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S RIRE NI N R L I T 1
q ORDER- IN-APPEAL ISSUED ON: 14.07.2025
SteBdiEHaTar (1) M/s Hundred Miles Overseas Inc
NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE I'st Floor, KH no 136,2, Near Primary School
£l APPELLANT:

Badli Village, Delhi

(2) M/s Ankit Impex
A-34, Wazirpur Industrial Area,
Delhi-110052

(3) M/s Swastik Overseas
6/1/1/2-4, Village Jwahra
Gohana, Sonipat Haryana

(4) M/s Aahaan Stee|
A-85/1, Basement,
Wazirpur Industrial Area, Delhi

(5) M/s Singhal Impex
A-85/1, Basement, Wazirpur Industrial Area, Delhi

(6) M/s Dev Jas Trading Company
906, KLJ Tower North Netaji Subhash Place,
Pitampura Delhi

(7) M/s Shree Aar Jay Tracers
97 Krishan Kunj Colony, Laxmi Nagar,
New Delhi-110092

(8) M/s Gupta Traders
B-72/4 Wazirpur Ind. Area Delhi-110052

(9) M/s Worldlink Logistics
A-3/27, First Floor Janakpuri,
New Delhi-110058

(10) M/s Satyanarayan Jain & Sons
C-17/2 3rd Floor, Wazi-pur Industrial Area Delhi-
110052

(11) M/s Bhawani Industries
B-62/1 Wazirpur Industrial Area, Delhi

(12) Jindal Trading Compary
C-77, Ahinsa Vihar Sector-9, Rohini Delhi-110085

g il S o & ol Sugin a fere 9 7 4 Wit & For A1 Ug oidl ] T 5,

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

[

AT 1962 B URT 129 B 31 (1) (@1 TRMe) B U= Frer aa ATo@T B et 5 g

HIs ofd §9 Y F A &Y

IR Ffea/Hgad
STAE UG P

SITE TR Pl B <l § AT B Wity At ki § 3 g & ofex

fea (e Wi, faw warem, (@rea v ye /i, 7% et @) gadterm
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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 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.

IR AT/ Order relating to :

(@)

AT b T T AT DI HIG.

(a) miny goods imported on baggage.

@)

YR § HTITd 2 &g bl aTe- | aral 741 dfch YR § 3 TTiod R R IdR 7 7Y Hie a1 39
T R UR IdI o9 & T Sriférd Jrer Sar 9 9 WR 41 39 7o R TR Ia ¢ A &1 A 3
Sférd Are € S 8L

(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.

TP HTUTTAH, 1962 B ST X AUl IHB HHTH &Y 1Y 98T & ded Yo aTq™l D1 Q.

(c)

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

ﬂwmﬁwwmﬁﬁﬁmmﬁmmmmmmmaﬁm
39 F gy Ffef@a srena dau eF 91 -

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 :

HIC I Uae, 1870  HE 9.6 3! | & e Fuffa g e sguR 39 srew @1 4 ufad, et e
ol & yarg IR #1 A Yo fede T AT 91t

(a)

4 copies of this order, bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy as prescribed under Schedule
| item 6 of the Court Fee Act, 1870.

g awIaul & Jaral QTY et e &1 4 Hfcwdr, afe 81

(b)

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

T g o 3 4 vt

(c)

4 copies of the Application for Revision.

(=

TRIEIT HTde TR B & (oY STATYed UG, 1962 @UTHEE) H FeiRa wiy e

Tte WY e Feiteir fafdy el & i andi 3mar 8 § . 200/-(F 9T &) 8 AF 4T 3. 1000/-(FUY

U® §AR AT ), o1 i HrTen 8% SrafAd YT & WHIe Te ¢L.R.6 B amfadi. afe e, AT
T ST, S ] €8 @) ARSI S U G 1 S $H 8 ol T8 B F T H $.200/- R A
U o 9 i g1 dl BT & U H F.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/-.

Te 4. 2 & U Grad e b el 39 ATHd! & T # gfe Dig sfad 39 M1eY § HTEd Heqd
Hea e A S SraRres RREH 1962 Y URT 120 T (1) F el B H-3 HEHYed, F1T I
e SR a1 IR St iftimRr & Ty FaffEd ua w sidid a3 ¥9d €

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 :

. Polg G PP d AT R Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal,
sfiferaifire=ur, ufded ey dis West Zonal Bench
<ud) wforer, agaTel Had, fAwe fReFR g@, | 2nd Floor, BahumaliBhavan,
3ERAl, eHGIdIG-380016 Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa, Ahmedabad-380
’ 016
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AHrges fAFTH, 1962 B 4R 129 U (6) F e, FaTees ARG, 1962 @ URT 129 T (1) B U
3rdier & g FufafEa gew dou 89 Tifeu.

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 -

(@) | Sl & WafRIq TTHe o oGl bl AIHTeeh MBI GRT HIT 77 b AR TSl TuT Gl 711 &8 Bl
HH Uld IRE UL 91 39Y $HH §1 dl TP g9 IUT.
(a) | 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;
(@) | rdfer & T Rd A & o6 [ QAR STeRI gRT AR 11 e AR o7 qul o1l 7101 68 &)
Y e arg 0T ¥ e B Afes ud vare ara ¥ off¥ie 7 91 &), U g9R $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 fift: lakh rupees, five thousand
rupees ;
M | Siiter ¥ AT A § e [t WHR[es HARIBRY gRT AT 7T Yoob SI1R SaTS qdT STl T 48
THH TEY 1 U ¥ 3UE g dt 5% §9R 3T,
(c) | 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
() | §9 1T B a3 SISO & HHA,H T Yeb B 10 % el B W58 Yoob U1 Yo Td & (9918
ARWMES H10 % AR W, vg] b &8 faare 3 &, srdter war gl
(d) | An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty
or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.
6. | Iad AFEm B 4RT 129 (©) B Sl rtie WIS S THE AR TAF AT T3 () b AT

& ferg a7 ool &) U & forw ot fpht 3y waire & fore b 77w ardie - - siyar
(@) rdler a1 S U 1 Yeraa & o SR Sde & 91y $93 e 1) 71 Yoo +ff dom e ifee,

Under section 129 (a) of the said Act, every application made before the Appellate Tribunal-
(a) in an appeal for grant of stay or for rectification of mistake or for any other purpose: or

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

Following 16 appeals have been filed by the appellants in terms of Section 128 of

the Customs Act, 1962, as per details given in Table — | below, challenging the
assessment made in the Bills of Entry mentioned therein which were filed at Customs,
Mundra Port.
TABLE -1
:o Name of Appellant Appeal File No. BE No. | BE date
M/s Hundred Miles Overseas Inc
1 | 15t Floor, KH no 136/2, Near $/49-138/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4582460 | 19.07.2014
Primary School Badli Village,
2 | pelhi $/49-141/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4601490 | 19.07.2024
3 | M/s Ankit Impex $/49-139/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4521493 | 15.07.2024
A-34, Wazirpur Industrial Area,
4 Delhi-110052 $/49-140/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4582462 | 19.07.2024
5 | M/s Swastik Overseas $/49-143/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4456970 | 11.07.2024
6/1/1/2-4, Village Jwahra
6 | Gohana, Sonipat Haryana $/49-144/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4457483 | 11.07.2024
M/s Aahaan Steel
7 | A-85/1, Basement, Wazirpur $/49-145/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4438137 | 10.07.2024
Industrial Area, Delhi
8 | M/s Singhal Impex S/49-146/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4456663 | 11.07.2024
A-85/1, Basement, Wazirpur
9 | Industrial Area, Delhi $/49-147/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4601496 | 19.07.2024

M/s Dev Jas Trading Company
906, KLU Tower North Netaji

10 | Subhash Place, S/49-161/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4521216 | 15.07.2024
Pitampura Delhi

M/s Shree Aar Jay Traders
97 Krishan Kunj Colony, Laxmi
11 | Nagar, S$/49-162/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4521212 | 15.07.2024

New Delhi-110092

M/s Gupta Traders
12 | B-72/4 Wazirpur Ind. Area Delhi- $/49-165/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4521210 | 15.07.2024
110052

M/s Worldlink Logistics
A-3/27, First Floor Janakpuri,
New Delhi-110058

13 $/49-166/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4521215 | 15.07.2024

M/s Satyanarayan Jain & Sons
14 | C-17/2 3rd Floor, Wazirpur $/49-167/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4649123 | 22.07.2024
Industrial Area Delhi-110052

M/s Bhawani Industries
B-62/1 Wazirpur Industrial Area,
Delhi

$/49-168/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4521495 | 15.07.2024

$/49-185/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 4828243 | 01.08.2024

—
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As the issue involved is identical in all the 16 appeals, they are taken up
simultaneously for disposal. Facts of the case, in brief, as per appeal memorandum, are
that the above appellants had imported the goods namely Cold Rolled Stainless Steel
Coils Grade J-3. On arrival of the goods, the appellants duly filed the Bills of Entry (as
per Table-l above) along with all relevant import documents such as commercial
invoice, packing list, Bill of Lading etc. The appellants also filed their registration copy
showing that the they are registered under Steel Import Monitoring System (SIMS)

The value declared by the appellants was enhanced by the proper officer during
assessment as per Table-1l below .

Table-ll
Value
Enhanced
Sr.
. Name of Appellant | BE No. Deciared goods Ascaod value
i ( (USD/Kg)
USD/Kg) &
1 | M/s Hundred Miles | 4532460 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1.100 1.295
2 | M/s Hundred Miles | 4601490 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1.100 1.295
3 | M/s Ankit Impex 4521493 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1.170 1300
4 | M/sAnkit impex 4532462 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1.170 1.300
5 M/s Swastik 4456970 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1.120 1.295
Overseas
6 M/s Swastik 4457483 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1.120 1.298
Overseas
7 | M/s Aahaan Steel 4438137 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1.103 1295
8 | M/s Singhal Impex | 4456663 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1.100 1.298
9 | M/s Singhal Impex 4601496 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1.100 1.295
i Cold rol i teel Coils Grade J-3
10 M/s Dev Jas Trading 4521216 old rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade 1.120 1.299
Company ;
Cold roll inl i de J-3
11 M/s Shree Aar Jay 4521217 | €oldro ed Stainless Steel Coils Grade 1120 1.299
Traders
12 | M/s Gupta Traders | 4521210 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1125 1298
M - 3 1 -
13 /s_ \a’?'orldlmk 4521215 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1.120 1298
Logistics
Cold rol i i -
14 M(s Satyanarayan 4649173 old rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1121 1.995
Jain & Sons
15 M/s Bh:’:‘wanl RS 1465 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 = e
Industries
16 Jindal Trading 4828243 Cold rolled Stainless Steel Coils Grade J-3 1130 1.298
Company

The appellants in order to save detention / demurrage charges paid the duty however,

under protest and also requested for necessary speaking order be passed to enable
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them to deal with the same in accordance with law. However, no speaking order was
passed per the provision of section 17 (5) of the Customs act, 1962.

SUBMSSIONS OF APPELLANTS

3. Being aggrieved with the assessment of impugned Bills of Entry the appellants
have filed the present appeals . The grounds of appeal of all the appellants being
common, the same are therefore discussed together wherein they have mainly
contended as under:

» The respondent has erred in loading the value of the goods without any
justification or reason. The respondent failed to appreciate that the
appellant declared the true and correct transaction value and all the details
as has been declared by the appellant was duly considered and was not
found to be having any discrepancy however, so far as the value of the
goods is concerned same has been loaded by the respondent.

» The rejection of the value declared by the appellant has been done without
following any due procedure as set out in the Customs Valuation Rules and
so much so as no speaking order is passed the appellant is not aware as to
how and on what count the value has been rejected.

> The respondent failed to appreciate that the Under Rule 3 of the Customs
Valuation Rules, the transaction value should be accepted as the value of
imported goods unless there is reasonable doubt regarding the truth or
accuracy of the declared value. In this case, there was no evidence of
misdeclaration, and no proper inquiry or investigation was conducted
before loading the value. Rule 12 of the Customs Valuation Rules provides
that if the proper officer has reasons to doubt the accuracy of the declared
value, the importer must be informed of the basis of such doubt The officer
is required to furnish reasons and allow the importer an opportunity to
justify the declared value. In this case, the proper procedure under Rule 12
was not followed, and the value was loaded arbitrarily without affording us
an opportunity to respond

The respondent failed to appreciate that the basic tenet of natural justice
mandates that no adverse action should be taken against any person
without providing them an opportunity to be heard. The sudden and

unexplained loading of the value of goods without any show-cause notice
violates this principle, depriving the appellant a fair chance to defend our
position.
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» The Hon'ble Courts have repeatedly emphasized that the customs.
authorities must justify the loading of the value with clear and cogent
reasons. In Eicher Tractors Ltd. Vs. Commissione- of Customs, Mumbai
12000 (122) ELT 321 (SC)], the Supreme Court held that the transaction
value is the primary basis for valuation, and the customs authorities cannot
arbitrarily reject it without valid grounds.

The respondent has erred in not passing any order as has been provided
under section 17 (5) of the Customs Act, 1962. As per Section 17(5) of the
Customs Act, 1962, where the proper officer re-assesses the goods under
Section 17(4), he is required to pass a speaking order within 15 days of the
re-assessment, unless the importer accepts the re-assessed value in
writing. In the present matter, the value was re-assessed (by loading the
declared value), but no speaking order has been issued as mandated by
law Section 17(5) of the Customs Act reads as follows: "Where any re-
assessment done under sub section (4) is contrary ‘o the self-assessment
done by the importer or exporter and in cases other than those where the
importer or exporter as the case may be confirms his acceptance of the
said re-assessment in writing, the proper officer shall pass a speaking order
on the re-assessment, within fifteen days from the date of re-assessment of
the bill of entry or the shipping bill as the case may be."

» The issuance of a speaking order is an essential requirement under the
law, as it provides the rationale behind the re-assessment and enables the
importer to understand the grounds for the revised valuation. Without such
an order, the appellant is left in the dark regarding the reasons and
evidence for the re-assessment Following judgments are relevant in this
matter

e 2015 (328) E.L.T 10 (Mad.) SANJIVANI NON-FERROUS
TRADING PVT LTD. Versus COMMISSICNER OF CUSTOMS,
CHENNAI-IV

e Eicher Tractors Ltd. Vs. Commissioner of Customs, Mumbai
[2000 (122) ELT 321 (SC)]

PERSONAL HEARING

4. Personal hearing in the matter was granted following the: principles of natural
Justice and the same was held in virtual mode on 03.07.2025 . Shri Shubhankar Jha,
Advocate, appeared for hearing on behalf of the all the appellants. He reiterated the

)"_-‘_
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submissions made at the time of filing of appeals. He further submitted that the
assessing authority failed to issue the speaking order as mandated under section 17 (5)
of the Customs Act, 1962 and once the said mandatory direction given under the Act is
not followed, the reassessment done by the Assessing authority is liable to be set aside
with consequential relief to the appellants. He also placed reliance on judgment in case
of Rays Engineering Works Vs. Commissioner of Customs New Delhi-Customs Appeal
no. 51634 of 2022 passed by Delhi CESTAT.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS

5. Before going into the merits of the case, | find that as per appeal memorandum,
some of the appeals have not been filed within statutory time limit of 60 days prescribed
under Section 128(1) of the Customs Act, 1962. The details of the date of
communication of the order appealed against and date of filing of the present appeals
as per appeal memorandum are mentioned against each, as under:-

TABLE-II
Sr cor?':';i: it:at Datwof | Delay
Nr,: Name of Appellant Appeal File No. ion/ filing beyond
Assessment apgest 6 deys
1 | MisHundred Miles $/49-138/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 24.07.2024 | 23.09.2024 1
Overseas Inc
2 | M/s Ankit Impex $/49-139/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 19.07.2024 | 23.09.2024 6
3 | M/s Ankit Impex $/49-140/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 22.07.2024 | 23.09.2024 3
2 |5 Hundred niles $/49-141/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 19.07.2024 | 23.09.2024 6
Overseas
5 | M/s Swastik Overseas S/49-143/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 24.07.2024 | 24.09.2024 2
6 | M/s Singhal Impex $/49-146/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 24.07.2024 | 24.09.2024 2
7 | M/s Singhal Impex $/49-147/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 25.07.2024 | 24.09.2024 1
g | M/sDevias Trading $/49-161/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 16.07.2024 | 17.09.2024 3
Company
9 'T‘:; ;2:‘;8" FEARIRY 5/49-162/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 16.07.2024 | 17.09.2024 3
10 | M/s Gupta Traders $/49-165/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 24.07.2024 | 30.09.2024 | 8
11 | M/s Worldlink Logistics| 5/49-166/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 31.07.2024 | 30.09.2024 1
12 zg‘; f‘?"a“ar ayanJain | <19 167/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 29.07.2024 | 30.09.2024 3
13 | M/sBhawani $/49-168/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 24.07.2024 | 30.09.2024 8
Industries
14 | JindalTrading $/49-185/CUS/MUN/2024-25 | 02.08.2024 | 03.10.2024 2
Company
et
O ™
5 . \ '::i\
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5.1 Itis observed that in 14 appeals in Table-1ll above, there is delay of 1 to 8 days in
filing of appeals beyond the stipulated period of 60 days. In their applications for
condonation for delay, the appellants have submitted that the delay was caused due to
the reason that the appellants were waiting for speaking order and their Counsel who
was handling several appeals on similar issue could not file tha appeal in prescribed
time limit and also there was some error in calculation of appeal period. It is further
submitted that the delay is bonafide in nature and is not deliberate and requested for

condonation.

5.2 The delay upto 30 days in filing of appeal beyond the time limit of 60 days is
condonable as stipulated under Section 128(1) of the Customs Act, 1962. Therefore, in
the interest of justice, | take a lenient view and allow all the 14 appeals as per Table-ll|
filed by the appellants as admitted by condoning the delay of 1 to 8 days in filing appeal
under the proviso to the Section 128(1) of the Customs Act, 1962

5.3 Now coming to the merits of the case, the issue to be decided in the present
appeals is whether the assessment made in the Bills of Entry mentioned at Table -II
above at a higher rate in the facts and circumstances of the case is legal and proper or

otherwise.

54 | find that the appeals have been filed against assessment of Bills of Entry. It is
observed that the Hon'ble Supreme Court in case of ITC Ltd \/s CCE Kolkata [2019
(368) ELT216] has held that any person aggrieved by any order which would include
self-assessment, has to get the order modified under Section 128 or under relevant
provisions of the Customs Act, 1962. Hence, the appeals preferred by the appellants
_against assessment in the impugned Bills of Entry are maintainab e as per the judgment
of the Supreme Court in ITC case supra.

5.5 Itis further observed that no speaking order by the proper officer in the matter is
available. Hence, | find that entire facts are not available on records to verify the claims
made by the appellant. Copies of appeal memorandum were also sent to the
jurisdictional officer for comments. However, no response have been received from the
jurisdictional office. Therefore, | find that remitting the case to the proper officer for
passing speaking orders in each case becomes sine qua non to meet the ends of
justice. Accordingly, the case is required to be remanded back, ir terms of sub-section
(3) of Section 128A of the Customs Act, 1962, for passing speaking order by the proper
officer under Section 17(5) of the Customs Act, 1962 by following the principles of
natural justice. While passing the speaking order, the proper officer shall also consider

the submissions made in present appeals on merits. In this regard, | also rely upon the
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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. 652 (Bom.)] and judgments of Hon'ble Tribunals in case of Prem
Steels P. Ltd. [ 2012-TIOL-1317-CESTAT-DEL] and the case of Hawkins Cookers Ltd.
[2012 (284) E.L.T. 677(Tri. — Del)] wherein it was 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.

6. Accordingly, all the 16 the appeals filed by the appellants as per Table-| are

allowed by way of remand.

Mep

(AMIT GUPTA)
Commissmner (Appeals)
Customs, Ahmedabad

Date:14.07.2025

(1) F.No. S/49-138/CUS/MUN/2024-25
(2) F.No. S/49-141/CUS/MUN/2024-25
(3) F.No. S/49-139/CUS/MUN/2024-25
(4) F.No. S/49-140/CUS/MUN/2024-25
(5) F.No. S/49-143/CUS/MUN/2024-25

(8) F.No. S/49-144/CUS/MUN/2024-25 TegTeE

(7) F.No. S/49-145/CUS/MUN/2024-25 ATTESTED
(8) F.No. S/49-146/CUS/MUN/2024-25 (%

(9) F.No. S/49-147/CUS/MUN/2024-25 e/ FUPERINTENDENT

(11)F.No. $/49-162/CUS/MUN/2024-25
(12)F.No. S/49-165/CUS/MUN/2024-25
(13)F.No. S/49-166/CUS/MUN/2024-25
(14)F.No. S/49-167/CUS/MUN/2024-25
(15)F No. S/49-168/CUSIMUN/2024-25 | x |
(16) F.No. 5/49-185/CUS/MUN/2024-25 _ |

dy4?
By Registered Post A.D/E-Mail.
To,
1 M/s Hundred Miles Overseas Inc

1st Floor, KH no 136/2, Near Primary School
Badli Village, Delhi

2 M/s Ankit Impex
A-34, Wazirpur Industrial Area,
Delhi-110052

3. M/s Swastik Overseas
6/1/1/2-4, Village Jwahra
Gohana, Sonipat Haryana
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M/s Aahaan Steel
A-85/1, Basement,
Wazirpur Industrial Area, Delhi

M/s Singhal Impex
A-85/1, Basement, Wazirpur Industrial Area, Delhi

M/s Dev Jas Trading Company
906, KLJ Tower North Netaji Subhash Place,
Pitampura Delhi

M/s Shree Aar Jay Traders
97 Krishan Kunj Colony, Laxmi Nagar,
New Delhi-110092

M/s Gupta Traders
B-72/4 Wazirpur Ind. Area Delhi-110052

M/s Worldlink Logistics
A-3/27, First Floor Janakpuri,
New Delhi-110058

M/s Satyanarayan Jain & Sons
C-17/2 3rd Floor, Wazirpur Industrial Area Delhi-110052

M/s Bhawani Industries
B-62/1 Wazirpur Industrial Area, Delhi

Jindal Trading Company
C-77, Ahinsa Vihar Sector-9, Rohini Delhi-110085

Copy to -

\J./ﬁle Chief Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad zone, Customs House,

Ahmedabad.

2. The Pr. Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Mundra
3.
4. Guard File.

The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs, Customs House, Mundra
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