
A. File No. :
GEN/ADJ/ADC/744/2026-Adjn-O/o Pr. 

Commr-Cus-Mundra

B. SCN No. : 38/2026-27/ADC/ZDC/MCH

C. Passed by :

Dipak Zala, 

Additional Commissioner of Customs, 

Customs House, AP&SEZ, Mundra.

D. Noticess(s)/Importer :

1. M/s. City Impex (IEC – 

NRGPS3628A)

2. Shri Parag Harish Ruparel

3. Shri Hemant Balkrishana Joshi

E. DIN : 20260571MO000000FDD2

SHOW CAUSE NOTICE UNDER SECTION 124 OF THE CUSTOMS ACT, 
1962

Whereas it appears that:

A specific intelligence was gathered by the officers of the Directorate of Revenue 

Intelligence,  Delhi  Zonal  Unit  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  “DRI”),  indicating  that 

certain contraband/restricted goods are being smuggled into India by concealment 

in the import cargo under the bill of entry as detailed below.

A. Bill of Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025: (RUD-1)

S. No Details Description
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1 Port of Import Mundra SEZ Port, Mundra, Gujarat

2 Importer
M/s. City Impex, Situated at Shop No. 24, 1st Floor, Dattani 
Square Vasai Pal Ghar Vasai-Virar, Mumbai-401201

3 IEC NRGPS3628A
4 Customs Broker M/s Balachandiran Clearing & Shipping Agencies

5
Item Description & 
Quantity

Water Glass Sets & Flower Receptacle

6 Country of Origin China

7
Country of 
Consignment

China

8 Supplier M/s Yongkang Yimai Trading Co. Ltd., Jinhua, China 

9
Declared 
Assessable Value

Rs. 14,73,340/-

10 Duty declared Rs. 4,64,973/-

11 Invoice no. & date YYTCL-CI-0089 dated 20.10.2025

12 Container No. TXGU6761197

2. Acting upon the said intelligence, the goods imported vide the aforesaid Bill 

of Entry were put on hold for examination by the officers of DRI on 15.11.2025. The 

said consignment was examined by the officers of DRI on 15.11.2025 at CWC, CFS, 

in the presence of Sh. Vivek Raut, Manager, CWC, CFS, Mundra, and Sh. Parag 

Harish  Ruparel,  Controller  of  M/s  City  Impex,  as  well  as  two  independent 

witnesses.

EXAMINATION

3. The detailed outcome of the examination proceedings is as follows:

A. Examination of the goods imported under Bill  of Entry No. 5683770 

dated 13.11.2025 imported by M/s City Impex.

I. During examination, a total of 697 brown carton boxes were found stuffed 

inside the container no. TXGU6761197. The DRI officers opened all   the brown 

carton  boxes  one  by  one.  Out  of  these  697  boxes,  147  cartons  were  found to 

contain glass sets having branding as ‘Deli Glassware’. The remaining 550 carton 

boxes were found to contain two small brown carton boxes each having branding 

as  ‘MLi  Fireworks’.  Each  of  the  small  carton  boxes  having  branding  as  ‘MLi 

Fireworks’  were cut opened  and found to contain 30 pieces of 288-shots aerial 
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fireworks of Chinese origin.  The details of  goods, found during examination are 

tabulated below.

TABLE-1

Sr.No.
Description of the 
Goods

No.  of  Carton 
boxes

No.  of  piece  per 
Carton boxes

Total No. of Pieces

1 MLi-Fireworks-288 550 60 33,000

2 Water Glass Sets 147 26 sets per carton 3,822 (6 pcs per set)

II. The import of fireworks/firecrackers into India is restricted and requires a 

license issued by the Chief Controller of Explosives under the Explosives Rules, 

2008, administered by the Petroleum & Explosives Safety Organisation (PESO), for 

import  for  sale  and  possession.  However,  Sh.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel  failed  to 

produce  any valid  documents or  license  for  the lawful  import  of  the  recovered 

firecrackers/fireworks.  Therefore,  on  reasonable  grounds  that  the  goods  were 

illicitly smuggled into India without a license and concealed, DRI officers seized the 

recovered fireworks/firecrackers under Section 110 of the Customs Act,1962 vide 

seizure memo dated 15.11.2025  (RUD-2) as the goods were appeared liable  for 

confiscation under Section 111 of the Customs Act, 1962. Further, the water glass 

sets used to conceal  the fireworks as cover cargo were also appeared liable for 

confiscation under the Customs Act, 1962 and were seized under section 119 of the 

Customs Act,1962 vide  the same seizure memo dated 15.11.2025.

III. Further,  all  the  cartons  boxes  containing  the  water  glass  sets  and  the 

fireworks/firecrackers were re-stuffed in the same container and the said container 

with the seized cargo were handed over to Sh. Vivek, Manager, CWC, CFS for safe 

custody. The entire examination proceedings were recorded under the Panchanama 

dated 15.11.2025 (RUD-3).

SUBMISSION OF THE IMPORTER: -

5. For further investigation, a summon was issued under Section 108 of the 

Customs Act, 1962 to Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel C/o M/s City Impex to tender his 

statement in the matter. In response Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel appeared before the 

Senior Intelligence Officer,  DRI Delhi Zonal Unit and tendered his Statement on 

15.11.2025  (RUD-4).  The  statement  was  recorded  in  Hindi  language.  In  his 
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voluntary  statement,  Sh.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel,  inter-alia,  stated  that  (as 

translated into English):

 He was born in Mumbai. He lives in Mumbai and run a clothing business. 

He purchases clothing from the retail market and sell them on a commission 

basis  in  the  local  market.  He  primarily  deals  in  women's  garments.  He 

previously  owned  a  clothing  store  in  Bandra,  but  sold  it  due  to  losses 

incurred during the COVID-19 pandemic.

 That after suffering losses in the local market, he had begun importing and 

selling imported goods, primarily ladies' tops and leggings. He does not have 

an IEC (Import Export Code) in his own name. He obtains IECs from agents 

in the market and imports them using those IECs. 

 That he had used various IECs for the import of ladies' clothing, which he 

purchased  from agents  based  in  Mumbai.  That  the  IEC  of  'City  Impex', 

through which the B/E No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025, was filed at Mundra 

Port, is controlled by him. That he purchased this IEC code in Bombay for 

Rs. 2 lakh, approximately two months ago. He has no information about the 

holder of the IEC.

 That the container number TXGU6761197, imported from China on Bill of 

Lading (B/L) number NGBCB25048083 and was pending at the CWC CFS at 

Mundra Port,  was imported by him. He imported all  the contents of this 

container and its sole owner.

 That  for  customs  clearance  of  the  goods  imported  in  container  no. 

TXGU6761197,  he appointed CHA Hemant  Joshi,  who has filed B/E no. 

5683770 dated 13.11.2025.

 That this container  was examined on 15.11.2025 in his presence by the 

officials of DRI  Delhi.  The proceedings were recorded under Panchanama 

dated 15.11.2025.

 That he is submitting all documents related to the B/E No. 5683770 dated 

13.11.2025, including the Invoice, Packing List, and Bill of Lading, to the 

DRI officials.

 That he had filed this Bill of Entry declaring 872 cartons of Water Glass Sets 

and 73 cartons of Flower Receptacle,  but in reality it  contained only 147 
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cartons of Water Glass Sets and 550 cartons containing a total of 33,000 

pieces of (Code 288) Fireworks. That the packing of the container was done 

by  Meta  Fireworks  Company  of  China  as  per  his  instructions.  He  had 

instructed them to keep the boxes of Glass Sets in the front four rows of the 

container  and  the  remaining  boxes  at  the  back  containing  Code  288 

Fireworks. He had imported this container accordingly.

 That he had resorted to smuggling because there is a huge demand for these 

288 coded fireworks in the market.  Since he does not have a license for 

import, sale and possession of fireworks from Petroleum & Explosives Safety 

Organization  (PESO)  under  the  Explosive  Rules,  2008  under  the  Chief 

Controller of Explosives, he resorted to smuggling. 

 He was deeply in debt and saw on Instagram Reels that there is a huge 

demand for 288 coded fireworks. He thought this was the only way he could 

repay his debt. He had never imported fireworks before and this was his first 

attempt. He admitted that he knew that a valid license from DGFT and Chief 

Controller of Explosives is required for importing fireworks, which I did not 

have.  Still,  I  resorted  to  smuggling  to  import  33,000  pieces  of  fireworks 

without a license.

 That he borrowed money from his friends and sent a total of  ₹40 lakhs in 

cash in connection with this container.

 That he conducted all these transactions through Meta Fireworks'  mobile 

number  in  China,  +8613341312288.  He  conducted  all  dealing  from  his 

mobile  number,  9372019507,  and  all  records  are  stored  on  this  mobile 

phone. He submitted his mobile phone of make “Samsung Galaxy Z Fold 7” 

to DRI officials for further investigation. The said mobile phone was seized by 

the  DRI  under  Seizure  memo  dated  15.11.2025  (RUD-5) for  further 

investigation. 

6. The statement dated 15.11.2025 by Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel indicated that 

he smuggled a total of 33,000 pieces of 288-shot aerial fireworks/firecrackers from 

China, with an estimated market value of Rs. 4,95,00,000 for monetary gain. He 

acknowledged  ownership  of  these  fireworks.  Fireworks  in  India  are  declared  a 

restricted item under the ITC (HS) for import by the DGFT. Further, the import of 

fireworks/firecrackers for sale or possession into India requires a license issued by 
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the Chief Controller of Explosives under the Explosive Rules, 2008, administered 

by the Petroleum & Explosives  Safety Organization (PESO).  As admitted by Sh. 

Parag Harish Ruparel in his statement, he knowingly involved himself in smuggling 

the  restricted  goods  viz.,  33,000  pieces  of  Chinese  fireworks  valued  at  Rs. 

4,95,00,000/-  through  a  rented  IEC  of  M/s  City  Impex  without  proper 

authorisation. He admitted his involvement in the smuggling of the seized fireworks 

and thus committed offences punishable under Sections 135(1)(a) and 135(1)(b), 

read with Section 135(1)(i)(A)  of  the Customs Act,  1962.  Accordingly,  Sh. Parag 

Harish Ruparel was arrested on 16.11.2025 under Section 104 of the Customs Act, 

1962, vide Arrest Memo dated 16.11.2025. (RUD-6). Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel was 

produced  before  the  Hon’ble  Court  of  the  Additional  Chief  Judicial  Magistrate, 

Mundra (Kutch) and was thereafter remanded to judicial custody at Palara Special 

Jail,  Bhuj.  After completion of sixty days in judicial  custody, the Hon’ble Court 

granted him bail.

STATEMENTS RECORDED:

7.1 Statement  of  Sh.  Hemant  Balkrishana  Joshi,  CHA/Broker-  Sh.  Parag 

Harish Ruparel, in his statement dated 15.11.2025, stated that for the customs 

clearance of the goods imported in container no. TXGU6761197 he appointed CHA 

Hemant  Joshi,  who  filed  B/E  No.  5683770  dated  13.11.2025.  Accordingly, 

summon was issued to Sh. Hemant Balkrishana Joshi for recording his statement 

in the matter.  In compliance with the summon, Sh. Hemant Balkrishana Joshi 

appeared on 18.12.2025 to tender his statement under Section 108 of the Customs 

Act, 1962. His statement was recorded on 17/18.12.2025  (RUD-7) under Section 

108 of the Customs Act, 1962. Sh. Hemant Balkrishana Joshi, in his statement, 

inter alia, stated that:

 He began his career as a peon in a customs logistics firm, where he carefully 

observed  and  learned  customs  procedures  for  2-3  years.  This  hands-on 

experience helped him secure a position as Customs Executive at M/s Met 

Trade  India  Ltd.,  where  he  managed  the  company's  customs  operations. 

After gaining valuable expertise in this field, he started his own business, 

M/s Amardeep Logistics, specializing in marble import clearance. In 2019, 

he  obtained  his  G-Card  certification,  which  allowed  him  to  expand  his 

operations  by  establishing  M/s  Sheetal  Expo  (IEC:  3716900451)  for  dry 

dates import and clearance services. He also partnered with his cousin, Mr. 
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Praveen  Sharma,  to  create  another  CHA  firm  called  M/s  Leo  Air  Cargo 

Carrier.

 He knows Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel very well. They have known each other 

for approx. 8-9 years, having met through a common friend in Gandhidham. 

Over  the years,  they had developed a  strong friendship,  and he is  being 

considered as a family member by Mr.  Ruparel  and his wife,  Mrs.  Divya 

Parag Ruparel, whom he regards as a sister.

 Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel is a businessman engaged in import operations. 

Initially,  Mr.  Ruparel  focused  on  importing  garments  and  footwear  from 

China. As his business grew, he diversified his product portfolio to include 

various items such as glass mugs,  water  bottles,  and other  merchandise 

based on market demand.

 Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel does not own any firm or company in his name. 

Mr. Ruparel conducts his import activities using rented Import Export Codes 

(IECs). Regarding the sale of goods in India, he is not aware of Mr. Parag 

Harish Ruparel's sales procedures.

 Mr.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel  always  imports  goods  using  rented  IECs. 

Typically, Mr. Parag himself arranges these IECs through brokers. However, 

in one instances, he arranged IEC for him. Since they share a close personal 

bond and he  values  his  experience  in  the  clearance  field,  he  sometimes 

approaches him to assist with these arrangements.

 He arranged one IEC (NRGPS3628A) in the name of M/s City Impex for Mr. 

Parag Harish Ruparel.  He arranged this IEC through a broker (name not 

remembered) in Mumbai for around Rs. 2.5 lakh (in cash), in the month of 

Oct,  2025.  The expenses for arranging the IEC were borne by Mr.  Parag 

Harish Ruparel.

 The  IEC  of  M/s  City  Impex  was  arranged  in  October  2025.  As  per  his 

knowledge, Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel used this IEC only once in November 

2025 to import water glass sets and a flower receptacle from China. Apart 

from this, he is not aware of any other use of the IEC.
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 He is aware that the DRI seized one consignment on 15.11.2025 at Mundra 

Port, imported by Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel through the IEC of M/s City 

Impex.

 He came to know that  Chinese firecrackers  were found concealed in the 

consignment imported by Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel (through the IEC of M/s 

City Impex) under Bill of Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025, under the 

guise of glass water sets and flower receptacles. Accordingly, the DRI seized 

the  consignment  and  arrested  Mr.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel  for  the  offence 

committed and admitted by Mr. Ruparel.

 During the seizure and arrest of Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel, he was in China. 

While he was in China, on 16.11.2025, he came to know about the seizure 

and arrest through a common friend.

 He is also engaged in the import  business through his firm M/s Sheetal 

Expo. He was planning to visit China for business opportunities. However, in 

October,  Mr.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel  informed  him that  he  was  importing 

some articles from China, but there was an issue related to the release of Bill 

of  Lading No. NGBCB25048083 due to non-payment of shipping charges. 

Mr. Ruparel explained that he had already paid the shipping charges to the 

supplier,  but the supplier had not forwarded the charges to the shipping 

line,  and  therefore,  they  were  holding  the  Bill  of  Lading.  Mr.  Ruparel 

informed that he made additional payment of ¥16,399.00 Chinese Yuan to 

the supplier against the shipping charges but he still not cooperating. He 

requested his assistance in the matter. Since Mr. Ruparel was unable to go 

to China himself, he asked him to go to China to resolve the issue. As he was 

already  planning  to  visit  China,  he accepted  Mr.  Parag  Harish Ruparel's 

proposal and traveled to China on 11.11.2025 along with Mr. Sonu (Mobile 

No. 9892435762), who is known to Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel. There, they 

met  with  the  concerned  person  from the  supplier,  Meta  Fireworks,  and 

resolved the matter with talks.  This is  the same consignment which was 

subsequently seized by the DRI.

 That  Mr.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel  used  to  take  his  guidance  concerning 

customs clearance, including goods classification and duty calculations. He 

used to seek his opinion before importing consignments. In this particular 

case, he informed him that he was going to import firecrackers from China 
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as the demand in the market was very high. In response, he informed Mr. 

Ruparel that the import of firecrackers is restricted in India and requires 

certification from the Petroleum & Explosives Safety Organisation (PESO). He 

advised  Mr.  Ruparel  not  to  import  firecrackers.  However,  Mr.  Ruparel 

ignored his advice and imported Chinese firecrackers under the said Bill of 

Entry by way of mis-declaration/concealment.

 All the expenses for his China trip, including flight tickets and hotels, were 

borne by Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel.

 At around 12:30 am of 18.12.2025, he requested DRI officer to take rest for 

some hours which was accepted by DRI officer. He requested DRI officer to 

allow him to take rest in the visitor room of DRI, DZU office. The DRI officer 

allowed him to take rest in visitor room. After taking proper rest and food in 

the  visitor  room,  his  statement  was  resumed  at  around  06:00  am  of 

18.12.2025.

 He acknowledged that Mrs. Divya, wife of Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel, made 

numerous bank transactions to his ICICI savings account. He has a close 

relationship  with  Mr.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel  and  his  family.  All  financial 

matters,  including bank accounts and transactions,  are  handled by Mrs. 

Divya under the direction of Mr.  Parag Harish Ruparel.  Any expenses he 

incurred on behalf of Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel were reimbursed through 

Mrs.  Divya's  bank  account.  Additionally,  there  are  instances  where  Mr. 

Parag Harish Ruparel funded imports for his firm, M/s Sheetal Expo.

 The firm M/s Sheetal Expo was established in 2016. Initially, he exported 

approximately two consignments of PVC pipes through the firm. Thereafter, 

he imported timber from Ghana, Africa through high sea sales. Over the last 

3-4 months, he is importing dry dates from Dubai. Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel 

has funded the imports for M/s Sheetal Expo only for the import of dry 

dates. In exchange, he gives him 3-4% of the profits for using the IEC of M/s 

Sheetal Expo.

 He was presented with the statement dated 15.11.2025 of Mr. Parag Harish 

Ruparel, as shown by the DRI officer. That he completely concur with the 

contents of the statement. All the information stated by Mr. Parag Harish 

Ruparel in his statement is true and correct to the best of his knowledge.
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 He admitted  that  he arranged the IEC of  M/s City  Impex  for  Mr.  Parag 

Harish Ruparel because Mr. Ruparel requested him to arrange the same for 

the import. However, at that time he was not aware that Mr. Ruparel was 

going to smuggle goods using this IEC. Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel used to 

import goods through rented IECs, mostly arranged by him. In only a few 

instances, he arranged the IEC to Mr. Ruparel in good faith because he is 

very close to him. This was the business model of Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel. 

Later, Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel informed him that he was going to import 

firecrackers  from  China,  and  he  advised  Mr.  Ruparel  not  to  import 

firecrackers  as  these  are  restricted  items.  However,  Mr.  Parag  Harish 

Ruparel did not listen to him and imported/smuggled firecrackers through 

the IEC arranged by him.

 That  he  has  not  received  any  monetary  benefit  from  Mr.  Parag  Harish 

Ruparel for arranging the IEC or for the import of firecrackers. He was not 

supposed  to  receive  any  financial  benefits  from the  import/smuggling  of 

firecrackers, even if the consignment had not been seized by the DRI. The 

only financial benefits he received from Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel were when 

he funded the imports for M/s Sheetal Expo, as stated in the above answer.

 Even  the  customs  clearing  agent  for  the  consignment  seized  by  the 

department  was  not  him  but  M/s  Balachandiran  Clearing  &  Shipping 

Agencies, Chennai, through Mr. Sunny, as he did not want to be a part of 

the smuggling.  Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel is a very stubborn person, and 

when  Mr.  Ruparel  decided  to  smuggle  the  goods,  he  did  not  listen  to 

anybody.  That  is  why  he  failed  to  convince  Mr.  Ruparel  not  to  smuggle 

firecrackers. Regarding awareness of concealment, he became aware of the 

concealment  of  firecrackers,  but  despite  his  advice  not  to  import,  Mr. 

Ruparel chose to smuggle the firecrackers.

 Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel used to directly contact his Chinese suppliers. He 

is not involved in the coordination in any way. He is not in contact with any 

of the Chinese suppliers of Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel.

7.2 Statement of Sh. Sapan J Khemchandani, concerned CHA- Based on the 

above statement and Bill  of  Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025, the customs 

clearing agent for the import of goods under the mentioned consignment was M/s 

Balachandiran  Clearing  &  Shipping  Agencies.  A  summon  was  issued  to  M/s 
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Balachandiran Clearing & Shipping Agencies for recording the statement of  the 

concerned person in the matter.  In compliance with the summon, Sh. Sapan J 

Khemchandani appeared on 20.01.2026 to tender his statement under Section 108 

of  the Customs Act,  1962.  His statement was recorded on 20.01.2026  (RUD-8) 

under Section 108 of the Customs Act, 1962. Sh. Sapan J Khemchandani, in his 

statement, inter alia, stated that:

 He is the G-card holder at M/s Balachandiran Clearing & Shipping Agencies 

(BCSA). M/s BCSA is registered at Second Floor, Old No. 93/2, New No. 193, 

Linghi Chetty Street, Parrys, Chennai, Tamil Nadu, 600001. The firm also 

has an additional place of business at Office No. 9, Second Floor, Saraswati 

Building,  Plot  No.  591,  Ward  No.  12/C,  Gandhidham,  Kutch.  The  firm 

currently  operates  through  its  Chennai  and  Gujarat  offices  only.  It  is 

primarily engaged in clearance services for the export of rice and non-PP 

bags; the firm also handles import-related work but is mainly focused on 

exports.

 That he draw a salary of Rs. 20,000 per month from M/s BCSA in cash. He 

also utilize the customs clearing license of M/s BCSA on a commission basis 

to provide customs clearing services to the clients of M/s Ashirwad Shipping 

Service (his proprietorship firm). M/s Ashirwad Shipping Service does not 

have a customs clearing licence; therefore, he use M/s BCSA’s license for a 

commission of Rs. 30,000/- per month.

 He know Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel. Mr. Ruparel is engaged in the import 

and export business.  He met him once, through Mr.  Hemant Joshi,  at a 

social gathering in 2024. He does not know much about him.

 Mr. Hemant Joshi is his very good friend. They have known each other for 

the  past  four  years.  Mr.  Hemant  Joshi  is  engaged  in  the  business  of 

Import/Export and also provides customs clearing services through his firms 

M/s Sheetal Expo and M/s Leo Air Cargo Carrier. They do have a business 

relationship.  Mr.  Hemant  Joshi  is  engaged  in  the  import  of  dry  dates 

through  his  firm  M/s  Sheetal  Expo,  and  he  provide  customs  clearing 

services to him using M/s BCSA’s license on a commission basis.
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 That Bill of Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025 was filed by him using the 

CHA licence of M/s BCSA on a commission basis. The Bill of Entry was filed 

in the name of M/s City Impex.

 He is not personally aware of the client M/s City Impex. Mr. Hemant Joshi 

called him to arrange customs clearance for goods to be imported by his 

client M/s City Impex. Mr. Hemant informed him that he would be in China 

during November 2025 and requested him to file the Bill of Entry on behalf 

of M/s City Impex.

 He was aware of the seizure of firecrackers smuggled by concealment in the 

goods imported under Bill of Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025, which 

was filed by him on the reference of Mr. Hemant Joshi. On 16.11.2025, he 

learned that DRI officers were examining the consignment imported under 

the said bill of entry. However, due to other engagements he was unable to 

join the examination proceedings that day. Later, he learned that the DRI 

had  seized  the  consignment  after  undeclared  Chinese-origin  firecrackers 

were found concealed within it. Following the seizure, he inquired about M/s 

City Impex with Mr. Hemant Joshi. He informed that the actual owner of the 

imported  goods  is  Mr.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel,  and that  Mr.  Ruparel  had 

smuggled  the firecrackers  by concealing them within the goods imported 

under the said bill of entry. Mr. Hemant Joshi also stated that Mr. Ruparel 

used the rented IEC of M/s City Impex.

 He was not aware of any smuggling of firecrackers prior to filing Bill of Entry 

No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025. Mr. Hemant Joshi requested him to file the 

bill of entry on behalf of the client since  he was not available in India. Mr. 

Hemant Joshi provided him with the KYC documents related to M/s City 

Impex, which he submitted for investigation.

 He has not received any payment for the services provided (filing the bill of 

entry) in relation to the import of goods under the said Bill  of Entry. Mr. 

Hemant  Joshi  was  to  pay  Rs.  2,000/-  (agency  charges)  for  this  work; 

however, because the consignment was seized by the DRI, he did not make 

any payment.

 The bill of entry was filed by the office of Mr. Hemant Joshi using the login 

ID and other credentials that he provided for the convenience, as M/s City 
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Impex/Parag Harish Ruparel was the client of Mr. Hemant Joshi. They filed 

the  bill  of  entry  using  those  credentials.  In  good  faith,  he  shared  his 

credentials with Mr. Hemant Joshi for this purpose.

7.3 Statement of Sh. Hemant Balkrishana Joshi, CHA/Broker-  To confront 

the  statement  of  Sh.  Sapan  J  Khemchandani  and  seek  comments,  another 

summon was issued to Sh. Hemant Balkrishana Joshi for recording his statement 

in the matter.  In compliance with the summon, Sh. Hemant Balkrishana Joshi 

appeared on 21.01.2026 to tender his statement under Section 108 of the Customs 

Act, 1962. His statement was recorded on 21.01.2026 (RUD-9) under Section 108 

of the Customs Act, 1962. Sh. Hemant Balkrishana Joshi, in his statement, inter 

alia, stated that:

 He was presented with  the statement dated 20.01.2026 of  Mr.  Sapan J. 

Khemchandani, recorded under Section 108 of the Customs Act, 1962, as 

produced by the DRI officer. He reviewed the entire statement and confirmed 

that he understand its contents and fully concur with the contents of the 

statement. 

 Mr. Sapan J. Khemchandani and Mr. Sunny is the same person. Mr. Sapan 

J. Khemchandani also known as “Sunny” in the trade.

 He fully agrees with the statement of Mr. Sapan J. Khemchandani. He was 

travelling to China on 11.11.2025 and therefore requested his friend, Mr. 

Sapan  J.  Khemchandani,  to  provide  customs  clearing  services  for  the 

consignment imported under Bill of Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025. It 

is correct that Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel (M/s City Impex) was his client and 

that the consignment under the said bill of entry was imported in the name 

of M/s City Impex.

 It is true that the bill of entry was ultimately filed by his staff using the login 

credentials of M/s Balachandiran Clearing & Shipping Agencies, which were 

provided by Mr. Sapan J. Khemchandani.

 The bill of entry was filed by Mr. Imtiaj, an employee at M/s Leo Air Cargo 

Carrier (his partnership firm). On his directions, Mr. Imtiaj filed the bill of 

entry using the credentials provided by Mr. Sapan J Khemchandani.
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 The  KYC  documents  in  respect  of  M/s  City  Impex,  as  produced  and 

presented  by  the  DRI  officer,  were  provided  by  him  to  Mr.  Sapan  J. 

Khemchandani for the records of M/s Balachandiran Clearing & Shipping 

Agencies. He obtained these KYC documents from Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel 

in Mumbai and received them by hand.

 He confirmed that he arranged the IEC of M/s City Impex for Mr.  Parag 

Harish Ruparel on a rental basis. The IEC was arranged through agents in 

Mumbai; he does not know the name or current whereabouts of the agent. 

At the time the IEC was arranged, Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel, the agent, and 

he  were  present  together.  In  his  presence,  the  agent  provided  the  KYC 

documents to Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel, who then handed them to him for 

the purpose of filing the bill of entry.

 He is not aware of the name, contact number, or current whereabouts of the 

agent. Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel may have the agent’s details, as he initially 

introduced the agent to him. Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel used to verify IEC-

related  documents  through  him  because  of  his  experience  in  customs 

clearing. However, he was not aware of Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel’s intention 

to use this IEC for smuggling goods.

 He  neither  paid  nor  received  any  consideration  from  any  person  in 

connection with the consignment in question.

7.4 Statement of Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel, C/o M/s City Impex- During the 

investigation, a forensic examination of the mobile phone belonging to Sh. Parag 

Harish Ruparel, which had been seized by the department, was carried out under 

the panchanama dated 27.11.2025 (RUD-10). During analysis of the retrieved data, 

incriminating chats were found. To confront him with these chats and seek his 

comments,  a  summons was  issued  to  Sh.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel  to  record  his 

statement. In compliance with the summons, Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel appeared 

on 13.02.2026 and tendered his statement under Section 108 of the Customs Act, 

1962. His statement was recorded on 13.02.2026  (RUD-11) under Section 108 of 

the Customs Act, 1962 in Hindi. Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel, in his statement, inter 

alia, stated that (as translated into English):

 He  is  engaged  in  the  import  business.  He  used  to  import  primarily 

readymade  garments  and  shoes  from  China  on  behalf  of  his  clients  in 
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Gujarat, via Mundra port. They would give him orders according to market 

demand.  Accordingly,  he  placed  orders  with  his  Chinese  agent,  Linda 

(+8613711770316), in China. She then arranged the required goods from the 

Chinese  market  and  handled  all  export  arrangements  through  various 

exporting firms in China. For customs clearance of the imported goods, he 

usually availed the services of his friend Mr. Hemant Joshi, who provides 

customs-clearance services. Once the goods cleared customs, he informed 

the client, who then took custody of the imported goods.

 The goods were procured from China through an agent on a credit basis. 

After importation and handing over custody to his clients, the clients settled 

payments directly with his Chinese agent. His role was limited to facilitating 

the imports. The clients also paid him in cash for all import-related charges, 

including customs duty, after taking custody of the imported goods. Further, 

in lieu of the import-facilitation services he provided, he used to charge my 

clients Rs. 4–5 lakh in cash.

 He perused the Statement dated 15.11.2025 which was tendered by him 

before  the  DRI  officer.  He  completely  concurs  with  the  content  of  the 

statement. All the information provided in the statement is true and correct.

 He smuggled Chinese firecrackers under the consignment imported under 

Bill of Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025 using a fake & rented IEC in the 

name of M/s City Impex. The IEC was arranged through agents in Mumbai. 

He procured these firecrackers through his Chinese agent, Linda. Because 

demand for Chinese firecrackers is very high in India during the wedding 

season (November to January), he decided to import them. Later he learned 

that import of these firecrackers is restricted in India and requires licenses 

from  DGFT  and  PESO.  Therefore,  he  chose  not  to  declare  them  to  the 

customs  authorities.  These  firecrackers  were  intended  for  sale  in  the 

domestic market according to demand. However, the DRI seized the entire 

consignment  under  a  seizure  memo  dated  15.11.2025.  Payment  for  this 

particular consignment had not been made to the Chinese supplier; payment 

was to be made after the goods were sold in the domestic market.

 He informed that this particular consignment was imported by him without 

any specific client. Demand for these firecrackers was very high, and he was 

confident there would be many buyers in the market.  The buyer had not 
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been  decided  at  the  time  of  import;  that  was  to  be  determined  later 

depending on profit margins.

 He perused and reviewed the panchanama dated 27.11.2025 and the related 

enclosures  concerning  the  forensic  examination  of  his  mobile  phone,  a 

Samsung Galaxy Z Fold 7, which was seized by the department for further 

investigation. The contents of the panchanama were read out by the DRI 

officer in Hindi. He understood the contents and found the panchanama and 

its enclosures to be genuine and lawful. 

 He was informed by the DRI officer that during the analysis of WhatsApp 

data, it was found that he received multiple messages/videos & photos on 

19.10.2025 at his mobile number 9372019507 related to the packing and 

loading  of  the  firecrackers  (seized  by  the  department),  from  the  mobile 

number 7021839508 saved as ‘Babu’ in his phone. The screenshot of the 

chat is placed below for ready reference. 

(RUD-12)

 That the mobile number 7021839508 was used by him. That phone (with 

the above SIM) is mostly used by him at home. The chats, photos and videos 

related to the seized firecrackers found to be shared from 7021839508 to his 

other  number  9372019507  on  19.10.2025  were  originally  received  on 

7021839508 from his Chinese supplier, Linda. Those media files related to 

the consignment of firecrackers that were later smuggled under Bill of Entry 

No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025 and subsequently seized by the department. 

He  forwarded  the  photos  and  videos  from  7021839508  to  his  daily-use 
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number 9372019507. The number 7021839508 is generally used by him at 

home and is sometimes used by his family members. If the Chinese supplier 

sent business-related chats/photos/videos while he was absent, his family 

members would forward them to him on 9372019507.

 He was informed by the DRI officer, that during the forensic analysis of his 

mobile  phone,  it  was  found  that  he  had  received  multiple  chats  and 

screenshots related to bank transactions that appear to be connected to his 

import consignments from the mobile number 9967088011 saved as “Divya” 

in  his  phone.  The  officers  informed  that  it  appears  that  finance-related 

operations for the imports are being handled by Divya.

 That Divya (9967088011) is his wife. She is not otherwise involved in his 

business  operations.  He  is  not  well  educated  and not  comfortable  using 

mobile  banking  or  UPI  apps,  so  when  he  needs  to  transfer  money  he 

instructs his wife to make the transfers from her bank account(s). She acted 

on his instructions only.

 DRI further informed that multiple screenshots/chats were found related to 

money  transfers  to  Mr.  Hemant  Joshi  by  Mrs.  Divya  and  sought  his 

comment.

 That Mr. Hemant Joshi is a family friend who has been closely associated 

with them for the last 10–15 years. On several occasions Mr. Hemant has 

borrowed  money  from  them  for  running  business  operations  of  his 

partnership firm, M/s Sheetal Expo. As per his instructions, his wife Divya 

transferred money to Mr. Hemant.

 Mr. Hemant Joshi is not involved in the smuggling of the seized firecrackers. 

He  only  assisted  him in  arranging  the  IEC  for  M/s  City  Impex  through 

agents in Mumbai. Mr. Hemant has no connection with the seized goods.

 DRI officer informed that during analysis of retrieved data, it was found that 

on  17.11.2025  he  sent  the  IEC  of  M/s  City  Impex  and  other  related 

documents  to  “Sonu  Spice  gir”  at  mobile  number  9892435763.  The 

screenshots of the chats are placed below. DRI officer sought comment on 

who “Sonu Spicegir” is and how he is related to M/s City Impex.

Page 17 of 35

GEN/ADJ/ADC/744/2026-Adjn-O/o Pr Commr-Cus-Mundra I/4139339/2026



(RUD-13)

 That on 17.11.2025 he forwarded the IEC of M/s City Impex to Mr. Sonu, 

who is an agent based in China and works for their regular Chinese agent, 

Ms. Linda. He forwarded the IEC because they required the details for the 

export of firecrackers, which were subsequently smuggled under Bill of Entry 

No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025. Mr. Sonu is an Indian national employed as 

an agent and currently residing in China.

FINDINGS OF INVESTIGATION

8. From the above facts and the statements recorded under Section 108 of the 

Customs Act, 1962, it is indicated that:

(i) Vide Bill of Entry No.  5683770 dated 13.11.2025 filed by M/s City Impex, 

an attempt was made to import Chinese Fireworks in grab of Water Glass 

Sets  &  Flower  Receptacles  set  by  way  of  mis-declaration.  The  import  of 

Fireworks is  restricted  and requires  an authorization or license from the 

Chief Controller of Explosives under the Explosive Rules, 2008 (PESO). In 

the  instant  case,  Chinese  Fireworks  were  imported  without  having  any 

authorization/license  from  competent  authority  by  way  of 

mis-declaration/concealment in violation to the provisions of Rule 7 of the 
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Explosives Rules, 2008, which made the goods as prohibited goods under 

Section 2(33) of the Customs Act, 1962.

(ii) The goods i.e. Chinese Fireworks, imported vide Bill of Entry No. 5683770 

dated 13.11.2025,  were mis-declared as is  evident from the Panchanama 

dated 15.11.2025 and admitted by Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel, the controller 

of  the  IEC  of  M/s  City  Impex,  in  his  statements  dated  15.11.2025  & 

13.02.2026 recorded under Section 108 of the Customs Act, 1962.

(iii) In his statement dated 15.11.2025, Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel admitted that 

he  imported  Chinese  fireworks  by  concealing  them in  cargo  declared  as 

“water  glass”  and  “flower  receptacles”  to  bypass  mandatory  import 

compliance for fireworks. He further admitted that he knowingly imported 

Chinese fireworks under the said bill of entry using the rented/dummy IEC 

of M/s City Impex for monetary gain.

(iv) Based on the panchanama dated 15.11.2025 and the confession of Sh. Parag 

Harish Ruparel, he was arrested on 16.11.2025 under Section 104 of the 

Customs Act, 1962, and is currently on default bail. 

(v) The statements recorded during the investigation indicated that Sh. Parag 

Harish  Ruparel  planned  to  procure  fireworks/firecrackers  from China  to 

meet high domestic demand. To evade the licensing requirement from the 

Chief Controller of Explosives under the Explosive Rules, 2008 (PESO), he 

devised  an  illegal  method  to  smuggle  the  fireworks  using 

rented/fake/dummy IECs. He subsequently obtained an IEC for M/s City 

Impex through a local broker in Mumbai with the assistance of Sh. Hemant 

Joshi. Sh. Hemant Joshi in his statement admitted that he arranged the IEC 

of M/s City Impex for Mr. Parag Harish Ruparel on a rental basis. The IEC 

was arranged through agents in Mumbai. 

(vi) The investigation indicated that Shri Parag Harish Ruparel is the beneficial 

owner  of  the  goods  imported  under  Bill  of  Entry  No.  5683770  dated 

13.11.2025, which were filed in the name of a dummy IEC of M/s City Impex 

arranged by him with the assistance of Shri Hemant Joshi.

(vii) During analysis of the data retrieved in the forensic examination of Sh. Parag 

Harish  Ruparel’s  mobile  phone  conducted  under  panchanama  dated 

27.11.2025,  images  were  recovered  showing  the  stuffing  of  the  seized 
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fireworks  into  a  container  in  China,  along  with  related  chats  with  the 

Chinese  supplier/agent.  The  extraction  report  in  respect  to  the  above 

referred  chats  taken  from the  computer  software  Cellebrite  is  enclosed 

herewith as RUD-14. In addition to the statements, these chats and images 

constitute crucial  evidence of  the offence committed by Sh. Parag Harish 

Ruparel.

(viii) As per the KYC documents submitted at the time of registration, M/s City 

Impex is reflected as a proprietorship concern, purportedly owned by Shri 

Mahesh Santosh Shivsaran. However, scrutiny of import data available on 

the Indian Customs EDI System (ICES)/ISS portal reveals that the impugned 

consignment under investigation is the sole import transaction undertaken 

in the name of M/s City Impex. Further, during the course of investigation, 

Shri Parag Harish Ruparel has admitted that the Importer Exporter Code 

(IEC) in the name of M/s City Impex was a dummy IEC, procured and used 

by him on a rental/benami basis for carrying out the subject import. 

(ix) In order to independently verify the physical existence and authenticity of the 

IEC holder, enquiries were initiated through the Mumbai Zonal Unit of the 

Directorate  of  Revenue  Intelligence  (DRI).  Accordingly,  a  letter  dated 

27.04.2026 was issued requesting field verification at the declared address of 

M/s City Impex as recorded in the IEC database. In response, the Mumbai 

Zonal Unit conducted a spot enquiry and submitted its visit report dated 

28.04.2026  (RUD-15).  As per the findings of the said report,  the address 

declared in the IEC is presently occupied by a commercial  establishment 

operating  under  the name “Right  Space  Design Studio,”  which  has  been 

functioning at the said premises since the year 2020. During the course of 

enquiry, the occupant categorically stated that he has no knowledge of any 

entity by the name of M/s City Impex or any named Shri Mahesh Santosh 

Shivsaran.  The  above  findings  conclusively  establish  that  the  declared 

address of the IEC holder is fictitious and that no such firm is operating 

from the said premises. The non-existence of the proprietor at the declared 

address, absence of any genuine business activity, and the admission of Shri 

Parag Harish Ruparel collectively demonstrate that the IEC in the name of 

M/s City Impex is non-genuine and was created and operated merely as a 

front entity. Accordingly, it is reasonably concluded that M/s City Impex is a 
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non-existent/dummy  firm,  and  its  IEC  was  fraudulently  obtained  and 

misused by Shri Parag Harish Ruparel to facilitate illicit import of goods.

9. RESTRICTION ON IMPORT

9.1 Rule 7. Control over manufacture, import, export, transport, possession 

for sale or use of explosives:-

No person shall manufacture, import, export, transport, possess for sale or use 

an explosive except as authorised or licensed under these rules.

9.2 Section 2(33) of the Customs Act, 1962 reads as under:-

“"prohibited goods" means any goods the import or export of which is subject 

to any prohibition under this Act or any other law for the time being in force 

but  does  not  include  any  such  goods  in  respect  of  which  the  conditions 

subject to which the goods are permitted to be imported or exported have 

been complied with;”

9.3 From the above, it appears that import of ‘Fireworks’ is restricted and these 

goods  cannot  be  imported  into  India  without  a  license/authorization  from  the 

Directorate General of Foreign Trade (DGFT)/Competent Authority. Therefore, as 

per Section 2(33) of the Customs Act, 1962 such goods, the import of which is 

subject to any prohibition under this act or any other law for time being in force, 

would be prohibited goods. Since, in the instant case the importer appears to have 

attempted to import fireworks without having an authorization or license from the 

competent  authority,  hence  the  said  goods  would  fall  under  the  category  of 

‘restricted goods’ in terms of the provisions of Section 2(33) of the Customs Act,  

1962 read with Rule 7 of the Explosive Rules, 2008.

10. CONFISCATION

10.1 The provisions for confiscation have been provided under Section 111 of the 

Customs Act, 1962. The relevant provisions are reproduced below:-

Section 111. Confiscation of improperly imported goods, etc.- The following 

goods brought from a place outside India shall be liable to confiscation:-

(d) any  goods  which  are  imported  or  attempted  to  be  imported  or  are 
brought within the Indian customs waters for the purpose of being imported, 
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contrary to any prohibition imposed by or under this Act or any other law for 
the time being in force;

(e) any dutiable or prohibited goods found concealed in any manner in any 
conveyance;

(f) any dutiable or prohibited goods required to be mentioned under the 
regulations in an import manifest or import report which are not so mentioned;

(i) any dutiable or prohibited goods found concealed in any manner in any 
package either before or after the unloading thereof;

(l) any  dutiable  or  prohibited  goods  which  are  not  included  or  are  in 
excess of those included in the entry made under this Act, or in the case of  
baggage in the declaration made under section 77;

(m) any goods which do not correspond in respect of value or in any other 
particular with the entry made under this Act or in the case of baggage with 
the declaration made under section 77 in respect thereof,  or in the case of 
goods under transhipment, with the declaration for transhipment referred to in 
the proviso to sub-section (1) of section 54.

10.2 The goods used for concealing the goods liable for confiscation are also liable 

for confiscation under Section 119 of the Customs Act, 1962.

SECTION 119. Confiscation of  goods used for concealing smuggled 
goods

Any  goods  used  for  concealing  smuggled  goods  shall  also  liable  to 
confiscation.
Explanation: In this section, “goods” do not include a conveyance used as a 
means of transport.

10.3 The  investigation  conclusively  established  that  Shri  Parag  Harish 

Ruparel is the beneficial owner of the seized goods. He is the actual importer 

of the seized goods for the subject matter, as defined under Section 2(26) of 

the Customs Act, 1962 (reproduced below).

“importer”, in  relation  to  any  goods  at  any  time  between  their 
importation  and  the  time  when  they  are  cleared  for  home 
consumption, includes any owner, beneficiary owner or any person 
holding himself out to be the importer;

11. In  view  of  the  above,  it  appears  that  the  goods,  i.e.,  Chinese  Fireworks 

imported vide Bill of Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025, have been mis-declared. 
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Restricted goods (fireworks) were concealed inside the container under the garb of 

“Water Glass Set” with an intention to import restricted/prohibited goods into India 

in contravention of the restrictions imposed under Rule 7 of the Explosives Rules, 

2008.  Since the goods are prohibited,  the said goods are liable for confiscation 

under section 111(d) of the Customs Act, 1962.In addition, the said “Fire works” 

were not declared while making entry under section 46 of the Customs Act, not 

their values were included in the declared value under section 14 of the Act. Since 

the goods were found concealed along with other goods and mis-declared, the value 

declared under section 14 did not correspond to the true value of the imported 

goods. In view of the above, the said goods are liable for confiscation under section 

111(e), 111(f), 111(i), 111(l) and 111(m) of the Customs Act, 1962. Further, as per 

the said Bill of Entry, a total of 10,485 sets of “Water Glass Set” were declared for 

import. However, during examination of the consignment under Panchanama dated 

15.11.2025, a total of 3,822 of “Water Glass Set” were found. Thus, apart from the 

undeclared goods (fireworks), the importer has also mis-declared the quantity of 

the declared goods. The said “Water Glass Set,” which served as cover cargo, was 

deliberately used for concealment of the fireworks, thereby rendering it liable for 

confiscation under Section 119 of the Customs Act, 1962. Further, as the goods 

were not correctly and truthfully declared, the declared value cannot be accepted 

as the true transaction value under Section 14 of the Act. In view of the above, the  

“Water  Glass Set”  imported under the said Bill  of  Entry also appears liable for 

confiscation under  Sections  111(l),  111(m)  and 119 of  the  Customs Act,  1962. 

Moreover,  for  the aforesaid acts of  omission and commission,  the importer  has 

rendered itself liable for penal action under the relevant provisions of the Customs 

Act, 1962.

12. Penal Provisions:

12.1 Section 112 of the Customs Act, 1962 read as under:-

 - Any person,-

(a) who, in relation to any goods, does or omits to do any act which act or 
omission would render such goods liable to confiscation under section 111, or 
abets the doing or omission of such an act, or

(b) who acquires possession of or  is in any way concerned in carrying, 
removing, depositing, harbouring, keeping, concealing, selling or purchasing, 
or  in  any other  manner  dealing  with  any goods  which he knows or  has 
reason to believe are liable to confiscation under section 111, 
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shall be liable,-

(i) in the case of goods in respect of which any prohibition is in force under 
this  Act  or  any  other  law  for  the  time  being  in  force,  to  a  penalty  [not 
exceeding the value of the goods or five thousand rupees] [Substituted by Act 
14 of 2001, Section 107, for certain words (w.e.f. 11.5.2001). ], whichever is 
the greater;

(ii) in the case of dutiable goods, other than prohibited goods, subject to 
the provisions of section 114A, to a penalty not exceeding ten per cent of the 
duty sought to be evaded or five thousand rupees, whichever is higher.

Provided that where such duty as determined under sub-section (8) of the 
section  28  and  the  interest  payable  thereon  under  section  28AA is  paid 
within thirty days from the date of communication of the order of the proper 
officer determining such duty, the amount of penalty liable to be paid by such 
person under  this section shall  be twenty  five  per  cent  of  the  penalty  so 
determined.]

12.2 Section 114AA of the Customs Act, 1962 read as under:-

If a person knowingly or intentionally make, signs or uses, or causes to 
be made, signed or used, any declaration, statement or document which is 
false  or  incorrect  in  any  material  particular,  in  the  transaction  of  any 
business  for  the  purposes  of  this  Act,  shall  be  liable  to  a  penalty  not 
exceeding five times the value of goods.

13. Role Played

13.1 Role  played  by  M/s.  City  Impex  through  its  controller  M/s.  Parag 

Harish Ruparel: 

At the outset, it is evident from the investigation that the Importer Exporter Code 

(IEC) in the name of M/s City Impex, though ostensibly issued in the name of Shri 

Mahesh Santosh Shivsaran, was in fact fully controlled, managed, and operated by 

Shri  Parag Harish Ruparel.  The non-existence of  the proprietor at  the declared 

address, absence of any genuine business activity, and the admission of Shri Parag 

Harish Ruparel that the IEC was procured on rent/dummy basis clearly establish 

that  the IEC was merely  a façade,  with effective  ownership and control  resting 

entirely  with  Shri  Parag  Harish Ruparel.  Having established such control,  it  is 

further evident that Shri Parag Harish Ruparel orchestrated a systematic operation 

to  smuggle  restricted/prohibited  goods  by  using  the  said  dummy  IEC.  He 

knowingly and deliberately used the IEC of M/s City Impex to file the Bill of Entry 
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by mis-declaring the goods as “Water Glass Set” and “Flower Receptacles,” whereas 

in  reality,  Chinese  fireworks/firecrackers—being  restricted/prohibited  goods 

requiring  a  valid  license  under  the  Explosives  Rules,  2008—were  clandestinely 

imported by concealing them within the cover cargo. Shri Parag Harish Ruparel has 

admitted that he was fully aware of the restrictions on import of fireworks but, 

driven by high market demand and monetary gain, consciously chose to bypass 

lawful procedures and resorted to smuggling. The entire modus operandi reflects a 

deliberate and well-planned attempt to evade Customs scrutiny by concealing the 

true nature of goods, mis-declaring their description and value, and using a non-

genuine  IEC to  mask  his  identity.  Therefore,  it  is  clearly  established  from the 

evidences on record that although the goods were imported in the name of M/s City 

Impex, a proprietary concern of Shri Mahesh Santosh Shivsaran, the actual owner 

and controller of the said import transactions was Shri Parag Harish Ruparel. The 

imports  were  undertaken  by  him  and  on  his  behalf,  as  he  had  arranged  the 

procurement, finalized the orders, and effected the payments for the said goods. 

Further, the financial trail and surrounding circumstances demonstrate that Shri 

Parag  Harish  Ruparel  had  the  beneficial  interest  in  the  imported  goods. 

Accordingly, he qualifies as the ‘Importer’ in terms of Section 2(26) of the Customs 

Act, 1962, being the person who causes the goods to be imported, and also answers 

to the description of ‘beneficial owner’ as defined under Section 2(3A) of the said 

Act. Such acts of omission and commission clearly demonstrate intentional evasion 

of  customs  duties  and  violation  of  statutory  provisions,  resulting  in  loss  of 

legitimate  revenue to  the Government  of  India an attempt  to  import  prohibited 

goods. In view of the above, the subject goods are liable for confiscation under 

Sections 111(d), 111(e), 111(f), 111(i), 111(l) and 111(m) of the Customs Act, 1962. 

Further, for this acts of omission and commission, M/s. City Impex through its 

controller Shri Parag Harish Ruparel, has rendered himself and the said firm liable 

for penal action under Section 112 of the Customs Act, 1962.

13.2 Role played by Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel - Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel, the 

controller  of  the  IEC  of  M/s  City  Impex,  admitted  in  his  statements  that  he 

imported Chinese fireworks by concealing them in cargo declared as “water glass” 

and “flower receptacles” to bypass mandatory import compliance for fireworks. He 

further admitted that he knowingly imported Chinese fireworks under bills of entry 

filed  using  the  rented/dummy  IEC  of  M/s  City  Impex  for  monetary  gain.  The 

investigation  indicates  that  Sh.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel  planned  to  procure 
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fireworks/firecrackers  from China to meet  high domestic demand. To evade the 

licensing requirement  of  the Chief  Controller  of  Explosives  under  the Explosive 

Rules, 2008 (PESO), he devised an illegal method to smuggle the fireworks using 

rented/fake/dummy IECs. He subsequently obtained an IEC for M/s City Impex 

through a local broker in Mumbai. The investigation has conclusively established 

that Shri Parag Harish Ruparel is the beneficial owner of the goods imported under 

Bill  of Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025, which were filed in the name of a 

dummy IEC of M/s City Impex arranged by him with the assistance of Shri Hemant 

Joshi.  During  analysis  of  his  mobile  data,  photos  were  recovered  showing  the 

stuffing of the seized fireworks into a container in China,  together with related 

chats with the Chinese supplier/agent. Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel found to be the 

actual beneficiary owner of the seized goods and the controller of the IEC of M/s 

City Impex.  He admitted that he is the actual importer of the seized goods. He 

knowingly adopted illegal means of importation despite of his full awareness that 

these goods are restricted/prohibited for the import in India. Despite knowing these 

facts,  Sh.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel  involved  himself  in  the  procurement  of  these 

restricted/prohibited goods through rented/dummy IEC. For his acts of omission 

and commission,  the subject goods appear liable for confiscation under Section 

111(d),  111(e),  111(f),  111(i),  111(l)  &  111(m)  of  the  Customs  Act,  1962. 

Consequently, Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel has rendered himself liable for penalties 

under Sections 112(a) & (b) and 114AA of the Customs Act, 1962.

13.3 Role played by Sh. Hemant Balkrishana Joshi- Shri Hemant Balkrishna 

Joshi, being a close associate of Shri Parag Harish Ruparel and having experience 

in  customs  clearance  matters,  actively  assisted  and  facilitated  the  impugned 

import.  The  investigation  reveals  that  Shri  Hemant  Joshi  played  a  key  role  in 

arranging  the  IEC  of  M/s  City  Impex  for  Shri  Parag  Harish  Ruparel  and  also 

coordinated the meeting between Shri Ruparel and the intermediary who provided 

the said IEC on a rental/dummy basis. He was fully aware that the IEC was non-

genuine and was being used for illicit import activities. Further, Shri Hemant Joshi 

not only assisted in documentation and clearance-related aspects but also aided 

and abetted the smuggling operation by arranging the procurement/purchase of 

the goods, facilitating their import,  and dealing with the goods inasmuch as he 

knowingly handled, coordinated, and assisted in the movement and clearance of 

the consignment containing concealed fireworks under the guise of declared goods. 

His  conscious  involvement  and  active  participation  clearly  establish  that  he 
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knowingly  aided,  abetted,  and  facilitated  the  smuggling  of  restricted/prohibited 

goods by Shri  Parag Harish Ruparel.In  view of  the above acts of  omission and 

commission, the subject goods are liable for confiscation under Sections 111(d), 

111(e), 111(f), 111(i), 111(l) and 111(m) of the Customs Act, 1962. Consequently, 

Shri Hemant Balkrishna Joshi has rendered himself liable for penal action under 

Sections  112(a)  and  112(b)  of  the  Customs  Act,  1962  for  having  knowingly 

concerned himself in the fraudulent import, aiding and abetting the offence, and 

dealing with goods liable for confiscation.

14.      VALUATION OF THE SEIZED GOODS:

14.1 Valuation of the seized Fireworks

14.1.1 As per Section 14 of the Customs Act, the value of imported goods is 

the transaction value. The Transaction Value is defined as ‘price paid or payable for 

the goods’. If the value cannot be determined under Section 14, the valuation shall 

be determined on the basis of the Customs Valuation (Determination of Value of 

Imported Goods) Rules, 2007 (hereinafter referred to as ‘Import Valuation Rules’). 

In the instant case, since the fireworks seized by DRI are proven to be smuggled in 

the  consignment  imported  under  Bill  of  entry  No.  5683770  dated  13.11.2025 

without declaring the value, the value cannot be determined in terms of Section 14 

of  the  Customs  Act,  1962  and  the  same  has  to  be  determined  by  sequential 

application of the Import Valuation Rules.

14.1.2 With  respect  to  the determination of  the assessable  value of  the seized 

goods “Fire Works”, the applicability of the Customs Valuation (Determination of 

Value  of  Imported  Goods)  Rules,  2007  becomes  relevant,  particularly  in  the 

absence of any import documents such as invoice, bill of lading, or Bill of Entry.  

Since  the  seized  goods  have  been  smuggled  into  the  country  and  no  declared 

transaction value is available, the transaction value method under Rule 3 cannot 

be applied. Rule 4 of the Customs Valuation (Determination of Value of Imported 

Goods) Rules, 2007, which provides for determination of assessable value on the 

basis of the transaction value of identical goods, cannot be applied in the present 

case. The said rule presupposes the existence of contemporaneous import data of 

goods  which  are  identical  in  all  respects,  including  country  of  origin,  physical 

characteristics,  quality,  and commercial  level  of  sale.  However,  the goods under 

consideration are MLI-Fireworks-288 and as per the data retrieved from the Indian 
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Customs  EDI  System  (ICES/ISS),  no  such  fireworks  was  found  to  be  legally 

imported by any of the importers. In the absence of reliable and contemporaneous 

import data conclusively establishing the identical nature of the goods on these 

parameters, the conditions prescribed under Rule 4 are not satisfied. Accordingly, 

Rule 4 of the Customs Valuation Rules, 2007 is not applicable for determination of 

the assessable value in the present case.

14.1.3 As  determination  of  value  under  Rule  4  of  the  Customs  Valuation 

(Determination of Value of Imported Goods) Rules, 2007 was not feasible due to 

non-establishment of identical goods; valuation under Rule 5 of the said Rules was 

examined.  In  terms  of  Rule  5,  contemporaneous  import  data  of  similar  goods, 

legally imported through regular channels during the relevant period (i.e. Jan, 2025 

to  Nov,  2025),  was retrieved  from the Indian Customs EDI System (ICES/ISS). 

However, no similar fireworks was found to be legally imported from China or any 

other  country.  In  the  absence  of  reliable  and  contemporaneous  import  data 

conclusively establishing the similar nature of the goods on these parameters, the 

conditions prescribed under Rule 5 are not satisfied. Accordingly, Rule 5 of the 

Customs  Valuation  Rules,  2007  is  not  applicable  for  determination  of  the 

assessable value in the present case.

14.1.4  Further, the seized fireworks are of Chinese origin and no authentic data 

regarding  the  trading  or  manufacturing  of  identical  or  similar  fireworks  was 

available with this office. Therefore, Rules 6 to 8 of the Customs Valuation Rules, 

2007 were not feasible for determining the assessable value in the present case. 

However, under Rule 9, where the value of imported goods cannot be determined 

using any of  the preceding  rules,  the value shall  be  determined by reasonable 

means consistent with the principles and general provisions of these Rules, on the 

basis of data available in India. Accordingly,  the value in the present case was 

reasonably determined through a Chartered Engineer under the provisions of Rule 

9 of the CVRs.

14.1.5 The  valuation  of  the  said  fireworks  was  carried  out  by  Chartered 

Engineer and Government-certified valuer Mr. Naveen Arora. The valuation report 

was furnished by him vide letter dated 25.04.2026 (RUD-16). As per the valuation 

report, the value of the seized fireworks imported/smuggled under Bill of Entry No. 

5683770 dated 13.11.2025 has been assessed at Rs. 1,500 per piece for the seized 
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MLI-Fireworks-288. Based on the value determined by the Chartered Engineer, the 

total value of the seized fireworks is shown in the table below.

TABLE-2

Sr.No
.

Description  of 
the Goods

No.  of 
Carton 
boxes

No.  of  piece 
per  Carton 
boxes

Total 
No.  of 
Pieces

Per  piece 
value  as 
determined by 
the CE (Rs.)

Total 
Value 
determine
d (Rs.)

1
MLi-Fireworks-
288

550 60 33,000 1,500/- 4,95,00,00
0

14.2 Valuation of the seized Cover Cargo

14.2.1 As per Bill of Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025, a total of 10,485 

sets of “Water Glass Set” were declared for import. However, during examination of 

the consignment under Panchanama dated 15.11.2025, only 3,822 sets of “Water 

Glass Set” were found. The importer declared an assessable value of Rs. 134.25 per 

set, and this amount has been accepted as the fair transaction value under the 

Customs Valuation Rules, 2007 in the absence of contrary evidence. Therefore, the 

total value of the seized Water Glass sets has been determined as shown in the 

table below.

TABLE-3

Sr.No
.

Description  of 
the Goods

No.  of 
Carton 
boxes

No.  of  piece 
per  Carton 
boxes

Total  No. 
of  set 
found

Value as per 
the  BoE 
(Rs./pc)

Total 
Value 
determine
d (Rs.)

1
Water  Glass 
Sets

147 26 sets per 
carton

3,822 134.25 5,13,103

15.      Classification and applicable duty of the declared goods:

15.1  Examination of the goods imported under Bill of Entry No. 5683770 dated 

13.11.2025,  imported  by  Shri  Parag  Harish  Ruparel  through  M/s  City  Impex, 

revealed mis-declaration in classification and quantity and consequently in value 

and customs duties. The importer declared 10,485 sets of water glass sets under 

CTH 70109000  (other:  ‘Carboys,  bottles,  flasks,  jars,  pots,  phials,  ampoules  and 

other containers, of glass, of a kind used for the conveyance or packing of goods; 

preserving jars of glass; stoppers, lids and other closures, of glass’), which attracts 
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BCD  at  10%.  However,  upon  physical  examination  the  actual  quantity  of  the 

imported water glass sets was found to be 3,822 sets. Further, the imported items 

were found to be water glass sets intended for drinking purposes. Under Chapter 

heading 7013  (‘Glassware  of  a  kind  used  for  table,  kitchen,  toilet,  office,  indoor 

decoration or similar purposes (other  than that  of  heading 7010 or 7018)’),  these 

water glass sets are appears to be rightly classifiable under CTH 70133700 (other: 

‘other drinking glasses, other than of glass-ceramics’), which attracts BCD at 20%.

15.2 Accordingly, based on the actual quantity of the goods imported under the 

said  Bill  of  Entry  and the re-determined classification,  customs duty has been 

determined as set out in the table below.

Table-4 (As detailed in Annexure-A)

Sr.N
o.

Description of 
the Goods

Total 
No.  of 
set 
found

Value  as 
per  the 
BoE 
(Rs./pc)

Total  Value 
determined 
(Rs.)

Revised CTH Total  duty 
(BCD@10%, 
SWS@10% 
IGST@18%)

1
Water  Glass 
Sets

3,822 134.25 5,13,103 70133700 Rs. 2,25,560

16.1    From the above facts, statements, examination and material evidence, 

it is evident that:

 Sh.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel,  by  using  a  dummy  IEC  of  M/s  City  Impex, 

knowingly imported restricted/prohibited goods (fireworks/firecrackers) and 

deliberately failed to declare the same before the Customs authorities with 

intent to avoid the mandated compliances.

 Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel smuggled these fireworks  by concealing them in 

cargo declared as “water glass” and “flower receptacles” under Bill of Entry 

No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025.

 Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel admitted knowledge of the concealed goods in the 

import consignment. He admitted that, for monetary gain, he adopted illegal 

means to import Chinese firecrackers.

 He obtained the dummy IEC of M/s City Impex on rental basis with the help 

of his friend Sh. Hemant Joshi.
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 The recovered goods, statements and whatsapp chats conclusively establish 

the illegal procurement of the goods.

 Shri Parag Harish Ruparel is the owner as well as the beneficial owner of the 

impugned goods. The test of ownership, inter alia, rests on who bears the 

costs  and  risks  associated  with  the  import,  and  more  importantly,  who 

ultimately owns, controls, and derives benefit from the transaction. In the 

present  case,  the  entire  import  operation  was  conceived,  financed, 

controlled, and executed by Shri Parag Harish Ruparel,  and the proceeds 

therefrom were intended to accrue to him, thereby clearly establishing his 

status as the real and beneficial owner of the goods. In this context, the 

definition  of  “beneficial  owner”  as  provided  under  Section  2(3A)  of  the 

Customs Act, 1962 is relevant, which states that “beneficial owner” means 

any person on whose behalf the goods are being imported or exported or who 

exercises  effective  control  over  the  goods  being  imported  or  exported. 

Accordingly,  Shri  Parag  Harish  Ruparel,  being  the  person  who  exercised 

effective  control  over  the  import  and  for  whose  benefit  the  goods  were 

imported, squarely qualifies as the “beneficial owner” within the meaning of 

Section 2(3A) of the Customs Act, 1962.

16.2 Fireworks  in  India  are  declared  a restricted  item under  the ITC (HS)  for 

import  by  the  DGFT.  Further,  the  import  of  fireworks/firecrackers  for  sale  or 

possession into India requires a license issued by the Chief Controller of Explosives 

under  the  Explosive  Rules,  2008,  administered  by  the  Petroleum & Explosives 

Safety Organization (PESO). Import of these goods without licensing is prohibited. 

These goods as detailed below were smuggled by way of concealment within cover 

cargo, are appears to be liable for confiscation under the provisions of the Section 

111 of Customs Act, 1962. The cover cargo i.e. water glass sets as detailed below 

are also appears to be liable for confiscation under the provision of the Section 119 

of the Customs Act, 1962.  

Table-A (Smuggled goods)

Sr.No
.

Description 
of the Goods

No.  of 
Carton 
boxes

No.  of  piece 
per  Carton 
boxes

Total  No. 
of Pieces

Total  Value 
determined 
(Rs.)

1 MLi-
Fireworks-

550 60 33,000 4,95,00,000
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288

Table-B (Cover Cargo)

Sr.No
.

Descriptio
n  of  the 
Goods

No.  of 
Carton 
boxes

No.  of 
piece  per 
Carton 
boxes

Total  No. 
of Set

Total 
Value 
determine
d (Rs.)

Total 
duty 
(BCD@10
%, 
SWS@10% 
IGST@18
%)

1
Water 
Glass Sets

147 26 sets per 
carton

3,822 (6 
pcs per 
set)

5,13,103 Rs. 
2,25,560

17. Now, therefore,  M/s City Impex (through its Beneficiary Owner/controller 

Shri Parag Harish Ruparel) having address: R/o 301, Unique Apartment, 3rd Floor, 

Opp. Bhakti Dham Mandir, Chunabhatti East, Mumbai, Maharashtra-400022, are 

hereby called upon to show cause in writing to the Additional Commissioner of 

Customs,  Customs  House  Mundra,  having  office  situated  at  office  of  the  Pr. 

Commissioner of Customs, 5B, Port User Building, Adani Ports & SEZ, Mundra, 

Kutch, Gujarat – 370421, within 30 (thirty) days from the date of receipt of this 

notice, as to why: 

(i) The  undeclared  goods  i.e.  ‘MLi-Fireworks-288’  as  detailed  in  Table-A 

above, having total determined value of  Rs. 4,95,00,000/- (Four Crore 

Ninety  Five  Lakh Rupees  Only),  should  not  be absolutely  confiscated 

under the provisions of  Section  111(d),  111(e),  111(f),  111(i),  111(l)  & 

111(m) of the Customs Act, 1962 for the violations discussed supra ?

(ii) The imported goods i.e. Water Glass sets as detailed in Table-B above, 

used as the cover cargo, having total determined value of Rs. 5,13,103/- 

(Five Lakh Thirteen Thousand One Hundred Three Rupees only), should 

not be held liable for confiscation under Section 111(l), 111(m) & Section 

119 of the Customs Act, 1962, for the violations discussed supra ?
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(iii) The duty amounting to Rs. 2,25,560/- as calculated Table-4 above,  is 

not payable against the import of actual quantities of the declared goods 

‘Water Glass Set’, under Bill of Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025?

(iv) Penalty should not be imposed under Section 112(a) and/or 112(b), of 

the Customs Act 1962? 

18. Now,  therefore,  Sh.  Parag  Harish  Ruparel,  beneficiary  owner  of  the 

consignment imported in the name of M/s City Impex, is hereby called upon to 

show cause in writing to the Additional Commissioner of Customs, Customs House 

Mundra, having office situated at office of the Pr. Commissioner of Customs, 5B, 

Port User Building, Adani Ports & SEZ, Mundra, Kutch, Gujarat – 370421, within 

30 (thirty) days from the date of receipt of this notice, as to why penalty should not 

be imposed on him under Section 112(a) and/or 112(b), and Section 114AA of the 

Customs, Act, 1962, as discussed supra ?

19. Now, therefore, Sh. Hemant Balkrishana Joshi is hereby called upon show 

cause  in  writing  to  the  Additional  Commissioner  of  Customs,  Customs  House 

Mundra, having office situated at office of the Pr. Commissioner of Customs, 5B, 

Port User Building, Adani Ports & SEZ, Mundra, Kutch, Gujarat – 370421, within 

30 (thirty) days from the date of receipt of this notice, as to why penalty should not 

be imposed on him under Section 112(a) and/or 112(b) of the Customs, Act, 1962, 

as discussed supra?

20. This  Show Cause  Notice  is  being  issued  without  prejudice  to  any  other 

action  that  may  be  taken  against  the  Noticees  or  any  other  person  /  party 

connected with this case, under the Customs Act, 1962 or any other law for the 

time being in force. The aforesaid Noticees are directed to submit their reply in 

writing to the Adjudicating authority within 30 days of issuance of this notice. In 

their written reply, they should specifically mention whether they would like to be 

heard in person or through their  authorized representative, by the adjudicating 

authority. They should also produce at the time of showing cause, all the evidences 

upon which they intend to rely in support of their defence. If no cause is shown 

against the action proposed in this Show Cause Notice within 30 days from the 

receipt of this Show Cause Notice (or extended period, if allowed) or if they or their  

representatives do not appear before the adjudicating authority as and when the 

case is posted for hearing, the case is liable to be decided ex-parte on the basis of 

facts and evidences available on record. 
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21. This  Show  Cause  Notice  is  being  issued  on  the  basis  of  the  evidences 

available  on  record.  The  department  reserves  its  right  to  issue  addendum/ 

corrigendum to show cause notice or to make any additions, deletions amendments 

or supplements to this notice, if any, at a later stage. The department also reserves 

its right to issue separate Notice/s for other Noticees, offences etc. related to the 

above case, if warranted.

22. The Copies  of  relied  upon documents,  as  mentioned in  the Show Cause 

Notice, are listed in Annexure-‘X’ and are enclosed with the Show Cause Notice and 

also are an integral part of this Show Cause Notice.

DIPAK ZALA
ADDITIONAL COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS,

MUNDRA CUSTOMS HOUSE
Encl.: 

 (i) Annexure-‘A’

(ii) Annexure-‘X’ containing list of Relied upon Documents (RUDs)

(ii) All RUDs as listed in Annexure-‘X’

To,

1. M/s  City  Impex  (through  its  beneficiary  owner/controller  Sh.  Parag 

Harish Ruparel),  R/o 301,  Unique Apartment,  3rd  Floor,  Opp.  Bhakti 

Dham Mandir, Chunabhatti East, Mumbai, Maharashtra-400022.

2. Sh. Parag Harish Ruparel, R/o 301, Unique Apartment, 3rd Floor, Opp. 

Bhakti Dham Mandir, Chunabhatti East, Mumbai, Maharashtra-400022.

3. Sh. Hemant Balkrishana Joshi, R/o House No. 97, Survey No. 391, Near 

Kandla  Air  Port  Road,  Bageshree  Township-2,  Varsamedi,  PO: 

Varsamedi, Dist. Kachchh, Gujarat-370110.

Copy to:

1. The Additional Director General, DRI, New Delhi
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2. The Deputy Commissioner, EDI, Customs Mundra (For uploading on official 

website immediately).
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Port Code BE No BE Date Sup Name Country CTH Declared Item Desc Qty 
Declared

Unit Qty 
Found

Unit 
price 

Inv Cur Assess. 
Value per 
pc

Ass. Value Revised 
CTH

BCD Rate BCD SWS IGST Total

INMUN1 5683770 13-11-2025
YONGKANG YIMAI 
TRADING CO.,LTD. 

CHINA 70109000
WATER GLASS SETS 
(10485 SET) 

10485 SET 3822 1.5 USD 134.25 513103.5 70133700 20% 102620.7 10262.07 112677.5286 225560.2986

Annexure-A (Import of goods by M/s City Impex (IEC NRGPS3628A ) 



Annexure - X 
Sr. No. Document RUD number 

01. Bill of Entry No. 5683770 dated 13.11.2025 01 

02. Seizure memo dated 15.11.2025 02 

03. Panchanama dated 15.11.2025 03 

04. Statement dated 15.11.2025 of Sh. Parag Harish 

Ruparel  

04 

05. Seizure Memo dated 15.11.2026 of Mobile Phone 05 

06. Arrest Memo dated 16.11.2025 06 

07. Statement dated 17/18.12.2025 of Sh.  Hemant 

Balkrishana Joshi  

07 

08. Statement dated 20.01.2026 of Sh. Sapan J 

Khemchandani  

08 

09.  Statement dated 21.01.2026 of Sh. Hemant 

Balkrishana Joshi  

09 

10. Forensic panchanama dated 27.11.2025 in r/o 

mobile phone 

10 

11. Statement dated 13.02.2026 of Sh. Parag Harish 

Ruparel  

11 

12. Screenshot of Whatsapp chat dated 19.10.2025 12 

13. Screenshot of Whatsapp chat dated 17.11.2025 13 

14. Data extraction report from Computer software 

“Cellebrite” 

14 

15. Visit Report dated 28.04.2026 by MZU DRI 15 

16. Valuation Report dated 24.04.2026 by Chartered 

Engineer 

16 

 































































































 












































