
s I 49-227 I CUSI AHD t24 -25

wqlr.fd

Sqr {-tr(rffio rngffi ot o-lqfdq, crdrrcFlt(

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS (APPEALS), AHMEDABAD,

dlfr {Fo atn Ftoor, 6ss1 qq;l HUDCo Bhawan, tt-t Usr tg lshwar Bhuvan Road

fEtrfSI Navrangpura, of6TEI6IK Ahmedabad - 380 oog

tr{qF[ ffi'Ci-S Tet. No. 079-26589281

DtN - 20251271 MN000061 136D

q
pr{ds@r F|LE No s I 49 -227 I C U S I AHD t24 -2 5

AH D-CUSTM.OOO.APP.466.25-26

E G{fl-d onesr €gt o RDE R-r N-

APPEAL NO. 1*in gcffi sduFqq,

1e62 01ERr 1286'+'

.:iarlo11u ru oen s ECTtoN 1 28A

OF THE CUSTOMS ACT, 1962) :

TI ql lilfi-df PASSED BY Shri Amit Gupta

Commissioner of Customs (Appeals),

Ahmedabad

s Rrrfi DATE 05.12.2025

P
ffi
w

:-_

s{fi-d BrTarTol€ Efud6
ING OUT OF ORDER-IN-

ORIGINAL NO.1
t..,

Order - ln - Original No.

02/lCD-Valvada/DC-SVS/RE F/

SHoBHA/2024-25

dated 06.11.2024

-eEPdifid ofltcrqT{6ri s1fudF
ORDER- IN-APPEAL ISSUED

ON:

05 12.2025

6
erffioIqFTEldT NAME AND

ADDRESS OF THE APPELLANT
M/s. Shobha Plastics Private Limited,

29-8, Roopkamal, S.V.Road, Nr. Dena Bank,

Mumbai-400 067

Page 1 of 9

M/s. Shobha Plastics Private Limited,

5102,4th Phase, GIDC, Vapi, Gujarat.



1

2

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

& w<-+r fr ot{ arfu rfl.Tre{ri r{tri +1 en-5e rrqr orm dd rs sntn o1crRo1ar+€
t l c-fi+ t. oi-cr vw s6urga* rfoo 1vril6r drilu-o, ia-r c-rrmq ctrww Ermn iis{ qFf,

T{ ffi 61 g-{ff rrw vrte+ u-qa o-t rot ?.

q6 g{i Ew qrft

1962 IIT{I 129

TgIirq 116

(1) (q?fi

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 Secretary (Revision Application), Minjstry of Finance, (Department of Revenue)

Parliament street, New Delhi within 3 months from the date of communication of the order.

Order relating to

(6( Fq qrf,.

(a ) any goods imported on baggage

(t{(
ql tsTI qEral B{Fl qT ufltqr+}.fuS qtftrdqrdB-fltnqr}Ir{qr tsRrrtrqRrr{q{ riltrrg
qro o1 qrfl fr qtlerd qrd * o,,ff d.

erfil rr{n TTdq B{FI Irt ;I rrg qrdqrta Eril{ r{r{d

(b)

(TI (

(c)

any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into lndia, 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.

Payment of drawback as provided in chapter x of customs Act, 1962 and the rules made thereunder

o1 qrqlrft srt* s-s * lgru ffifud orrqn fisr di erBq :

eIl4f{ x 6q11962

c-qlds-{{r

d-6d{@.q-dTq rrq

&ful qT WTIiI qis3

(6)

(a)

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 b

4 copies of this ordet bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy as

Schedule 1 item 6 of the Court Fee Act, 1870.

4

erprescri,be( u

v:
c€, B1 07 6€rd rrq ss3riqrt

erfl-61 frsfr +sq=Tg qrq]-erq+1(r+' fu6-c eFrI fr{r qrBs{.ffi

(t{)
(b)

(TI)

(c)

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

{IEE[ sTETT'I TIRI 1rO 4

qful 4

(d)

AI{r{ 1952 (IIqr sfrl
rffq, at€Eu-s.qqft oi-tfrfrvq-6t.qft{*'srrfi-{ ondrtCo. ,ee7-1-svqdqlqrrqrr.rooo/-
(Fqg \16' Egrt qr, I *cr rft qrrsr d, t vq fuc Urcn t qqrFr6' q-{r{ fl.em.s sff d cftqi.
qfr {o,, qirrr rrqr qrq, oqrqrrrrndBsffffi 3fusqq \1o.crtrqre.rr+6-q6idt+ sts]
Fq A F.2 oo/- sfu qE \'6 crcs * vfuo 61 6 q1* S' sq i u. r ooo/-

The duplicate copy of the T.R.6 challan evidencing payment of Rs.2ool- (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 ltems being the fee prescribed in the customs Act, 1962 (as

amended) for filing a Revision Application. tf the amount of duty and interest demanded, fine or
penalty levied is one lakh rupees or less, {ees as Rs.200/- and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the
fee is Rs.1000/-.

,q
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4 copies of the Application for Revision.
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Elz Fv$-+ qfut qrrd }- srsro q-{ qrrd } w*i-u fr qft o't{ qfr rs ent{r d rn6-d

rrqworcrd*a$qqpitftftqc tgoz sit UrtI rze g (1) * stti-<qi{fr.s.-s C$qrgo,,
irfi g-srE {@ sfu €-o ol sr0-s eifYowr * qtq ffifua rr} tr{ srfto ot rot t

rki4

ln respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrieved by thts

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 :

Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate

Tribunal, West Zonal Ben(h

--ii{lqr{w,, 
+-nq s-crE Ew s t-fl o-t eifrfuq

crltro.-{uT, qfH &iqtrd'

qsfr cEE, E-gqTd qEa, fr'rc Fntrwrt Tf,
3filf{ql, 3rflIAl6ll-d- 3 800 1 6

2nd Floor, Bahumali Bhavan,

Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,

Ahmedabad-380 016

5 ffiffi,lgoz sft $rtr 129 q (6) * er$a, *qrg-tr rrfuftqc, re62 rh1 qRT lze g (1)

t qfi-{ orfi-fl & nnr Frsfrfud Ves' {-6n d+ qrBq-

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 -

cs) sr+f, + sqfud qrr& fr q-6i ffi Sqt{w- q{U6rt gqr qirl rrqr {F'ollr aqrq eqr srrnn
rrqr <s a1 roq liq fl-s{ Fqq rn ifirS oc d d q6' EsR €'qq.

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;

G{) crrrA i[ sdi ffi ffcrg-tr orfffi 6rtr qirfl rrqr {@ ortr qfq ilqr drnqr
rrqr <s at T6-q fr qrc ts.qq * rtl0.s' d tfu -r u qt rrErfl ercs * 3rlqe c d d, ciq EsR tqs

(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 ;

(TI) orftd + swfud qrrA fr q-di fulft *qr5tr ctfM Ertr qirfi rTqr {E B{tt qrq aqr rrrrm
rrqT dB a1 Tsq [srs 6rq FqS i rrf$6- d *, ew rwn wq.

(c)
where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of Customs rn

the case to which the appeal relates is more than fifty lakh rupees, ten thousand rupees

'q., .r"-ti

ileni, q'jt W {@ ar 2"r 0 .}r<r erqi qr, q6i {'s qr {-6 {o 6s fror< C f, q1 6g } zr o .rr<r

6{i qr, q6i }-id iE hqrq i t, 3{fi-d €{r qtq,n
{s oneYr } ftFg rfu-r{nr

[.,]$
appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or duty and

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

-q ilqftftqqqfl rrm r zg (qt } ort.fu .xffo vrfYwur } trca ErT{ q-*fi sr}Ec q*- ro *o
' sntqr & fts qr rroM o1 UErr+ * fuq qr ffi om c+q-{ + fts fus rlq 3{ftcr : - GIIFII (EI)

srftq qr qr+fi qr o-r u-cqr{a }- frs Erw qr+fi }' Hr.{ eqa dE €1 E r {@ fr dffi d+ iltrq.
Under section 129 (a) of the said Act, every application made before the Appellale 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

(a)
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M/s. shobha prastics private Limited,s1o2,4th phase, GrDC, Vapi, Gujarat.
(hereinafter referred to as 'the Appellant') have filed the present appeal challenging the
order - ln - originat No.: 02/lcD-Valvada/DC-svs/REF/sHoBHA/2024-2s dated
06.11 2024 (hereinafter referred to as 'the impugned order') passed by the Deputy
Commissioner, Customs,

authority').

ICD - Valvada (hereinafter referred to as ,adjudicating

2. Facts of the case, in brief, are that the Directorate Generar of Revenue
lntelligence, Ahmedabad (hereinafter referred to as the DGRI) had booked a case against

the appellant for import of Vitrified Tiles (other than lndustrial Tiles) by his mis-declaring

the Country of Origin as Malaysia instead of China with malafide intention to evade anti-
dumping duty chargeable thereon in terms of Notification No 73l2003-cus dated
01 .05.2003. During the course of investigation, the appellant had paid an amount of Rs.20

Lakhs towards their purported Anti-Dumping Duty liability voluntarily without any protest

and under any duress. on conclusion of the investigation, the DGRI had issued three

show cause Notices which were adjudicated vide order-in-original No.:

8/commr/DRl/imporu2008 dated 05.1 1 .2008 by the commissioner of customs,
Ahmedabad. Thereafter the case remained under litigation, the Hon'ble CESTAT

Ahmedabad Bench vide Final order No: A/10736-1023g12022, dated 21 .06.2022 had

allowed the appeal filed by the appellant by setting aside order-ln-original No.: AHM-

cusrM-000-coM-003-18-19 dt. 2o.o4.2oi1. The order passed by Hon'bte CESTAT

Ahmedabad Bench was accepted by the department on monetary grounds as

communicated by the Assistant commissione(RRA), customs, Ahmedabad vide letter

F. N o. : G E N/R EV fi RIB I 57 21 202 1 - R RA dated 28.O9.2022.

2.1 ln view of the Final Order No.: A/10736-.10738t2022, dated 27.06.2022
passed by the Hon'ble oESTAT Ahmedabad Bench, the appellant, vide letter dated _ *
21 .10.2022 had requested for refund of pre-deposit amounting to Rs 20 Lakhs. " ;.-.- :1i.> ;..,

2-2 The refund sanctioning authority i.e. Deputy commissioner, rco-ia1vaaft:'.tll \t*'l
vide OIO No.: Order - ln - Originat No.: 03/lCD-Vatvada/DC-VRt(REF/SHOBHApX22?' tai 

rif ,i
23 dated 04.11.2022 held that in view of the cBlc circular No.: 984/08/2014-cx dited - 1 ,,
16.09.2014, the appellant is entitled to refund of pre-deposit amount of Rs 12,65,1101- ""

@7.5% duty demanded of Rs. 1,68,68,802/-. Accordingly, he has sanctioned refund

amounting to Rs 12,65,1 10/- considering the same as pre-deposit, along with interest

amounting to Rs 3,26,3081 and has rejected the refund amount of Rs 7,34,8901, as the

same cannot be consider as pre-deposit payment as per para 3.1 of the said CBIC

circular.

2.3 Being aggrieved by the above said OIO dated 04.11.2022, appeal was filed

before the commissioner(A), customs Ahmedabad who vide order-ln-Appeal No.: AHD-

Page 4 of 9
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CUSTM-000-APP-OO7-24-25 dated 17.04.2024 remanded the matter to the adjudicating

authority to pass speaking order afresh following principle of natural justice and legal

provisions.

2.4 The adjudicating authority in his impugned order dt. 06.11.2024, has relied

upon CBIC Circular No.: 984/08i2014-CX dated 16.09.2014, M/s Ajni lnteriors vs Union

of lndia order dated 0410912019 passed by the High Court of Gujarat, Ranbaxy

Lbaorataris V/s UOI 2011(273) ELT (SC), Hon'ble High Court, Banglore, CCE(A) V/S

KVR Constuction-2012(26) STR 195(KAR) (18.11.2010) and followed the directions

given under OIA dated 17.04.2024. Accordingly, he has sanctioned refund amounting to

Rs 7,34,890/- under Section 27 of lhe Customs Act, 1962 to the appellant. There was no

sanctioning of interest on the above refunded amount .

3. Being aggrieved and dissatisfied with the impugned order passed by the

Adjudicating Authority, the Appellant have filed present appeal. The Appellant have, tnfer-

a/ra, submitted detailed submissions on following points in support of their contentions :

F That the appellant submits that order dated 06.11.2024 of the Deputy

Commissioner to the extent he declined to grant interest on refund amount

sanctioned by him is not legal and proper and is liable to be set aside to that extent.

He erred in not appreciating that appellant has deposited an ad hoc amount during

investigation under coercive steps by the officers of department, under the

circumstances, amounts got deposited from appellant before creation of liability

adjudged against appellant invariably carried interest following principles of

restitution as per the settled judicial principles and precedents in this behalf. He

should have accordingly sanctioned interest from the date of deposit on the refund

amount of Rs. 7.34,890lsanctioned to the appellant.

That the Deputy Commissioner has refrained from granting interest to the appellant

on the premises that since amount is being refunded within three months date of

ribunal order daled 27.06,2022 and thal appellant in its application has only

ught for refund of pre-deposit. Learned Deputy Commissioner erred is not

.t ppreciating that it is settled law by the following decisions department should

return interest of pre-deposit amount during an investigation. The appellant in this

behalf relies on the following decisions

(i) M/s. KESAR ENTERPRTSES VERSUS COMMISSIONER OF CENTRAL

GOODS & SERVTCE TAX, NOIDA-2021 (11) TMI-595

(ii) MiS. Parle Agro Pvt Ltd V. Commissioner of CGST-202 1 (5) fMl 870 (All. Tri),

(iii) M/s ONGC Ltd. V. Commissioner of Customs, Mumbai 2007(215) ELT 166

(sc)

Page 5 of 9
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That the apperrant deposited a totar of Rs.20,00,000r during invesilgation vide
challan Nos. 3r2 dated 27.12.2006, 327 dated 03.01 .2ooz, and 357 dated
31 .01 .2007. The rearned Adjudicating Authority erred in rerying upon para 3.1 of
GBEC circular No. 984/08/2014-cX dated 16.09.2014, which crarifies that any
amount paid over and above the stipurated pre-deposit under section 12gE of the
Customs Act, 1 962 shall not be treated as a pre_deposit.

since the entire amount was deposited during 2006-07, much before the Finance
Acl. 2014 introduced mandatory pre-deposit provisions, the said circurar cannot be
applied retrospectively. As per para 1.2 of the same circular, the amended
provisions apply only to appeals filed on or after 06.0g.20.14, while all earlier
appeals remain governed by the erstwhile provisions.

Therefore, the reriance praced by the Adjudicating Authority on the said circular is

misplaced. The amount of Rs 20,00,000/- deposited during investigation must be
treated as a pre-deposit.

F That in the earlier olo dated 04.11.2022, the Department itself sanctioned interest

@ 6% on the pre-deposit amount of Rs.12,65,110/- (from 19.07.2018-date of
CESTAT appear firingto 04.11.2022 date of refund sanction), amounting to
Rs.3,26,308/-. However, in the de novo adjudication vide oro dated 06.11.2024,
although the balance refund of Rs.7,34,g90/- was sanctioned, interest was not
granted. lt is now a setfled position of raw that pre-deposits are refundabre along
with interest @12o/o pet annum from the date of deposit till the date of refund.

Reliance is placed on the decision Ms. parre Agro pvt. Ltd. V. commissioner,
central Goods & service Tax, Noida 2021(s) TMlgTo-cESTAT, Allahabad.

! That in another case of M/s. Bhavani rndustries lndia LLp, the commissioner
(Appeals ) vide order-in-Appear dated 23.06.2025, rerying upon CESTAT Finar
order dated 18.01 .2024, granted interest 12% perannumfrom thedateof deposit
on the refunded amount. "' 

.=.

4. Personal hearing in the matter was herd on 15.10.202s, Ms. Anshu Gupta
Advocate and Shri Rahul Gajera, Advocate, appeared for hearing through virtual mode
on behalf of the Appellant. They had reiterated the submissions made at the time of filing
of appeal. They submitted additional submission dated 16.10.2025 in the matter.

DISCUSSI N&FI NDINGS:-

Before going into the merits of the case, I find from the Form C.A._ .l that

o
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the impugned order passed on 06.1 1.2024 and the present appeal has been filed on

22.11.2024, therefore, it is filed within 60 days as stipulated under Section 128 (1) of the

Customs Act, 1962. As the appeal has been filed against rejection of interest on the

refunded amount and no demand has been raised vide the impugned order, pre-deposit

under the provisions of Section 129 E of the Customs Act, 1962 is not required. As the

appeal has been filed within the stipulated time-limit, it has been admitted and being taken

up for disposal on merits.

6. I have carefully gone through the appeal memorandum as well as records

of the case and the submissions made on behalf of the Appellant during the course of

hearing. The issue to be decided in the present appeal is whether the impugned order

passed by the adjudicating authority by not sanctioning interest on refunded amount of

Rs.7,34,890/-, in the facts and circumstances of the case, is legal and proper or otherwise.

6.1 lt is observed that the DGRI had booked a case against the appellant for

import of Vitrified Tiles (other than lndustrial Tiles) by mis-declaring the Country of Origin

as Malaysia, instead of actual China, with malafide intention to evade anti-dumping duty

chargeable thereon in terms of Notification No 73l2003-Cus, dated 01.05.2003. lt is

observed that, during the course of investigation, the appellant voluntarily deposited an

amount of t20,00,000/- towards their anti-dumping duty liability, without any protest or

under any duress. The case remained under litigation and finally decided by the Hon'ble

CESTAT, Ahmedabad Bench vide Final Order No. A/10736-1073812022, dated

27 .06.2022 which was accepted by the department on monetary grounds.

6.2 ln view of the Final Order No. A/10736-1073812022 dated 27.06.2022

passed by the Hon'ble CESTAT, Ahmedabad Bench, the appellant, vide letter dated

21.10.2022 had requested for refund of pre-deposit amounting to Rs. 20 Lakh.

The Deputy Commissioner, ICD-Valvada vide OIO No.: 03/lCD-

a/DC-VRI(REF/SHOBHA/2022-23 dated 04. 1 1 .2022 partial ly allowed the refu nd

f Rs 12,65,1101 alongwith interest Rs 3,26,3081 and rejected the refund amount

s 7,34,8901. Against this OlO, appeal was filed by the appellant wlth the

)

*
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Commissioner(A), Customs Ahmedabad, who vide OIA No.: AHD-CUSTM-000-APP-007-

24-25 daled 17.04.2024, remanded the matter to the adjudicating authority to pass fresh

order after following the principle of natural justice. ln pursuance of the directions

contained in said OlA, the adjudicating authorlty sanctioned a refund amount of Rs.

7,34,8901- under Section 27 of lhe Customs Act, 1962. However, no findings were

recorded with regard to the liability of interest on the said refund amount in final order

portion.
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7. lt is observed from oro No. 03/rcD-varvada/DC-vRr(REF/sHoBHA/2022-

23 dated 04.11.2022 that, out of the total t2o,oo,o00 deposited during the investigation,
an amount of t12,65,110 (7.5vo of the duty amount of t1,68,69,802) was refunded as
pre-deposit, along with interest of t3,26,30g under section 27 of lhe customs Act, .1g62.

However, amountof Rs.7,34,8901 (Rs.20,0O,OOO/- - Rs. 12,65,110/_)rejectedby
taking view that the same cannot be considered as pre-deposit as per para 3.1 of the
circular no. : 98418120 1 4-CX. Dated 1 6. 09.2024.

7.2 lt is further observed that the adjudicating authority, while passing the

impugned order, has failed to consider and address the question of interest under Section

27A of the customs Act, 1962. The order does not contain any reasoned discussion and

findings explaining the basis for denying interest on the refunded amount, thereby

rendering it non-speaking and inadequate on this crucial aspect of the matter. Although,

various iudicial pronouncements relating to grant of interest from the date of depg.sjtr, .

@12o/o were cited before the adjudicating authority, the same have neither bEen,

examined nor discussed in the impugned order. The failure to consider and,'recorJt,'-...

findings on these cited judgments, as well as on the statutory entitlement to interest,

renders the impugned order non-speaking and legally unsustainable. ln the absence of

such findings, the order is not a complete and defective in law. Hence, the impugned

order is non - speaking order so far as it has not dealt with the appellant,s claim for

interest on refund amount.

8. ln view of the above, lfind that remitting the present appeal to the

adjudicating authority for passing a fresh order, after examining the Appellant's

submissions and the legal provisions regarding interest on the refunded amount of Rs.

7,34,8901- under Section 27 of the Customs Act, 1962, has become a sine qua non to

meet the ends of justice. Accordingly, the case is remanded back to the adjudicating

authority, in terms of sub- section 3 (b) of Section 128A ot the Customs Act, .1962, for

passing a fresh order by following the principles of natural justice. In this regard, I also

rely upon the judgment of Hon'ble High Court of Gujarat in case of Medico Labs- 2004

Page 8 of 9

7.1 Further, it is observed from OIO No. 02llCD-Valvada/DC_

SVS/REF/SHOBHN2024-25 dated 06.1 1 .2024 that the adjudicating authority sanctioned

a refund of remaining amount of Rs. 7,34,gg0/- under Section 27 of lhe customs Act,
'1962. However, the impugned order does not contain any speciflc discussion on

sanctioning or rejecting interest on the refunded amount of Rs. 7,34,g90/- under section

27 of the customs Act, 1962.The adjudicating authority by referring the case law of M/s

Ajni lnteriors V/s Union of lndia in scA No. 1o43st2o1r1 order dated 04.09.20.19, hetd that

the amount paid during the investigation can be considered as payment of duty. so, the

aspect of refund of such duty and interest amount are governed by the provisions of

Section 27 and Section 27A of the Customs Act, .1962.

V



st 49-227 I CUS t AHDI 24-25

(173) ELT 117 (Guj.), Judgment of Hon'ble Bombay High Court in case of Ganesh

Benzoplast Lld. 12020 (374) E.L.T. 552 (Bom.)l and Judgments of Hon'ble Tribunats in

case of Prem Steels Pvt. Ltd. [2012-TloL-1317-CESTAT-DEL] and Hawkins cookers ltd.

12012 (284) E.|.f .677 (Tri.-Del)l holding that Commissioner (Appeats) 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.

9. ln view of above, I remand the appeal filed by the Appellant to the

adjudicating authority for passlng fresh order with respect to the aspect of interest on the

refunded amount, after considering the submissions made by the Appellant on record.

The Adjudicating Authority shall examine the available facts, documents, submissions

and issue speaking order afresh following principles of natural justice and legal

provisions.

10 The appeal preferred by the Appellant is allowed by way of remand

t4L
3l

(Amit Gupta)
Commissioner (Appeals),

Customs, Ahmedabad

Dale: 05.12.2025
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By Speed Post.

. f. ,nobn" Plastics Private Limited,
vsloz,4th 

Phase, GtDC, Vapi, Gujarat

Copy to:

1.The Chief Commissioner of Customs Gujarat, Custom House, Ahmedabad
ccoahm n ic. in )
2.The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Ahmedabad
ahmd-guj@nic.in rra-customsahd@gov. in ).
3.The Deputy Commissioner, Customs, ICD - Valvada,, Valsad

custa @nic.in

(email

(email: cus-

val-

)

4. shri Rahul Gajera, Advocate on behalf of M/s. shobha plastics private Limited, Vapi (
rahulgajeral 982@gmail.com )

5. Guard File.
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Head Office:

M/s. Shobha Plastics Private Limited,

29-B, Roopkamal, S.V.Road, Nr. Dena Bank, Mumbai-400 067.


