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sF ;nrl {16 ITqT

(TI)

Under Section 129 DD(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended), in respect of the
foilowing 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.

, 1962 3{tlllq X dlfi q"ITq rrg d-fd{@.

4 copies of the Application for Revision

EEr{ , 1962 lq?fi
Brq r*(, vts.,Ere,qffi si-{ ffitr q-a $ lft{ S srtfi-r orrn t fr r. zool-(sqsaEl

cr{rn E.looo/-(Fw So EyrR rlt:r ), +flr tft qmor d, i sw fuc
q-iTrt fl.3{R.6 +1 A cftqi. qft goo, qirn rrql

rFrcrr # sflFr€
iRr ofr{ Fqq \1o,6t

(tI)

(u)

Eirt{ qr gsi 6-c
Fq it F.looo/-

d d tS ots $"5-q if 6.26s * odYo6;p1"5

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 Items being the 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 one lakh rupees or
less, fees as Rs.200 and if it is more than one lakh ru ees the fee is Rs.1000

dII"'I, 6TIITTT TTIIT EG

l- sfotqR \'6 dr{q

i.5

1

2 mqrg-@ s{Rrftqq 1e62 sft r{rtr r2e d S lrt 1utrt ttfrfltrq t or$T FrsfrR{d *FId &
cm-d & slr{ fr 6t{ qft 5w on}*r t enp 61 ofl-fi c-fl{fl s-{frr d d 5s w}v ot
qTR'61 alft{q * g {&+ & orer orq-t vfuo7sgff trfuo 1vr}6t *ilw1, ft-f, dTrdq,

(rrs-F frl{rrD rilrq q'Ff, T{ ffi a1 g-{ffqrur Brtfi n-qd 6-t Fs''e t.

ffirrelatingto

qler qr tsTr rr<q ern qr gart qri bftq 3{fferd qrd s-flt aqr+qr qI tsffi rrf,dI Brr;I rR

utnt uq qro o1 urx fr vtf|6 q6 q 14 6.

I{RTI SiITTKI

(a) jany goods exported

TItGTI R{T;I IliI ;I TTgft-S srf,{ C eir{r rrqr Afu-{ r+rrd

(b)

any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but which are not unloaded
at their place of destination in India or so much of the quantity of such goods as has
not becn unloaded at any such destination if goods unloaded at such destination are
short oI the quantity required to be unloaded at that destination.

(c) Payment of drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made
thereunder.

The revision application should be in such form and shall be verified in such manner
as may be specified in the relcvant rules and should be accompanied by:

f+ffqrsr er*cq qe ri.rd ffi EFn fuG. offirfd sfl-+1
qiq e1 qr\nft si-t rs'b qre{ Frgfrfu-f, srNTIiI dcn d+ qGq :

{6) otj of ge,razo + ra €.6 eEqfr r * qfiq frqff.d fus rrq sEsR 5s vrlv of +
ufr ai, ftrro1 q6 ufr fr ras Xg 6 qq6q E6' ft-re elTr fr{r qftq.

(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.

({d) 3{efltfl Trq {il 3{rt{T 61 4 cFtrq.t, qR d
4 copies of the Order-in-Original, in addition to relevant documents, if any{b)

(d)

4

+

'l'his copy is granted free of cost for the private use of the person to whom it is issued.

(6) ti-E b sq i $rqrfta ot$ crd.

(q)

Sqr{ffi
sf(rqrt.

3.

f+fraq fi its qr+fi a1 + cfrqi
(c)

rE €. z & o{ti-{ qfu-fr c'rc-d & q(Iq[ oIdI qrtrd + Ed-;tI il qfr ot{ qft fq.}nt{r i
srrild c-f,qB 6-fiTr d il a +qrutr erftR-qq re62 e1 vnr 12e q trt + o{in-{ sYC fr.q.-
g fr Sqr{w- atdu tsErE go' vk i-Er or erfte odfro'{ur & wqa Frsftfud qe qr
3rftd6r€Ete
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q-fl trr{I TIIfi TTtrI {T qrq dqr

crnqr rMr dg 61 roq frE f,r{E d am-+ or1 qrrrs orcq * erltro'i d d:
qlir 6TIR Fqg

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

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 Customs Act,

1962 in form C.A.-3 before the Customs, Excise and Sewice Tax Appellate Tribunal at
the following address :

ffcr{w',fr*q ror<
qfrftq 3lftIo-ror, qfH

{ffi E +dT 6{
&fqfr"d

Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate
Tribunal, West Zonal Bench

Esfr qeo, ugmd rr+r, ft'o-d fiFsrrrrR
g(, 3{gLdl, efd[{l6ll(-3800 1 6

2"d Floor, Bahumali Bhavan,
Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,
Ahmedabad-380 016

5 *mTtr
12e q {1)

qiUfurc, iiz d qrrl 12e g (6) +' 3{ti-c, Scrg_tr 3tftftqq, 1e62 ih1 qrrl

$ orf-+ erfts * snr ffifud {lm *.fl d} qrBq-

(6) idM arn qirn rrqr XIGF sfu qrq f,?n

drrlqr rr{rl dt a1 rs-q +q rr{q Fqg qr sss o-c d d \16' E'Er{ Fqg.

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;

(q}

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, flve thousand rupees ;

rr) q-dr 6rir qrrT rrqr {fcF eilr qrq aql

orTrqr rrqr ds of {fr"q q{tfl eIrGI Fr[q i 3dY6 d d; es6VnPqg.

(.)

(!) {s qT*{r A fr5d 3Iftrf{TI & srqi, cin ,rq {-sE 10"/. 3r<r ffi q{, Wr {ffi rn {@ qii ?B frarc i t, qr rc &
, s+fi-o tg qr\nr 

t10"/" ':r<r 6G qr, qdi }{d is ft-{rd i A

An appeal against this order shall tie before t1le T bunal on pa)T oent ot 1070 o

duty or duty alld penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute

3-ffi eiftftqc TTTI&{ Errt{

I the dutv demanded where

orq qd-q-{ t.
3ntr+ *.srq

fts fuc qc

FqA qYq {il

qr- {61
orfta r -

6r{@
t-r.rfuIefts gur+&ftqqtRffi
or?rfl (<I) srftq qr snte+ q* orq-src-F{ +' ftq O{{
fi{-ffd+ilBq.
Under section 129 (a) of Lhe said Act, every application made before the Appellatc 'l'ribunal-

(a) in an appeal for grait of stay or foa rectilicatron oI mislake or for any otier purpose; or

(b) for restoration of an appeal or an app)icatioo shall be accompanied by a fee of five Hundred rupees

6

./-tt1

ipZ
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Under Section 129 A (6) ofthe Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (1) of
the Customs Act, 1962 shall be accompanied by a lee of

(a)

(b)

(d)



M/s. Nico Extrusions Ltd., 14, Niraj lndustrial Estate, Off Mahakali Caves

Road, Andheri (East), Mumbai-400093, Maharashtra (hereinafter referred to as "the

Appellant") have filed total 05 appeals challenging total 05 Order-ln-Originals, details

as per Table-l below, ( herein after referred to as "the impugned orders" ) passed by the

Deputy Commissioner, Customs, ICD-Tumb, Valsad, Gujarat ( herein after referred to as

"the adjudicating authority").

TABLE - I

Appeal No BOE/Order No. & Date
00
Date

OIO receipt

date

Filed in

time limit

1

s/49-468/CUS/AHD/2025-

26

'125ltCD-TUt\,48i DC-

tvK/REF/NtCO/25-26 26.1125 04.12.25 Yes

2
s/49-469/CUS/AHD/2025-

26
26.1125 44.12.25 ul ut.to Yes

3
s/49-470/CU S/AHD/2025-

26

127lICD.TUMB/DC,

IVt(REF/N tC0/25-26
26 11.25 04.12.25 02 02.26 Yes

4
s/49-404/CU S/AH Di 2025-

26

s/49,61 2/CU S/AH D/2025-

26

118/ICD.TUI\,18/DC-

tvt(REF/N tc0/25-26
17.11.25 13.01 .26 Yes

5'
1 6B/tCD-TU t\,18/D C-

tvt(REF/N lco/25-26
22 12.25 16.03.26 Yes

2 As the issue involved is identical in all the 05 appeals, they are being taken

up simultaneously for disposal. Facts of the case, in brief, as borne out from the impugned

orders, are that the Appellant had imported various variety of Scrap ( herein after referred

to as "the impugned goods" )and had filed Bills of Entry under self-assessment for

clearance of goods for home consumption. However, all these Bills of Entry were re-

assessed by the proper officer, who rejected the value declared by the appellant and

enhanced the value of the goods, which resulted in excess payment of duty.

2.1 The appellant, in respect of the appeals mentioned at Sr. Nos. 01 to 3, 4 &

5 of Table-l above had preferred appeals before the Commissioner (Appeals), Customs,

Ahmedabad. The Commissioner (Appeals), Customs, Ahmedabad, vide Order-in-Appeal

NoS AHD-CUSTM-000-APP-177-23-24 dt. 26.09.23, AHD-CUSTM-000-APP-178-23-24

dt. 26.09.23 and AHD-CUSTM-000-APP-376-23-24, daled 12.01.2024, AHD-CUSTM-

000-APP-'164-25-26, dated 07.08.2025 & AHD-CUSTM-000-APP-377-23-24, dated

12.01 2023, setting aside the impugned orders and allowed the appeals with

consequential relief, in accordance with law, details as per Table-l above.

22 ln pursuance of the aforesaid the Orders-in-Appeal passed by the

Commissioner (Appeals), Customs, Ahmeda appellant filed refund claims of

refund sanctioning authority

:;
i6

excess duty paid along with claims for in

t*

a +

fo re

+
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Order-ln-Appea I

Sr

No

Appeal

Fiied dt.

,]26/ICD-TUMB/DC.

tvfl(REF/Nrco/25-26

16.02.26

. This OIO as per the appellant version was received through mail dt. 16.02.2026.

)



AHD-CUSTM-000-APP-000 to 000-25-26 (5)

The Deputy Commissioner, Customs, lCD, Tumb, after examining and considering the

relevant statutory provisions governing refund, sanctioned the refund of excess duty paid

vide a total of 05 impugned orders, as detailed in Table-l above. However, in the said

impugned orders, there is no mention and discussion regarding granting of the interest

claimed by the appellant.

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned orders passed by the Adjudicating

Authority, the Appellant have filed the present total 05 appeals as per Table-l The

Appellant, have raised various contentions and filed detailed submissions in their appeal

memorandum which are more or less same in all five appeals, same are mentioned

below:

I-DENIAL OF /NIEREST CAUSES SEYERE PREJUDICE TO AN MSME AND

RESULTS IN UNJUST FINANCIAL BURDEN DUE TO BANK FINANCE

1. The Appellant is a duly registered Micro, Small and Medium Enterpise (MSME)

and carries on its business operations with limited working capital resources,

substantiatly dependent for working capital on bank finance, cash credit limits and

oth e r borrowi n g f aci I iti e s.

2. The excess customs duty in the present case f'vas collected on account of

arbitrary enhancement of value, and remained blocked with the Government for

nearly four to five years. However, the Appellant ultimately succeeding before the

Hon'ble Commissioner of Customs (Appeals).

3. During the entire period of illegal retention of funds, the Appellant was compelled

to borrow funds from banks at commercial rates of interest in order to susfa,n lls

busrness operations, meet impoft obligations, and honour exporl and domestic

commitments.

4. Denial of statutory interest on delayed refund compels the Appellant to effectively

finance the Government interest-free, while itself bearing heavy interesl costs, whlch

is manifestly arbitrary and inequitable.

1. Section 27A of the Customs Act, 1962 provides for payment of interest on

delayed refunds and embodies the legislative intent that the Government must

compensate an assessee for use of its money beyond the statutorily prescribed

period.

2. ln the present case, refund has been sanctioned after an inordinate delay of

several years, yet interest has been denied on a hyper-technical and mechanical

interpretation of the provision.

3. tnterest under Section 27A is automatic and mandato

delayed beyond the prescribed peiod and is not dFyendent

t
"\-r--

ry once the refund is
upon the discretion of

Page 5 of 10

5. Such action disproportionately affects MSMEs, frustrates ease of doing bustness,

and violates Afticles 14, 19(1)(g) and 300A of the Constitution of lndia. The

impugned refund orders, having failed to consider this grave financial preiudice, are

. '::;,-. : tfierefore unsustainable in law

II IMPUGNED REFUND ORDERS ARE CONTRARY TO SECTION 27A OF THE

, cusroMs ACT, 1962
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the authority

4. The impugned refund orders defeat the object of Section 27A and are therefore
liable to be sel asrde.

III DUTY PAID PURSUANT TO ENHANCEMENT IS DEEMED TO BE PAID
UNDER PROTEST (C/SCO SySTEMS)

1. Not granting interest assumably due to the duty was not paid under protest is
wholly untenable.

2. The Hon'ble CESTAT in Crsco Systems lndia Pvt. Ltd., affirmed by the Hon'ble
Delhi High Couft and the Hon'ble Supreme Court, has conclusively held that filing
of appeal itself constitutes prolest as contesting the enhancement in itself is a
protest, as a/so obseryed by High Court and Supreme Cout.

3. The Appellant consistently contested the enhancement from inception and
ultimately succeeded before the Hon'ble Commissioner of Customs (Appeals).

4. Absence of a specific endorsement of 'under protesf' on the ICEGATE portal
cannot defeat substantive statutory and constitutional ights.

5. The impugned refund orders are contrary to binding precedent under Afticle 141

of the Constitution of lndia.

/Y-EXCESS DUTY COLLECTED WITHOUT AUTHORITY OF LAW - ILLEGAL
LEVY AB lNtTtO (ART|CLE 265)

1. Upon the Hon'ble Commissioner of Customs (Appeals) setting aside the

enhancement of assessab/e value in entirety, the legal consequence is that the
excess duty collected from the Appellant stood collected without authority of law

2. Article 265 of the Constitution mandates that no tax shall be levied or collected
except by authority of law

3. Retention of such illegally collected amount without interest is unconstitutional
and impermissible.

V.ILLEGAL RETENTION OF MONEY VIOLATES ARTICLE 3OOA AND RESULIS
IN UNJUST ENRICHMENT OF THE SIAIE

1 . Money lawfully belonging to the Appellant constitutes propefty under Afticle 300A
of the Constitution of lndia.

2. Continued retention of such money without payment of interest amounts to
deprivation of properly without authority of law.

VI BINDING JURISDICTIONAL JUDGMENT OF THE BOMBAY HIGH COURT
(AJAY CORPORATTON) TNDUSTRIAL

1. The Hon'ble Bombay High Court in Ajay lndustrial Corporation Ltd. has
categorically held that retention of excess duty without authority of law is
impermissible and that interest rs compensatory and mandatory

2. Being a judgment of the jurisdictional the same is binding on the

1

Re sponde nt autho ritie s

-a !'

Page 6 of 10

[3\ ':,, i



AHD-CUSTM-000-APP-000 to 000-25-26 (5)

3. Denial of interest in the present case rs therefore directly contrary to the said

binding judgment.

VII PERSUASIVE AUTHORITY OF THE OR/SSA HIGH COURT (VEDANTA LTD.)

1. The Hon'ble Oissa High Couft in Commissioner of Customs v. Vedanta Ltd. has

held that statutory provisions relating to interest cannot be interpreted to legitimise

afuitrary retention of money by the State.

2. The Hon'ble Couft emphasised that substantialjustice must prevail over technical

interpretation and that interest is payable where the Department retains amounts for

inordinate peiods.

3. The ratio fully supports the Appellant's case for grant of interest.

IMPIJGNED ORDERS ARE NON.SPEAKING AND VIOLATIVE OF PRINCIPLES

OF NATURAL JUSTICE

1. The impugned refund orders do not deal with the detailed submlsslons and

binding judicial precedents relied upon by the Appellant

2. The orders not considering interest and are therefore non-speaking.

3. Such orders are violative of principles of natural iustice and are liable to be set

aside on this ground alone

lX - Right to Amend, Alter. or Add Grounds of Appeal:

The appetlants reserve the right to amend, alter, or add to the grounds of appeal as

_ 
_-,, 

l:,{Fggssa ry and the appellant be granted PH before the order is passed in the matter."

:;._ ,". * - .'- '.

PFRSONAL HEARING:

4.: ' ln pursuance of the principles of natural justice, a Personal Hearing was

granted to the appellant on 30.03.2026 to present their case. The appellant vide mail

daled 27.03.2026 submitted additional written submission. The appellant submitted that

due to unavoidable engagement in another matter listed for physical hearing at Nhava

Sheva on the same date, that their present written submissions be taken on record and

considered while deciding the matter. Further, all grounds, submissions, and reliefs taken

in the Appeal Memorandum may kindly be read as part and parcel of these written

submissions. The appellant further submitted that the issue involved in the present

appeals is squarely covered and identical to the case of M/s Metalloys Recycling Ltd.,

decided by the Authority in Appeal No. F. No. 5/49-550-606/cUS/AHD/March12025-26.

5. Before going into the merits of the case, lfind that as per appeal

memorandum, all 05 appeals as per Table-|, have been filed within statutory time limit of

, 1962 Further the present
60 days prescribed under Section 128(1) of the Customs Act

Page 7 of 10

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS:
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appeal being a refund matter, the requirement of pre-deposit under Section 129 of the

Customs Act, 1962 does not arise.

lfind that the appellant, with reference to the Personal Hearing scheduled

on 30.03.2026, vide email daled 27.03.2026, submitted that due to unavoidable

engagement rn another matter listed for physical hearing at Nhava Sheva on the same

date, they were unable to attend the hearing and requested that their written submissions

be taken on record and considered while deciding the matter. I further find that the

appellant, vide letter dated 28.01.2026, requested the appellate authority to take up the

matter on priority, stating that their unit is an MSME and the issue pertains to the year

2021 . ln view of the same, the appellant sought early disposal of the appeal. Since the

appeal has been filed within the prescribed time limit and considering the request for early

hearing along with waiver of personal hearing, the appeal is admitted and taken up for

disposal on merits.

6. I have carefully gone through the impugned orders, the appeal

memorandums filed by the Appellant, the submissions made by the Appellant during the

course of the hearing, additional submission as well as the documents and evidence

available on record lt is observed that the Appellant has contended that the adjudicating

authority has not granted any interest on the refund sanctioned. Accordingly, the issue to

be decided in these present appeals is whether the impugned orders, as per Table-l

above, passed by the adjudicating authority, in so far as it does not sanction interest on

the refunded amount, is legal and proper in the facts and circumstances of the case.

6.1 lt is observed that the Appellant had imported various varieties of scrap and

filed Bills of Entry under self-assessment for clearance of the goods for home

consumption. However, the said Bills of Entry were re-assessed by the proper officer by

rejecting the declared value and enhancing the value, which resulted in excess payment

of duty. Aggrieved by the enhancement of the assessable value, the Appellant preferred

appeals before the Commissioner (Appeals), Customs, Ahmedabad. The said appellate

authority, after due consideration, set aside the enhancement of value based on the LME

price of DGoV guidelines and allowed the appeals of the appellant with consequential

reliefs.

6.2 Accordingly, in pursuance of the order passed by the Commissioner

(Appeals), Customs, Ahmedabad, the Appellant filed refund claims for the excess duty

paid, along with claims for applicable interest, before the jurisdictional refund sanctioning

authority. Upon examination of the relevant statutory provisions governing refunds, the

Deputy Commissioner of Customs, lCD, Tumb, sanctioned the refund of the excess duty

paid vide 05 impugned Orders-in-Original as per Table l. However, the said impugned

orders are completely silent with regard to the grant of interest as claimed by the

Appellant. The impugned order have not dealt with the detailed submission and binding

gnludicial precedents quoted by them. No find ns have been recorded

*

F

r

\
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concerning the entitlement to interest. Aggrieved by the non-grant of interest, the

Appellant has preferred the present appeals against all 05 impugned orders as per Table-

l, specifically contesting the denial of statutory interest on the refunded amount.

6.3 lt is observed from the Statement of facts submitted by the appellant in their

appeal memorandum that the appellant submitted that pursuant to the finality of the

Order-in-appeals, the appellant filed application for re-assessment and refund of excess

duty paid, alongwith a claim for statutory interest under section 27A of the Customs act,

1962. The appellant submitted that the department sanctioned the refund of the principal

amount without any mention of interest or consequential relief vide their impugned orders.

The appellant further submitted that the impugned refund orders do not deal with the

detailed submissions and binding judicial precedents relied upon by the Appellant. The

orders not considering interest and are therefore non-speaking. Such orders are violative

of principles of natural justice and are liable to be set aside on this ground alone.

6.4 lt is observed that the adjudicating authority, vide the impugned orders

detailed in Table-|, has sanctioned the refund of excess duty paid. However, the said

orders neither mention nor discuss the issue of grant of interest on the sanctioned refund

amount. The Appellant has submitted in the appeal memorandum that no interest has

been granted on the refunds sanctioned vide the impugned orders. On perusal of the

impugned orders, it is evident that there is no discussion or finding with respect to the

claim of interest on the refund amount. lt is further observed from the appeal

memorandum that the Appellant had specifically claimed interest on the refund under

Section 27Aof the Customs Act, '1962. The impugned orders reveal that the adjudicating

authority has neither considered the Appellant's submissions regarding the claim of

interest nor recorded any reasons for not granting the same. Thus, the impugned orders,

to the extent they fail to deal with the claim of interest, are non-speaking orders. ln view

of the above, I find it appropriate to remand the matter to the adjudicating authority for the

limited purpose of examining and deciding the Appellant's clarm for interest in accordance

,.-"with law, after duly considering the submissions made by the Appellant.

$ the request of interest made by the appellant and pass a speaking order by

* g"the principles of natural justice in terms of sub-section (3) of Section 12BA of the

'c r rtoms Act, 1962. ln this regard, I also rely upon the judgment of Hon'ble High Court

of Gujarat in case of Medico Labs - 2004 (173) ELT 117 (Gut.) judgment of Hon'ble

Bombay High Court in case of Ganesh Benzoplast Ltd. [2020 (374) E.L.T 552 (Bom')]

and judgments of Hon'ble Tribunals in case of Prem steels P. Ltd. [ 2012-IlOl-1317 -

CESTAT-DELI and the case of Hawkins cookers Lld 12012 (284) E.L.T. 677(Tri. - Del)l

r to remand the case underwherein it was held that Commissioner (Appeals) has powe
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Section-35A(3) of the Central Excise Act, 1944 and Section-'128A(3) of the Customs Act,

1962. The adjudicating authority, while passing the order in remand proceedings, shall

also consider the submissions made in the present appeal and pass speaking order after

following principles of natural justice.

Accordingly the appeals of the appellant, detailed as per Table-|, are7

allowed by way of remand.

lLr,], '. .

b' AMIT G
Commissio peals)

Customs, Ahmedabad

Date: 30 03.2026

F. No: S/49-404/CUS/AH D/Janl25-26 (1)

S/49-468 to 47OlCUS/AH D lF ebl25-26 (3)

S/49-61 2/CUS/AH D/Mrch/25-26 ( 1 )

By Email / Speed Post (As per Section '153 of the Customs Act, 1962

Through Speed Post:

M/s. Nico Extrusions Ltd.,
14, Niraj lndustrial Estate,

Off Mahakali Caves Road, Andheri (East),

Mumbai-400093, Maharashtra.

(

i

Page 10 of 10

harish@metallovsrecvclino.com / n ico@nicoex.com

Copy to:

1. The Chief Commissioner of Customs Gujarat, Custom House, Ahmedabad.

(email: ccoahm-quj@nic. in )
2. The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Ahmedabad.

(email: cus-ahmd-q ui@ n ic. in rra-customsahd@qov. in )
3. The pspufy Commissioner of Customs, ICD- TUMB, Dist.-Valsad-396150.

(cusicd{u mb@qov. in )
4. Guard File.


