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Order in Revision No. 0?17022 under Section 25D of the Customs Act, 190Y,
aeainst Valuation Ruling No. 1613/2022 Dated: 18-03-2022

M/s Stamco Steel Corporation,
M/s Al-Burhan Metal Industries (Pvt.) Lid. & Others PETITIONERS

VERSLUIS

Director. Customs Valuation. Karachi RESPONDENI
Date(s) of hearing 18-05-2022
[For the Petitioners Barrister Hassaan Akhtar

Mr. Tasleem Qureshi

Mr. Muhammad Sajjad

Mr. Suflvan Shamim

Mr. Shamim Ahmed

Mr. Imran Igbal Khan, Advocate
Mr. M. Adeel Awan Advocate
M. Muhammad Abbas Advocate
Mr. Kashil

Mr.Javed Igbal Butt Consultant

l'or the Respondent Mr. Shamaz Saqib. Valuation Officer

Ihese revision petitions were filed under Section 23D of the Customs Act. 1969, uuainst
Customs values determined vide Valuation Ruling No. 1613/2022, dated 18.03.2022. issucd under
Section 25A of the Customs Act, 1969, inter alia, on the following grounds:

“AMos Stamico Steel Corporation

“Being seriously aggrieved with the value determined by the learned Director of Custons Valuaina we
hew to most respectfidly file this review application under Section 250 of the Customs Act. 1909,

Hhat the grownds of Review under Section 23D of the Custons Act. 1909 are inter ~alict as follows,

Aj Fiestly that the value determined at USS 1730 f‘(’-" metric o is exorbitanttyv high aod oainst
the provisions of Section 25(1) of the Customs et 1969

By That the prices of the impugned ETPTES prevailing during the fast ninety deays .o o00ning
from 01.00.2022 4ill 30.03.2022 is af an average benveen USST65—USS 1000,
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C) That in order (o cubstantiate the transaction value under Section 23(1) at LSS 600 prer netric
ton we are enclosing herewith copy of export shipping bill from the country of supply ik [eopy

of letier of credit which has been estahlished by Staie Bank of Pakistan being d govermicnl
institution and is to be rusted under the law.

That the custons value fixed by the Directorate of Custons Valuation in the captioned vils e
ruling (s so high that the appellant would like to offer the customs authorities to el e
upcoming shipments of ETP/TES al the price which has heen determined i the cop riened
valuation ruling.

PRAYVERS

That for the foregoing redsons the applicant request your honor Lo infervene and review  your
prices at an actual transaction value wnder Section 23(1) of the Customs Act. 1969 cond it vonr
honor to disagree (o accepl the transaction value under Section 25¢1) of the Custonis ad 16y
then without — prejudice 1o our legal rights the upcoming shipments of ETP/ATS nin by
acquired by the customs authorities at USS 1750 per metric ton from s, Prayer is e e the
interest of justice.

al Industries (Pvt. Lad.

That this Revision Petition is heing filed against Valuation  Ruling No. 1613202 2dated
18 03.2022 (the ~Impugned Valuation Ruling”) issued hy the Director of Customs Valieativn,
Karachi in terms of section 254 of the Customs Act. 1969,

That this Revision Petition is specifically directed against the values deternined Jor Lo bree
Sheet ("TFS), falling wnder PCT Heading 7210.3090),

That facts of the case in brief are that the Petitioner is a private limited company enguged i the
manufacture and supply of crown caps. The Petitioner is a regular importer of TFS. which is

useed as a primary raw material in the manufacturing of crown caps.

That the Impugned Valuation Ruling is liahle to be revised. inter alia. on the followiig.

GROUNDS

A)

13)

)

That the Impugned Valuation Ruling is contrary [0 rule 121(1) of the Customs Rules, 201
which provides that “value of imported coods determined under sub-scction (9) of scctivi 25 af
the Act, shall, to the greatest extent passible be hased on previously determined custonns valies
of identical woods assessed within ninely davs 7 TES s regularly imported it Pukistont aind
complete import data of the same is available with the Respondents. However, the Resposdenis
complerely ignored the assessed value of TIS imported during the past 90 davs. i o plere
violation of the provisions of rule 12101).

That the Impugned Valuation Ruling is completely silent on why the provisions of vule 10D
were not complied with and no degal justification ar redson has heen provided tor non-
complianee with rule 12001). As such. the Impugned Valuation Ruling has been issucd inod
highly non-transparent manner and is against the principles of natural justice and fair play The
Impugned Valuation Ruling is therefore illegal and a nullity in the eves of the law Relicwee it
this regard is placed on. inter alia, judgments reported as 2020 PTD 583, 2020 PTD S e
pPTD 172, 2019 PTD 1562, 2019 PTD 1786, 2019 PTD 12422019 PTD 1129, 2018 P AN,
SIS PTD 854, 2018 PTD 69, 2018 PTD 2282 and 2017 Prp 244

That the lmpugned Valuation Ruding is confrary 1o section 244 of the Croneral Clanses 1
which provides that any persen conferred with the power (o muke any ovder or give dniy
direction under any law shall exercise such power reasonably, fairly. justly and shall alse give
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reasons for making the order or issuing the direction. Reliance in this regard is plic v o
Judgments reported as 2007 SCMR 1759, PLD 1970 5C 158 PLD 1970 SC 173 and 2009 5 MR

1407.

D) That the customs values determined jor TES are higher than the customs valiies determined for
Electrolviic Tin Plate (CETP) even though it is commaon knowledge that THS is Jess exgiovive
than ETP in the international -markel. [nformation availuble on the websites of Loy

manufucturers of ETP and TFS regarding the difference benveen ETP and TES in termis of nsdae
and price is attached. As can be seen. according to the information provided by Goldium Sieel
(Spanish company). SIE Steel Corporation (Jupanese company) and Nippon Steel Corporalion
(Japanese company), TES is less expensive than ETP andl is widely used as a cheaper alicriative
1o L11

L) That the Impugned Valuation Ruling has determined a single customs valie Sortls ot all
origins. There is considerable price difference between TS manufactured in different couiries
owing to the differences in costs of production. availabiliny and quality of local raw marrials,
and labour costs, etc. As such, insofar as it docs not draw a distinetion between different ori i,
the Impugned Valuation Ruling is illegal, void and contrary 10 conmereial realitios o Hie
pricing structure/arrangenent of the international market. Evidence of the different prices at
which the item in question is being currently sold in different countries is attached.

I That the customs values determined for TES are strikingly high and do not reflect the provailing
international market prices. Evidence of the current interiational market prices in the feom of
invoices, quotations. recently cleared GDs and LCs. efe. is attached.

) That in the light of the abave submissions. the customs values determined in the huprsned
f Valuation Ruling are incorrect and lack any justification or Support.
1) That the Impugned Valuation Ruling is thercfore illegal and void ab initio.

PRAYER

In view of the foregoing. it Is praved that the Impugned Valuation Ruding may kindly be helid o fie
illegal, void ab initio. and may immediatel be suspended, and the Director of Customs Faliaion
Karachi may kindlv be directed to issue a fresh Jetermination of customs values of TFS after taki il
account the arguments and evidences provided by the Petitioner and afier consulting with the Pcidioner

and all other stakeholders as required hy law.

It is further prayed that a direction be given that the firesh valuation Fuling must contain d bifurcari o of
different origins regions and determination of differcnt custons values for each origin/region. "

2. The respondents were asked to furnish comments Lo the arguments submitted by the petitioners
‘1 the cases. Para-wise comments on the petitions are given as under:-

“FACTS OF THE CASE

The Customs values of Electrolytic Tinplate (ETP) & Tin Free Shovts (TFS) (PCT: 7210121090 «
2210.5010-90). were determined wnder Section 254 of the Customs Act, 1969 vide Valuation 1ulin:
No.756/2015 dated 01-08-2015 which was recalled subsequently. Representation was received from
private  companies and Collectorate of Customs Appraisement Port Quasim. Karachi vide icier
;\*'rj.(_i:'r)i:;)-l’-(}N(I-.’(}Bi-l’{_).-';']U.'ﬂ dated 31-12-2021 that values of ETP and TFS have been increasind |
the infernational market and the said ruling being more than SIx years oldd is not reflective of presaiont
international price. Accordingly, an exercise, 10 determine customs values of subject gaods was
ndertaken. Meceting was held with staketolders on 04-03-2022 1o discuss the current imternational jrice

of the subject goods. The participants contended that the prices of the instant iems i the fmreriaional
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market have considerably increased. Deliberations were held in the Directorate and the points of view of
the participants / stakeholders were heard at length. The data of import of last 90 davs wes also

serutinized.

Finally, clearance data, raw material prices, international prices through Internet / subscriptions e
examined thoroughly and the information so gathered were wtilized and analvzed for determinaion of
customs values of Electrolvtic Tinplate (ETP) & Tin Free Sheets (TFS) (PCT: 7210.1290 & T210.5190).
were determined in terms of Sub-Section (9) of Section 23 of the Cusioms Aet, 1969 and notificd vide
Valuation Ruling No. 1613/ 2022 dated 18-03-2022 wider Section 2354 of the Customs Act. TY6Yfor

uniform assessment all over the country.

PARAWISE COMMENTS

Para-1 Need no comments being mention of filing of review petition.

Para-2 Not agreed. It is submilted that the said Valuation Ruling was issued after thoroel
investication and all aspects were considered. In this regard it is  submitted — that s
Directorate General has  determined — the minimum customs values  in the Valuation Ruline
No 1613/ 2022, dated 18-03-2022 for level plaving field and for uniforn assessment all over the
Customs Stations  of the country.  Provisions of Section 23(1) to 25¢9) were dulv exhasted
while issuing the said Valuation Ruing. Import data of previous 90 davs was  analvzod aind
evaluated and afier  gathering all information, the customs values have been deteriie @
terms of Section 25(9) of the  Customs Act. 1969, vide ahove referred  Valwation [l

Morcover, the concept of “fixation of value™ no more exists in the Customs Tarif] rvatlicr

presently customs values are being determined in terms of Section 254 of the Customy et 1004,
for uniform assessment all over the customs stations of the country.
Not  Agreed. It s submitted  that  the  Petitioner has  simply  claimed  for the

acceptance of their declaration but did not submit any tangible documents in support 1o sty
their declarations disclosing full and accurate details relating to the value of the impearied
goods as per Para-108  of Customs Rules. 2001 s such the transaction value can
accepted in absence of any relevant import evic lences and documents ete. I is submitted 1)
customs value of under reference goods had been determined strictly in accordance witli the
provisions of Section 25 of the Customs Act. 1969, Morcover, the  petitioners, on il otlicr
hand. did not submit the requisite import documents or any evidence (o substantiate their couse
of grievance and to enable this forum (o verify the truth and accuracy of transaction vain
the applicant. As per Rule-109 of the Valuation Rules issued wnder S.R.O. No. 45000 00

dated  18-06-2001 ¢ Chapter-1X ). in the absence of valid import docunrents, te buvacn o
prove the correctiness of transaction valiue shifis 1o the importers / applicaits. e 1
the same is not against the principles of law rather the same is hased on factual grouned rooiics

Ty

Further. it is submitted that all the valuation methods as crvisaged under Section
Customs Act. 1969, were duly exhausted and examined and after giving Feasons Jor reoction
of valuation methods customs values were Sinally determined in terms of Sub-Section (Y1 0] the
Customs Act. 1969, The said Valuation Ruling No 1613 7 2022, dated I8-03-2022 el lon tully
and justifiably been issued in terms of Section 234 of the Customs Act. 190Y, for o
assessment all over the country.

Pura-B It is submitted that the meetings with the stakelolders were  held on O04-03-2022 The
meeting was  attended by the differént commercial importers as well as local mand. I
of under  reference voods and official - bearers / representatives of the  con
Association.  The participants as well as the Association were requested (o provide nipiort
documents like copies of contracts made /LCs, Sales Tax Paid hvoices o substanticic e
contention of decrease in market prices. Yet they did not provide required the docunients
hefore mecting. Again during the neeting the participants were requested to submit -
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(i) Invoices of imports made during last three months showing factucal vl

(ii) Websites, names and E-mail addresses of known foreign manufaciirers
of the item in question through which the actual Current value can he
ascertained.

(iii) Copies of contracts made / LCs opened during the last three ihis
showing value of item in question and ©
(1) Copies of Sales Tax paid Invoices issued during last four montis showing

the difference in price to substantiate that the benefit of difference in price
was passed on to the local buyers.

Instead of furnishing any documentary evidence about  downfall —in prices in internalfonal
market, they relied upon their rhetoric of  decline in international market prices Thev were
repeatedly requested to - furnish sales tax invoices alongwith monthly sales tax reinrn filed
with Inland Revenue Department as sales tax invoices are authentic document (o ascoriain
local market price and as the Customs has authority in terms of Sub-Section (11) of - Secticn 25
of the Customs Act, 1969, (o call any documents 1o satisfy themselves about the truthfulness or
accuracy of any information or declaration made 1o Customs for valuation purpose. Nonw of
them submitted sales tax imvoices alongwith monthly sales tax renwn, on one excuse or the --:/;ur.
Since the matter was lingering on. it was decided to proceed on merits in the Lieht of available
record as well as local market enguiry conducted by the Departnent

In this regard it is submitted that this Directorate General has determined the minimin clisionis
values in the Valuation Ruling No. 1613 /2022, dated @ 18-03-2022 for level plaving fictd and

Sor uniform assessment all over the Customs Stations of the cowtry. Import duta uf';n‘uw’um ()

davs was analyzed and evaluated and afier gathering all information. the Customs valies
have been determined in terms of Section 2509) of the Customs Act, 1969, vidle above referred
Valuation Ruling. It is submitted that this Directorate General convened meetines for the
determination of under reference items and all stakcholders were duly invited. s sucl the
Respondent  has acted according to lavw while issuing the said ruling. It is submitied that the
Respondent had — correctly and lawfully  issued Valuation Ruling i terms of Section 3
and the same was based on factual  grownds of the case. It s submiited  that the sald
Valuation Ruling — has /cmﬁr/h bheen issued  in terms of  Section 230 I the
Respondent afier extensive exercises and holding meetings with relevant stakeholders o the
said goods. As such the Respondent has acted in accordance with lavw and inder powers
vested upoir him under the law.

It i submitted that para-(2) 1o (3) clearly  states whole the process of - issuance of woidd
Valwation Ruling. Morcover, Para-(4&3) states that the said ruling has not heen issied onlv on
the hasis of local market ciquiry vather all the information so gathered was evalialc i oand
analvzed for the purpose of determination of Customs values. The petitioners. on the otlier B i
did not submit requisite import: documents or any evidence (o substantiate their caiise of
grievance and (o enable this forum (o veripe the truth and accuracy of transaction valie o the
applicant. As per Rule-109 of the Valuation Rules issued wnder SRO Na450¢02001, dated 18-
06-2001 (Chapter-1X), in the absence of valid import documents, the burden to prove correciiess
of transaction value shifis to the importers / applicants. Moreover, the custons values were
determined after properly following and exhausting all the valuation methods i sequ aticl
manner and giving reasons for rejection therein and finally the values were deternpined Qo
of Section 23(9) of the Customs Act, 1969, for uniforon assessment purposes

Jt is submitted thar the Valuation Ruling No. 1613 /7 2022, dated 18-03-2022 itself i o self

speaking document which has lawfully been isswed by the Respondent under Section 25:1 of the

Customs Act. 1969, afier exhausting all the valuation methods as envisaged under Section 23 af
the Customs Act. 1969 1 is firther submitted that no valuation method was abandoned as stated
by the Petitioner rather all valuation methods from Sub-Section (1) (o Sub-Section (Y5 of Scotivin
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23 of the Customs Act. 1969, were exhausted while determining  the custonis velues of wnder
reference goods by giving reasons for rejection of - previous miethods ancl afier exhausing &
exantining all the valuation methods customs values were determined i terms of Sub-Sectioin
(9) of Section 25 of the Customs Act, 1969, for uniform  assessmeil all over the cowitry
These values are not arbitrary or unlawful as the same have been determined afier properly
analvzing and evaluating o gathered  from different sources. Therefore, no violation of any
rules has occurred while determining the Customs values in the said ruling.

PRAYER

In view of above narrated facts, it is submitted that the petitioner is required to gel clear the goods as
per Valuation Ruling issued under Section 25-A of the Customs Act, 1969, which is legal and lavwful e
Valuation Ruling No.1613 / 2022, dated 18-03-2022 has lenvfully heen issued afier considering all the
facts and figures and after following valuation methods sequentially. As suclt the same may he allonvwed
1o hold field for wniform assessment all over the country. The assessments made on the hesis of
Valuation Ruling are corvect and petitioners are liable to pay duty / taxes as per Valuation Ruliig (i
e other side the petitioner failed 1o furnish the requisite documents particularly copies of Sales lax
Puid Ivoices issued during the last four months showing the values of supplicrs (excluding dune &
taxes) 1o substantiate their contentions. Moreover, at the tine of exercise of Section 251 entel peviiings
the petitioner did not provided requisite import documents (o the Respondent in support to justify their
contention which are essentially required for determination of customs values.

In view of above, it is respectfully praved that the said Valuation Ruling may be allowed 10 lold
field for assessment being lawful and valid. Further, transaction value camot be accepied —in
ahsence of anv tangible import documents. As such no redief is warranted  to be given 1o 1
petitioners and assessments are liable to made as per said Valuation Ruling. In the light of above

submissions and factual position, the under reference petition being 1ol maintainable i liahic 1o

he dismissed and ."L.’]AL’('IL’(! (.'L'L'(Jf'{.l’ffl"!.fl"-‘. B

ORDIIR

=

3 learing in this case was conducted on 18-05-2022 on which date both petitioners and the
respondent department were heard in detail. The main contentions of petitioners was that the impuened
Valuation Ruling (V.R.). issued under sub-Section (9) of Section 23 of the Customs Acl. 909, was

contrary to provisions of rule 121(1) of the Customs Rules. 2001 which state that “value of imporied

goods determined under sub-Section (9) of Section 23 of the Customs Act. 1969 shall, 1o the grearest
extent possible be bused on previously determined customs values of identical goods assessed within
ninety days™. Since ETP and TFS (impugned goods) are regularly imported into Pakistan. complete
import data of the same is available with the Respondent Department. which however. chose o
completely ignore such import data of the past 90 days which is in violation of the aforesaid provisions
of the statute and related Rules. The respondents stated that considering that the bulk ol the impuened
coods (Electrolytic Tin Plate) were from China. wherefrom the prevailing Customs values were fower
than from other origins. they would be subjected 1o a orossly higher Customs value which was an
incquitable approach by the department. It was also observed by all the respondents that inspite ol there
being distinet differences in prices of the impugned goods originating from different countries (o iy
(o the differences in costs of production. availability. quality of local raw materials. labor costs. et
the impuened V.R. had determined a single price from all origins which was contrary 1o comimcicial

realities of the international trade/market. Morcover. the customs values determined for TS were
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higher than the customs values determined for Electrolytic Tin Plate ("ETP”) even though it is common
knowledge that TFS, is less expensive than ETP in the international market. Evidences regarding
information available at the websites of Icading manufacturers of ETP and TFS in terms of their
respective usage and claimed ditference in prices were submitted in support of their contention. The
petitioners further stated that most of the major stakcholders were not part ol the consultation prior to

issuance of V.R. which is inconsistent with the principles of natural justice and equity.

4 On the other hand. the departmental representative (D.R.) explained that the impuyned
valuation ruling was issued after exhausting all primary methods of valuation prescribed in terms ol
Section 25 of the Customs Act, 1969, in sequential order and consequently. the Customs values ol the
subject goods were determined under Section 25 (9) of the Customs Act. 1969. The DR further added
that the Customs values of Electrolytic Tinplate (ETP) & Tin Free Sheets (TFS) (PCT: 7210.1210-90 &
7210.5010-90). were determined under Section 25A of the Customs Act. 1969 vide Valuation Ruling
N0.756:2015 dated 01-08-2015 which was subsequently recalled. However Collectorate ol Custom

Appraisement Port Qasim, Karachi vide letter Nn.(]rmip—\"-()x(l/l()]l—!’(;)/ll(.}l_ dated 31-12-2021.
conveved that due to observable increase in values of TP and TS, an exercise needs to be taken o
ctermine the appropriate Customs values. Accordingly. an exercise 10 determine Customs values of
SpRject voods was undertaken. Meeting was held with stakeholders on 04-03-2022 to discuss the
!l elgfent international price of the subject goods. The departmental representative contended that the

jces of the instant items in the international market had considerably increased. Deliberations were

! _AAcld in the Directorate and the points ol view ol the participants / stakeholders were heard at lengath

Ihe data of import of last 90 days was also serutinized. Finally. clearance data. raw material prices
international prices through Internet / subscriptions were examined thoroughly and the information s
cathered was utilized and analyzed for determination ol Customs values of Electrolytic Tinplate (1 1P
& Tin Free Sheets (TFS) in terms of sub-Section (9) of Scetion 25 of the Customs Act. 1906Y and
notified vide Valuation Ruling No.1613/ 2022 dated 18-03-2022 under Section 25A of the Customs
AcL 1969, for uniform assessment across the country.

6] After listening to the discussion/arguments of the petitioners and their counsels, respondent and
perusal of the case record. it is apparent that besides the market visits, the trends in Customs values. s
visible in the 90-days clearance data also needed to be taken into consideration for the value
determination process in-line with the sequential methodology preseribed in Section 25 of the Custons
Acl. 1969, The survey was somewhat restrictive as value needed 1o be ascertained in a more broud-
based exercise. in major markets where such similar or identical voods are traded and thereadter
determine the Customs values using the most appropriate Method preseribed in the aforesaid statiior:
provision. It is also observed that the Ruling needed o be made more comprehensive and that the
Customs values were required to be determined region/origin wise, presently not provided for in the
impugned Ruling. Also. the consultations process needs to be more interactive by ensuing participation
of mujor stakeholders with view to meeting the. percepts of Natural Justice. Accordingly. Valuation
Ruling No. 1613/2022 dated 18-03-2022 is sl aside and Director Valuation Karachi is directed o issue

4 fresh ruling within 45 days. based on the sequential methodology provided for in Section 25 ol L

W

Customs Act. 1969 read with the appropriate Rules. In this oxereise the Director Valuation (Fahore) i
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to provide requisite details/data of the market position in respect of goods of similar/identical nature as

are being sold in the relevant market(s). The revision petitions are disposed off accordingly.

0. Being identical on facts and law points, this order shall apply. mutatis inutandis, to following

(33) revision petitions.

S.No. Petitioners

I M/s. Shamim Agencies (Pvt) Ltd.
2 M/s. Sajjad Trading Corporation,
3 M/s. Prime Trading Corporation.
4 M/s. Fayyaz Can.

5 M/s. Safa Steel,

0O M/s. Hassan Steel,

i M/s. Zubair Steel.

8 M/s. Four Brothers Trading,

) M/s. Tri-Star Packages.

10 M/s. Aleem Can (Pvt) Ltd,

I M/s. Metallurgy International

12 M/s. Reliance Industries,

13 M/s. Wasim Traders,

14 M/s. Standard Metal Closures (Private) Ltd,
I3 M/s. Pakistan Svnthetics Lid.

16 M/s. Imran Crown Cork (Pvt) Lid,
|7 M/s. Cosmopack (Pvt) Ltd.
|8 M/s. Hussain Can Co (Pvt) Ltd.

? 19 M/s. Steel Land Enterprises.
20 M/s. Noble Steel,
21 M/s. Hutul T'raders.
2 M/s. H.M. Engineering Works.
23 M/s. Zamin Containers Industries (Pvt) Ltd
24 M/s. Haider Can Manufacturers.
25 M/s. Ansar Trading Company,

20 M/s. Rehan Can (Pvt) Ltd,

27 M/s. S. Anis Enterprises,

28 M/s. S and S. Enterprises,

29 M/s. Salman Tin Merchant,
30 M/s. Ali Containers (PPvt) Ltd,
| M/s. Hashim Lakhani & Sons,
32 M/s. Salman Iron Merchant,
33 M/s. Sala Steel

(l)r.F}?‘!ed Igbal Qureshi)
irector General

Registered copy to:
CS.No. | Petitioners - 7 - B )
| M/s. Stamco Steel Corporation.
Office No. 64-M. Basement Floor. P.E.C.H.S. Block-2, Opp. Alfalah Masjid, Khalid Bin Waleed
Road, Karachi. Email stamco.steel786@gmail.com, Cell: 0336-2519211
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‘M/s. Sajjad Trading Corporation,

Umer Din Manzil. Street No. 4-A, Ibrahim Road, Masoon Gunj, Near Munshi Mas sjid. Lahore.
Email: msajjad1969@hotmail.com, 0321-9419109

M/s. Prime Trading Corporation, C/o M/s. Awan Law Associates,
314. Commerce Center, Hasral Mohani Road, Of1: 1.1 Chundrigar Road, Karacl H-74000. Lmail:
awanlaw@hotmail.com. Cell No. 0333-2358584 ‘

M/s. FFayyaz Can. C/o M/s. Awan Law Associates,
314, Commerce Center. Hasrat Mohani Road. Off: L1 Chundrigar Road. Karachi-74000. Fmail;
awanlaw@hotmail.com. Cell No. 0333-2358584

T M/s. Safa Steel. Clo M/s. Awan Law Associates,

4. Commerce Center. Hasrat Mohani Road. Oft: L1 Chundrigar Road. Karachi-74000. Lmail:
awanlaw@hotmail.com. Cell No. ( (0333-2358584

M/s. Tlassan Steel. C/o M/s. Awan Law Associates,
314, Commerce Center. Hasrat Mohani Road, Off: 1.1 Chundrigar Road. Karachi-74000. Email:
| awanlaw@hotmail.com. Cell No. 0333-2358584

CM/s, Zubair Steel. Clo M/s. Awan Law Associates,

314, Commerce Center, Hasrat Mohani Road. Off: L1 Chundrigar Road. Karachi-74000. Email:
dwanlaw@hotman com. Cell No. 0333-2358584

& | NM/s. Four Brothers Trading. C/o M/s. Awan Law Associates,

314, Commerce Center, Hasrat Mohani Road. Off: L1 Chui drigar Road. Karachi-74000. Email:
awanlaw@hotmail.com. Cell No. 0333-2358584

s
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] '\1 5. Pakistan H\mhcllu. Lid. . Clo . \khl.u Ali & Associales,

M/s. Tri-Star Packages, C/o M/s. Awan Law Associates,

314, Commerce Center. Hasrat Mohani Road. Of1: L1 € hundrigar Road. Karachi-74000. [ mail:

awaniaw@fotnw\ com. C ell No. 0333-2358584

" M/s. Aleem Can (Pvt) 1.d. C/o M/s. Awan Law L‘\\snu‘llt\

314, Commerce Center. Hasrat Mohani Road. OI1: LI Chundrigar Road. Karachi-74000. Email:
uwgﬁl\gyﬁhmmml com. Cell No. 0 333-2358384

| MYs. Metallurgy Internation: 1, .Clo Mr. Muh: nnm.ul Saad \Imllu \ultllqm (ml\n'..lu)1
RN \l /\mum Centre. le I’.mpnn ()llau Saddar. Karachi. Cell 0300-2591732

I\hs Rgllgmw lllduslllC\ ( /n \h.ul\h A. ’\Lul.m Law A\sncn.nos
Suit No.404A. 4" Floor, Japan Plaza. M.A. Jinnah Road. Karachi. Phone 32778012,
| I'mail: smlawassociatesl@gmail.com. madan-lalielive.com

M/s. Al-Burhan Metal Industries (Pvt) Lid. Clo Akhtar Ali & Associates,

3 Floor, 1L.CCO BLllldlnﬂ. Near China Chowk. Lahore. Email: info@akhtarali.com
]’l wone 024- 3(1’\" 132 -

\l 5. Standard Metal € Immu Private) |. . Clo Akhtar Ali & \sxnu.nu

3" Floor, 1.CCO Building, Near China C howk. Lahore, Email; info@akhtarali.com
Phone 024- 36282432-3

3 Floor. LCCO Building, Near China € howk. Lahore. Email: info@akhtarali.com

|"hnnL (174-36282432-3

" MYs. hmran Crown Cork (Pyvt) Lid. Clo Akhtar Ali & Associites,

3 oor, LOCCO Hmlalmg. Near Chinge Chowk. Lahore. Email: infog@akhtarali.com

I‘hum 024-30282432

[ M/s. Cosmopack (l’\l} l o

Building No. 1. Plot No. 106. Survey No. 106 of Deh Dih Sub Division, Korangi. Karachi.

| Lmail: .osnlo_pakpvtltd@pmd'l com. Ph. %|~l 4209, Cell ¢l 0300- 8238778 o

UMY, Hussain Can Co (Pv) Lid. .

10-K M. Sheikhupura Road. Kot Abdul Malik, Lahore. Tel 042-37925137,
' mail: info@hussaincan.com
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M/s. Steel Land Enterprises,
17-Steel Sheet Market, Opp. Meco Market. Landa Bazar, Lahore.
‘ Email: steel land@hotmail.com, Phone No. 042-7631105

20| M/s. Noble Steel,
‘ Shop No. 1. Fatima Manzil, Gawader Road. Off. Ireland Road. Karachi-74200.
‘ 'Ifu] No. 32730934, Email: info@noblesteel.com.pk -
21 M/s. THutul Traders.
Room No. F-15. First Floor, Mobeen Steel Market, Baba-e-Urdu Road. Karachi.
| Tel No. 021-37765983, Cell No. 0300-8295480.
22 M/s. H.M. Engincering Works.
Room No. IF-15. First Floor, Mobeen Steel Market, Baba-e-Urdu Road, Karachi.
Tel No. 021-37765983, Cell No. 0300-8295486.
23 M/s. Zamin Containers Industries (Pvt) Ltd, C/o Muhammad Abbas (Advoate),
| 176-7. Block-2. P.E.C;H:S,; Karaclii -
2l M/s. Haider Can Manufacturers,
24, Main Bund Road. Sanda. Lahore. Email: haidercan@outlook.com.
Cell 0322-252222] -
25 M/s. Ansar Trading Company,
Suit No. F-15. Moeen Steel Market. First Floor. Baba-e-Urdu Road. Karachi-74200.
o H-ﬁ.muil:_lgu_f@_cyper.nth,wgk. Tel 37765983 S - B
20 Mos, Rehan Can (Pyvty Lid. C/o Muhammad Abbas (Advoate),
[ 176-/. Block-2. P.L.C.H.S.. Karachi B _ .
2 | M/s. S, Anis Enterprises.

28 | M/s.Sand S. Enterprises.

| 34

'mail: salman pk@live.com. Tel 32214054-55

N | M/s. Hashim Lakhani & Sons.

| :
' \MY/s, Salman Tron Merchant.

Head Office: 507, 5" Floor, Europa Centre, Hasrat Mohani Road. 1.1 Chundrigar, Karachi.
Fmail: salman pk@live.com. Tel 32214054-55

| 507, 5" Floor. Furopa Centre, Hasrat Mohani Road. 1.1 Chundrigar. Karachi.

" M/s. Salman Tin Merchant.
Office No. 401, 4" Floor. Plot No. 27-¢, Sunset Lane No.d, Phase-11. Extention, DIHA. Karachi.

Limail: salman pk@live.com._('cll No. 0333-2142516

" M/s. Ali Containers (Pvt) Lid.
Plot No. E-9/A, S.LT.E.. Industrial Area. Karachi. Email; info@alicontainers.com,
Tel No. 32568629

Shop No. 2. Fatima Manzil. Gawadar Road. OIT. Ireland Road. Karachi-74200.
Email: info@noblesteel.com.pk, Tel 32733154,

Shop No. 18, Mocen Steel Market, Baba-c-Urdu Road. Karachi. Cell 0300-2188255
| Lmail: salman.iron.merchant@live.co

m

Mos. Safa Steel.
Lo AL LR=4. Ireland Road. Off Nishter Road, Karachi-74200. Tel 32736518,
| omail: info@noblesteel.com.pk

| M/s. Wrsim Traders,

L 6/2/AL TR=4. Ireland Road. Off Nishter Road, Karachi-74200. Tel 32736518,

Lmail: ir‘wfg@ﬁObiesteei.com__._pk_
NS, Shamim .f\gunci_-us (l’ﬁ) Lad.
PPlot NUAI---}T_’._.S.I‘gi.i.ili\';n'uchi._limni|: info@shamimagencies.com. Tel: 32560506

Copy to:

l)
2

The Member Customs (Operations/ Policy). Federal Board of Revenue, [slamabad.
The Director General. Intelligence and Investigation (Customs)-FBR, Islamabad.
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The Director General (Reforms & Automation), Custom House. Karachi.

I'he Director General. PCA& Internal Audit, Custom House, Karachi.

Ihe Director General, 10CO, Custom House, Karachi.

'he Director General, Transit Trade, Custom House, Karachi.

Uhe ©hiel Collector of Customs (North), Custom House. Islamabad.

he Chiet Collector of Customs Enforcement (Central). Custom House. Lahore.

I'he Chief Collector of Customs Appraisement, (Central), Custom House, Lahore,

The Chief Collector of Customs, Baluchistan, Custom House, Quelta.

The Chiel Collector of Customs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Custom Iouse, Peshawar,

he Chief Collector of Customs, Appraisement (South), Custom House, Karachi.

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

The Dircctors, Intelligence & Investigation, Karachi / Lahore / l1slamabad / Quetta / Peshawar / Faisalabad.

The Director. Directorate of Customs Valuation, Lahore.

e Collector of Customs, Collectorate of Customs, (Appraisement - West / Appraisement - Last/ Appraiscment - ot
Muhammad Bin Qasim / Enforcement / JIAP), farachi / Hyderabad - (Appraisement / Enforcement). Quetla /
Gawadar / (Appraisement / Enforcement / AILA), Lahore / Appraisement, Faisalabad / Appraisement, Sambrial
(Sialkot) / Enforcement. Multan / Islamabad / Gilgit -Baltistan / (Appraisement / Enforcement). Peshawar /
Enforcement, Dera lsmail Khan/ Exports (Port Muhammad Bin Qasim / Custom House), Karachi.

All Additional Directors/Deputy Directors / Assistant Directors, Customs Valuation, Karachi

[he Seeretary (Valuation & Audit), pederal Board of Revenue, Islamabad.

Deputy Director (HQ). Directorate General of Customs Valuation, Karachi, for uploading in

One Customs & WeBOC Database System.
Cuard File.
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