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SPEAKiNG ORDER
tvrq aRty/ N.8, ,

z. *6yfa3w Rd%q8fa=#t<wibT{$f+vT%%€H#tqTd}}, f$dq$ofT{}#tdrYde!
This copy is granted free of charge for the pHva{e use of the person to whom it is issued.

2 „ Wi 'KeW & fh wBa a *RI ?rv$ $' 7.$% & \flaw W qmjM walkw, dt 1962

mr 1 2%( 18)<i> §y INwR lmp: n :„ma q@ pd &my? wBcI &ati%?q $ rat@d }, a$7

Img*Wqa nMe-6t* q:M. ',d@:ndfma$tlq8 ~,Mga.fT&&
#&wr #{gRIN&,iRqa+ ha${qWRqRqHl q8 waYHtml,W;WIBP8q Ri,WPa

©qT©? *FBu aNlew (aW-b> fhwqdt, gq£q, & Tram# &'dwfH, a*&HR#nR8 ©?&twFf } i

An appeai against this order lies with the Customs, Centra} Excise and Service Tax Appellate

Tribunal in term$ of section 129/\(1 B)(i) of the Customs Act, 1962 on payrnent of 7.5% of the

amount demanded where duty or duty ariel penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where penalty

alone is in dispute. it shall be filed within three months from the date of communication of this

order. The appeal lie$ with the appropriate bench of the Customs, Central Excise and Service

Tax /\pF)©iid{e as per {he app>iicat:> ie provisions of Gus{cms, Excise and Service Tax Appellate

Tribunal <Procedure) Rules. 1982

3. q$@a nome-aqa @f # amr $ wa #t,*WqfhkPT aRlwTftvr aRrwT? &q

©ww gRaiNY?qUw, nr acq©vF%q+aq©gaMa aQwwi, wFm &gtq©©iRb
M/ s Krlowtedge Infrastructure Systems Pvt. Ltd. & Others vs ADG, DRI, Mumbai $ MB iM
n @*fr@? W86617-86619m018 fM & &Wi RIM ~M aqk3 aa wry 31.05.2018

fMI aRm' booMs officio ’VI HinT }

It is infornred that the jurisdiction of the Adjudicating Authority stands alienated with the

conclusion of the present acijudication orcier and {Fle Acijudic8iing Authority attains the status of

fu nct us officio: as held by Hon:i)ie CESTAT. Mumbai in its decision in the case of M/s

Knowledge infrastructure Systems Pvt. Ltd. & €=)thers vs AnG, DRI, Mumbai vide Order No

A/86817--86819/2038 ciatec$ 3i .C:)5.2C)i 8
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4 . we ww a w©wr d at$ q8vr? &i f8wq #{ vw ©,rj13{\ n}fBu mm? atIevi tri{td Rw
WRn}a}ydwvwwr A3rmi &Bh€rq?#tqYwl

In case where an order is passed by bunch}ng $evera} show cause notices on an identie8i issue

against the same party, separate apr)ea i may be filed in e8ch case

5 . q$ @$a $$# c.A,-3 g Irq? daM tM q} {# th@ (3688?i> Mnd), Rq4? b

fhm &7c©afqqffk88wdal$f+lqdt &J%+3 bw##m 2gH@tjHtRa$tri$xrTN{}a 6

pd wm.:::::: th #t aim$ i

The Appeal should be Bled in Form (:;,A,-:3 prescribed under FRuie 6 of the Customs (Appeals>

Rules, 1982 and shall be signed and verified by the person specified in sub-ru ie :2 of rule :3 rules

it>id

6. w> (i> w. i ooo/- Ww;dBa$t®rt @tn{ w Ji}?WrdqR ?dtI &?k Jrf}a fbu

-?v M $crm© *wW qFq wwwaVI w& ©q #, ( ii) +. sc)oo/- eu wga !{ qH N}

?i% =#4 mg wA + ,gEm } @% mmm m?m wa + aRM qa B &iN <iii) F. io,coo/- $$

WInaBa@Hq$#ivvwdwwgi{+ aRm +, qi& VIa?i +aqa&& ww;&(y?
b q8 $78%wv?{#mm %8©f©a8®::$tqmiqPqJ}naa©$FK& *RPi ++

}@Jq vw ©wwr©} dd&if€w }&iT? fb{HTgw &r$a$qnq $,w bTW dui
A fee of (i) Rs, 1 DOC)/- in case where the amount of duty and in tore$+ c3ernandec! and {he perlat{y

mpo sed in the impugned order appea ted against is Rupees Five LaP<hs or !as$, {ii> Rs. 5COC3/-

in cruse where such amount exceeds Rupees Five Lakh s but not exceeding Rupees Fifty LakFls

and (iii) Rs. 100 C)o/- in case where such amount exceeds Rupees FiRy Lakhis, is required to be

paid through a crossed bank draft in favour of the Assistant registrar of the Bench of the Tribunal

on a branch of any nationalized bank located at the place where the bench is situated and

demand draft shall be at{ache ci to the Appeal

f}i8e

7. w8dqRp© ufa$gjft?B aRM+; d} dH v$6 & d$aNtav, 5a 1870©r ##

qa@,traqtdqqtQuv8$?18yuiy qtmsg~a#}3myfR$v50 .@iv}##tiN+mt#m
drew i

One copy of the Appeal should bear a CouN Fee Stamp of R s. SO and said copy d this order

attached therein should bear a Court Fee Stamp of Rs. SO as prescribed under $chedui© item

6 of the Court Fee Act, 1870, as amended
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BRIEF FACTS OF THE CASE

M/ s. MAN ! LAL PATEL (=LEAF€}N€3 FO f&WAr? DING PVT LTD [1 1 /gO]1

(AAACM3908L) having office address at ;'3rd Ftoor, Kamer Bu}}ding, 38 Cawasji Patel

Stre©{, Fort. Muntt::>ai - /}C300C)1.” [Fr©r©!natlor referred to as {ha (:)us tom$ Broker/GB], is

hotder of Customs Broker License No. (11/90), issued by the Commissioner of Cu${oms1

Mumbai under Regulation 10(1 ) of (;HALFa. 1984 {now reQutation 7 (2) of CBLFR, 2018) and

as such they are bound by the regutations and conditions stipulated there in

2, This <::>#ice ha$ received C8LM$ application No: IC)COG006C)256 dated 08.C)4.2025,

for deletion of Shri Pra<Jeep Harold Johnson, from list of directors of M/ s M/$. Mani lai Pate i

Clearing Forwarding Pvt Ltd [i 1/gC]

3. L©y81 Pravi$i©r} of the G8LR, 2038: -

3.1 fR©9ulat$on 7<2} of {he €:;BLR, 2018: .„ .. . Provided further that where a company or

a firm which ha$ been granted a ilcense under this regulation undergoes any change in the

directors, or managing director or partner, such change sha!! forthwith be communicated by

such licensee to the Principal Commissioner of Customs or Commissioner of Customs, as

the case may be, wi{hir! one month of such change.

4. N ter scrutiny/examination of {he above mentioned C;BLMS application dated

C)8.04.2(:)25: for change partner/director, rneeting of board of directors of (:::B was hei c:$ on

:31 .Di.2(:aS 8ncj passed the ra so iu{}on on :31.C:}d .2€325 in which resignation of Mr. PR/\DEEP

Pi/\ROLB JOHN$(::>PQ was accept©€{ by th© Board. The Board Resolution was passed gn<:i

execlj{ed on 31.Gi.2G25 but CB intimated vi<:ie (;BLM S aF>pilcation dated C:>8.04.2025 of

change in directorsh gp to ibis office

As per regui8iion ?(2) of (:;BLF{, 2018 !{ is man{iono<3 that any change ;r? the directors,

or managing director or partner; such change shall forthwith be communicated by such

licensee fo the Pt’inc.ipa i Commissioner of Customs or Commissioner of Customs, as the

case may be, within one month of such change

in view of the above, CB informed to this office of their Directors’ change in CB hrm

after more than one month from date of Board FlesoEution and hence, violated the reguEation

7(2> of (;BLFR, 2018.

5. Submission of the Gustorn Broker

$.q M/$. MAfQiLAL PATEL aLE/\RiNG FOR\X/AFR[:)iN<:; PVT LTD [11/9<::>] wide a i©Ker

dated 13.05.2025: through mail to this office, requested to condone the delay. They a}so

stated that they are ready to pay nominaE penalties that may be levied due to the detay.

Further vi(Ie the same tet ter, the CB has stat©<=$ that they do no{ want any SC:N ot PH for

violation of r©guia{ion 7(2) of CBLFq, 2(::>18
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I have gone through the facts of the case, and suE)rn iss ions of the CB. For brevity

i refrain from reproducing {he brief facts of the case which have already been discussed

above. I, now, examine the charge sequentially

6.1 i observed that the said CB is charged for violation of regulation 7(2) of CBLR, 2018

by not intirnating to this office of their Directors’ change within one wlant}l.

6.2 With regard to violation of Regulation 7{2} of tf@© (;8LR, 203&: -

i observe that Provi$o {o r©gulidion 7(2) of (::BLR, 2£318 reads as

Provided further that where a company or a firm which has been granted a }icen se under

this regulation undergoes any change !n the directors, or managing director or paiIner, such

change sha!! forthwith be communicated by such !icen see to the Principai Commissioner of

Customs or Commissioner of Customs, as the case may be, u/ i thin one month of such

change.

From records i find that M/s, MAN:LAL PATEL CLEAR iN(; FOFRWAFRDiF4G PVT LT[:>

[11/90], failed {o inform to this office of their Directors; Change within one n30nth as per

regulation 7(2} of CBLFt. 2018 and hence, violated the said provision

7. Thus, in view of the above, I hold that the CB M/s. MANiLAL PATEL CLEARIN(B

FORWAFqDiNG PVT LTD [1 1/90] have failed to inform Change of their Directors within one

month as per regulation 7(2) of CBLF{, 2018. Hence, CB have f8ited to comply with the

Regulation 7(2), of the CELia, 2018, as discussed supra and is iiat:> ie for pena: action under

Regulation 18 of CBLR, 2018. Accorciingiy, i pas$ the following order

oqQ€ W

a (i) i, hereby* impose penalty of Rs. 5 ,C)QC)I - <Rupees Five Thousand/-> on M/s

Mani laI Patel Clearing Forwarding Pvt Ltd <11/90 & PAN No, /\AA€::!V:39G8L}, for

vic)ia{}on of provisions under Regulation 7(2) of the C:;BLFq, 2018 as e}a!)c)rated above

(ii) This order is pa$ sed without

or purported to be taken against the

Lu$torns Act* 1962, or any other act

oraju(jica to any other action whIi' e

:etr emir)lyCustoms Broker an Les

for the time being in fi ele

y be taken

uncW the

df india

(m/\,3/ai CHAt/6>MAqv>

PR. COMM!!SSIONER OF CUSTOMS (GENERAL),

MU}V}BAI ZONE- i
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To

CB M/s. MANiLAL PATEL CLEARiNG

FORWARDiNG PVT LTD [11/90]

3r€:i Floor, Kumar !!!ui:dinG, ::38

€::;awa$ji Patel Str©©t, Fort

Murir£:>ai -- 4C0€:)C:>i

Copy to,

i. The Pr. Chief Cornnris$ioner/Chief Commissioner of Customs, Mumbai !, iI, iII

Zone

2. All Pr. Commissioners/Commissioners of Customs, Mumbai i, ll. III Zone

3. C+U’s of NCH, NC: C: & iNCH

4. E!:::>i of NCH. AC(::; & iNCH

5. AC::C (Aclmn> Mumbai wi{h a request to circulate among ali ciep8rtrnents

6. JN(;A < Acimn} with a request to circuiate among all concerned

7, (:)ash E)epartwlent. NCH, Mumbai.

8. Notice Board

g. Office Copy

10. Guard File (Adrrtin),
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