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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.
fFrafafeaamafRasmew/ Order relating to - | L b

(@) | ETHNTATAdSISHT .

(a) |any goods imported on baggage. o
(@) | HRAHTaTaERA R g U g A AT T A RAA SH B T e THUR S TN T AT Wl

RS AN S LS AT AR A RS H e RITAURS AR T HTS & AT A rammed

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

(b) |at their place of destination in India 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 | SreremertitiaE, 1962 SHEEX dUTSHS AT IH G dsagep IR Sara .

(¢) |Payment of drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made 1

| thereunder.
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 :
G PIEBITFE, 1870PHEGH . 6 ST 1 FHTAMUIRAPTTCHTIRSIIEID! 4 ‘L |
) | ufrgt Rrratrsufr iR eI ees e S e aTg Ao g
| — _
| (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, 1870.
o - : - . !
' )
(b) | 4 copies of the Order-in-Original, in addition to relevant documents, if any
) | gl RedeTa 4 st
’ " (c) | 4 copies of the Application for Revision.
() U TR U THTSeh AU T-Ta, 1962 (TUTH ) 1
e, B, gus, st ywe b aidhsrfaamare 7. 200/-
(FUTERITHT)ATS.1000/-(FILH GARATA '
), S RaTHETE, AT R RS AT EETTEL R 6 BraHfad.
W.m,mmammﬁmﬁ@vﬂm.zw
AR TEaTERH S B S E THS.1000/-
(d) | The duplicate copy of the T.R.6 challan evidencing payment of Rs.200/- (Rupees two *
Hundred only) or Rs.1,000/- (Rupees one thousand only) as the case may be, under the
Head of other receipts, fees, fines, forfeitures and Miscellaneous It_er_ns bemg_ lhg fee /
prescribed in the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended) for filing a Revision Application. If the
amount of duty and interest demanded, fine or penalty levied is‘(me lakh rupees or less,
fees as Rs.200/- and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee is Rs.1000/-.

4. | HeH. 2
%«Wmmmmmwmmwﬁm
AT 1962 WIURT 120 T (1) PyFTHIHAI.T.-3 .

In respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrieved

by this order can file an appeal under Section 129 A(1) of the Cgsloms Act, 1962 ir} form
C.A.-3 before the Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at the following

address :

£ Zonal Bench
U, e Tribunal, West
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R, SgHTeTHGH, A e RRYTRY, ¥R | 27d Floor, BahumaliBhavan,
| d1,38HGIEIG-380016 Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,

Ahmedabad-380 016

drargepafufan, 1962 PIURT 129 T (6) B, Aargepfufad, 1962 PIURT 129
(1) prfierdtaerarutafaftagreaausaneg-

1 Under Section 129 A (6) of the Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (1) of

the Customs Act, 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of -

— S e 5 ="
YA UGS A S HE [ UPERIUT.,

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 five lakh rupees or less, one thousand

rupees;

e e i 5 —
‘Wﬁamﬂwmm;m

; 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 fifty lakh rupees, five thousand rupees ;

IR AaHTHA A TE T I THTR[ep 3 U RIgRTA AT 3 R AT U TaTANTAIG S IR
FHTATAREE TS elal, gugWReuy.

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

(&)

W&Wﬁmﬁuﬂn@w 105 PR, STEYehUTYehUdc sadrgHe, aesh
10% SETHAR, eI aTG S aargHe, U eRaTTgT |

(d)

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.

SFfUFau@uRT 129 (T) HladiauiUeRubaHGRRIA®HaGATT-  (9)
e aresRggrafdie guRAS g sramaeEsefeTgefta - - sryar
(W) AT TA g YA THETad A& UG ATAg TS ATy ST AU aH BT e g a1 ey

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) for restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of five
Hundred rupees.
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

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 (4) 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 case of

twenty five respondents as detailed in Table I below.

Table 1

Sr | Appeal No. Review  Order | Name of | Order-in-Original No & Date

No No. & Date Respondents

01 | S/49-12/CA- 14/010/2025-26 | M/s Shiva | MCH/ADC/ZDC/473/2025-
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ | Dated Fabrics 26 Dated 31.12.2025
2025-26 18.02.2026

02 | S/49-19/CA- 40/010/2025-26 | MIs Balaji | MCH/ADC/ZDC/521/2025-
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ | Dated Impex 26 Dated 06.01.2026
2025-26 18.02.2026

03 | S/49-20/CA- 27/010/2025-26 | M/s _ Bharat | MCH/ADC/ZDC/481/2025-
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ | Dated Ao Molepales | 2% 28 01012026
2025-26 18.02.2026 Ltd

04 | S/49-21/CA- 38/010/2025-26 | M/s Akhil | MCH/ADC/ZDC/517/2025-
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ ?;tgg.zoz ; Paper LT
2025-26 Sales

05 | S/49-23/CA- 37/010/2025-26 | M/s Superspeed | MCH/ADC/ZDC/515/2025-
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ ?;tgzd_mz < Polymers <R OediVo: c0i0
2025-26

06 | S/49-24/CA- 36/010/200526 | M/s _ Kuber | MCH/ADC/ZDC/513/2025= |
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ ?;};’;202 " lmpecindia | 20 Daed 06.01.2006 ‘
2025-26

07 | S/49-25/CA- 17/010/2025-26 | M/s Bhole Nath | MCH/ADC/ZDC/416/2025-
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ ?;tgg_m% HosieeyMitly | 2070t 04122025
2025-26

08 | S/49-27/CA- 39/010/2025-26 | M/s  Sweety | MCH/ADC/ZDC/519/2025-
2CUSIMUNIMAR/ | D0 iipex: Toadiag |20 Coies 06.01.2020
2025-26 Co.

09 | S/49-28/CA- 34/010/2025-26 | M/s Rens & MCHzADczzofxsmxzﬁs-
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ ?;‘55_2026 Kens 26 Dated 03,01 2026
2025-26 Distribution

MUN-CUSTM-000-APP-947 to 971-25-26
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MCH/ADC/ZDC/422/2025-

"10 | S/49-34/CA- 41/010/2025-26 | M/s Transworld
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ ?gggzozs Bidichen P, |20 dmed e, kadnes
| 2025-26 Itd

‘11 IS;’49-38!CA- 42/010/2025-26 | M/s  Genetic | MCH/ADC/ZDC/424/2025-

| 2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ ?;tgzd_zo% Bdnsrios Buyn| 20 Dowed 8. 12053
2025-26 Ltd

| 12 | S/49-39/CA- 18/010/2025-26 | Ms Goyal | MCH/ADC/ZDC/420/2025-

| 2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ ?;‘;;_202 ’ Chemical 2aiRetee 051 000
| 2025-26 Industries

13 _| S/49-40/CA- %Zgéomozs-zs M/s Maa ;xiﬁc&,:fgzl?%izﬁsxzozs-
2/CUS/MUNIMAR/ | 15 05 5006 Dayalu Pk
2025-26 Fertilizers and

Chemicals Pvt.
Ltd

| 14 | S/49-42/CA- 06/010/2025-26 | M/s  Horizon | MCH/ADC/ZDC/423/2025-

| 2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ 5?53.202 . Adhesives 25 Dated 08122025

| | 2025-26 _

‘1? '$/49-45/CA- 45/010/2025-26 | M/s Nice | MCH/ADC/ZDC/430/2025-
| 2CUSMUNMAR/ | D Hybrid, _Seed | 20 2ed U 12202
2025-26 Company

16 | S/49-64/CA- 57/010/2025-26 |M/s M A | MCH/ADC/ZDC/494/2025-
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ E;‘gf_ — Trading 26 Dated 02012026

f 2025-26 Company

17 | S/49-67/CA- 59/010/2025-26 | M/s Royal | MCH/ADC/ZDC/504/2025-

| 2CUS/MUNMAR/ 5;‘53_202 . Trading Sqriatel el

| 2025-26 Company

18 | S/49-69/CA- 68/010/2025-26 | M/s Shriyansh | MCH/ADC/ZDC/518/2025-

! | 2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ ([])5“‘_‘5’;1_2 - Enterprises 25 Daced G601 000

| 2025-26

89 S/49-70/CA- (:35;;){;0!2025-26 M/s TP %c[;?:c?ggtl)%szgzxzozs-

: ,“ZICUSKMUN;’MAR;‘ 10.03.2026 Polymer  Pvt. |~ i
)2025~26 Ltd
/' S/49-71/CA- 66/010/2025-26 | M/s Divya | MCH/ADC/ZDC/514/2025-
/| 5 /CUS/MUN/MAR/ (l));g:;i.2026 Impex 26 Dated 06.01.2026

| 2025-26

J’il S/49-73/CA- gzt?éo,fzozs-zﬁ M/s  Vridhi giﬁclﬁgfgg%?g&mozs-
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ 05032026 Trading Y

| 2025-26 Company

|22 | $/49-75/CA- 80/010/2025-26 | M/s  Vigour | MCH/ADC/ZDC/550/2025-
| 2CUSMUNMAR/ | ot Agritech S Dapd 1501408
2025-26 Solutions  Pvt.

Ltd

MUN-CUSTM-000-APP-947 to 971-25-26
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[23 | $/49-77/CA- [ 79/010/2025-26 | M/s  ARYA | MCH/ADC/ZDC/584/2025-
o Dated . 26 Dated 27.01.2026 |
o Ea
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ 10.03.2026 International
| 2025-26
| S
24 | S/49-79/CA- 77/010/2025-26 | M/s Tirupati | MCH/ADC/ZDC/572/2025-

; Dated o 26 Dated 23.01.2026
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ 10.03.2026 Balaji .
2025-26 Enterprises ‘

25 | S/49-R0/CA- 72/010/2025-26 | M/s Trasnworld | MCH/ADC/ZDC/548/2025- }
< Dated ; 26 Dated 15.01.2026
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/ 09.03.2026 Furtichem Pvt.
2025-26 Ltd |
2. The common issue involved in all the present appeals is whether

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. 01 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 were
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 110 of the Customs Act, 1962 on a reasonable belief that

they were misdeclared and liable to confiscation

2.1 Statements were recorded under Section 108 from the Customs Brokg;f,
and from Shri Sagar, proprietor of respondent. In his statement datcd 3
02.02.2023, Shri Sagar admitted that the yarn imported by him was in 'TQCft'
Chenille Yarn, correctly classifiable 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 correct

classification and valuation.

MUN-CUSTM-000-APP-947 to 971-25-26 Page 6 of 12



2.2 The chemical test reports issued by the Textile Committee confirmed that
the samples were Chenille 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
value under Rule 12 of the Customs Valuation Rules, 2007, and re-determined

the 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(4) 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 114AA of the Act.

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(4) of the Customs Act, 1962.
Accordingly, the differential duty of 39,38,722 in respect of past consignments
was confirmed as recoverable along with applicable interest under Section
28AA. On the question of confiscation, it was held that since the goods did not

orrespond with the declarations made in the Bills of Entry in respect of

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

ipn 111(m) of the Customs Act, 1962. As the goods had already been

\\, &F‘:}‘#pfoﬁ sionally released, physical confiscation was not ordered, but the liability

Zonfiscation was clearly established in law.

2.5 Accordingly, the adjudicating authority ordered to confiscate the goods
under Section 111 (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. The appellant department has contendeq that the adjudicating authority

MUN-CUSTM-000-APP-947 to 971-25-26 / Page 7 of 12



has erred in holding that redemption fine 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:

e 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.

e The Hon'ble Madras High Court in M/s Visteon Automotive
Systems India Pvt. Ltd., reported at 2018 (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 -~

judgment. rendering the impugned order legally unsustainable. /&~

e The Hon'ble Gujarat High Court in M/s Synergy Fertichem L.I_d:.',-

reported at 2020 (33) G.S.T.L. 513 (Guj.), has reaffirmed the aﬁ.{?vl‘c._i e

legal position and expressly followed the judgment of the Hon'ble 7

Madras High Court in Visteon Automotive Systems. The Hon'ble
Court held that the prerequisite for offering redemption fine is the
finding that the goods are liable to confiscation. The Court further
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.

e The Hon'ble CESTAT, West Zonal Bench, Ahmedabad, in Van Oord
India Pvt. Ltd. (Customs Appeal No. 10679/2024-DB, Order dated
13.11.2025), has categorically held that:

MUN-CUSTM-000-APP-947 to 971-25-26 Page 8 of 12



Physical non-availability of goods does not affect confiscation or
imposition of redemption fine;

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.

e 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.

e 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 of justice, 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 01 to
15 was send to the respondent for submitting their comment. Personal
hearing in the matter were scheduled on 17.03.2026. However, no

comments were received and no one appeared for personal hearing. Hence,

MUN-CUSTM-000-APP-947 to 971-25-26 Page 9 of 12



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

record.

3. It is observed that the present appeal has been preferred by the
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 finding 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 concerned.

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

the following case laws

(i) M/s Visteon Automotive Systems India Pvt. Ltd., reported at 2018
(9) G.S.T.L. 142 (Mad.)

(ii) M/s Synergy Fertichem Ltd., reported at 2020 (33) G.S.T.L. 513
(Guj.)

(i1i) Final Order No. 11039-11040/2025 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. 10679/2024-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 appellant 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 ;:mhvs’}iir}‘MT =
S
availability of the goods. /{}

5.3 In view of the foregoing, it is observed that the adJudié'a& &
authority, while passing the impugned order, has not recordcci Ay
specific finding or provided cogent reasons for non-imposition OF*
redemption fine under Section 125 of the Customs Act, 1962. It is further
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
fine, 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

MUN-CUSTM-000-APP-947 to 971-25-26 Page 10 of 12



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 finding and issue order
accordingly. In this regard, I rely upon the case of Prem Steels P. Ltd. -

2012-TIOL-1317-CESTAT-DEL and the case of Hawkins Cookers Ltd. -
2012 (284) E.L.T. 677 (Tri. — Del), which have also relied upon the case
of Medico Labs - 2004(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
by 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

(ai) . adjudicating authority.

ATTESTED ’\/ \ 1%
Li GUPTA)

E IP:TENDENT .
areftaras/ $UPRER COMMISSIONER (APPEALS)

1 e (3rIE) , FEHSTETE
CUSTOMS (APPEALS), AHMEDABAD CUSTOMS, AHMEDABAD.

By Registered Post A.D.

F.Nos. $/49-12,19,20,21,23,24,25,27,28,34,38,39,40.42.45,64,67,69,70,71,73,75,77,79.80/CA-
2/CUS/MUN/MAR/2025-26 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(IEC 0511030568), Kh No. 29/21, Ground Floor,
Alipur, North-West Delhi-110036

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

5. M/s. Akhil Paper Sales(IEC-505012529), Chawri Bazar, Delhi, North

Delhi-110006
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6. M/s. Superspeed Polymers, (IEC-ADXFS0498L), EW Gautam Nagar,
Basti Bawa Khel, Jalandhar, Punjab-144001

7. M/s. Kuber Impex India(IEC-517521873), Khasra No. 29/21, Vill-
Jindpur, Delhi-110036

8. M/s. Bhole Nath Hosiery Mills(IEC-BDCPM6096E), 1104, Purana
Bazar, Ludhiana, Punjab-141001

9. M/s. Sweety Impex Trading Co(IEC-DVDPS6630H), 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-382213

11. M/s. Transworld Furtichem Pvt. Ltd.(IEC-0304057827), Balraj
Complex, Malerkotla Road, Vill-Sarinh, Ludhiyana, Malerkotla,
Ludhiyana, Punjab-141116

12. M/s. Genetic Industries Pvt. Ltd.(IEC-3415001199), 701 A Wing,
Alkapuri Arcade, R. C. Dutt Road, Alkapuri, Vadodara-390007

13. M/s. Goyal Chemical Industries, Jogipura Gram, Kanchan 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

15. M/s. Horizon Adhesives, Survey No. 235, Ground Floor, Nr KGS
Palace, Nijatam Nagar, Basti Nau, Jalandhar-144002

16. M/s. Nice Hybrid Seeds Company(IEC-AANFN9781G), G7, City Centre,
Sansar Chand Road, Jaipur, Rajasthan-302001

17. M/s. M A Trading Company(IEC-1315003805), Ward No. 6, Khanpur
Road, Sujangarh, Ratangarh, Churu, Rajasthan-331507

18. M/s. Royal Trading Company, (IEC-1316900967), Near Bangali Baba
Ka Takiya, Sujangarh, Churu, Rajasthan-331507

19. M/s. Shriyansh Enterprise(IEC-0615008208), F-13,14 Industrial Area,
Panki Site-2, Kanpur, Kanpur nagar, Uttarpradesh-208001 e,

20. M/s. TP Polymer Pvt. Ltd., (IEC-AAHCT0S597P), [-2117, DSIDC /: "
Industrial Area, Narela, Dell-u 110040 / &

21. M/s. Diya Impex(IEC-511012039), 111, Village-Bakhtawar, Pur,/
Delhi-110036 t |

22. M/s. Vridhi Trading Company (IEC-AAPFV9255M), D-12, Cottage
Road, Adrash Nagar, Delhi-110033 \'\ b, S’

23. M/s. Vigour Agritech Solutions Pvt. Ltd.(IEC-3113010322), Ashirwas~."/2.
Apartment, Shop No. 1173, Sahashiv Peth Limayewadi, Tilak Road,
Pune-411030

24. M/s. Arya International (IEC-508071208), 28-A. Pocket-6 Mig Flats,
Mayur Vihar, Phase-III, Dehli-110096

25. M/s. Tirupati Balaji Enterprises(IEC-513026711), B-109 Gali No. 1
Radheshyam Park EXTN., Shahdara, Delhi-110051

26. M/s. Transworld Furtichem Pvt. Ltd.(IEC-0304057827), Balraj
Complex, Malerkotla Road, Vill-Sarinh Ludhiyana Malerkotla Road,
Ludhiyana, Punjab-141116

Copy to:

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

Ahmedabad.
2. The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Mundra.
3. The Additional /Joint Commissioner of Customs, Custom House,
Mundra.
4. Guard File
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