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+,tq S sq fr snqrft-a ot{ qrd

the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended), in respect ofthe following categories of
cases! any person aggrieved by this order can prefer a Revision Application to The Additional Secretar),/Joint
secretary (Revision Application), Ministry ofFinance, (Department ofRevenue) parliament street. New
Delhi within 3 months from the date of communication ofthe order.

Under Section 129 DD(1) of

ffifud gqfud oft{I/order retating to

(a)

Gq)
rrg crm qr B1I rrfrq Rrr{ rR ts-dfr qr+ + frq qffe{d qrm ts-drt i qr+ q{ qT BTr rrfrq
R{r=r rR Eflt rTS qrfr at qr{r fr c{ilefd qrd t s'ft d.

flrdl rFn rl'Ildl R{l=I rl-{1{Itd 3{Irn Erf{ q

(b)
any goods loaded in a conveyance for
destination in India or so much ofthe
ifgoods unloaded at such destination

importation into India, but which are not unloaded at their place of
quantity ofsuch goods as has not been unloaded at any such destination
are short ofthe quantity required to be unloaded at that destination.

(TI) , 1962 firg rlg d-diT {@'3I

(c) rawback as provided in Chapter X ofCustoms Act, 1962 and the rules rnade thereunderPayment of d

3

Es-+1 qis of qrgft efu s-s + ffiq fffifud Erq-qrfr ridr di tnftq :

IrEE O-{;rrII;I E"IKI

The revision application should be in s

the relevant rules and should be accom

uch form and shall be verified in such manner as may be specified in
panied by :

(6',) e-e €.6 oqqfl r & eifi-q frqffud fuq rrq sri-sn {s G{rt{r a1 4
qftqi, lM S-6. qft fr q-{rs +fr +1 qrqreq $e' E6-d dm +fl qrRq.

otE p1 ge,rszo &-

(a) order, bearing Court Fee Stamp ofpaise fifty only in one copy as prescribed under Schedule4 copies ofthis
I item 6 ofthe Coud Fee Act, 1870

Gq) rrEre qkrad S srero qrq {f, o{re{r a1 4 uftqi, qfr d
(b) 4 copies ofthe Order - In - Original, in addition to relevant documents, if any

y.rfferur + frq o{rilfi +t + qfrqt

(c) 4 copies ofthe Application for Revision

(q)

d.:rq r$E,qts,Eo-s,v-cftofu ftfrE c-EI $ fi{ih G{rfi-< ermr t d r. 200/-Fqg a d qr, 
)qT

T.10oo/-(Fugq6 6gRrlE{ ),*m f qrmnd,*sqfua Urrcn} crnFrfiTf,RE.em.o ol
ffitqi. qfr Vo,,qirn rrfl qrq,ernqr rrql iis o1 {rRr3{t{ Fqg q-c'' dltr qr c.{-e oc d d tS
qts S sq fr r.z0o/- cfu qfr qs crs i odYo d d pts S sq C u. r oo ol-

gq-Eergl 3{rfu{Arq-{ qt{+ +ftq*q|{-ff eftftqc, tsoz gtmFfrltrq frfrufft-dqi-s

(d)

fi
crib fo 1i

c1h LId c cat co fo Cth R.T 6 ev denc enm fp o Rs 0a 0 LIR CS Hpv two LI dredt1 on opayng P )v
Ru eCS tllone anous ond AS th asec an'l hp e eadH fo rho re cnv be, feESv

rfefo tLl Sre dan M sce an uo stem b n th fee re e lnd edr uc ost snl 96a 1Tla erl d de I np ct,
a Rev ts on ac tr thf d LIon nda ddeman fi en or napp ty os en a rLlkh eed, p hy pe
ot' fe AScs R 2 and f S ol1l rhre na00s! eon a hk fee S RsS,rupe

1
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any goods imported on baggage.
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I ,000/- under receipts,
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amount of interest levied
it the 000/-.
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In respect ofcases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrieved by this order can filc
an appeal under Section 129 A(l) ofthe Customs Act, 1962 in form C.A.-3 before the Customs, Excise and

Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at the following address :

Tflqrvff,atfrq rflra
BrfrftqqfqftTT, qf}fr

{@
A*q

E +{r f,{
ffd

Customs, Bxcise & Service Tax Appellate Tribunal,
West Zoual Bench

Evfl cFd,q$utd rr+{, ftf,d fttq-{+l{ Td.,

3RII{EI. sIdrIEl6114-38001 6

2nd Floor, Bahumali Bhavan, Nr. Girdhar Nagar Bridge,

Asarwa, Ahmedabad-380 0 t6

) frcr{-tr r{ftftqq. 1962 a1 qnr 129 s (6) t. onfl-q, frqrUco orltf+qc. 1962 o1 Erqr

i2e g (l) & eitfl-c arftd + qrq ffifua gm €el di qrBs-

Under Section 129 A (6) ofthe Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (l) ofthe Customs Act,

1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of-

(6-) rr0-d * swfud qrtrA fr s6i Brff ffqr{;o. s{nro-r0 ilrr cirn rrfi {en'ofu qrq aqr

flrrrqr rr.n Eg qff w-c d-q crg F-qg qr ssfr o-q d d cr(r- EvI{ Fqg.

(a) where the amount ofduty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer olCustoms in the case to

which the appeal relates is five lakh rupees or less, one thousand rupees;

(rs) offi6 g qwfud qrsd fr q-6i frtS fiqrgdo o{Rrorff gs uirn rr+l gffi.ofu qrq aqr
f,rr-qr rrqr Q-s o1 roq fr orgr s-qq Tt srfiro d afuq ffi u-+rs ercs q orflfo- c 6r
dr qiq aqn Fcg

(b) where the amount olduty and intelest demanded and penaity'levied by anv ollccr of Customs in the case

to \!hich the appeal relates is more than live lakh rupees but not exceeding fifty lakh rupees. five thousand

rupees I

gr) G{fi-d i Tqfud

-qET 

ffi Sql{ffi s{ffiff an ci.n rFIr {en ofu qrq aqr

f,rflqr rr.II (s +t rtr'.q qqrs tt b-qs t srftro- d *; es 6grq Fcg.

(c) where the amount ofduty 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

(q) !-r wlw $ 6'* B{lfflq & qTc+,cit W {@ b l o yo er6J o-qi qt q6i {-@ qr {@. sd es fa'dT(

fr t,qr es &'r o v" erfl olt w,q6i A-{d es fr 
'd.rE fr t,erfio rqr wqrn t

(d) An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of l0% ofthe duty demanded \yhere duty

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

b s< orltftqq of trm rzs 19 & Gffirfd $ftc qrffroTur *'qqa Ei{t s-+s qr+6{ tr -

(o) t-*. r{rt{ b fts qr.rofrtii a1 g$rri } fuq u ftd orq s*tr{ e frs fus,Ts

3rfte . - oflrsr

6oy orfto qr .rrrt6{ rEr 6r u-atrs-f,{ b fts drr{ s{r}fi S Hrq sq+ fq S 6T Ero fr
trf,{ d+ qrBq.

Under section 129 (a) ofthe said Act, eyery 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 ofan appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of five Hundred rupees

Page 3 of 12

lr'
V



F. N o. S/49 - i 2 3/ C u S/ AH D/ 2024-2 s

ORDER-IN-APPEAL

2. Facts of the case, in brief, are that the appettant had imported pvc Resins by fiting

four Bills of Entry on 31.01.2017. After sale of the imported goods, the appettant has fited

a claim for refund of 4% Additional Duty of customs, teviabte under the erstwhite

provisions of section 3(5) of the customs Tariff Act, 197s. The said 4% Additionat Duty

was poputarly known as 4% speciat cYD or L% Speciat Additionat Duty ('A% sAD') and it

was leviable on imported goods to counter-balance the sales Tax or VAT, which was

leviable prior to introduction of GST, i.e. prior to ol.0?.2012. Further, refund of the said

4% Additionat Duty was available under the provisions of Notification No. 102/200?-cus

dated 14.09.2007, as amended by Notification N0.93/2008-cus dated 0'1.08.200g, subject

to conditions prescribed therein. some of the important conditions were that the

imported goods shoutd have been sold on payment of appropriate sales Tax / vAT; and

in the sales invoices, it should have been mentioned that no credit of the said 4%

Additiona[ Duty would be admissible.

4. ln remand proceedings, vide the impugned order, the adjudicating authority has

observed, inter alia, that the claimant had entered into an agreement for consignment

sates with M/s. ldea works lncorporated, Jaipur; that according to the said agreement,

any tiabitity of sales Tax/vAT is to be paid by the consignment agent; that the ctaimant

>*.w
Page 4 of L2

M/s. Indochem & Polymers, X-58, Okhta lndustriat Area, phase-ll, New Dethi -

110020 (hereinafter referred to as'the appettant') has fited the present appeat against

0rder-ln-0riginat No. 03/AC/lcDlMP{REFlz025 dated 09.01.2025 (hereinafter referred

to as'the impugned order') passed by the Assistant commissioner of customs, lcD-

Khodiyar (hereinafter referred to as,the adludicating authority,).

3. The appetlant had fited a refund ctaim for refund of 4% Additionat Duty amounting

to Rs.3,76,931.35 on 03.08.2017 with the office of the adjudicating authority. The said

refund claim was initiatly partly attowed to the extent Rs.?l,3ll/- and rejected to the

extent Rs.3,05,620/-, vide 0rder-tn-0riginaI No. t|'t/AclcDlMp/REF/2018 dared

15.03.2018. Being aggrieved against part rejection of refund ctaim, the appettant had fited

an appeaI with this office. vide 0rder-ln-Appeat No. AHD-cUsrM-000-App-lg0-lg-'t?

dated 20.12.20,l8, the matter was remanded to the adjudicating authority without

expressing any views on merits.
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ctarified that the consignment agent had sotd the goods, coltected Sates Tax/VAT from

buyers and deposited to their jurisdictionat Sales Tax / VAT office. The adludicating

authority referred Para (viii) of the Circular No. 16/2008-Cus dated 13.10.2008 issued by

Board under which it has been clarified that in case of sales through consignment agent,

the refund of SAD is allowable subject to the condition that the sales invoices issued by

the consignment agent indicate that the sales is made by him on behalf of the importer;

and the importer, in turn, pay or reimburse the VAT/CST to his consignment

agent/stockist. The adjudicating authority observed that in the instant case, the claimant

had stated that they had not paid or reimbursed the amount of VAT/CST to the

consignment agenl, which had been paid by consignment agent on sa[es of the goods.

5. As regards one-to-one correlation of imported goods with the goods sold on

payment of VAT/CST, the adjudicating authority observed that the Chartered Account has

certified the Master Sheet which shows BOE number under which the goods imported

and sales invoice numbers under which the said goods were sold; that however, any

further appropriate documents were not produced tor correlating the payment of ST/VAT

on the imported goods with the invoices of sale; and atso to the effect that the burden of

4% CYD had not been passed on by the importer to buyer as we[[ as any unsold stock

tying with the consignment agent. The adjudicating authority further observed that

Certificate issued by M/s. Suresh C Gupta, Chartered Accountant, has been issued on

the different address of the c[aimant ralher than the address mentioned in the Bitts of

Entry.

6. ln view of the above, the adjudicating authority held that the refund ctaim related

to the quantity of imported goods, which were sotd by the ctaimant through consignment

agent, has not been paid or reimbursed (ST/VAT amount) by the ctaimant and hence,

condition of Circular No. 15/2008-Customs has not been futfitted and so, the refund is

inadmissibte. Accordingty, vide impugned order daled 09.01.2025, the refund ctaim has

been rejecte d.

Admission of Ap4eal:

7. As the appeat has been fited against rejection ol refund, pre-deposit for fiting of

appeaI as prescribed under section l29E of the customs Act, 1962, does nol require. ln

the Appeat Memorandum, the Date of communication of the impugned order dated

Page 5 of 12
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09.01.2025 has been shown as "21.01.2025'. The claimant has also submitted a printout

of Speed Post Tracking, which shows date of .Out for Detivery,,as,,20.0l.2025,,. Whereas,

the presenl appeaI has been filed on 17.03.2025. As the appeat has been fited within

normaI period of 60 days from the date of receipt of impugned order, as sliputated under

section I28(l) of the customs Acl, 19 62, it has been admitted and being taken up for

disposal on merits.

8. One set of the appeal memorandum has been sent to the Assistant

commissioner of customs, lcD-Khodiyar, vide this office [etter F.No. s/49-

323lcuslAHo12024-251161dated 03.04.2025 for comments on this appeal. However, no

reply thereof has been received. so, I proceed to the decide the appeal on the basis of

documents submitted by the appeltant.

Gisfulwriltel su lmissjpns :

9. The appe[[ant submitted that the [earned Respondent has faited in appreciating

that the special additionaI duty of customs (sAD) payabte under section 3(5) of the

cusloms Tariff Act, 1975, at the rale of 4% during the relevant period was chargeable on

imported goods and Notif ication No. 102/200?-cus dated th.og.zoo7 granted exemption

of 4% sAD. The said exemption was given effect by way of refund to the importer who

pays sales tax /VAT/csr on such imported goods. The procedure in this regard was raid

down under circular No. l6/2008-cus dated 13.10.2009. para (viii) of the circutar covers

the situation where the consignments of imported goods are sotd through consignment

agent on behalf of the importer, which is as under:

"(viii) ... ... ... ... -
ln view of the above, ir is clarified that in case of sale of imported goods by

importer through consignmenl agent/stockiest, refund of 4% cvD shatt be granted

by customs field formations, subject to the condition that the consignment

agent/stockiest has been aulhorised to sett the imported goods in lerms of the

agreement entered into between the importer and consignment agent/stockiest

and that each of the sale invoices issued by the consignment agent/stockiest

indicate that the sale is made by him on behalf of the importer in the capacity of
consignment agent/stockiest. These condilions sha be verified by the cusloms

officers before sanction of 4% cvD refund claims in these cases. Further, in such

cases, it is also required that the applicant submits a certificate from a chartered

\rr\

)-)

7
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Accountant appointed by the importer, who either certifies the imporlerb

financial records under the Companies Act, 1956 or any ST/VAT Ad of the State

Governmenl or the lncome Tax Acl, 1961, to the effect lhat appropriate ST/VAT has

been paid by consignment agent/stockiest on behalf of importer and that the

importer, in lurn, has paid or reimbursed the ST/VAT to his consignment

agent/stockiest along with the correlation of ST/VAT payment with 4% CVD paid

on imported goods."

10. The appetlant further submitted that from the facts of the case narrated above

and the documents on record, there is no dispute in the present case that:

(i) The Appettant cleared the imported consignments on payment of Additionat

duty of Customs leviabte under Section 3(5) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975.

(ii) The goods so imported were sold by the Appettant on payment of VAT / CST

through Consignment Agent M/s ldea Works lncorporated, Jaipur. ln other

words, imported goods were sold by the Consignment Agent on payment

of VAT /CST on behalf of the Appellant.

(iii) The goods were sold by the Consignment Agent under the cover of proper

Central Excise invoices on behalf of the Appettant and such invoices

contained specific conspicuous remark, "The Credit of Additional Duty of

Customs Levied on the said goods under Sub-Section (5) of Section-3 of

the Cusloms Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of l?75) shall not be Admissible." in

compliance to the procedure laid down under Notif ication No. 10212007 -

CUS dated 14.09.2007.

(iv) The payment against the invoices issued by the Consignment Agent

received from the buyer was inclusive of VAT/CST and the Consignment

Agent deposited such VAT/CST collected by it to the VAT department of the

State Government. Remaining amount was transferred by the

Consignment Agent to the Appellant after deducting amount of commission

and other reimbursab[e exPenses.

Page 7 of 12
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Limitations and conditions prescribed under the aforesaid notification and

the procedure taid down under Board,s Circular No. t6/200g-Cus dated

13.10.2008 have been futfitted / fottowed.

ll. Further, perusaI of the impugned order would reveaI that atthough the Iearned

Respondent has admitted the facts of the case narrated in the preceding paragraphs, he

has proceeded to re,iect the refund ctaim onty on the ground that the amount of vAT/csr

was not reimbursed by the Appettant to the consignment agent. He has faited in

appreciating that the goods in question were sotd by the consignment Agent on behalf

of the Appeltant; that the consignment Agent received the sa[e proceeds from the buyers

against the sate invoices which inctuded the amount of vAT/csr on such goods; that the

payments so received by the consignment Agenl was transferred to the Appettant

exctuding the amount of VAT/CST which was paid by the consignment Agent to the

Government exchequer; that the commission was also deducted by the consignment

Agent.

12. The appettant further submitted that if the interpretation of the requirement of

reimbursement of the VAT/csr by the principat to the consignment Agent given by the

learned Respondenl is accepted, in that case the Appeltant should have received entire

amounl of sale proceeds including vAT /csr and even commission and then out of such

amount the Appettant shoutd have reimbursed the VAT/csr and other reimbursabte

expenses incurred by the consignment Agenl. ln fact, such a procedure would resutt in

muttipte transactions and the resutt wilt remain the same. Thus, rejection of the refund

claim by adopting such a narrow interpretation and restricted meaning ro the

requiremenl of notification granting exemption to 4% sAD is not sustainable.

13. ln view of the above, rhe appettant has requested to set aside the impugned order

and to direct the [earned respondent to grant refund of A% S.A.O.

(vi)

;)
.t

Page 8 of 12

\\<d:

(v) The claim for refund of 4% sAD was fited within the period of timitation

prescribed under Notification No. 102/200?-Cus dated 
,14.09.2007 

with att

requisite documents.
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PersonaI Hearing:

14. PersonaI Hearing through video conference on 09.12.2025 was offered to the

appe[[ant. Vide emai[ dated 09.12.2025, the appetlant has stated that their authorised

representative Mr. V. N. Goenka was trying to join the meeting, but unfortunatety he coutd

not loin due to technicaI problem in taptop; that they informed that the 'Grounds of

Appeat' submitted by them are their final submission. ln addition, the appettant

mentioned that Courts and Tribunats have ruled that if the importer demonstrates (often

through a C.A. Certificate) that VAT/Sates Tax was paid by the consignment agent /
slockiest and the financial burden of additionaI duty was ultimatety born by the importer,

the SAD refund shou[d be granted.

Drscussion and f indings:

15. I have carefu[[y gone through the facts of the case and written as wet] as oral

submissions made by or on behatf of the appettant M/s. lndochem & Potymers. The

issue, which is to be decided in the present appeat, is whether refund of 4% Additionat

Duty of Customs ('4% SAD') under the provisions of Notification No. 102/2007-Cus dated

14.09.2007 is admissible when the goods have been sold through consignment agent,

who paid Sates Tax/VAT, but the im porter/claima nt has not reimbursed payment of

ST/VAT to the consignment agent. ln the era of VAT or Sates Tax (i.e. prior to the date

01.07.2017), no VAT or ST was leviabte on stock transfer of goods inasmuch as no sales

occurred on transfer of goods by Principat (in this case appettant) to its consignment

agent. However, when the consignment agent was selting the goods on behatf of

Principat, he was required to pay VAT or Sales Tax in Pre-GST regime. ln the case on

hand, there is no atlegation to the effect that the consignmenl agent of the appettant viz.

M/s. ldea Works lncorporated, Jaipur, had not paid VAT/ST on sa[e of the goods for which

refund has been claimed. ln fact, the appellant has submitted copies of lnvoices issued

by the said consignment agent in which output VAT/CST has been charged. The appettant

has also submitted copies of Chattans showing payment of Central Sales Tax or VAT to

Govt. of Rajasthan by the said consignment agent. The appettant has also submitted

Certificates of Chartered Accountant / Statutory Auditor in form Annexure-G and

Annexure-F atong with detaits of corretation between Bi[[s of Entry and Sates lnvoices

and accordingly, VAT of Rs.8,2'1,9791- and CST of Rs. 35,825l- totaI Rs. 8,63,805/- has

been d eposit ed/adjuste d with concerned authorities. Thus, the Statutory Auditor has

certitied that the imported goods had been sold on appropriate payment of VAT/CST. No

doubt has been expressed regarding authenticity or correctness of these Certificates

Page 9 of 12
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issued by M/s. Bhargava Associates, Chartered Accountants, Dethi (Firm Regn. No.

000582N).

16. I further find that payment of centrat sales Tax ('csr) or VAT on the impugned

goods is nol under dispute; but the refund ctaim has been rejected on the ground that

lhe appetlant has not reimbursed the sates Tax/VAT to his consignment agent. ln this

regard, the adjudicating authority has relied upon para (viii) of the circular No. l6/2009-

cus dated 13.'10.2008. ln this regard, I find that the question of reimbursement of sr/vAT

by the appellant to its consignment agent woutd arise when the consignment agent has

transferred the incidence of sr/VAT collected from buyers to the appettant. ln other

words, if consignment agent transfers the entire sates amount inctuding sr/VAT

received from buyers to the appetlant, the appeuant is required to reimburse the amount

equal to sr/vAT to consignment agent and the consignment agent is required to pay the

same in Govt. account. whereas, in the case on hand, as rightty mentioned by the

appe[[ant, thal the consignment agent has directty deposited the sr/vAT to Government

out of lhe sales amount and transferred the remaining amount (net of sr/vAT and

commission) to the appetlant. Therefore, there could not be any reimbursement of

ST/vAT by the appettant to the consignment agent, as the appettant has received the net

amount after deduction of sr/vAT and commission of consignment agent. Even

olherwise, there is no such condition in the Notification No. t 02/2007- cust o ms dated

14.09.2007, which stipulates that importer shoutd reimburse sr/vAT to consignment

agent. In the present case, the consignment agent has collected sr or VAT from the

buyers and directty deposited the same to Govt. of Rajasthan and therefore, the question

of reimbursement of ST/VAT does not arise.

17. Further, Ifind that the adjudicating authority has made a generaI oblection to the

effect that the one-to-one correlation of imported goods with the sales invoices has not

been established, even though the appettant has submitted various documents tike

Certificates of Chartered Account with correlation sheet, stock transfer invoices, sates

invoices, etc. The adjudicating authority has not mentioned specificatty as to corre[ation

of which item(s) has not been estabtished. under this situation, I am of the view that

submission of Certificates of Chartered Account / Statutory Audilor showing correlation

with copies of lnvoices and ST/VAT Chattans shoutd be treated as sufficient compliance

of condition given in Para 2(e)(iii) of Notification No. 102 Cus dated 14.09.200? read
fl)
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19. Further, I find that the adjudicating authority has denied the refund by observing

that the Certificate issued by the Chartered Accountant has been issued on the different

address of the ctaimant rather than the address mentioned in the Bitts of Entry. ln this

regard, lfind that this objection is not sustainabte inasmuch as the appellant can

possess various premises inctuding warehouses, office etc. and there is no requirement

that the Certificate of C.A. should mention the address of the premises as mentioned in

the Bitts of Entry.

20. ln view of the above facts, discussion and findings, I a[[ow the appeal by passing

f otlowing order:

0rder

I set aside the impugned 0rder-ln-0riginat No. 03/AC/lCDlMP{REF12025 dated

09.01.2025 passed by Assistant Commissioner of Customs, ICD-Khodiyar, and direct the

adjudicating authority to sanction the refund of 4% Additionat 0uty of Customs amounting

to Rs.3,05,620/- to M/s. lndochem & Polymers under the provisions of Notification No.

10212007 -Cus dated 14.09.2007 within 90 days from the date of receipt of this order.

(Amit Gupta)

Commissioner (Appeats),

Customs, Ahmedabad

\ !
L---

F.No. S/49-323 lcus I AHD 12024-25 Date: 21.01.2026

with Para 5.1 of Circu[ar No. 06/2008-Cus dated 28.04.2008 and Para 2(vi) of Circutar No.

1612008-Cus dated 13.,l0.2008.

18. As regards unjust enrichment, lfind that the appe[[ant has submitted a copy of

the Certificate dated 24.10.2017 issued by C.A. H. P. Sin9h, Membership No. 84209 of M/s.

Bhargava Associates, Dethi, in which it has been certified inter atia that the amount of

refund ctaimed as Rs.3,76,931.35 is not passed on to the Customers. lt has been further

certified that the imported goods have been sotd on payment of VAT and CST.

6m L
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By E maitlAs+erieetioLrl53(l)(c) of the Customs Act. 1962)

To

M/s. lndochem & Polymers,

X-58, 0khta lndustriaI Area, Phase-ll,

New Dethi -'110020.

(email: inf o@ indoch emp_a,[ym ers.com )

Copy to:

The Chief Commissioner of Customs, Gujarat, Custom House, Ahmedabad.

(emai[: ccoahm-gui@nje-m )

The PrincipaI Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Ahmedabad.

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

The D eputy/Assista nt Commissioner of Customs, ICD-Khodiyar.

(emait: icdkhd-ahd@gov.in )

4. Shri.Vishwanath Goenka,Advocate (emait:vishwanath_goenka@yahoo.com)

5. Guard Fite.

I
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