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ABDUL QUDDHOSE, J.

The matter is  listed before me for the 

second time.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner is 

ready.  The  petitioner  has  challenged  the 

impugned order in original on the ground that 

the  same  has  been  passed  with  jurisdiction. 

According to the petitioner, the customs duty 

is not leviable on the subject  goods,  since it 

does not amount either export or import. It is 

the case of the petitioner that the subject goods 

were  taken  by  the  petitioner  to  exhibit  the 

goods  in  Kuala  Lumpur,  Malaysia  in  an 

exhibition and after completing the exhibition, 

to  bring  back  the  goods  to  Chennai,  and 

therefore,  the  impugned  order  in  original 

confiscating the goods under the provisions of 

the Customs Act is improper and illegal. The 

petitioner  claims  that  only  through  proper 

declaration,  the  goods  were  taken  by  the 

petitioner  to  Malaysia  and  brought  back  to 

Chennai.

3.  Since the learned Standing Counsel 

appearing for the respondent is not ready, post 

the  matter  ‘for  arguments’  finally  on 

20.01.2026.
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