NM/s. Pakistin Associition ol Automotive Parts and Acceessories Vianubactune
Iile NouDGEVIValRey 3220701

— GOVERNMENT OF PAKISTAN
DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF CUSTOMS (VALUATION)
CUSTOM HOUSE, KARACIHI

File No. DG (V) "nl.RC\-'/SE/’_’()'_’I_‘;;Qg/g Dated )) May, 2022

Order in Revision No. "f"h‘l()ll under Section 25D of the Customs Act, 1969,
avainst Valuation Ruling No. 1565/2021 Dated: 17-1 1-2021

Vs Pakistan Association ol Automotive Parts
and Accessories & Manulacturers PETTTTONER

VERSUS

Director. Customs Valuation, Karachi RESPONDENT
Date(s) oi hearing 10-03-2022

[For the Petitioners Barrister Hassaan Akhtar

For the Respondent Mr. Igbal Hussain Kalyar. Principal Appraiser

Ihis revision petition was filed under Section 23D of the Customs Act. 1969, against Custon
values determined vide Valuation Ruling No. 1565/2021, dated 17.11.2021. issucd under Scction 25A
of the Customs Act. 1969, inter alia. on the following grounds:

i Fhat this Review Petition is being filed  against Valuation Ruling No 13632021 duted
17120210 tthe Impugned Ruling”) issued by the Director of Customs Valuation in-ierms of Section

'S of the Customs Act. 1969

J Thet, staed brieflv, the relevant facts are that customs values of tractors parts were defermine
drring the hesinning of the calendar vear 2021 through Vealuation Ruding No J307 20210 dated
4 0] 20200 Subsequently, in September. 2021 the Lahore Chamber of Connnerce & hidisiey (o
representation requesting that customs values of tractor parts be determined afresh. In pursiance of tic
ceprexcaiation, a fresh valuation exercise was windertaken and customs values of tractor parts were re
- derermined through Valuation Ruling No. 13622021 dated 15.11.202 I owhiclt sivuipicaniiv redi
customs vatues of all tractor parts. Then, just two days later, i.e. on 17.11.2021, for some inc xplicabte
ceavons, Valuation Ruling No 1362/2021 dated 15112021 was resc inded and the Imprgned Ruling was
ivsacd wihrict roduced the u',')/:,ﬂ'“ able customs values of tractors parts eve N‘f.'H ther
J That the Impugned Ruling is illegal. improper, incorrect and not representative of the actial
value of the fiems in question on account of the following:-
GROUNDS
A Uhar the tmpugned Ruling was issued just two davs afier the issuance of the previans vabuation
ruling. Lo Valuation Ruling No 136272021 dated 15.11.2021. However., the Impugned Ruding does
discloxe the reasons for issuance of a new valuation ruling in such haste or the factors whicl,
necessitaed the issuance of a new valyation culing so soon after issuance: of Valwation: Rulig
N 1362 2020 dated 15.11.2021 The customs values determined through the Tmpugned Ruling aire fo
the most part, loveer than the customs values determined through Valuation Ruding No 13622021 dated
15.11.20 ’.’ even though it is aviomatic that international market prices of tractor ,r:um Lmn’u’ not heve
possibly clianged (o sucl a degree in just a matter of hea davs. For evamge, the perce Cele
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hetween the customs value determined through  the  Impugned Ruding and - Valwation Rl
Noy 15622021 dated 135.11.2021 for Cvlinder/Engine Block (4 Cylinders) of Massev Braned is 3 3% {1 1
ibmitted that the imternational market price of the said itent did not, as a matter of record, decrease O
S 3% during the A8 hours between J501.2020 aud 17112021 The Inpugned Ruling is therefore illeoa
il does not reflect the true market prices of the items mentioned therein,

B Theat the Impugned Ruling has purportediy been issucd under Section 23¢7) of the Customs e
1969, hovever, it is completely silent on:(i) whether it is hascd on the provisions of clause (ay (hy or i
of sub-Section (7) of Section 25 (i) what inguiry. if any. was conducted and whiclt importers ™ sals
were analyzed for the purpose of arriving at the custonms values: (iii) hovw were the deductions Jrovided
winder sub-Clawses (i), (i), (i) and (iv) of clause (w) of Section 25(7) applicd. and or (ivy whetler. i
lhow, the provisions of rule 119 of the Customs Rules, 2001 were complicd with

¢ Fhat the Impugned Ruling neither provides any reasois Jor the custons values deterntin.
therein nor provides any information on how the powers under Section 25(7) were exercised. il
provisions of rule 1Y of the Customs Rules. 2001 were complicd with, or the decision as roga
valuation was reached. As such, it has been issued in a highly non-transparent manner ol i against i
principles of natural justice and fair play. The Impugned Ruling is therefore illegal and o nelliin il
cves of the lavw. Reliance in this regard is placed on, inter alia, Judgments reported as 20200 P11 350
2020 PTD 877, 2020 PTD 172, 2019 PTD 1562, 2019 PTD 1786, 2019 PTD 1242, 2019 PTD 1129,
SIS T 1480, 2018 PTD 854, 2018 PTD 69, 2018 PTD 2282 and 2017 PTD 244

) That the Impugned Ruling is contrary to seclion 20 of the General Clanses et IN9Twlii
provides that amyv person conferved with the power 1o make amv order or give any direction under damn
L shall exercise such power reasonablv, fairly. justly and shall also give reasons for making the ord.
or issuing the direction. Reliance in this regard is placed on fudements reported ax 2007 SCMR 139
J 0 JUTOSC 1SS, PLD 1970 SC 173 and 2009 SCMR 1407

E. That the Impugned Ruling has significantly decreased customs values of (ractors paris i
comparison witl the customs values determined through the previous valuation ruling, that 1s. ) calieation
Ruline No 13072021 dated 04.01.2021 despite the fact that international markel prices aof raw ateriods
of these tractor parts (ie. iron and steel scrap, ele.) have increased considerably during the curresn
calendar vear data relating to price changes during current calendar vear available on London Ve
Fxchange (LME) attached . A comparison between the customs values determined through the previoes
Vatuation Ruling dated 04.01,.2021 and the Impugned Ruling is attached. As can be seen, in sonme cases,
the hnpugned Ruling has decreased the customs values determined through the previous Valiation
Ruling dated 04012021 by as much as Y3%.

I That the inerease in the international narket prices of raw materials wsed in the manufacture of
iractor parts can also e verified by conparing the prices of allon steel bars of grade SAL NO20, ST
NG2D, SAL 303, SAl [043 & SA L 1030 '[JI'UJHL'L‘L/ f".\‘ i e it u'{’.”t\\ Steed Mills (v Lid, Kavacsin, an

the largest mamfacturers of steel products in Pakistun. af different times during the last 12 months. 1
produet price lise effective from 07.12.2020 published by M Peoples Stecl Mitls (/v Lteh Kol
attached as and the product price list effective from 23 10,2021 ix attached as for conparison.

PRAYER
I view of the foregoing, it is praved that the Impugned Ruling may kind{y be held to be illegal, void ol
initio, and mav immediately be suspended. and a fresh determination of customs values of the items itay

hindly he made afier taking into account the arvtments aind evidenees provided by e Petidon
after considiing wit the Petitioner and all other stakeholders as required by law.

Ihe respondents were asked to furnish comments Lo the arguments submitted by the petitionc

in the case. Para-wise comments on the petition are given as under:-
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“BRIEF OF THE CASE

Bricf of the case that Farlier the custom value of tractor parts were determined wnder section 230 of th
Customs Act. 19609 vide Valuation Ruling 1307/2021 dated 04002021 Being aggricved byt
caluation ruling, revision petilion was filed by various importers’ sratdors o o tiow 281 aof
Customs Act. 1969 before Divector General of Customs Valuation. The competent authoriy vide Order-
in-Revision No. 1372021 dated 24.03.2021. upheld the valuation pading and revision pelitions i
rejected  accordinglv. However, on ‘\'c/)h’mn’wr 4. 2021 rc/n'u.\wmr.’iuu was received  from [l
Chamber of Commerce & Indhustry on the request of importers, wherein thev e subuited fial 1
values in the previous Valuation Ruling were calenlated an “average weight “whereas the same should
he calculated on the “actual weight” of the cvlinders Accordingly, an.exercise was mitiated 1o e
deterniine the customs values of tractor parts under Section 234 of the Custons -1t 1969,

Veeting with all stakeholders., rude bodies including represcitatives of clearanee Collectorates et
hold in this Directorate General on 32.09-2021. The importers/stakeholders were pequiested 1o subni
their proposals/suggestions as well as following documents hefore or during the conrse of stakeholders
meeting so that Customs values could be determined:

i Invoices of import during last three meonths showing factual values

i Wobsites, names and Femail addresses of known foreian manufacturers of e ien i quiestion
through which the actual current vadie can be ascertuined.

il Copies of Contracts made 7 LCs opened during the last three months showing the value of dten

i1 guestion.

iy Copies of Sales Tax Invoices ivsned during last four months showing the difference in price
roveluding duny and taxes) to substantiate that the benefit of difference i price is passed oo
the local buvers.

Ihe importers during the meeting were of the view of that the prices of the subject commodine have o
increased i the international market. However, importers did not submit - inport invoices sales fan
imcaices. representative samples, evidences and other relevant requisite import doscuments in support of
reir contentions. They requested that they may he allowed some time (o furnish evidencees anel ol
documents in support of their contentions hut larer abstained from submitfing iy such documeit
Honwever, M/s. Baluchistan Wheels Linited submitted relevant documents in respect Non-Alloy whee!
vims which were examined in the light of prevailing trend i the local market.

Fhe mecting was attended by importers andd stakeholders and their point of view were heard i detatl 1o
arrive al custom vatues of subject goods. The stakeholders claimed that their dectared values were trie
fransactional values and may be aceepted as such. The stakeholders also submitted their propos
reguarding values of tractor parts but failed to substantiate said values with docuamentary evidences
Voreover. thev also suggested valuing their product o the cctial seeighn afier deductind fore Wi
packaging A markel survey was recorded and weighment of itens and puckaging was done accordingly
e importers also referred 1o para 17" of impugned Orelor-in-Revision No. 132021 duted 24 (13.2002 1
Jhal a caveat-check has been put in place in the impugned valuation ruling so that manipdation i
weight may be curbed and revenue of the state he secured by all possible means “aphich was claimed on
the hasis of an uncorroborated assertion made by the DR during the review praceedings of swhich e
cvidence was presented against the importers. Therefore. this caveat check being inappropriaie aid
unfounded my he excluded adjusted and Valuation Ruling may reflect the tariff wnits of measurcii "
po per picee basis afier ascertaining actual weight of cach items vide Vaduation Ruling No 13652021
duted 17-11-2021

PARAWISE COMMENTS

O repiy to the contents of the instant Revision Petition. parawise comments on hehalf of Respondent are
sihiritied as wnder: -
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Fuacty
Para (1 Needs o conments being yelated to the impugned Valuation Rulin
Poia ¢ [he representalions were received from the Lahore € b an Conpneraee & Jracdisir

Lahore o the request of importers i M/s. PASPIDA. Lahore on 05042021 and (06,03 2021 aird
g 092021, wherein they have submitted that the values in the previous Valuation Ruling were
codeulated on Caverage weight " whereas the same should be caleulated on the “actual weight ™ of the
cvlinder. Based on the agitation a meeting notice was issned on 08.09.2021 by fixing meeting on
20 1092021 and was attended by different stakeholders including importers. As PASPIDA and others.
It has heen informed by the Directorate that Pakistan Association of Automotive Parts & Adecessorics
Vntacturers (PAPAANM). M s Pakistai Awtomohile Manupactarers Assoctation (AN Vs M
fguipment Linited. and M/s. Millat Tractors Lid, were also invited to attend the above suid meeting
Lowever. they neither attended the hearing nor submitied any proposal on the matier.

b [Dariing the course Qf're-(fa'h':‘m.ff.'uliml of customs values of the subject couds, the anomatlios were
ohseived  Therefore. an extensive evercise was undertaken (o ro-cletermine the values of tractor
ceplacement parts. considering true market values. raw merterial prices (LME of € RO and actieal weight
of different parts, cviinder. size and brand for whiclt all photos and Vicloos are avartable e record ol i

Directorate

o) The new Valuation Ruling Noo 1563/2021 dared 17-11-2021 which has 28 ifcins. had the Jollowing
Changes as compared to the old Valuation Ruding:

() A items divided brand wise into 3 and 4 cvlinders

(11 ctual weight (without actual packaging) of bl dtems (hrand-cilinde Wises s tscd
instead of merely Taverage weight 7 and price determined per picce per hrand (record
cvailuble in the Directoraie).

iy Since. “actual weights " were used. along with actual work hack values. the colimr of "t
overall assessed value of items should not be less than prices mentioned i this colun
USS/Ky (with essential packing) —was omitted as it earlier created confusion. distortion and
duplication of assessment criteria.

(i Values determined under Section 23 (7) of the Customs Acl. 1969, fias becit done after loca
market inguiry findings and same has also been determined 1o reflect the larest inernational
prices of the finish products as well as its ravw materials prices.

() Voreover, an imported tractor is cleared ai S 3.00°Kg, whereas. these peplacenient paris i
the Crrrent VR are ondy some enging il frempsarission parts arid pepeesent ol e than 10
(e A percent of d total tractor aitd comes [0 an daverdge of 8275 kg which is also R
porcent higher than the LME of CRC

il Some items of certain hraiids were being assessed at o valie based on substairially higher
werght.

Ji s regards the issuance of the Valuation Ruling No 13622021 deated 1311 2021 heing v placed
valuation ruling No 1363/2021 dated 17.11.2021 the Directorate General subnits that due 1o cleric ol
crrors i the Microsofi Excel sheet the column depicting Turkish and Other Origins Tractor parts. ti
values of O dlems were increased and corrected apwards. some reniained constad ciid o
corrected dowmwards. It nay be noted thet the values of Chinese origin. whicl serves as a base value for
calcutation of other origins showed no errors and henee remained wnchanged.

o) I view of the above stated position. there appears no infirmity of lave. procedure or arethod whiic
vo-determining the values of Tractor replacement parts vide Valuation Ruling 1363:2021 clated 17-11-
00 ) The Custons Appellate Tribunal upon issuancy of said Valuation Ruling has now discharoed
case as the anomalies agitated in the previons Valuation Ruling have heen adoquately addr sl Pyt
Directorate '
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Denied. The petitioner have neither explained nor substantiated the ilegaline of the impugied

fation ruling. Thev alse neither stgeested e costom vadies with o v it i oo

oo nmients i support of their e IO,

/ GROUNDS
y 1 Denicd. During the course of re-determination of custons values of the subject goods, the anomalios
wore observed. Therefore. an extensive exercise was wndertaken to re-determine the values af Aracto
replacenent parts, considering true market valies. raw material prices (LME of CRC) and aetuad wergli
af different parts, eylinder, size and brand for which all photos ahd videos are available inrecord of i
Directorale.
o) The now Valuation Ruling No. 1565/2021 dated 17-11-2021 which has 28 items, had the follow i,
Cnees as compared 1o the old Valuation Ruling:
(i) Al items divided brand wise into 3 and - cvlinders.
(il Actual weight (without actual packaging) of all irems (hrand-cvlinder wise) was wsed
, instead of merely “average weight” and price determined per piece per hrand (record
g available in the Directorate)

Since, “uctuad weighits T were used. along with actual ek back values, the colwnn of “the overal
assessed value of items should not be less than prices mentioned in this column CUSS Kg ith essential
packing) " was omitted as it carlier created confusion. distortion and chuplication of assessment criteri
I is further submitted that as per agreed formula with stakeholders, the values of Turkisie, Other arigin
e ever higher by 6% and 11% respectively while determination of customs valies wider Section 235400
the Customs Act. 1969, This formula was adopted in Valuation Ruling No. 150704012021, Honvever.
Drachortontiv, due to Microsofi excel error the percentage of the said perceniage ie 60 & 1% cHi!

ot he correetly applied. Accordingly. 1o maintain the formuda invoke and ity perecniage. there was
requirement (o corvect/adjust the customs values of Turkish/Other origins as occwrring i Valuation
Riding Ne. 1562/15.11.2021. Therefore, afiesh customs vatues of the subject goods had (o he determiicd
throneh Valuation Ruling No. 13565/17.11.2021.

1) Denied. 1t is to be submitted that paragraph-5. of the impugied Valuailon Ruling 15 dlscl]
pocking one clearly reveals that sub-Section t1) 10 (6) of Section 25 of the Custens Act were il
applicd e their regular sequential order (o arrive at custons valuwes of the subject goods This shieni s
et neither the transaction: value nor import data of identical/similar goods were adopted. Finally
Customs values of the subject goods had 1o be determined wnder provisions of claise h, ¢ it sl

Section ¢ 7 of the Customs Act. 1969,

C& Dy Denied. It is submitted that an extensive exercise with regards to the weights and marker survey
wore carried out and shared along with those whe attended the meeting, The peritionersin spie
heing invited chose ot to attend the meeting andd subsequent workings to be abreast of the departiient
working, Moreaver, extensive workings are present it the department s record as o how valies wer
etormined. This includes work back on busis of raw material prices, market vadues, vweiglis/iminini
S A e all which can be presented at any tinie. Unider suel circumstances, not onfv are tiiese huseless
allegations, but uninformed ones as well. All aspects and Sections of law after heing fully adhered 1o
The valuation ruling was issued under Section 25 (7) of the Customs Act. 1969 us expluined i the hoday
of valuation ruling.

Ly Doeied. 1is 1o be submitted that the custons values of the subject coods were doetermined nicto
Section 23 (7) of the Customs Act, 1969, yeltich refers the current local market inguiry findings. Henes
the referred old valuation ruling No 15072021 dated 04.01.2021 does 1ol Jorni ilic curent Dy
valnation as the referving rufing which is abour 11 months old. As regards, the international markel of
e material of Tractor Parts i.e. ron & Steel prices elc, it i submitted that the local kel prices
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reflect the latest international prices of the finish products and prices are kept wpy (o 300% more than i
v material prices. Proper and complete working readily availahle and such mis-statenents ol wor
o miseuide this Honorable forum

17} Denied Firstlv, most of the composition of Tractor is € ast fron, Seeondiv, the Divectorate (o
saken rave material prices of LME of CRC Steel which is much higher than cast fron. s nientioned 1

prices of parts are kept up 1o 300% more than raw material prices. LME prices are more reflective o
iternational markets prices for imports and are wsed not only by Directorare of Valuation: b
Ippraisement Collectorate eonntry wide,

PRAYVER

It is respectfilly praved that the impugned valuation ruling had heen issued after extansting all prin
methods of valuarion e, 23 (1) 10 23 (6) under Section 25 of the Customs At 196Y i seguential ordo
f

il consequently, the customs values of the subject goods were determined wnder Scection 23 (7) of 1
Customs Act. 1969, The issuance of existing valuation ruling within nvo devs frony the provions roli

et maintain the formula invoke and its percentage. using of actual weight instead of average weigle
Jue 1o avoid the mis=declaration. there was a requirement to correct/udjnst the custons valies of
Vurkishe Other origing as nentioned in Valuation Ruling No [3072021, dened 4,01 2021 Moreon
the petitioner has not furnished any corroboratony documents in support the contens of theiv petitioo
FHence, the petition have not merits of consideration and liahle 1o be rejected.

ORDER

Hearing was conducted on 10-03-2022 on which date the counsel of the petitioner and .
respondent department were heard in detail, The petitioners contended that the Tnpughed g Y

Ruling (VR) was issued just two days after issuance of the previous Valuation Ruling No 156272071
dated 15.11.2021. without disclosing any material/credible reason. It was further observed that tor the
most part. the customs values determined in the impugned V.R. are lower than those determined
through Valuation Ruling No.1562/2021 dated 15.1 1.2021 in spite ol the fact that international prices.
of Tractor Parts. could not have possibly witnessed such a changes in a mere Lwo days feag.
impuened VR, pereentage decrease in the customs value vis-a-vis V.R date 15-11-2021 1s 3.4%0
whereas the counsel™s contention was that international market price ol the said iwni Jid note as w
matter ol record. decrease by 5.3% during the 48 hours between 15012021 and 17.11.2021). The
impugned Ruling is theretore illegal and does not refleet the true market prices of the items mentioned
therein, 10 was observed by counsel that impugned VR has significantly decreased Customs values ol
Iractors Parts vis-a-vis customs values determined in V.R. No.1507/2021 dated 04.01.2021 despite the
fact that international market prices ol raw materials (ol these tractor parts i.e. iron and steel serap. eie.)
had considerably increased during calendar year 2021, Further, the increase in the international miarkel
prices of raw materials used in the manufacture ol tractor parts can also be verified by conparing ti
prices of alloy steel bars of grade SAE 8620. SAE 8622, SAL 5105, SAE 1045 & SAL 1030 produced
by M/s Peoples Steel Mills (Pvt.) Ld. Karachi. one of the largest manufacturers of steel products in

Pakistan. at different times during the last 12 months.

4. On the other hand. the departmental representative (D.R)) explained that the impugned
valuation ruling had been issued after exhausting all primary methods of valuation i.e. 23 (1) o 23 (o)
under Section 25 ol the Customs Act. 1969, in sequential order and consequently. the customs vilues of
the subject voods were determined under Section 25 (7) of the Customs Act. 1969, Rewarding issuance

of the impuened VR within two days of the previous ruling. he clarified that while the ruling was being
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ded into the WeBOC systen. it was noticed that the entries in Column 5 (of the table), pertaining
tices of parts having “Turkey™ and “other” origins were incorrect due to erroneous formulas (in the
Lol worksheet). Accordingly after rectifying the erroncous entries, the determined customs values
vere endorsed in the impugned V.R. and which accordingly, was re-issued. Hence the counsel’s
contention of malafide are without basis. Moreover, the petitioner [ailed to submit any corroboratory

documents in support thercof and hence the same did not merit consideration.

F After listening to the discussion/arguments of the counsel, respondent and perusal ol the case

record. the following infirmities are observed:-

1) I'ven though prices of the dilferent grades of HRC & Alloy Steel were lower in the 90-days
period preceding V.R. dated 04-01-2021 the values determined in the impugned V.R. are lower
whereas prices of HRC steel and Alloy Steel were on higher side in the 90 days period
nreceding issuance of the impugned ruling.

1) Ilie value was determined in terms of Scction 23(7) of the Customs Act, 1969, which
necessitated that the survey exercise should have been adequately reflective ol the prices at

which the impugned items are available in the domestic market. In this case the survey. on

/ which the findings, were based was somewhat restrictive as it needed to be ascertained in a
= more broad-based exercise. in major markets where such similar or identical goods are sold and
thereafier determine the customs values.
‘J
1) It is also observed that the Ruling needs to be made more comprehensive by inclusion ol such ﬁ‘
tractor parts ¢.g. complete gear box (including constituent parts ete.) presently not provided for '
i the impugned V.R. 1‘
0. Accordingly V.R.N0.1565/2021 dated 17-11-2021 s set aside and Director Valuation Karachi
to issue  tresh ruling within 30 days based on the sequential methodology provided for in Section 25 J
of the Customs Act. 1969, In this exercise the Director Valuation (Lahore) is to provide requisite
details/data of the market position in respect of goods of similar/identical nature as are being/sold it the
reievant local markets) (with her jurisdiction).
(l)l'.ﬁ}}(ﬂ.‘(l Igbal Qureshi)
irector General
v

Registered copy to:

M/s. Pakistan Association ol Automotive Parts and Accessories Manulacturers.,
C/o ARhtar Al & Associates,

ATd i . . Nyt T

3" Floor, 1.CCI Building. Near China Chowk, Lahore.

Copy to:

1) The Member Custons (Operations/ Policy). Federal Board of Revenue, Islamabad,
2y The Durector General. Intelligence and Investication (Customs)-FBR, Islamabad.
3 The Brector General (Reforms & Automation). Custom House. Karachi,

) Ihe Director General, PCA& Internal Audit, Custom House. Karachi.

53 Fhe Drector General, 1OCO. Custom House. Karachi.

O) Ihe Director General. Transit Trade, Custom House, Karachi.

7) [he Chiel Collector of Customs (North), Custom House, Islamabad.

8) Ihe Chiel Collector of Customs Enforcement (Central), Custom House, Lahore.
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f) I'he Chiel Collector of Customs Appraisement, (Central), Custom House, Lahore.

10) The Chiel Collector of Customs, Baluchistan, Custom House, Quetta.

[T The Chiel Collector of Customs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Custom House, Peshawar,

[ The Chiet Collector of Customs. Appraisement (South). Custom House. Karachi,

I3y The Chiel Collector of Customs, Enforcement (South). Custom House. Karachi.

Iy The Directors, Intelligence & Investigation. Karachi /- Lahore / Islamabad / Quetta / Peshawar - Faisalabud.

L5y The Director. Directorate of Customs Valuation, Lahore.

Loy The Collector of Customs, Collectorate of Customs, (Appraisement - West / Appraisement - East’ Appraisement - o
Muhamimad Bin Qasim /7 Enforcement / JIAP), Karachi / Hyderabad / (Appraisement © Enforcement). Quetta

J Cavadar - (Appraisement / Enforcement / AUA). Lahore / Appraisement. Faisalabad © Appraisement. Sambrial
(Sialkot) - Entoreement. Multan < Islamabad © Gilgit -Baltistan / ( Appraisement -~ Enforcement). Peshaw
Enforcement, Dera Ismail Khan/ Exports (Port Muhammad Bin Qasim / Custom House), Karachi.

F7 Al Additional Directors/Deputy Directors © Assistant Directors, Customs Valuation. Karachi

FS) The Seerctary (Valuation & Audit). Federal Board of Revenue, Islamabad.

19 Deputy Director (HQ). Directorate General of Customs Valuation. Karachi. Tor uploading in
One Customs & WeBOC Database Svstem,

200 Guard File.
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