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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 Revisic_
Application to The Additional Secretary/loint Secretary (Revision Application), Ministry
of Finance, (Department of Revenue) Parliament Street, New Delhi within 3 months
from the date of communication of the order.

FTI TITEI

ffift{dqffi /O rder relating to

(a) any goods imported on baggage

qr Gq rrfiq Rfl;r trr ts-dlt qr+ + ftS ortBa cr( uflt q qr+ qt qI gg rrtrq Rrr{ w lrilt Tg
qre o1 qrxr i orlQm qrs t o-ff d.

q]-{d 3{rtrkI Sf6"I dl(r rrqr rff,qRIrnq{ n rlq qroqna

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.

(b)

(rT ( , 1.962 q-{rg rrg d-6dltrtr
3&Tqrt

(c)

3

Payment of drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules
made the reu nde r.

crs.q fr r-qd s-{{r d'n ffi or#dffidrq
o1 qrqrft Bir Bq *' qrq ffifuo orrrqra dos di ilF6q,

grffuur qr+6{ c-, €?rd ftq-cia-ffd

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 :

rF)

( sldqi, M 1's qft fr u-qlw ilS a1 qrqrffi {o. frfi-d drn fr{r qrftq.
4qtE,1870 cilfi. e 1 rrqsEgR${

(a) 4 copies of this order, bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy as
prescribed under Schedule 1 item 6 ofthe Court Fee Act, 1870.

tt)
(

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

qdl?Il TIRI qET€Ee 4

4 copies of the Application for Revision

erq r*E, ots,eo-s,q-d cfu EEq c-A & sft{ t erfiq onor B fr o. .ou-fr-* U ql qrrqr
F.looo/-CFqg gs.Eqrt qr, ), *{rr lft qrrcr d, t sw fuc Urrrrt t srnfuro qarq E s{r{.o

o1 d sftqi. qfr {-co', qim rrqr qrq, 6qrqr rqr <s a1 ffi 3fu s qq 
\16- drq qr ss$ 6-c d

* (i vts *. su it r.zool- efu qE \'o' oris fr .yfYo d A of *' sq fr r.r ooot-

cfur qr{r{

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.lOOO/-.

(d)

(TI)

(c)

(s)

4
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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 :

customs, Excise & service Tax ApPellate
Tribunal, West Zonal Bench

2nd Floor, Bahumali Bhavan,

N r. Gird har Naga r Bridge, Asarwa,

Ahmedabad-380 016

, 1962 t962 qr{l

12 e g ( 1 ) *.qtfi-< srfts t qr{ ffiR{d {ffi Tiiu d+ ilEq-

Under Section 129 A (6) of the Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 1 2e A (1)

of the Customs Act. 1952 shall be accompanied by a fee of -

q-6r ErtI TTTT TTqI 1ltr' dITEIinIIgqTqI

rrqr (s qfi Taq frq 6rq 5qg qr 3{rS oq d d qF 6sR Fqq

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of

q-dr gItIIll-rnrrql{@' q[qdqrdrlrqr

rrqr <c +1 Tfi 'q fr ercq Fqq * i{|0-6 d tfu q wt q-qrs crcs t srfrro c d fr ; qiq EqR

Tqq

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 ;

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of

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

usand rupees

srqi, lq go b' tro sr<t qr, sr6r {o qr {-@ q?i 6s ft-drd n

.,
,qIfuEe

s1o orqr s-t+ qr, sdi a-{d (g fu{E C t, qfi-e rct qqqr 
t

An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tri bunal on payment of 10o/o of the duty demanded where duty
t

Under section 129 (a) of the said Act, every application made before the Appellate Tribuna

(a) an an appeal for grant of stay o. for rectification of mistake or for any other purposei or

(b) for restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of fjve Hundred rupees

l-

4

on-6d rf,d[s 6,1ril A A a Sqr{-tr otftfrqq r g e z +1 unr r z s q t r I }' eirfi-< vYd fr . g. - :
t Sqr$s, idq rsrq {w, o{tr +{r s-{ $ff s srfuo-sq & wctr ffi Rs-d cA rR .rfto o-r

q-s.et

3{dFrI3rqc-(d' sffiI2

3fi[{ET, 31-dtrilSl{- 3 6 : ] - 6

5

(

(a)

rc)

(b)

(TI)

3iFI
q-r-

tus
Tfiq

il{t1 92Ur{I q)

3l-dl +qd${qT ftrfi+ gT q+TTf,ftdI fts.nrt{rrF) fts {ur+ t-(t,+qI q7 !rsrd-d<tFT srTa-fiET{r{3{rltfi .,rfi-{ ftcirfi-q ET) sr+firrg

nqt qY'E ql sl fr €trtr di qrBs
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-ffiffi, qgurd qaa, ft5-e ftttrr+m go.

qRT 12e g (6)

rF)

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

thousand rupees;

(

rrar gw okt erudql <rfirll

Trqr ds of Ts-q {qrs erq s'qq * .rdY€ d d; Ts fsr{ eqq.

i--
lcl,t. i.
TN'
,m
Yt.!t

:.:{dI
or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute

$qq{
+ tust-+,
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Order-ln-Appeal

M/s. Majithiya Textiles, plot No.. J/9-10, Ground Floor, Sayan Taxtile park,

lchhapore GIDC, surat-394 510 (hereinafter referred to as "the Appellant,,) have filed the

present appeal againstthe order- ln - original No. 168/AFJADC/|cD-sachin/sRTt2o24-

25 dated 05.09.2024 (herein after referred to as "the impugned order',) passed by the

Additional commissioner, customs, surat (herein after referred to as ,,the ,,adjudicating

authority").

2. Facts of the case, in brief, are that the Appeilant had imported capitar

Goods machinery, i.e., 03 sets of i.e. computerized Embroidery Machine, under EpcG

Licence No. 5230016578, dated 28.04.2015 having assessable value of Rs. 30,g2,327l-

and by saving customs Duty amount of Rs. 6,69,936/- (Actual Duty Utilization of Rs.

7 ,21 ,7421-) under the cover of the below mentioned Bill of Entry at a zero rale of duty by

availing the benefit of exemption available under Notification No. 16/20.15 - cus., dated

01 .04.2015. The details of import are as per Table - I below:

Sr
No

Bill of Entry
No. & Date

Num ber
of

machinery
cleared

Assessable
Value (Rs.)

Duty saved /
available as
per EPCG

Licence
(ln Rs.)

Total Duty
Foregone /
Debited at
the time of
clearance

(ln Rs.)

Bank
Guarantee

Amount
(ln Rs.)

03 30,82,327t- 6,69,936i- 7,21742i1 1,25,000t-1

2.1 The Appellant had executed a Bond dated 12.05.2015 for Rs. .19,00,0001

along with Bank Guarantee No.: 0306BG oo2312o1s dated 05.05.2015 for Rs. 1 ,zs,oool-
issued by the South lndian Bank, Ring Raod, Branch, Surat. for EpCG Licence

5230016578, dated28.04.z015. They had also undertaken to fulfilll the con

Bond, EPCG Licence No. 5230016578, dated ZB.O4.2O1S at tCD _ Sachin,

2.2 The said machinery, i.e., 03 sets of Capital goods, i.e., Computerized

Embroidery Machine imported under the aforesaid EpcG Licence were installed at M/s.

Majithiya Textiles, Plot No.. J/9-10, Ground Floor, sayan Taxtile park, lchhapore GIDC,

sural394 5'10. The appellant produced a copy of lnstallation certificate dated26.1o.2o1s

issued by the Chartered Engineer, Dr. p. J. Gandhi, Surat.

2.3 As per the conditions of Notification No. 16/2015 - cus., dated 01.04.201s,

the Appellant was required to fulfil the export obligation on FoB basis equivalent to six
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times the duty saved on the goods imported as specified in the Licence and Authorization,

within a period of Six years from the date of issuance of EPCG Licence or authorization,

i.e., complete 50% export obligation within first block of 1st to 4th years and remaining 500/o

in second block of sth to 6th years. The EPCG Licence No. 5230016578, dated

28.04.2015 was issued to the Appellant for a period of 6 years valid upto 27.04.2021 .

Accordingly, the Appellant was required to fulfil export obligation within a period of 6 years

from the date of EPCG Licence as per the condition laid down in the Notification and

EPCG Licence itself. The Appellant was also required to produce proof of fulfilment of

export obligation within the period as prescribed in the said Notification Since, the EPCG

Licence was issue to the Appellant on 28.04.2015, they were required to fulfill the export

obligation by 27.04.2021 and submit the Export Obligation Discharged Certificate issued

by the DGFT to Customs department.

2.4 A letter dated 13.01.2023 was written to the appellant requesting them to

furnish the copy of EODC or any extension issued by the DGFT, Surat for fulfilment of

export obligation. However, the appellant did not respond to above communication.

2.5 Letter dated 27.02.2023 were issued to the Foreign Trade Development

officer, DGFT, Surat requesting them to inform whether the EoDC has been issued or

any further extension for fulfilment of export obligation granted to the appellant or any

documents showing the fulfilment of export obligation submitted by the appellant to their

office. ln response, the Assistant Director, Directorate General of Foreign Trade, Surat

vide letter dated 28.02.2023 informed that the Appellant had not submitted any

documents to them against fulfilment of export obligation.

2.6 ln view of the above, it appeared that the Appellant had failed to fulfil the

export obligation as specified in the Licence and did not comply with the mandatory

tion of the Notification No. 16/2015 - Cus., dated 01.04.2015, the condition of EPCG

nd also the conditions of the Bond executed and furnished by them The

neither produced the EODC issued by the DGFT, Surat nor could produce any

re,

the said imported goods read with the conditions of the said Notification read with

condition of the Bond executed by them read with Section 143 of the Customs Act, 1 962

Further, Bank Guarantee No.: 03068G002312015 dated 05.05.2015 for Rs. 1,25,000/-

issued by the south lndian Bank, Ring Raod, Branch, Surat. for EPCG Licence No.

5230016578, dated 28.04.2015 appeared liable to be encashed and deposited in the

I
pell

*

Government Exchequer

Page 5 of 11

showing extension granted by them for fulfilment of export obligation'

the Appellant was liable to pay Customs Duty of Rs.7,21'7421- in respect of

u
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Accordrngly, a Show Cause Notice was issued to the Appellant, proposing

I

customs Duty amounting to Rs. 7 ,21,742t- being the duty foregone at the time of

import under EPCG Licence should not be demanded and recovered from them

along with interest in terms of Notification No. 16/201s-cus., dated 01.04.20is as

amended, read with the conditions of Bond executed and furnished by them in

terms of section '143 of the customs Act, 1962 by enforcing the terms of the said

Bond. Further, why the Bank Guarantee No.: 0306BG002312015 dated

05 05.2015 for Rs. 1,25,000/- issued by the South tndian Bank, Ring Raod,

Branch, surat backed against the Bond, should not be appropriated and adjusted

towards the duty liability as mentioned above;

The imported capital goods should not be held liable for confiscation under section

1 1 1 (o) of the customs Act, 1962 read with the conditions of Bond executed in

terms of section 143 of the customs Act, 1962 read with customs Notification No.

16/201S-Cus., dated 01.04.2015 as amended from time to time;

The benefit of Zero duty for EpcG scheme under Notification No. 16/2015, dated

01 .04.2015 on the imported computerized Embroidery Machine imported in their

name should not be denied;

Penalty should not be imposed under section 112 (a) and section .l 17 of the

Customs Act, 1962;

ry Machine;

2.8 The Adjudicating Authority, vide the impugned order, has passed order as

detailed below

of Notrfication No : 16/201S-cus., dated 01.04.201s as amended, read with the.'
conditions of Bond executed along with interest and ordered the same io be

recovered intermsof Section 143 0f the customs Act, .'1g62 
byenforcing the,ierins

of the above mentioned Bond. Further, he ordered that the aant Guarantei.:NL.:
03068G002312015 dated 05.0s.2015 for Rs. 1,25,000/- issued uy tne soutf.. _

lndian Bank, Ring Raod, Branch, Surat be encashed and appropriated and

adjusted towards the duty liability as mentioned above;

He confiscated the subject imported capital goods under Section .l 
1 
.l (o) of the

Customs Act, 1962 and allow the appellant to redeem the goods on payment of
redemptionfineof Rs. 1s,41,164t- intermsof section 125(1)of thecustomsAct,
1962:

He denied the benefit of Zero duty for EpcG scheme under Notification No.
r

1612015, dated 01.04.201S on the imported Computerized Embroide

Page 5 of 11

i He confirmed the demand of customs Duty amounting to Rs.7 ,21 ,742l- being the

duty foregone at the time of import of capitar Goods under EpcG Licence in terms

ii.
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He imposed penalty of Rs. 72,1741- upon the Appellant under Section 112 (a) of

the Customs Act, 1962;

He imposed penalty of Rs. 1 ,00,000/- upon the Appellant under Section 1 17 of the

Customs Act, 1962;

3. Being aggrieved with the impugned order passed by the adjudicating

authority, the Appellant have filed the present appeal in Form cA-1 daled 25.10.2024

received in the appeal section on 08.11.2024. The Appellant have, inter-alia, raised

various contentions and filed detailed submissions as given below in support of their

claims:

The Appellant had purchased computerized Embroidery Machine, under

High Seas sale agreementdaled2210512015, from M/s. Unix Stitch Machine

Pvt. Ltd.,

The Machine was cleared vide BOE No.9228505 daleu 1410512015 under

the name M/s. Majithiva Textiles address Plo: No. H-4, Gr.floor, Sayan

Textiles Park, lchhapore, GIDC, Surat-394510. At the time of import Duty

saved Rs.6,69,936/- and actual Duty Remone Rs.7,21 ,744, At the time of

lmport, Appellant had given BG of Rs.1 ,25,000/- of South lndian Bank, Ring

Road, Surat laving BG No.0308G0023120'15 dated 0510512015'

The Appellant had exported the finished goods by third party export but due

to change of Accountant, documents with application to issue EODC was not

filed with DGFT, Surat.

ln the mean time we received scN F. No. Vllli6-223llcD-sachin/2015-16

daled 29t0412024 for demand of Customs duty Rs.7,21'7421 along with

interest, in term of notification No.16/2015 Customs daled 0110412015'

Before Appellant file his reply, Adjudicating Authority passed an EX-PARTY

ordelt 68/AR/ADC/lCD-SACH lN/SRT/2024-25 dated 0510412024

Adjudicating Authority confirm the demand of Customs duty Rs7,21 ,74 1-

U/s-143 of the customs Act 1962 and order for appropriate the same from

BG of Rs.1,25,000/-. He also imposed RF of Rs.15,41 ,164 U/s-1 11(0) of the

Customs Act 1962, in lieu of confiscation of Capital Goods He further

imposed penalty of Rs.72,1741- U/s-112(a) of the Customs Act 1962 He

furtherlmposedpenaltyofRs.l,00,000t-Uls-l17oftheCustomsAct1962'

The appellant had already made export of finished goods but due to frequent

change of accountants all documents cannot be collected from third party

exporter, and application for EODC was not made with DGFT, Surat, before

issue of impugned order. New we shall submit the copy of application with

the DGFT Surat alongwith all the rel vant documents and try to obtain the

it1dln

{
i

+
:'
.'{)

EODC in time

PaEe 7 ol lL
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PERSONAL HEARING:

4. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 24.12.202s in virtual mode. shri
Mukund chouhan, Advocate appeared for hearing on beharf of the Appeflant. He

reiterated the submissions made in the appeal memorandum. He submitted that the

adjudicating authority had passed Ex-party order, so matter should be remanded back for

the verification of documents, for part of the export obligation fulfilment by him under

EPCG license. He, through letter dt. 2412.202s, received on 26.12.202s submitted

additional submission which are as under:

i ln this matter we have parfly completed the export obligation, as per detairs

given in Annexure - A & Annexure - B.

i After completion of export obligation by third party, we have stiil not received

E-BRC, for apptication of EODC with DGFT Surat.

i As soon as we shall receive the copy of E-BRC from exporter, we shail apply

for EODC. Therefore we should be given 120 days,time to produce EODC.

> Moreover this order was passed EX-pARTY, so matter should be remanded,

therefore we can produce avairable documents to Adjudicating Authority, and

to pass judicious order after considering the documents submitted by us.

> Against this appear we have made pre-deposit of Rs. s4,1sot- by chailan

daled 2911012024 and submitted with our letter dated i4t1112024. Further BG

of Rs. 1,25,0001 already appropriated in order dated OSl09l2O24.

F Due to ignorance about setflement scheme given by DGFT, we missed to

settle our case under scheme.

) Hence considering the fact of the case matter shourd be remanded to

Adjudicating Authority to pass a fresh order after considering the documents

s. I have carefurry gone through the appear memorandum as well as records

of the case and the submission 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 disallowing the benefit of concessional rate of duty
under Notification No. '16/2015 - cus., dated 01.04.201s, confirming the demand of duty
along with interest, confiscating the capital goods under Section 11,,t (o) of the customs
Act, 1962 and imposing penarty upon the Appeilant under sections 112 (a) and 117 of

),
\<,

Page 8 of 11
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the customs Act, 1962, in the facts and circumstances of the case, is legal and proper or

otherwise.

6.1 lt is observed that the appellant has submitted copy of TR 6 challan no'

01t24-25 dated 23.10.2024 evidencing payment of pre-deposit of Rs. 54,150/- made for

the purpose of filing the appeal which complied with the provision of Section 129 of the

customs Act, 1962. lt is observed from the Form cA-1 dated 25.10.2024 that the

impugned order dt. 05.09.2024 has been shown as received on 10.09.2024 and the

appeal has been filed on08.11.2024. Therefore, the appeal has been filed within 60 days

as mandated in the section 128 of the customs Act, 1962. The copy of Form cA-1 and

other documents pertains to filing of appeal, were sent to the adjudicating authority,

however, till date no report received in the matter.

7. lt is observed that during the course of personal hearing, the appellant

submitted that the adjudicating authority had passed the impugned order ex parte and,

therefore, the matter should be remanded for verification of documents relating to partial

fulfilment of export obligation under the EPCG licence.

I find that above contention of the appellant is factually incorrect and not

borne out from the records. ln this regard, reference is invited to paragraph '1 1 at page 07

of the impugned order, wherein it is clearly recorded that the appellant was afforded three

opportunities of personal hearing, scheduled on 19.07 .2024,06.08.2024 and 29.08.2024.

Despite the said opportunities, the appellant neither appeared for the personal hearings

nor filed any written defence submissions. This clearly establishes that a personal hearing

was afforded to the appellant, and the claim of an ex parte decision is incorrect and

mislead ing.

It is further evident from the records that the appellant also failed to submit

ly to the show cause Notice dated 29.04.2024, reference is invited to paragraph

7 of the impugned order. Additionally, upon completion of the export obligation

iod tter dated 13.01.2023 was issued to the appellant calling upon them to furnish

the Export obligation Discharge certificate (EODC) or any extension granted

well, reference is invited to paragrap h 5 of page 4 of the imPugned order

Page 9 of 11

i

, surat. However, the appellant did not respond to the said communication as

The above facts on record clearly establish that the appellant consistently

failed to respond to departmental communications, did not file a reply to the show cause

Notice, and did not avail the opportunities of personal hearing provided to them to defend

their case. ln these circumstances, the plea 

$p",,".1 

that the impugned order was
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passed ex parte without affording opportunity of hearing is devoid of merit and is therefore

re,iected.

71 lt is not under dispute, that the Appeilant have not fulfiiled their export

obligation inasmuch as they have not submifted the Export obligation Discharge

certificate evidencing the fulfillment of the export obligation in respect of the EpcG

License No. 5230016578, dated 2a.04.201s issued by the DGFT. lt is further observed

from the records of the case that the Appellant have not been able to submit the EoDC

before the appellate authority as well.

7 2 lt is observed from the appeal memorandum dated 2s.10.2024 that the

appellant has contended that although exports of the finished goods were made, the

required documents could not be collected from the third-party exporter due to frequent

changes of accountants. lt was further stated that, for this reason, the appellant had not

applied for issuance of the Export obligation Discharge certificate (EODC) with DGFT,

surat. The appellant, however, undertook that they would submit an application to DGFT,

surat along with all relevant documents and obtain the EoDC within the stipulated

time.Subsequently, vide letter dated 24.12.202s, the appellant reiterated that upon receipt

of the e-BRC from the exporter, they would apply for issuance of the EoDC. on this basis,

the appellant requested that 120 days'time be granted to produce the EoDC.

on examination of the above submissions, it is found that even as on the

date of issuance of this order, the appellant has not filed any application for EoDC with

the DGFT authority. Thus, despite repeated assurances and requests for time, d\lll
appellant has failed to take the necessary steps for compliance. The request for

time, therefore, is unsupported by any concrete action and cannot be accepted.

*

t'

B ln view of the foregoing facts and findings, it is evident that the appell lq: *
a
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It is pertinent to mention that in view of non-submission of the EoDC, the

Appellant is not entitled to the benefit of the Notification lbrd. ln view of the above, I agree

with the observations and findings of the adjudicating authority and do not find any

justification to interfere with the findings in the impugned order passed by the adjudicating

authority.

has neither obtained the Export obligation Discharge certificate (EODC) nor even filed

an application for the same with DGFT, surat, despite lapse of considerable time and

repeated opportunities. The appeilant's repeated assurances to appry for EoDC upon
receipt of documents remain unsubstantiated by any affirmative action. It is well seftled
that compliance with export obrigation under the EpcG scheme and production of EoDC
within the prescribed or extended period is a mandatory statutory requirement. rn the
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absence of EoDc, the appellant fails to establish fulfilment of export obligation, and

consequently, the benefit availed under the EpcG licence cannot be sustained.

Accordingly, the request of the appellant for grant of further time to produce

the EODC is rejected, as the same is devoid of merit and unsupported by evidence. The

impugned order, confirming demand of duty along with applicable interest and penalties

for non-fulfilment of export obligation, is therefore found to be legal, proper, and

sustainable, and does not call for any interference.

9. ln view of the above fact and findings, the appeal filed by the appellant is

hereby rejected.

)-t
mit Gupta)

Commissioner (Appeals),
Customs, Ahmedabad

Date: 01 .01 .2026F. No. 5/49-21 9 ICUSI AHD|2024-25

Bv Speed Post.

To,

M/s. Majithiya Textiles,

Plot No.. J/9-10,

Ground Floor,

Sayan Taxtile Park,

lchhapore GIDC, Surat-394 510

s
t.^4

Copy to:

1.The Chief Commissioner of Customs Gujarat, Custom House, Ahmedabad
ccoa hm-q u i@ 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, ICD _ Sachin, Surat. ( Email: adicus_
surat@qov.in / cus-ahmd-ad i@ oov. in )
4.The Deputy Commissioner, Customs, ICD - Sachin, Surat. (icd-sachin@gov.in )

4. Shri Mukund Chouhan, Advocate on behalf of M/s. Majithiya Textiles, Surat.

r mu kundchouha n(Oomail. comi

5. Guard File.

(email:
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Email: m u kundchouhan@ qm ail.com


