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1 trsﬁwmﬁi%ﬁﬁm%mwﬁﬁmﬁ%%ﬁqu%ﬁ%._

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

2. | Srrgres sfufaa 1962 @ URT 129 & 2 (1) (@ur ) ¥ ol farerraa avm &
m%mﬁaﬁémﬁ!wm@mﬁaﬁmWaﬂmﬁa\wmaﬁuﬁ
2 arfiE @ 3 TER  oieY SR WA/ A wia (amded wxiyH), faw warer, Rrowa fam)
dare A, 78 fieeh ) gAfafur AdE URgd P Hhd §. |
Under Section 129 DD(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended), in respect of the following
categories of cases, any person aggrieved by this order can pre‘er a Revision Application to
The Additional Secretary/Joint Secretary (Revision Applicaion), Ministry of Finance,
(Department of Revenue) Parliament Street, New Delhi within 3 months from the date of |
communication of the order.

Profaf@a g=fRa ome®/Order relating to :
(@) |39 & w0 A smurfad Sl A

(a) |any goods exported

@) | WRa & TaTd B og [HuT aTgA | aral 14T Al WRA H IS ° T RITH W AR A ¢ 77 |
1 3 T T 0% AR 3 ¥ forg andfdra wre YA A W U 47 39 T R W AR |
T HTe B " A sriféa Ara | S AL

any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but which are not unloaded at
their place of destination in India or so much of the quantity of such goods as has not been
(b) |unloaded at any such destination if goods unloaded at such destination are short of the |
quantity required to be unloaded at that destination.

) | Hrerges erfufaam, 1962%amxmma{iﬂwmwﬁuﬁ%mwmaﬂ

P i | 'i x
(c) Payment of drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rykc}s maﬁr- I
thereunder. PRI

3. gﬂﬁ&maﬁaﬁﬂﬂmﬁmmﬂﬁfﬁﬁﬁ!mﬁmﬁamﬁmﬁm%mamﬁm 2 ! i
A e o T & W PR FTeT Hew g ey AR ].

The revision application should be in such form and shall be verified in such nianner-aq

may be specified in the relevant rules and should be accompanied by :

(@) | @I Wl U, 1870%%?6&3@1$wﬂﬁﬁﬁaﬁmwmwmﬁ4m |
Rraet te wfa & v 19 @t ey gee ee @ g it e

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

(@) | IS aTavl & ofaral 91y 4ol 3Te @ 4 wiowd, afe 8 o

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

(M | gAder & forg emdaA @t 4 wfaar 2T T MRS

(c) | 4 copies of the Application for Revision.

(9) | GARNET Sfde ariR SR & 7T AAIR[ed ATUGH, 1962 (T4T W) # (Auifd oy
3 Wite, Wi, ovs wiadt ok fafdy wet & wid & arefi= ammar @ & 3. 200/-(FUQ &t |t A=A
¥.1000/-(FUT TF §9R {77 ), o1 +f arwen g, | v Ra yma= & yaifore g &L.9m.6
F 3 wirgt. afd gew, 7 T4 AT, T 4T g8 @t AR HR FIY T TG a1 IWH FH
g a9t 3@ ¥l & w1 & $.200/- IR fE va ar@ @ o4fUs 81 @ B & Fu A $.1000/-

(d) | The duplicate copy of the T.R.6 challan evidencing payment of Rs.200/- (Rupees two
Hundred only) or Rs.1,000/- (Rupees one thousand only) as the case may be, under the
Head of other receipts, fees, fines, forfeitures and Miscellaneous Items being the fee |
prescribed in the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended) for filing a Revision Application. If the |
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amount of duty and interest demanded, fine or penalty levied is one lakh rupees or less,
fees as Rs.200/- and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee is Rs. 1000/-.

wG ¥, 2 & i Gfd AnTet & srerar o=y ATAel & g @ 1S B18 ot 5 oTew & oned
HERH Xl g1t & dirgew wfifaw 1962 @ uRT 129 U (1) & oy WA Wua
ﬁwm?,%ﬁﬁumwmﬁmwmmﬁwamﬁauﬁwmm
Hd 8

In respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrieved
by this order can file an appeal under Section 129 A(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 in form
‘ C.A.-3 before the Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at the following
address :

Haes, iy 3aK Yo g Yal S HUlfery | Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate
sy, ufgdt aefta dis Tribunal, West Zonal Bench

- gud Afor, agAT Yo, Fide FRYR Ge, | 27 Floor, Bahumali Bhavan,

S{IA], gHAIEIG-380016
Nr.Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Asarwa,

Ahmedabad-380 016

_UI |

Harges ofuffaw, 1962 &Y URT 129 T (6) & =, AT fUTaH, 1962 FT URT 129
T (1) & = orfter & Wy PafafEa oo dow a7 aifte

Under Section 129 A (6) of the Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (1) of the
Customs Act, 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of -

3rdter & WHEfAd AT & Sigl (el SHATges STUSTRI gRT ST 747 Yo 1 TS quT T
41 &S @1 Y& H UId d1G ¢ 97 39 69 8 df TP g9 UT.

the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of
s in the case to which the appeal relates is five lakh rupees or less, one thousand

ﬁmﬁﬁmﬁm%ﬁmaﬁmmmﬂwwmmwm
% @1 IHW U 9" ©9¢ / e g Afew vud vurw era @ ofie 7 @ @ uig geR

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of
Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more than five lakh rupees but not
exceeding fifty lakh rupees, five thousand rupees ;

(N

 rfter & wrafR ATea 3 gl [ AT ATUSRY gRT WA 14T b 3R TSl F4T T
T &8 B ¥HH AN O1E ©UT A U g 9); g9 g9 U,

| (e)

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of
Customs in the case to which the appeal relates is more than fifty lakh rupees, ten

thousand rupees

T N & fFes SIS0 & WA, Wi 0 Yo & 10% el B W, olgl Yeob I1 Yoob U4 o8 [941E 1 8, 01 48 & 10%
Si3] B Ox, gl Fad o3 faag 7§, onita @ s |

(d)

An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10% of the duty demanded where duty or
duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.

I SFURTH B URT 129 (T) & =ala dTel WIS & WA IR UAF e T3- ()
ﬁwm%ﬁmmnﬂﬁﬁaﬂﬁmﬁ%ﬁmmﬁﬂ%muﬂm%ﬁgﬁmmm:-m
(@) srdter U1 3TdET UF ST YAEdd & g grR 3mded & Wiy Ul Ui A &7 Yoo  daw
B4 T1fde.

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

{a) in an appeal for grant of stay or for rectification of mistake or for any other purpose; or

(b) for restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of ive Hundred 'rupt:es,
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

Appeal has been filed by M/s. Intermediates and Chemicals Plot No.16,
Hitendra Nagar Sahakari Audoyogik Vasahat Ltd, N.H.8, Sardanagar, Ahmedabad,
(hereinafter referred to as ‘the Appellant’) in terms of Section 128 of the Customs Act,
1962, challenging the assessment of Bill of Entry No. 8896343, dated 23.11.2023
(hereinafter referred to as ‘the impugned order’) passed by the Assessing Officer, i.e., the
Assistant Commissioner, Customs, ICD — Khodiyar, Gandhinagar (hereinafter referred to

as the ‘adjudicating authority’).

2. Facts of the case, in brief, as per appeal memorandum, are that the
Appellant had imported the goods viz. 40.000 MT of "Ammonium Thiocyanate”, under
CTH 28429090, (hereinafter referred to as "import goods"), vide Eill of Entry No 8896843,
dated 23.11.2023 from M/s. Jiangsus Liaoyuan Environmental Protection Technology Co.
Ltd., China, with underlying Import Invoice and Packing List No. 1C231018, dated
18.10.2023 and Certificate of Origin No. 0123111502007667 (Sr. No.
CCPIT30201230011530)

2.1 On passing assessment order, after assessment of the aforesaid Bill of
Entry (hereinafter referred to as "the impugned order"), import goods were cleared on

payment of total duty of Customs amounting to Rs. 8,21,044/-, which was paid )nge_:’-’f?-{__‘ o

Receipt of Challan No. 2046765109, dated 23.11.2023 and import goods were/cleared, _'
thereupon. P | S

22 Upon clearance of the goods, the Appellant learnt that the beﬁéﬁt@of“ pd

concessional rate of duty was admissible on the import and clearance of import goods.
The said concessional rate was as per the Notification No.53/2018-Customs, dated
30.06.2018. The said Notification provides for concessional rate of duty. The applicable
Sr. No. in respect of import goods is A244 of the Table given under the said Notification
As per Column (4) against the said Sr. No.A244, the extent of tariff concession (as a
percentage) of applied rate of duty is 45%. Thus, the applicable effective rate comes to
55% of applied rate of duty. The applied rate of duty is 7.5%. Thus, the applicable effective
rate comes t0 4.125%.

2.3 The Appellant had paid duty at the rate of 7.5%, which is without availing
duty of exemption, available by way of the aforesaid concessional rate of duty i.e. 4.125%.
Thus, the Appellant had paid duty in excess of what was required to be paid. The
Appellant submitted that it is well within their legitimate and legal right to claim and avail
benefit of the aforesaid Notification, by way of claiming refund of duty paid, in excess, as
a result of non-availment of benefit of the aforesaid Notification, as the assessment has
already been done and the delivery of import goods has been taken after the stage of
"out of charge" by the department.
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3. Being aggrieved with the assessment of the impugned Bill of Entry, the
Appellant have filed the present appeal, wherein they have submitted the grounds, which
are under:-

» The assessment order of the aforesaid Bill of Entry No. 8896843 dated
23.11.2023, passed by Assessing Authority is bad in law, not sustainable and
contrary to facts & law and the same requires to be set aside; that the impugned
order is not tenable under relied upon provisions of the Act;

»  The impugned order is not well reasoned order as it was incumbent on the part
of the Assessing Officer to take into account aforesaid Notification even though
the same was not claimed by the Appellant. When there is a Notification, which
prescribes an effective rate of duty, the Assessing Officer ought to have applied
the same without asking for it by the importer. Even if the importer out of sight
wants to pay the duty on his own volition, the department cannot accept such
payments since the collection will be without the authority of law. The Appellant,
in this regard, placed reliance on the order of Tribunal, in the case of Bennet
Coleman & Co. Ltd. vs. Commissioner of Customs, Bangalore, as reported in
[2008 (232) E.L.T. 367 (Tr1 - Bang J).] Relevant Paras of this order are
reproduced as under:

5.5 It is true that the appellant had not claimed the benefit of the relevant
’: T ” notification in the Bill of Entry. When there is a Notification, which prescribes
s n'r» n effective rate of duty, the assessing officer ought to have applied the

i *}'f‘? A\me without asking for it by the importer. In a case like this, even if the

§ 2 qy orter wants to pay the duty on his own voltion, the department cannot
s "*7;::“? a¢cept such payments since the collection will be without the authority of
\*\&:‘:;\i{..” aw. Apparently, the assessment in this case has resulted in a windful gain
NI b the department and it cannot be allowed to retain such unlawful gains at

the cost of the importer as observed by the Hornble High Court of Dehli in
the case of Indo Rama Syntheics (India) Ltd. v. UOI 2002 (143) E.L.T. 288
(Del).

7. We have gone through the records of the case carefully. The appellants
imported Newsprint and filed the Bills of Entry. The assessment is carried
out by the assessing officer. When the goods are subjected to Customs
Duty, is the responsibility of the assessing officer to correctly assess the
goods to duty. The importer, in the Bill of Entry, furnishes the description of
the goods. He also submits documents like invoice, packing list, technical
literature, bill of lading, etc. so that correct assessment is carried out.
Generally, assessment involves classification of the goods, valuation and
applying the correct rate of duty taking into account the exemption
notifications. The import of the goods with regard to the Import-Export Policy
is also to be examined. The word 'assessment' includes all the above. As
regards the rate of duty, the Tariff Schedule, against the description of the
goods mentions the rate of duty. However, in certain cases, the goods are
unconditionally exempted by virtue of certain exemption notifications. In
other cases, the exemption from duty, either partial or complete, is
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dependent on certain conditions. For example, in certain cases, the importer
Is expected to furnish certificates from competent authorities. It should be
borne in mind that assessment to Customs Duty is a highly technical job
and only an officer, who is fully acquainted with the legal provisions and
procedures, can competently complete the assessment without loss of
revenue or depriving the importer of any benefit intended by an exemption

notification.

7.1 In this case, it is not in dispute that the impugned goods are
unconditionally exempt from the Additional Duty (Imports) by virtue of
Notification No. 20/2008 dated 1-3-2008. The appellants have stated
that they had banked upon the expertise of the Custom House Agent
and also the assessing officers. Consequent to the assessment, they
paid duty to the tune of Rs. 21,61,129/. This is a huge sum. The
Notification is incorrect. Is it not incumbent on the pat of the assessing
officer to take into account the said notification? Obviously, in the
present case, there is negligence on the part of the assessing officer.
We cannot say that the assessing officer applied his mind to the facts
and consciously took a decision to levy Additional Duty. This is a case .
of sheer omission on the part of the assessing officer: P S

-

Benefit of Exemption Notification is a substantive right, to be extended even ‘;‘ff:_-,-ﬁi-\_ "

not claimed:;

» That even if the Appellant have not claimed the benefit of the aforeSaiq_-'__" :
Notification before Assessing Officer, there is no bar in claiming before appellate~
authority. Accordingly, they have rightly claimed the benefit of the aforesaid
Notification before appellate authority as Bill of Entry tself is an assessment
order. In this context, the appellant strongly relied upon ‘he decision in the case
of Sri Vasavi Gold & Bullion Pvt. Ltd. vs. Commissioner of Customs, Chennai as
reported in [2016 (343) E.L.T. 429 (Tri.. Chennai)];

»  In view of the foregoing submissions, the impugned order is not sustainable and

is required to be set aside forthwith and substantive benefit is required to be

extended to the Appellant.

v

PERSONAL HEARING:

4. Personal hearing in the matter was held on 01.07.2025, following the
principles of natural justice. Shri K. J. Kinariwala, Consultant aopeared for the hearing
on behalf of the Appellant and re-iterated the submission made at the time of filing the
appeal.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS:

5. | have carefully gone through the case records, the defense put forth by the
Appellant in their appeal and the relevant legal provisions anc/ precedents. On going
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through the material on record, | find that following issues required to be decided in the
present appeals which are as follows:

l. - Whether the delay in filing the appeal should be condoned:

ii. ~ Whether the benefit of Notification No. 50/2018-Customs, dated June 30, 2018,
can be claimed by the Appellant even if it was not claimed at the time of original
assessment.

5.1 The Appellant has sought condonation of a delay of 17 days beyond the
maximum permissible period of 60 days. The reason cited is that the dealing employee
of the Appellant looking after the import related work was on leave, there was resultant
delay in the scrutiny of assessment of the Bill of Entry post-import. Section 128 of the
Customs Act, 1962, provides for a period of sixty days for filing an appeal, with a further
grace period of thirty days if sufficient cause is shown for the delay. In this case, the
appeal was filed with a delay of 17 days beyond the initial sixty-day period, but within the
extended thirty-day period. The Appellant has attributed the delay to leave of the dealing
employee. While parties are expected to exercise due diligence, minor delays attributable
to administrative oversights, especially when the appellant acts promptly upon
discovering the issue, are generally condoned by appellate authorities to ensure that
justice is not denied on mere technicalities. Considering the explanation provided, which
: wp@}‘a% no deliberate inaction or gross negligence, | find that the Appellant has shown

isyfiief t cause" for the delay. Therefore, the miscellaneous application for condonation

j”ﬁde!a)’y’%j allowed in the interest of natural justice.

~

'»i;_'li.p g

] o 1
\ . T -
B\ == /

--l;‘;‘ﬁ;;:;‘}ﬁ""/ The Appellant's core argument is that the benefit of an exemption
““Notification is a substantive right that can be claimed even belatedly. The Bill of Entry
itself, after assessment, is considered an assessment order. The Appellant correctly
relied on the judgment in the case of Sri Vasavi Gold & Bullion Pvt. Ltd. vs. Commissioner
of Customs, Chennai reported at [2016 (343) E.L.T. 429 (Tri. - Chennai)]. This ruling
supports the principle that the benefit of an exemption Notification, being a substantive
right, is not lost merely because it was not claimed at the initial assessment stage. The
importer can claim it at a later stage, including during appeal. This aligns with the broader
legal principle that a taxpayer should not be deprived of a legitimate benefit due to

procedural oversight, especially if the underlying facts for availing the benefit are present

and proven.

6.1 When a Bill of Entry is assessed, either manually or through self-
assessment, it becomes a final assessment order. However, this finality pertains to the
assessment as it stood at that moment, based on the information provided and
considered. It does not necessarily mean that any benefit not claimed at that precise
moment is forever foreclosed, especially if the non-claim was due to oversight and not
misrepresentation or fraud. The argument is further bolstered by the fact that the
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Appellant is in possession of a Certificate of Origin No. 0123111302007667. This
document is critical because Notification No. 50/2018-Customs often relates to
Preferential Tariff Agreements, where a Certificate of Origin from the exporting country is
the primary evidence of eligibility for a lower customs duty under such an agreement. The
existence of this Certificate at the time of import, even if its benefits were not claimed,

points to a clear entitiement to the concessional rate.

6.2 Indian Customs law, particularly after the introduction of self-assessment
under Section 17 of the Customs Act, 1962, places greater responsibility on the importer
for correct classification and duty payment. However, it also provides avenues for
correction. If a duty is paid in excess due to oversight, the mechznism for refund exists.
To deny a legitimate benefit that an importer was otherwise entitled to, merely due to
procedural omission, would lead to unjust enrichment of the revenue department. The
Indian legal system generally disfavors unjust enrichment. The principle is that duties
must be collected "by the authority of law," as enshrined in Article 265 of the Constitution
of India. If a lower rate of duty was legally applicable by virtue of an existing Notification,
then collecting duty at a higher rate, even if paid by the importer duz to oversight, argugplyn_ _

AT bra
syl

L o
v

lacks the "authority of law" for the excess amount. Sy

-

6.3 The Adjudicating Authority initially assessed the Bill of Entry at the full rate /
of 7.5%. This implies that either: ‘

e The Appellant did not explicitly claim the benefit of Notification No. 50/2018-
Customs at the time of assessment;
e The Assessing Officer did not suo motu apply the benefit.

By challenging this assessment through appeal, the Appellant is assentially arguing that
the initial assessment was incorrect or incomplete due to the non-application of an

admissible exemption.

6.4 Given the availability of a specific exemption notification (Notification No.
50/2018-Customs) for the imported goods ("Ammonium Thiocyanate”) from a specific
origin (China), and the Appellant's possession of a valid Certificate of Origin, the claim for
the concessional rate is strong. The legal precedent cited strongly supports the idea that
such a substantive right can be claimed belatedly. Therefore, the benefit of the
Notification should be considered for retrospective application, necessitating a re-
assessment.

6.5 Notification No. 50/2018-Customs is a comprehensive Notification that
consolidates various exemptions, including those granted under Free Trade Agreements
(FTAs) or Preferential Trade Agreements (PTAs). For goods to qualify for Preferential
Tariff Treatment under such agreements, a valid Certificate of Origin (COO) issued by the
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competent authority of the exporting country in the prescribed format is a mandatory pre-
requisite. The COO serves as documentary evidence that the goods originate from a
particular country and meet the Rules of Origin criteria specified in the respective Trade
Agreement. The Customs (Administration of Rules of Origin under Trade Agreements)
Rules, 2020 (CAROTAR, 2020), provides the legal framework for the administration of
rules of origin for imported goods under trade agreements. Rule 4 of CAROTAR, 2020,
specifies the information to be submitted by an importer for claiming Preferential Tariff
benefit, including a Certificate of Origin. Rule 5 outlines the due diligence required from
the importer.

6.6 In the present case, the Appellant has submitted a Certificate of Origin. The
validity and authenticity of this COO, and whether it meets all the requirements of the
relevant Trade Agreement and CAROTAR, 2020, need to be examined by the
adjudicating authority. If the COO is found to be in order and the goods meet the origin
criteria, then it would serve as valid eligibility proof for the concessional rate of duty.
Therefore, the Certificate of Origin is crucial for determining the eligibility for the
~-egacessional rate of duty. Its validity and compliance with relevant rules need to be

LAY

'i )rtﬁéxad by the adjudicating authority during the de novo proceedings.

6 ?1, ) Given the clear legal position regarding the importance of verifying the
_~Ceruﬂ/ até of Origin for Preferential Tariff benefits, a remand of the matter to the

adj,udfcatmg authority is appropriate. This will allow the adjudicating authority to

specifically examine the validity and authenticity of the Certificate of Origin as per the
Customs (Administration of Rules of Origin under Trade Agreements) Rules, 2020
(CAROTAR, 2020), and other relevant provisions and Re-assess the Bill of Entry by
applying the correct concessional rate of duty under Notification No. 50/2018-Customs,
dated 30.06.2018, if the conditions, including those related to the COQ, are met.

6.8 This approach ensures that all factual and legal aspects are thoroughly re-
examined at the original adjudication level, leading to a comprehensive and legally sound
decision. Therefore, the matter warrants a remand to the adjudicating authority for re-
assessment and consequential relief. The appeal is hereby ALLOWED BY WAY OF

REMAND.

7. In exercise of the powers conferred under Section 128A of the Customs Act,

1962, | pass the following order:

i The appeal filed by the Appellant is hereby ALLOWED BY WAY OF REMAND:
i. The impugned assessment of Bill of Entry No. 8896843, dated 23.11.2023 is
hereby set aside for the purpose of de novo assessment;
iii. The matter is remanded back to the adjudicating authority (Assistant
Commissioner of Customs, ICD - Khodiyar) for de novo adjudication;

N
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iv. The adjudicating authority is directed to:

. Re-assess the Bill of Entry No, 8896843, dated 23.11.2023 by verifying and
applying the benefit of Notification No. 50/2018-Customs, dated 30.06.2018,
at Sr. No. A244, if found unconditionally appicable to "Ammonium
Thiocyanate" under CTH 28429090;

. Specifically examine the validity and authenticity of the Certificate of Origin
(COO) submitted by the Appellant, as per the Customs (Administration of
Rules of Origin under Trade Agreements) Rules, 2020 (CAROTAR, 2020),
and other relevant provisions, for extending the corcessional rate of duty;

° Issue a detailed and reasoned "speaking order" for the re-assessment and
refund decision.

8. Accordingly, the appeal filed by the Appellant is allowed by way of remand
to the adjudicating authority.
R
(Amit Gupt
Commissioner als),

Customs, Ahmedabad

F. No. S/49~435!CUS!AHD/23%9 Date: 10.07.2025
Q3

By Registered post A.D/E-Mail FHeu v /—) '

TO, sieSYarn |K?\ NTENDE N7
(AN e1) | BrEaTEiT.,

e Vs (SFwiEt)
M/s. Intermediates and Chemicals, c _.i-, r(_;u-_:,' (APPEALS), AHMEDABAD:
Plot No. 186, ‘ '
Hitendra Nagar Sahakari Audyogik Vasahat Ltd.,
N.H.8, Sardarnagar,
Ahmedabad - 382340. O

Copy to:

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

2. The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad.

3. The Assistant / Deputy Commissioner of Customs, ICD — Khodiyar, Gandhinagar
4. Guard File.
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