages. Whoops! There was a problem previewing this document. Retrying... Download. Connect more apps... Try one of the apps below to open or edit this item. Main menu. There was a problem previewing














[image: alt]





Bernoulli Consulting Pvt Ltd Services.pdf 

Page 1 of 1. BERNOULLI CONSULTING PVT. LTD. Bangalore, India. Title Search. â€¢Current owner search. â€¢Full Search. â€¢40 Year Search. â€¢O & E Report.














[image: alt]





PACC Offshore Services 

PACC Offshore Services. IPO Watch. 21 April 2014. Largest Asia-based offshore support vessels operator. Summary: PACC Offshore Services (POSH) is the largest Asia-based ... (US$m, Year ending Dec). FY11. FY12. FY13. Revenue. 241.0. 243.0. 237.3 ... T














[image: alt]





Icon Offshore Berhad 

Aug 8, 2014 - LPD (30 April 2014), Icon has 32 vessels available for charter, comprising 30 owned ...... vessels, any fall in charter rates for that segment of AHTS vessels would adversely ...... and may not be subject to FINRA Rule 2711 and NYSE Rul














[image: alt]





ss hs.pdf 

M 13022 - Govt. ... 7 MANJUSH S KUMAR 13075 - E M S Smaraka Govt H S S Pappinisseri C 1. Page 3 of 6. ss hs.pdf. ss hs.pdf. Open ... Displaying ss hs.pdf.














[image: alt]





SS Patil.pdf 

There was a problem previewing this document. Retrying... Download. Connect more apps... Try one of the apps below to open or edit this item. SS Patil.pdf.














[image: alt]





t (ss 

Pencil (Mongol # 2). â€¢ Sharpener. â€¢ Bailpen (Black). 4. The room assignment of test takers, list of room examiners and room supervisors shall be announced ...














[image: alt]





Singapore Offshore & Marine 

Mishmash of offshore order types hinders efficiency gains from repeat execution, as evidenced by disappointing .... Samsung Heavy. 7,757 KRW N.R. N.A. 37,850 Dec. 6. (3). 6. 6.2 6.5 6.2 9.7 10.0 9.5 1.4 1.2 1.1 15.2 13.1 12.4 1.3 1.3 1.3. Daewoo Ship














[image: alt]





Offshore looking weak 

Apr 16, 2015 - Downside: 4.4%. 16 Apr price (SGD): 9.440. Royston Tan. (65) 6321 3086 [email protected]. Forecast revisions (%). Year to 31 Dec. 15E. 16E .... 360. 100%. 339. 100%. 6%. Source: Company. â–« Keppel: Operating margin trend for 














[image: alt]





Empire Casting Pvt Ltd.pdf 

Setiap tempat kerja harus dibuat dan diatur sedemikian rupa, sehingga tiap. orang yang bekerja dalam ruangan itu mendapat ruangan udara (cubic space). yang sedikit-sedikit 10 m3 ... dinyatakan dengan jelas. Whoops! There was a problem loading this pa














[image: alt]





PATHPARTNER Technology Consulting Pvt. Ltd ... - 

Organizations looking for focused domain and vertical expertise have chosen us as the â€œpreferred-go-toâ€� partner for embedding innovation into their designs and ...














[image: alt]





ss all.pdf 

7 Sneha Raveendran 21083 - Sabari H. S. Pallikurup (Mannarkkad) B 3. 8 ANJANA. K.P 20021 - Shornur. St. Therese. H. S. S (Shornur) B 3. 9 VIPIN .P 20027 - N. S. S. K. P. T. H. S.Ottapalam. (Ottapalam) B 3. 10 SUMAYYA.T 20003 - G. H. S. S. Kumaranellu














[image: alt]





ss up.pdf 

9 SWALIHATH C P 13657 - GMUPS KATTAMPALLY A 5. 10 ASHISH EBENEZAR 13651 - AARON UPS PAPPINISSERI A 5. 11 HADIYA HARIS 13134 - DARUL HASANATH EMHS KANNADIPARAMBA A 5. 12 MALAVIKA P 13040 - KPRGSGHSS Kalliasseri A 5. 13 MUHAMEED RAZAL.M.P 13658 - GUPS 














[image: alt]





SS-Playbook.pdf 

Page 1 of 10. Hi there! We're Social Sesame,. and this is our playbook. A fast & friendly guide to who we are,. what we do and how we turn imaginative ideas. into tangible returns. socialsesame.com. 403 â€“ 660 â€“ 3874. [email protected]. Page 














[image: alt]





ss-results.pdf 

Social Science Fair. Festival : LP - 187 ( Charts). Sl No Name School Grade Point. 1 AMAL RAHMAN 21061 - Kanikkamatha convent English Medium Girls'.














[image: alt]





SS-15Sep.pdf 

The MYP aligns directly to our year 12 and 13 IB Diploma Program (DP) and BTEC Diploma course. The MYP prepares our. students for further study by ensuring they understand how to learn and be successful. The MYP places a strong emphasis on thinking s














[image: alt]





SS-Playbook.pdf 

feel-good marketers with a loose grasp on the way. business really works. â€œSocial ... feet firmly planted in data-driven strategy. ... SS-Playbook.pdf. SS-Playbook.














[image: alt]





ss all.pdf 

5 SURYA .P 20040 - F. M. H. S. Karinkallathani. (Cherpulassery) B 3. 6 NANDANA S 21041 ... (Coyalamannam) 0. Page 3 of 7. Main menu. Displaying ss all.pdf.














[image: alt]





ss all.pdf 

Festival : HS - 198 ( Atlas Making). Sl No Name School Grade Point. 1 RESHMA A 20012 - Parudur. H. S. Pallipuram (Pattambi) A 10. 2 NAYANA M 20036 - M. N. K. M. G. H. S. Pulappatta. (Cherpulassery) A 8. 3 SREENITHIYA S 21041 - G. V. G. H. S. S. Chitt














[image: alt]





SS NOTES.pdf 

All India Services Central Services State Services. 6. Who recruits candidates in Indian Civil Service ? â€¢ UPSC (Union of public service commission) â†’ Recruits ...














[image: alt]





VarNik System Services Pvt Ltd - 

services for managing the implementation of IT Infrastructure Services specializing in ... MSSI has direct partnership with leading IT Solution providers like, IBM, HP, EMC, ... VarNik Cloud is taking Virtual Desktop Solutions to more affordable to .














[image: alt]





VarNik System Services Pvt Ltd - 

... is supporting Financial, manufacturing, hospitality and retail chain store companies. ... tools like AutoCAD, Adobe Creative tools, Photoshop, Maya, 3D Max ...


























×
Report S.S. Offshore Pvt. Ltd.pdf





Your name




Email




Reason
-Select Reason-
Pornographic
Defamatory
Illegal/Unlawful
Spam
Other Terms Of Service Violation
File a copyright complaint





Description















Close
Save changes















×
Sign In






Email




Password







 Remember Password 
Forgot Password?




Sign In



















Information

	About Us
	Privacy Policy
	Terms and Service
	Copyright
	Contact Us





Follow us

	

 Facebook


	

 Twitter


	

 Google Plus







Newsletter























Copyright © 2024 P.PDFKUL.COM. All rights reserved.
















