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ARISING OUT OF dated 09.06.2021 passed by the Additional
ORDER - IN - ORIGINAL NO. Commissioner of Customs (in-charge ICD-
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ORDER- IN-APPEAL ISSUED ON: 16.03.2026

b (1) M/s. Shree Sai Ram Textiles,

[} G{ﬂlﬁiﬁai {9 ydr th i .

NAME ' AND ADDEESS JOb. dhE 501, 5™ floor, International Business Centre
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(2) Shri. Hirenbhai Kantibhai Kheni, Partner,
M/s. Shree Sai Ram Textiles,

501, 5" floor, International Business Centre
(IBC), Dumas Road, Surat — 395007.

Page 10f 12




F.No. 5/49-59,60/CUS/AHD/MAY/2025-26

g Vi S8 sfed & Froft SuahT & ferg qoa 7 ot ot & fora =1 78 ol fhar g,

This copy is granted free of cost for the private use of the person to whom it is issued.,

HHATe U 1962 BT 4R 120 S SV (1) @uT ERITE) S ol Pratared ARG S aaT S
T H BIS A 387 AW F U F1 IEd TEHH HIA1 8 A1 37 I 3 Wy R arfr@ A 3
TEH & 3feR 3R wiraige afia emded waxie), R g, e fawm dwg anf, =5
Reeeht &t grdteror s g IR WA B,

Under Section 129 DD(1) 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 Sccretary (Revision Application), Ministry of Finance, (Department of Revenue)
Parliament Street, New Delhi within 3 months from the date of communication of the order.

Fafafa safam TSR/ Order relating to :

& & =Y A TgIae SIS AT,

(a)

any goods imported on haggage,

()

wﬁmmﬁégﬁﬂﬂmﬁmwﬁﬁmmﬁmmwwmqmmﬁ
1 I TS RIT W IAR 917 & R sifdra A1 Sar = o U a1 39 w08 W 1R Iq 10
HIA S AT H Srifard 7rer & wH

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

an

HHaTRIes arfufam, 1962 % AT X TUT IHP N a=TT 7T F1awl & dgd Yoo aTqa] B S,

(©)

Payment of drawback as provided in Cha pter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made thereunder.

QARTEAUT TG U W1d (~raaraei & [arey WRey & 5eqd 3T N R orie Saas i &
wTet 3R 3w & Wy Prafif@a srrera wow g wiite -

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 :

PIC BI T, 1870 & 7 .6 ATHAT | B AN FruTTe [T TQ SR 36 T 3 4 whe,
et oo ufer & varw 39 Bt marey yew fRwe @ e AR,

(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.

(@)

Tz GXATAvl &b Sraral AT e ATaRT F1 4 wierdd, are &t

(b)

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

YRI&T & forg srrde @t 4wl

(c)

4 capies of the Application for Revision,

QRG] TG QTR TR & (T8 ATATIe® HATUTRTH, 1962 @UTETra) & Fuid o e
Wite v qvs wraftelv fafdy wel & i st amar @ & %. 200~ @ @ 9 A )T .1000/-
(FQ T EAIR AT ) ST o0t wrovent €13 §eafRra e & yiiore wer A.oR.6 B} gt
f e T T ST T T 4 @ AR FUT U aa a1 SHR B9 81 a) 0 v B
U H ¥.200/- 3R afg v ar@ & 3ifire 8 ) o & =0 5 %.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 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 rupees, the fee is Rs. 1000/
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G H. z%m%@ﬁ%mmm%mﬁﬁﬁﬁwmﬁm
Hal gt at @ drarges AfUfam 1962 B URT 129 T (1) F o B ot w3 # g,
IS Yo IR FaT & ydta Afiszor & wre Fafif@d rd wefla svwsa &

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 Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at the following address :

, Puld 3G Waﬁaﬁﬁ' Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate
rditfergafiresvor, ufist =it dis Tribunal, West Zonal Bench

gert wfora, agareht wad, Aee fRWR="R | 2% Floor, Bahumali Bhavan, Nr. Girdhar Nagar
dl, SHIRAT, eHgIdIg-380016 Bridge, Asarwa, Ahmedabad-380 016

w
h

AT MU, 1962 BT URT 129 T (6) & U, Hramges sfufum, 1962 FTURT120T (1) &
= ardfier & wry PruferfE yew doaw g3 Tl

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 -

(@)

US| Wratd ATHd J Wigl feu! HHATRled AU GIRT A 1497 Yo IR TS a4 TaT 77 |
%S B P W U 9G¥ U 9T U HH Bl df U §WR IUT.

()

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;

()

3t & wrafud ArHe & wel few SIHTRIed TSR gIRT AT 7141 Yo 1Y Tl a4l @aT 41
T B T H UlY 91E TUT ¥ SifUs g A= 398 uary ara 9 34t 7 81 al; Uid §9R $UT

(b)

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 ;

(n

i | grafua e J gl e SIHATRes USRI gRT | 74T Yo 3% AT a1 amar 747
&S B ¥ U 9d FU¢ | 3fUF g 91 g §9R $UT.

(¢)

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

()

5 AW P [AoG UG b WHA AT T Yed & 10 % T DA Y, 561 Yo dT Yeoob U9 &8 [adig
HEWES H10 % HE B W98l Had &8 a1 | ¢, 3dier war s |

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

o STUfaH B URT 129 (T) & Saiid dia WIIYHI0T & GHE TR TS 3Tded UF- (F) IS

e & forg un wrafoat @t guRA & forg o faeedt s vt & forg fvg 71w ordied - - s

aﬁ;ﬂﬁ'ﬁm TS UF BT Uearad & fre grar 3mde & |1y $Ud uTd W1 &1 Yo o e g

_ j?der section 129 (a) of the said Act, every application made before the Appellate Tribunal-

) 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

1 M/s. Shree Sai Ram Textiles, 501, 5" floor, International Business Centre
(IBC), Dumas Road, Surat-395007 (hereinafter referred as ‘the appellant-1’) and
Shri. Hirenbhai Kantibhai Kheni, Partner of M/s. Shree Sai Ram Textiles
(hereinafter referred as ‘the appellant-2’) have filed the present appeals under
Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962, against Order-In-Original No.
06/BPS/ADC-SRT/2021-22 dated 09.06.2021 (hereinafter referred to as ‘the
impugned order’) passed by the Additional Commissioner of Customs (in-charge
ICD Sachin), Surat (hereinafter referred to as ‘the adjudicating authority’).

2. Facts of the case, in brief, are that the appellant-1 has imported 10 set of
Computerised Embroidery Machinery under EPCG Licence No. 5230007211
dated 06.07.2010 by saving Customs duty of Rs. 10,25,569/- under cover of six
Bills of Entry filed with Customs, ICD-Sachin, during the period of 22.07.2010 to
11.08.2010. The appellant-1 had also submitted Bond and Bank Guarantee, as
per the prescribed procedure. It appeared that the appellant-1 failed to fulfill the
export obligation within the prescribed period and therefore, a Show Cause
Notice bearing F.No. VIII/10-21/0O&A/ADC/ Sairam/2020 dated 14.07.2020 was
issued to the appellant-1 and the appellant-2 (for penalty). The said SCN has

been adjudicated vide the impugned order.

3. In the impugned order, it has been observed, inter alia, that the appellant-
1 has not fulfilled the export obligation and therefore, the conditions stipulated
under Notification No. 64/2008-Cus dated 09.05.2008 as well as conditions of the
Bond submitted by them had not been fulfilled. So, the adjudicating authority has
passed following order (gist):

» Upheld the demand of Customs duty amounting to Rs. 10,25,569/- with
interest and ordered to recover the same in terms of Notification No.
103/2009 dated 11.09.2009 read with conditions of Bond in terms of Section
143 by enforcing the Bond. Also ordered to appropriate Bank Guarantee
dated 19.07.2010 of Rs. 1,70,000/- issued by Allahabad Bank, which has
been encashed and deposited in Govt. account vide T.R.6 Challan dated
18.03.2020.
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» Ordered to confiscate imported capital goods under Section 110(0) read
with conditions of Bond executed in terms of Section 143 read with
Notification No. 103/2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009. As the goods are not
available for confiscation, imposed redemption fine of Rs. 5,00,000/- under
Section 125 of the Customs Act, 1962.

~ Denied the benefit of concessional rate of duty @3% for EPCG Scheme
under Notification No. 103/2009-Cus dated 11.09.2009 for the imported

goods.

» Imposed a penalty of Rs. 2,00,000/- on the appellant-1 in terms of Section
112(a) of the Customs Act, 1962.

» Imposed a penalty of Rs. 1,00,000/- on the appellant-1 in terms of Section
117 of the Customs Act, 1962.

» Imposed a penalty of Rs. 1,00,000/- on the appellant-2 in terms of Section
112(a) of the Customs Act, 1962.

4. Being aggrieved, the appellant-1 and the appellant-2 have filed the present

appeals.

4.1. The appellant-1 submitted that the impugned order has been passed
without following the principles of natural justice. That they had not received
Show Causes Notice, Personal Hearing Letters and the impugned Order-In-
Original; that they were unaware about issuance of SCN, PH letters and O1O. That
they received a letter dated 06.03.2025 from Superintendent, ICD-Sachin, in

~which a photocopy of the O.1.0. was enclosed and the appellant was asked to

either submit a copy of the appeal, if filed, or pay the Government dues.

R;LCFﬁe appellant-1 further submitted that they have fulfilled the export
oﬁigation before expiry of prescribed period; that they had already exported
goods through third party export against the said License and subsequently BRC
were issued. That the DGFT authorities issued Redemption Letter vide letter
F.No. 52/21/165/00934/AM21/ dated 04.08.2022 and thus granted Export
Obligation Discharge Certificate (‘EODC’) in this regard (copy submitted). That

the export obligation stipulated in the license has been met in full in proportion to
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duty amount utilized by them. The appellant-1 further submitted that the present
proceedings are in violation of CBEC Circular No. 16/2017-Cus dated 02.05.2017.
After reproducing contents of the said Circular, the appellant-1 has requested to
set aside the impugned order. The appellant-1 further submitted that the
Department already made encashment of the Bank Guarantee way before
issuance of Order-in-Original, which is not proper. The appellant also contested
the order towards confiscation of goods when the goods are not available; and

contested order towards imposition of penalties.

4.3. The appellant-2 submitted inter alia that neither the Show Causes Notice
nor the impugned Order-In-Original was served to / received by the appellants
and as such they were not aware of any such SCN or Ol0. That they received a
letter dated 06.03.2025 from Superintendent, ICD-Sachin, in which a photocopy
of the 0.1.0. was enclosed and the appellant was asked to either submit a copy of

the appeal, if filed, or pay the Government dues.

4.4. The appellant-2 further submitted that the impugned order has been
passed without following the principles of natural justice. Without prejudice to
above, he further submitted that in the impugned order, it is not demonstrated as
to how he had reasons to believe that the goods dealt by him were liable for
confiscation. He further submitted that when the export obligation has already
been fulfiled and DGFT has issued a Redemption Letter F.No.
52/21/165/00934/AM21/ dated 04.08.2022, imposition of penalty upon him does

not survive.

ADMISSION OF APPEALS

5. One set of the both appeal memorandums have been forwarded to the

adjudicating authority for comments vide this office letters dated 04.07.2025, but
no reply thereof has been received. So, | proceed to decide the appeal on the

basis of documents submitted by the appellants.

6. The appellant-1 has submitted a copy of the T.R.-6 Challan No. 82/19-20
dated 18/23.03.2020 for Rs.1,70,000/- through which the amount towards
encashment of Bank Guarantee dated 19.07.2010 has been deposited in Govt.
Account. In the Form No. C.A.-1 it has been mentioned to consider this amount

as payment of pre-deposit. The appellant-2 has submitted a copy of the T.R.-6
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Challan No. 18/25-26 dated 01/07.05.2025 for Rs. 7,500/- as pre-deposit for filing

appeal against the impugned order.

T In the both Form No. C.A.-1, the appellants have shown the date of
communication of the impugned order dated 09.06.2021, as “08.03.2025".
Whereas, both appeals have been received in this office on 09.05.2025. Thus,
both appeals have been filed after 62 days from the declared date of
communication of order. Both appellants have filed application for condonation

of delay of 02 days in filing appeal under Section 128(1) of the Customs Act, 1962.

8. The appellants have submitted a copy of their letter dated 15.05.2024
addressed to the Deputy Commissioner of Customs, ICD-Sachin, in which they
have mentioned, inter alia, that they had completed export obligation and
submitted required documents for release of Bank Guarantee and Bond; that
from their Bank they came to know that Customs Department has encashed the
Bank Guarantee. In the said letter it has been further mentioned that they had not
received the Order-In-Original, as their office address has been changed. So, the
appellant-1 had requested to re-despatch the Order at their new address. In
reply, the Superintendent of Customs, |ICD-Sachin, has issued a letter F.No.
ICD/Sachin/466/2010-11 dated 06.03.2025 stating inter alia that the SCN and OIO
has been served as per Section 153 of the Customs Act, 1962, on the available
addresses; that all documents have been returned undelivered; that however,
Xerox copy of the Order-in-Original No. 06/BPS/ADC-SRT/2021-22 dated
09.06.2021 has been provided on new address.

-9, In view of the above correspondence, it appears that prior to the date

15.06.2024, the appellants had not informed their new address to Customs
D’epg‘rtf,ﬁent with reference to Bond submitted by them for import under EGCG
,th'-é_m"e. So, Customs Department had sent Show Cause Notice and Order-in-

dated 06.03.2025 issued by Superintendent of Customs, ICD-Sachin, all
documents sent by Customs have been returned undelivered; that the appellant
had informed the change of address vide letter dated 15.05.2024 and therefore,
Customs office situated at ICD-Sachin has provided Xerox copy of the impugned
Order vide letter F.No. ICD/Sachin/466/2010-11 dated 06.03.2025 to the appellant

nts have also submitted an envelope with postal

\ Uﬁ/
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tracking of the communication, which show that it has been received by the
appellant on 08.03.2025.

10. In view of the above position, | find that the Order-in-Original No.
06/BPS/ADC-SRT/2021-22 dated 09.06.2021 was not served properly to the
appellant inasmuch as it was returned undelivered. The adjudicating authority
has not reported the mode of service in any other manner and the date on which

the impugned order was served to the appellant under the provisions of Section

153 of the Customs Act, 1962. In absence of any evidence regarding proper

service of the impugned order dated 09.06.2021 and the date of service, | accept
the contention of the appellants to the effect that the impugned order has been
served to them on 08.03.2025, when they have received photocopy of the same
vide letter dated 06.03.2025.

11.  As the impugned order has been served to the appellants on 08.03.2025
and both appeals have been presented in this office on 09.05.2025, there is a
delay of only 02 days, beyond the prescribed period of 60 days, for filing of
appeals. In exercise of power given under the Proviso to Section 128(1) of the
Customs Act, 1962, | condone the delay of 02 days in filing both appeals and admit

the appeals, which are being taken up for disposal.

PERSONAL HEARING

12.  Personal Hearings in this matter was fixed on 21.01.2026. The appellants,
from the email id rupeshtrivedi18@gmail.com, sought adjournment. Personal
Hearing in respect of both appeals was held in virtual mode on 10.03.2026, which
has been attended by Shri. Rakshit V. Dave, Advocate, on behalf of the
appellants. He reiterated the submissions made at the time of filing of appeals.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS

13. I have carefully gone through the written as well as oral submissions made

by or on behalf of the appellant-1 viz. M/s. Shree Sai Ram Textiles and the
appellant-2 viz. Shri. Hirenbhai Kantibhai Kheni, Partner of M/s. Shree Sai Ram
Textiles, Surat. The issue involved in the appeal is regarding sustainability of
demand of duty, interest, penalties and redemption fine on account of non-
submission of Redemption Certificate / Export Obligation Discharge Certificate
(‘EODC’) towards fulfillment of export obligation under EPCG Scheme.
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14. Ifind thatin the appeal memorandum, the appellants have submitted a copy
of the EODC/Bond Waiver Letter issued from F.No. 52/21/021/0324/AM21 dated
04.08.2022 by the office of the Joint DGFT, Surat. As per the said letter, export
obligation in respect of the EPCG Authorisation No. 5230007211 dated
06.07.2010 has been met in full in proportion to duty amount utilized by the
appellant; and consequently, Export Obligation has been discharged against the

said Authorisation in terms of Para 5.13 of H.B. of procedure.

15. In this regard, | observe that the said EODC/Bond Waiver Letter dated
04.08.2022 has been issued after passing of the impugned Order-In-Original No.
06/BPS/ADC-SRT/2021-22 dated 09.06.2021. So, in the impugned order, there is
no discussion about issuance of EODC by the office of the Jt. DGFT, Surat. The
adjudicating authority had no opportunity to examine the correctness and
applicability of the said letter dated 04.08.2022 to the present case. The
impugned order has been passed without considering the EODC letter issued by
the office of the Jt. DGFT, Surat.

16. As regards observance of principles of natural justice before passing the

impugned Order-in-Original, it has been mentioned in Para 13 of the said 0.1.0.

that the noticee did not file any defence reply; that they were provided several

opportunities for personal hearing, but the letters sent to the address available

on record had been returned undelivered by the postal authorities and the said

letters were served by affixing the same on the notice board of Customs Division,

~Surat. In this regard, | observe that provisions of Section 153 of the Customs Act,

1962, regarding service of Show Cause Notice, Order-in-Original and letters
towﬂardls Personal Hearing have not been properly followed in these matters.

\ “"‘;_._;;:ﬁ:;_lv-"{IService by affixing copy of the communication on notice board, as

\ :';':Fr;éntioned in Section 153(e) should be done as a last recourse, when the

communication cannot be served as per clauses (a), (b), (c), (ca) and (d) of

Section 153. Further, in this case, the communications were not affixed in some

conspicuous place at the last known place of business or residence of the person

to whom they have been issued, as mentioned in the first half of clause 153(e); but

they have been affixed on notice board as mentioned in the second half of Section

153(e), which is not proper. As mentioned in Section 153(e) itself, when service
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of communication by affixing itin some conspicuous place at the last known place
of business or residence is not practicable for any reason, then, it can be served
by affixing COpy on the notice board of the office or uploading on the official
website, if any. In the case on hand, it is nowhere mentioned that it was not
practicable to serve the SCN and communications towards personal hearing by
affixing on the last known place of business or residence. Therefore, | am of the
view that service of the communications by affixing on notice board in this case
is not proper and therefore, principles of natural justice have not been properly

observed before passing the impugned order.

18.  Under this situation, | am of the view that remitting the cases for passing
fresh order after considering the submission of appellants, becomes sine qua non
to meet the ends of justice. Accordingly, the cases are required to be remanded
back in terms of clause (b) of sub-section (3) of Section 128A of the Customs Act

1962, for passing fresh order by following the principal of natural justice.

19. In view of the above discussion, the both matters are remanded to the
adjudicating authority for passing fresh order after considering the documents
regarding fulfilment of export obligation, which are to be submitted by the
appellants to the adjudicating authority i.e. the Additional Commissioner of
Customs, Surat, as well as to the Assistant Commissioner of Customs, ICD-
Sachin, Surat, within a period of 15 days from the date of receipt of this order.
The appellants shall mention their new address, contact number and email id in
their future communications. Contact details of the Advocate/Consultant
appointed by the appellants, if any, shall also be given to the adjudicating
authority. After receipt of these documents, the adjudicating authority shall pass

de novo adjudication order in this matter by following principles of natural justice.

20. Asregards powers of Commissioner (Appeals) to remand cases, | rely upon
the judgment of Hon’ble High Court of Gujarat in case of Medico Labs - 2004 (173)
ELT 117 (Guj.), judgment of Hon'ble Bombay High Court in case of Ganesh
Benzoplast Ltd. [2020 (374) E.L.T. 552 (Bom.)] and orders of Hon’ble Tribunal in
case of Prem Steels P. Ltd. [2012-TIOL-1317-CESTAT-DEL] and Hawkins Cookers
Ltd. [2012 (284) E.L.T. 677 (Tri. — Del)], wherein it has been held that
Commissioner (Appeals) has power to remand the case under Section 35A(3) of
the Central Excise Act, 1944 and Section 128A(3) of the Customs Act, 1962.
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Further, these appeals fall under situation covered by Section 128A(3)(b)(i) of the
Customs Act, 1962, which state that when an order or decision has been passed
without following the principles of natural justice, the Commissioner (Appeals)
may refer the matter back to the adjudicating authority with directions for fresh

adjudication or decision.

21. In view of the above facts, discussion and findings, | pass the following

order:

ORDER

21.1. | set aside the Order-In-Original No. 06/BPS/ADC-SRT/2021-22 dated
09.06.2021 and remand both matters for de-novo adjudication to the adjudicating
authority, i.e. the Additional Commissioner of Customs (in-charge: ICD-Sachin),

Surat.

21.2. | direct the appealant-1, viz. M/s. Shree Sai Ram Textiles, and the
appellant-2, viz. Shri. Hirenbhai Kantibhai Kheni, to submit copies of EODC and
all other relevant documents to the office of the adjudicating authority and also to
the office of the Assistant Commissioner of Customs, ICD-Sachin, within a period
of 15 days from the date of receipt of this order, which shall be considered by the

adjudicating authority before passing de-novo adjudication order.

R

//_Qjﬁ‘The appeals filed by M/s. Shree Sai Ram Textiles and Shri. Hirenbhai

[/ _ Karitib_hai Kheni, are allowed by remand without expressing any view on merits.

N\ K R T
., e [ LY
~ VIE? -
~ i -
A
[} b
M

(AMIT TA)
Commissioner (Appeals),
Customs, Ahmedabad

1 ! ; .
ClLISTMMID 3 ] o) ALINCT (=)
CUSTOMS (AFPPEALS), AKMEDABAD

F.No. S/49-59/CUS/AHD/MAY/2025-26 Date: 16.03.2026
Si49—60/CUSIAHDIMAYI2025-%_} +
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By Speed Post (As per Section 153(1)(b) of the Customs Act, 1962)

To

(1) M/s. Shree Sai Ram Textiles,

501, 5" floor, International Business Centre (IBC),
Dumas Road, Surat - 395007.

(2) Shri. Hirenbhai Kantibhai Kheni, Partner,

M/s. Shree Sai Ram Textiles,

501, 5" floor, International Business Centre (IBC),
Dumas Road, Surat - 395007.

Copy to: By email only

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

(email: ccoahm-guj@nic.in )

2. The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Ahmedabad.

(email: cus-ahmd-guj@nic.in rra-customsahd@gov.in )

3. The Additional Commissioner of Customs (in-charge: ICD-Sachin), Surat,
Custom House, Magdalla Port, 4™ Floor, @9292 Building, Near Metro Mall,
Vesu VIP Road, Althan, Surat-395017.

4. The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs, ICD-Sachin,
Module-II, Diamond Park, Near Sachin Railway Station, Sachin, Surat - 394230.

(email: icd-sachin@gov.in )

55 Shri. Rakshit Dave, Advocate, Surat.

(email: rdavetax@gmail.com )

\j/ Guard File.
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