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(c)

(b)

(II)

(c)

(s)

(d)

I

qr{ot,

Under Section 129 DD(l| of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended), in respect of the
following categories of cases, any person aggrieved by this order can prefer a Revision
Application to The Additional Secretary/Joint Secretary (Revision Application), Ministry of
Finance, (Department of Revenue) Parliament Street, New Delhi within 3 months from the

date of communication of the order.

/Order relating to

(a) any goods imported on baggage

({{)
rr+ftrdqr-fa

odd

(b)

any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but which are not unloaded

at their place of destination in lndia or so much of the quantity of such goods as has not

been unloaded at any such destination if goods unloaded at such destination are short of
the quantity required to be unloaded at that destination.

(:T) , 1962 TTX

Pay.rnent of drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Acl, 1962 and the ruIes made

thereunder

cful

The revision application should be in such form and shall be verified in such manner as

may be specified in the relevant rules and should be accompanied by :

(tD. , 1870 6 1

qfdqr, .

(a) 4 copies of this order, bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy as

prescribed under Schedule 1 item 6 of the Court Fee Act, 187O.

(<r 3{tflriRTrcIEm

l

4

4

4 copies of the Order-in-Original, in addition to relevant documents, if any

4

rsqtrffiqrfl qrs. l 0 0 0/-(trqqtrFD6![Rqiri

;,Aqirnqrqcrd @.3{rt.6 atdcPdqi.

,ifrqttq, ctnrqlqtq E nqrqqr(e-olilfu '200/-

sfu inqs-dr€c-iqft r+ffiu.roou,-

4 copies of the Application for Revision

, 1962

,ff€,as-s', sfrdril'f .200i-

The duplicate coPy e T.R.6 challan eviden cing payment of Rs.2O0/- (Rupees two

Hundred only) or Rs. 1,000/ - (Rupees one thousand only) as the case may be, under

Head of other receipts, fees, fines, forfeitures and Miscellaneous Items being the fee

prescribed in the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended) for filing a Revision Application l

amount of dutY and interest demanded, fine or Penal ty levied is one lakh ruPees or I

fees as Rs.2O0 / - and if it is more than one lakh ruPees, the fee is Rs.100O/-

the r

fthe
ESS,

In respect of case

by this order can
C.A.-3 before the

s other than thes
file an aPPeal un
Customs, Excise

e mentioned under item 2

der Section 129 A(1) of the

and Service Tax APPellate

above, any Person aggrieved

Customs Act, 1962 in form

Tribunal at the following

address:

Cuatoma, Excise & Service Tax APPellate
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2"d Ploor, BahumaliBhavan,
Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,

Ahmedabad-380 016

-$sft 

CE,Egqrd,{qllMntrc+.ngo,ergrr
tIT,31-{El(ltlI(- 3I0 01 6

) 1e62 aluRT 129 g (5) 79 62 129

q(1)+'o{tft{;rffi-oruffiR+c{mrffiffiS-
Under Section 129 A 16l ofthe Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (1) of
the Customs AcI, 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of -

(iF

oq!@
(al where the amount of duty arld interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of

Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is five lakh rupees or less, one thousand
rupees;

(t{
omffi qfqo-{ffi ;qiq6-srqqq

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of
Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more than five lakh rupees but not
exceeding llfty lakh rupees, five thousand rupees ;

(TI )

eqqqls-dr€Fcq-fu dirs-frd;qsIElIItFqg.

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of
Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more than fifty lakh rupees, ten
thousand rupees

(q) sqB{raRrbkre 102

I o% 3{crfi-i?ER,w6'i+-{f,{sftsr(+e,qflqr€IqrSrrT r

An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10% of the duty
demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone
is in dispute.

(d)

6 12 9 (q) - (tD.)

rto@qqqffiqlrqsrfie, - 3{?{tll

tcsl 3{ftfqr
Under section 129 (a) of the said Act, every application made before the Appellate
Tribunal-

(a) in an appeal for grant of stay or for rectification of mistake or for any other purpose; or

(b) Ior restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of five
Hundred rupees.
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ORDER-IN-APPt,AL

Twenty five appeals have been filed by the Deputy Commissioner of

Customs (Review), Custom House, Mundra, (hereinafter referred to as 'the

appellant department) in terms of Section 129D (41 of the Customs Act, 1962

on the basis of Authorization/ Review Order No. as detailed in Table I below

issued by the Commissioner of Customs, Mundra, challenging Order-in-

Original No. as detailed in Table I below (hereinafter referred to as "the

impugned orders "/ passed by the Additional Commissioner, Custom House,

Mundra, (hereinafter referred to as "the adjudicating authority") in casb of

twenty {ive respondents as detailed in Table I below.

Table I

Order-in-Original No & Date

MCHI ADC IZDC I 47 3 I 2025 -

26 Dated 31.12.2025

MCH I ADC I ZDC I 52 1 t202s -

26 Dated 06.01.2026

IMCHI ADC I ZDC I 48 I 12025.

26 Dated 0l .01 .2026

MCHI ADC I ZDC I 5 I 7 /2025.

26 Dated 06.01.2026

MCH/ADC/ZDC I 5 I 5 12025 -

26 Dated 06.01.2026

MCH/ADC/ZDC I 5 1 3 12025.

26 Dated 06.01.2026

MCH/ ADC I ZDC I 4 I 6 12025.

26 Datcd 04.12.2025

Mctll ADCI ZDC t 5 t 9 I 2025 -

26 Dated 06.01.2026

MCH/ ADC/ ZDCI 507 12025.

26 Dated 05.01.2026

Sr

No

Review Order

No. & Date

Name of

Respondents

0l st49-tztcA-

2/CUS/MIIN/MAR/

202s-26

t4tolot2025-26

Dated

t8.02.2026

ShivaM/s

Fabrics

si49- lgicA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAzu

202s-26

40toto/2025-26

f)ated

18.02.2026

BalajiM/s

Impex

02

M/s Bharat

Agro Molecules

Ltd

03 27tOtO12025-26

Dated

18.02.2026

38tOtOt2025-26

Dated

18.02.2026

04 st49-2ilCA-

2/CUS/MLIN/MAR/

202s-26

17tOtOt2025-26

Dated

18.02.2026

M./s Akhil

Paper

S ales

M/s Superspeed

Polymers

05 st49-23tCA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

2025-26

Mis Kuber

Impex India

s/49-24tCA-

2/CtJS/MUN/MAR,i

2025-26

36tOtOt2025-26

Dated

18.02.2026

06

M/s Bhole Nath

Hosiery Mills

s/49-25/CA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

2025-26

t7/oto/202s-26
Dated

18.02.2026

07

M/s

lmpex

Co.

Sweety

1'rading

08 st49-27lCA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

2025-26

39tOtOl2025-26

Dated

18.02.2026

09 s/49-28/CA.-

2/CUS/MLNA4AR/

202s-26

34tOtOt202s-26
Dated

18.02.2026

IWs Rens &

Kens

Distribution
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ll

I:

i3

l4

l6

)

st49-39lC A-

2iCUS/MUN/MAR/

2025-26

s/49-40/CA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

202s-26

st49-42/CA,-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

2025-26

s/49-45/CA-

2,,CUS/MUN/MAR,'

1025-26

t1

s/49-69/CA-

]/CUS/MUN/MAR,/

2025-26

2t

si49-75l('A-

2/CUSiMUN/MAR/

202s-26

lt

qlfr)

+

M/s Transworld

Furtichem Pvt.

ttd

MC]JI ADC I ZDC I 422 / 2025.

26 Dated 08.12.2025

41tO1o.t2025-26

Dated

18.02.2026

s/49-34/CA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

)02s-26

MCHI ADC I ZDC I 424 12025 -

26 Dated 08.12.2025

42tOtOt2025-26

Dated

t8.02.2026

M/s Genetic

Industries Pvt.

Ltd

s/49-38/CA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

2025-26

MCHI ADCI ZDC/ 420 12025.

26 Dated 05.12.2025
t8/oro/2025-26
Dated

18.02.2026

M/s Goyal

Chemical

Industries

}ICHI ADC I ZDCI 425 12025 -

26 Dated 09.12.2025

07toto/2025-26
Dated

12.02.2026

M/s Maa

Dayalu

Fertilizers and

Chemrcals Pvt.

Ltd

IMCHI ADC I ZDC I 423 I 2025 -

26 Dated 08.12.2025
06totot2025-26
Dated

09.o2.2026

M/s Horizon

Adhesives

MCHI ADC I ZDC I 430 I 2025.

26 Dated 09.122025
4s/olo/2025-26
Dated

18.02.2026

Mis

Hybrid

Company

Nice

Sced

57tOtOt2025-26

Dated

03.03.2026

Mis M

Trading

Company

MCHI ADC I ZDC I 494 I 2025 -

26 Dated 02.01.2026

st19-64tCA-

2iCUS/MUN/MAR/

2025-26

59/OtO/2025-26

Dated

05.03.2026

M/s Royal

Trading

Company

IMC.H I ADC / ZDC / 5 O 4 I 202 5 -

26 Dated 05.01.2026
si49-67tCA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAPJ

2025-26

68/OtO/202s-26

Dated

0s.03.2026

M/s Shnyansh

Enterprises

MCHI ADC/ ZDC/ 5 I 8 12025 -

26 Dated 06.01.2026

s/49-70/CA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAPJ

202s-26

6sto1o.12025-26

Dated

10.03.2026

M/s

Polymer

Ltd

TP

Pvt.

MCH I AD C I ZDC I 5 I 2 I 202 5.

26 Dated 06.01 .2026

s/49-lUCA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

2025-26

66tOtOl2025-26

Dated

05.03.2026

Divyatru7s

Impex

MCHI ADC/ZDC I 5 I 41 2025.

26 Dated 06.01 .2026

s/49-73tCA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

2025-26

67/OtOt2025-26
Dated

05.03.2026

M/s Vridhi

Trading

Company

llCTI] ADC I ZDCI 5 I 612025.

26 Dated 06.01.2026

80totot2025-26
Dated

09.03.2026

Mis Vrgour

Agritech

Solutions Pvt.

Ltd

MCHI ADC I ZDC I 5 50 I 2025 -

26 Dated 15.01.2026

M U N-CUSTM-000-APP-947 to 977-25-26 Page 5 of 12
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st49-77 tCA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

2025-26

79tOtOt2025-26

Dated

10.03.2026

Mrs ARYA

Intemational

s/49-79tCA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

2025-26

7'7tOtOt202s-26

Dated

10.03.2026

M/s Tirupati

Balaji

Enterprises

25 s/49-80/CA-

2/CUS/MUN/MAR/

202s-26

'72/OtO/202s-26

Dated

09.03.2026

IWs Trasnworld

Furtichem Pvt.

Ltd

23 MCH,'ADC/ZDCl58412015-

26 Dated 2'l .01 .2026

MCH,ADC/ZDC I 57 212025 -

26 Dated 23.01 .2026

MCH/ADC/ZDC I 5 48 12025 -

26 Dated I 5.01 .2026

2. The common issue involved in all the present appeals is whethcr

redemption fine under Section 125 of the Customs Act, 1962 can be imposed in

cases where the goods are not physically available for confiscation. Accordingly,

all these appeals are being disposed of by way of this common order. For the

sake of convenience, the facts of the appeal listed at Sr. No. O1 in Table I above

are taken as the lead matter. The brief facts in respect of the appeal mentioned

at Sr. No. 01 of Table I above are that the imports of the respondent wcrc

subjected to examination, particularly the consignment covered under Bill of

Entry No. 4201613 dated 16.01.2023 filed at Mundra Port. The importer had

declared the goods as "1.3 CM Yarn in Hank" with a unit value of USD 1.5 per

kg. On physical examination of the consignment in the presence of panch

witnesses, the yarn was found to be hairy in nature, consisting of twisted

strands and resembling Chenille Yarn. The Customs Broker produced a

supplier's test report describing the goods as "Nylon Chenille Yarn."

Representative samples were drawn and forwarded to the Textile Committee

Laboratory, Kolkata for chemical testing. Pending investigation, the goods were

seized under Section 11O of the Customs Act, 1962 on a reasonable belief that

they were misdeclared and liable to confiscation

2.1 Statements were recorded under Section 1O8 from the Customs Br:kigl ,

and from Shri Sagar, proprietor of respondent. In his statement ddi.ed,:
I f :

O2.O2.2O23, Shri Sagar admitted that the yarn imported by him was in fact

Chenille Yarn, correctly classiliable under CTH 56060090. He further admitted

that he had intentionally classified the goods under CTH 54026100 or

55091100 to pay lower duty, as several other importers were also following the

same practice. He also admitted that the declared value of USD 1.5/kg was

understated and that contemporaneous imports showed values around USD

3.21/kg, and that undervaluation had been adopted to remain competitive in

business. He agreed to pay the differential duty arising from correr:t

classifi cation and valuation.

M UN-CUSTM-001-APP -947 to 97 7-25-26 Page 6 of 12
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2.2 The chemical test reports issued by the Textile Committee confirmed that

thc samples were Cheniile Yarn composed of 100% Polyamide. On the basis of

the test results and admissions, it was concluded that the goods were wrongly

classified and undervalued. The department therefore rejected the declared

r,,alue under Rule 12 of the Customs Valuation Rules, 2007, and re-determined

thc assessable value under Rule 5 on the basis of contemporaneous imports of

similar goods.

2.3 Accordingly, a Show Cause Notice dated 15.01.2025 was thereafter issued

proposing rejection of declared classification and value, reclassification of the

goods under CTH 56060090, re-determination of value under the Customs

Valuation Rules, recovery of the differential duty of 39,38,722 under Section

28$J of the Customs Act, 1962 along with interest under Section 28AA,

confiscation of the goods under Section 111(m), and imposition of penalties

under Sections 112(a), 112(b), 114A and 114AAof theAct.

2.4 After examining the records, submissions, test reports and statements,

the adjudicating authority held that the description and classification declared

by the importer were incorrect and misleading. The authority relied on the

chemical test report and the voluntary admissions of the proprietor to

conclude that the goods were in fact Chenille Yarn and had been deliberately

mis-classified to avail a lower rate of duty. The declared value was also held to

be unreliable and rightly rejected under the valuation rules. The adjudicating

authority further held that the conduct of the respondent clearly established

willful mis-statement and suppression of material facts, justifying invocation of

the extended period under Section 28$l of the Customs Act, 1962.

Accordingly, the differential duty of 39,38,722 in respect of past consignments

was conhrmed as recoverable along with applicable interest under Section

28AA. On the question of confiscation, it was held that since the goods did not

.r tiiit) respond with the declarations made in the Bills of Entry in respect of

S

ption, classification and value, they were liable to confiscation under

n I 1 1(m) of the Customs Act, 1962. As the goods had already been

ronally released, physical confiscation was not ordered, but the liability

fiscation was clearly established in law.

2.5 Accordingly, the adjudicating authority ordered to confiscate the goods

under Section i 11 (m) of Customs Act, 1962. The adjudicating authority also

noted that the goods had already been cleared and were not available

physically for confiscation. Since the goods were not physically available for

confiscation, the adjudicating authority did not impose any redemption fine in

lieu of such confiscation under Section 125 (1) of the Customs Act, 1962.

3. Thc appellant department has contende the adjudicating authority

I:
l.r.

S

con
t

MUN CUSTM -000'APP-94 7 to 977-25-26 U Page 7 of L2



has erred in holding that redemption frne under Section 125 of the Customs

Act, 1962 is not imposable merely on the ground that the goods were not

physically available for confiscation. Being aggrieved by the non-imposition of

redemption fine in lieu of confiscation in the impugned order on account of

such non-availability, the appellant department has preferred the present

appeal, inter alia, contending as under:

. The adjudicating authority has erred in law by holding that

redemption fine under Section 125 of the Customs Act, 1962 is not

imposable merely because the goods are not physically available for

confiscation. The authority failed to appreciate that the statutory

trigger for imposition of redemption fine is the authorization of

confiscation, and not the physical availability of goods. Once goods

are held liable to confiscation under Section 111 or Section 113 of

the Customs Act, the power to impose redemption fine

automatically flows under Section 125 of the Act.

r The Hon'ble Madras High Court in M/s Visteon Automotive

Systems India Pvt. Ltd., reported at 2O18 (9) G.S.T.L. 142 (Mad.),

has conclusively held that:

Penalty under Section 112 and redemption fine under Section 125

operate in two distinct fields;

Redemption fine is imposed in lieu of confiscation of goods;

The opening words of Section 125, "Whenever confiscation of any

goods is authorised by this Act", clearly establish that physical

availability of goods is not necessary for imposition of redemption

fine; and

Redemption fine is intended to avoid the consequences flowing from

confiscation under Section 111 of the Act.

The adjudicating authority has failed to follow this binding-1..-, -.

judgment. rendering the impugned order legally unsustainabl ". ,l-..'t'.,-'-- '
i-!:

The Hon'ble Gujarat High Court in M/s Synergr Fertichem f-t.d.., 
'

reported at 2O2O (33) G.S.T.L. 513 (cuj.), has reaffirmed the ahovb.,i 
- ti.

legal position and expressly followed the judgment of the Hon'ble

Madras High Court in Visteon Automotive Systems. The Hon'blc

Court held that the prerequisite for offering redemption fine is the

finding that the goods are liable to confiscation. The Court furthcr

clarified that non-availability of goods does not bar the imposition

of redemption fine. The impugned order is in direct conflict with

this authoritative pronouncement.

The Hon'ble CESTAT, West Zonal Bench, Ahmedabad, in Van Oord

India Pvt. Ltd. (Customs Appeal No. 10679 12O24-DB, Order dated

l3.ll.2O25l, has categorically held that:

M UN-CUSTM-000-APP-947 to 97 7-25-26 PaBe 8 of 12
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Physicai non-availability of goods does not affect confiscation or

imposition of redemption hne;

The power to impose redemption fine springs from authorisation of

confiscation under Section 111; and

Redemption fine is meant to avoid the consequences of confiscation

and save the goods from such confiscation.

The adjudicating authority, being subordinate to the

jurisdictional Tribunal, was bound to follow this settled position of

law.

. The appellant department further contended that the opening

words of Section 125 of the Customs Act, 1962 clearly provide that

"Whenever confiscation of any goods is authorised by this Act", the

adjudicating authority may impose redemption fine. The statute

does not prescribe physical availability of goods as a condition

precedent. It is a settled legal principle that once the power of

confiscation is traceable to Section 111 or Section 113 of the Act,

the physical availability of goods becomes irrelevant for the purpose

of imposing redemption fine. This principle applies equally to cases

of improper import as well as attempted improper export.

o The appellant department further contended that in view of the

settled legal position laid down by the Hon'ble Madras High Court,

Hon'ble Gujarat High Court, and consistently followed by the

Hon'ble CESTAT, the adjudicating authority has committed a clear

error of law by not imposing redemption fine under Section 125 of

the Customs Act, 1962 solely on the ground that the goods were

not physically available.

o In view of the above facts and submissions, the impunged Order-in-

Original passed by the Assistant Commissioner, Custom House,

Mundra, Import Assessment Group III is not legal and proper and

therefore, in the interest ofjustice, prayed to:

i. Set aside the impugned Order-in-Original to the extent it

failed to impose redemption fine under Section 125 of the Customs

Act, 1962.

ii. Refer the matter back to Adjudicating Authority to consider

it as a fresh with regard that redemption fine is imposable

irrespective of the physical availability of the goods.

4. A letter dated 12.03.2026 in respect of appeal listed at sr no 0l to

15 was send to the respondent for submitting their comment. personal

hearing in the matter were scheduled on |T.0Z.2026. However, no

comments were received and no one appe personal hearing. Hence,

a
i

\p
*
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the appeal is taken up for decision on the basis of documents available on

record.

5. It is observed that the present appeal has been preferred by thc

appellant department solely on the ground that the adjudicating authority

failed to impose redemption fine under Section 125 of the Customs Act,

1962, merely on the basis that the goods were not physically available for

confiscation. It is further observed that the impugned order does not

contain any specific frnding or reasoning for non-imposition of redemption

fine. Accordingly, in my considered view, the impugned order, to that

extent, is a non-speaking order insofar as the issue of non-imposition of

redemption fine is concemed.

5.1 It is further observed that the appellant department has relied upon

the following case laws

(1) M/s Visteon Automotive Systems India Pvt. Ltd., reported at 2018

(e) G.s.r.L. 142 (Mad.)

(ii) M/s Synergz Fertichem Ltd., reported al 2O2O (33) G.S,T.[-. 513

(Guj.)

(iii) Final Order No. 11039-1 lO4Ol2025 DATED 13.11.2025 of Hon'ble

CESTAT, West Zonal Bench, Ahmedabad, in the case of Van Oord India

Pvt. Ltd. Versus Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad in Customs

Appeal No. 10679 12O24-DB.

wherein it has been held that physical availability of goods is not

necessary for imposition of redemption fine.

5.2 It is further observed that the appeliant department has also prayed

to refer the matter back to Adjudicating Authority to consider it as a fresh

with regard that redemption fine is imposable irrespective of the physi

availability of the goods.
l3

5.3 In view of the foregoing, it is observed that the adjud

authority, while passing the impugned order, has not recorde

specific finding or provided cogent reasons for non-imposition

redemption iine under Section 125 of the Customs Act, 1962. It is furthcr

noted that the appellant department has relied upon various judicial

pronouncements wherein it has been consistently held that physical

availability of the goods is not a sine qua non for imposition of redemption

Iine, and that such fine can be imposed even where the goods are no

longer available. In these circumstances, I find that the matter requires

reconsideration by the adjudicating authority with due application of the

,m
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legal position as well as the contentions advanced by the appellant

department. Accordingly, I am inclined to remand the matter to the

adjudicating authority for passing a fresh, reasoned and speaking order

after duly examining the grounds of appeal and affording an opportunity

of hearing in accordance with the principles of natural justice.

5.4 Thus, I am of the considered view that remitting of the matter to

the lower authority has becomes sine qua non to meet the ends of justice.

The adjudicating authority is required to examine all the contentions

raised by the appellant department and record his hnding and issue order

accordingly. In this regard, I rely upon the case of Prem Steels P. Ltd.

2012-TIOL- L3L7-CESTAT-DEL and the case of Hapkins Cookers Ltd. -

20 12 (284) E.L.T. 677 ffn - Del), which have also relied upon the case

of Medico Labs - 2OO4(173) ELT 117 (Guj.), wherein it has been held that

Commissioner (Appeals) continue to have power of remand even after the

amendment of Section 35(A) of the Central Excise Act, 1944 by Finance

Act, 2001 w.e.f. 11.05.2001.

6 . In light of the aforesaid facts and circumstances, the appeals filed

b1, the appellant department is allowed by way of remand. The matter is

remitted to the adjudicating authority to pass a reasoned and speaking

order, in accordance with the principles of natural justice and applicable

legal provisions. It is clarified that no opinion has been expressed on the

merits of the case or on the submissions made by the appellant

department, and the same shall be examined independently by the

adjudicating authority.

ATTESTED

srfiardl ERINTENDENT

{ftql qJ@ $fi-fl{),3r6{artrr{
CUSTOIIS (APPEALSi, AHb'IEDAB^D

(AMIT GU
COMMISSIONER (APPEALS)

CUSTOMS, AHMEDABAD.

f--'l

Bv Resistered Post A.D.

F.Nos. S/49- I 2. 19 .20.21 ,23 .24,25.27 ,28.34,38,39 ,40,42,45.64,67 .69 ,7 0,7 I ,7 3.7 5,i7 ,7 9,80/C A-

2/CUS/MUN/MAW2025-26 Dated -31.03.2026
To,

1. The Deputy Commissioner of Customs (Review),
Customs House, Mundra,

2. M/s. Shiva Fabrics, H No. 216, Ward No. 39, Street No. 4, Mohan
Singh Nagar, Ludhiana- 141008

3. M/s. Balaji Impex(lEC 0511030568), Kh No. 29/21, Ground Floor,
Alipur, North-West Delhi-1 10036

4. M/s. Bharat Agro Molecules Limited, E-35, Udyog Puram, Delhi Road,
Partapur, Meerut 250103

5. M/s. Akhil Paper Sales(IEC-SOsO12 529), Chawri Bazar, Delhi, North
Delhi- I 1O006
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6. M/s. Superspeed Polymers, (lEC-ADXFSO49BL), EW Gautam Nagar.
Basti Bawa Khel, Jalandhar, Punjab-14400i

7. M/s. Kuber Impex India(lEc-517521873), Khasra No. 29/21,Vill-
Jindpur, Delhi 1 10036

8. M/s. Bhole Nath Hosiery Mills(IEC-BDCPM6096E), 1104, Purana

Bazar, Ludhiana, Punjab- 14 10O 1

9. M/s. Sweety Impex Trading Co(IEC-DVDPS663OH), Plot No. 35 & 36,

2nd Floor PKT 22, Sec 24, Rohini, Delhi, North West Delhi-110085
10. M/s. Rens & Kens Distribution, Plot No. 45/B, Akshar Industrial

Park, Opp. Zydus Cadila, Sarkhej Bavla Highway, At-Vasna
Chacharwadi, Ahmedabad- 3822 | 3

1 1. M/s. Transworld Furtichem Rrt. Ltd.(\EC-O3O4O578271, Balraj
Complex, Malerkotla Road, Vill-Sarinh, Ludhiyana, Malerkotia,
Ludhiyana, Puniab- 141 I 16

12. M/s. Genetic Industries Pvt. Ltd.(IEC-3415001199),7O1A Wing,

Alkapuri Arcade, R. C. Dutt Road, Alkapuri, Vadodara-39o007
13. M/s. Goyal Chemical Industries, Jogipura Gram, Kanch an Bazar,

Dhanaura, Amroha, Uttar Pradesh-344231

14. M/s. Maa Dayalu Fertilizers and Chemicals Pvt. Ltd., Near BOI, A. B.

Road, Pachore, Dist-Rajgarh-(MP)-465683

i5. M/s. Horizon Adhesives, Survey No. 235, Ground Floor, Nr KGS

Palace, Nijatam Nagar, Basti Nau, Jalandhar-l44OO2
16. M/s. Nice Hybrid Seeds Company(lEC-AANFNg781G), G7, City Centre,

Sansar Chand Road, Jaipur, Rajasthan-302001

17. M/s. M A Trading Company(lEC-1315003805), Ward No. 6, Khanpur
Road, Sujangarh, Ratdngarh, Churu, Rajasthan-33 l5O7

18. M/s. Royal Trading Company, UEC-1316900967), Near Bangali Baba

Ka Takiya, Sujangarh, Churu, Rajasthan-33 15O7

1 9. M/s. Shriyansh Enterprise(lEc-06 1 5008208), F- 13, I 4 Industrial Area,
Panki Site-2, Kanpur, Kanpur nagar, Uttarpradesh-2O8OO1

20. M/s. TP Polymer Pvt. Ltd., (IEC-AAHCTO597Pl,l-21.17, DSI
Industrial Area, Narela, Delhi-1 10O40

21. M I s. Diya Impex(lEc-s1 1012039), 1 1 1, Village-Bakhtawar,
Delhi- 1 10036

22. Mls. Vridhi Trading Company (IEC-AAPFV9255M), D-12, C

Road, Adrash Nagar, Delhi- 110033
23. M/s. Vigour Agritech Solutions Rrt. Ltd.(lEC-31 13010322),

Apartment, Shop No. 1173, Sahashiv Peth Limayewadi, Tilak Road,
Pune-41 1030

24. Mls. Arya International (IEC-50807l2O8\,28-A. Pocket-6 Mig Flats,
Mayrr Vihar, Phase-lll, Dehli- i 10096

25. M/s. Tirupati Balaji Enterprises(IEC-S13026711\, B- 109 Gali No. 1,

Radheshyam Park EXTN., Shahdara, Delhi-1 10051
26. M/s. Transworld Furtichem Pvt. Ltd.0EC-O3O4O57827), Balraj

Complex, Malerkotla Road, Vill-Sarinh Ludhiyana Malerkotla Road,
Ludhiyana, Punjab-141 1 16

Copv to:

l. The Chief Commissioner of Customs Gujarat, Customs House,

Ahmedabad.

2. Tte Principal Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Mundra.

3. The Additional/Joint Commissioner of Customs, Custom House,

Mundra.
4. Guard File

t
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