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A Revision Application No. 375/29/8/15-RA dated 10.07.15 has .be_en filed by
Shri Niraj Kumar  (hereinafter referred to as the applicant) against the Order No.
CC(A)Cus/D- 1/A|r/399/2015 dated 23.06.2015, |ssued by Commlssroner of Customs
(Appeals), New Delhi, whereby the app!rcant has been allowed to redeem the -
confiscated gold on’ payment of redemptlon fine of Rs.9,25,000/-, custom dutles and
on payment of penalty of Rs. 1,85,000/-.

2. The revrsron applrcatlon is filed marnly on the ground that the appllcant had
brought the gold for seIf use onty from Dubai, gold was not concealed and
therefore, the RF of Rs.9,25,000/- and personal penalty of Rs. 1,85,000/—..aga|nst the
value of Rs. 18 34'-5-56/- of gold are very hrgh Personal 'heari'ng'; in this case.was
fixed for 09.10. 2017 and- 06.11.2017, but1 no-one from the apphcant’s or from

" respondent s1de appeared for personal hearmg from Wthh |t |s |mpl|c1t that the

applicant is not mterested in personal hearing.. Therefore the case |s taken up for

decision on the basrs‘ of available case records.

3. From the .revisio_n application it is evident that the applicaht does not dispute .
the Commissioner (Appeals)’s order regarding confiscation of the goods which were
brought by him illegally from Dubai in violation of Customs Act 'and the Foreign
Trade (Develr ~ment and Regulation) Act 1992 and his, request is limited to a pcint
that the redemption fine and penalty should be reduced. o |

4. Considering the fact that appllcant is not a repetitive offender and the

respondent has nét given any evidence to establish that the gold brought by the
applicant is for commercial purpose, the Government reduces the redemption fine
from Rs. 9,25,(;500/- to  Rs.7,35,000/-. However, considering the facts and
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circumstances of the case the penalty. amount imposed by the Commissioner
(Appeal) is found just and proper.

5. Accordingly, the revision application is disposed and the Commissioner

(Appeals)'s order is modified in above terms.
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(R.P.Sharma)
Additional Secretary to the Government of India

Mr. Neeraj Kumar

S/o Sh. Balbir Kumar
R/o VPO Hargobindpur,
Batala, Punjab

Order No. %9 /17-Cus dated & ~/ /—~2017
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