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v 4 GOVERNMENT OF PAKISTAN
/ ‘ DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF CUSTOMS (VALUATION)
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File No. DG (V)Val.Rev/70/111/2022 / )...Lf S- Dated 0 March, 2023

Order in Revision No. 08 /2023 under Section 25D of the Customs Act, 1969,
against Valuation Ruling No. 1706/2022 Dated 12-12-2022

I This copy is granted free of charge for the private use of the person to
whom it is issued.
i, An appeal against this Order-in-Revision lies to the Appellate Tribunal,

Customs having jurisdiction, under Section 194-A of the Customs Act,
1969, within stipulated period as prescribed under the law. An appeal
should bear a court fee stamp of Rs. 1000/~ (Rupees One thousand)
only as prescribed under schedule-II item 22 of the Court Fee Act,
1870 and must be accompanied by a copy of this Order.

i, An extra copy of appeal, if filed, should simultaneously be sent to this
office for information and record.
iv. If an appeal is filed, the appellant should state whether he desires to be

heard in person or through an advocate.

M/s. Salim Winding Works & Others ..., PETITIONERS
VERSUS

Director, Customs Valuation, Karachi ... RESPONDENT

Date(s) of hearing 21-02-2023

For the Petitioners Ms. Fauzia Rasheed Advocate

For the Respondent Mr. Zeeshan, Valuati;n Officer

This revision petition was filed under Section 25D of the Customs Act, 1969, against
Customs values determined vide Valuation Ruling No. 1706/2022 dated 12.12.2022 issued under
Section 25A of the Customs Act, 1969, inter alia, on the following grounds:

“2, Being aggrieved and dissatisfied with the determination of the value of Metallic Yarn
under Section 25 A of the Customs Act, 1969 by the Respondent above named vide Valuation
Ruling No.1706/2022 dated 12- 12-2022, whereby the learned Respondent has fixed the value of
Metallic Yarn at much higher value in violation of Section 25 of the Customs Act, 1969, the
petitioner prefers this Revision Petition under Section 25-D of the Customs Act, 1969 on the
JSollowing facts and grounds:

& FACTS

1) That the petitioner is engaged in the import_ inter alia, Metallic Yarn, both M-Type, and
ST/MX/MS-Types, from various origins, including China, Sri Lanka, Bangladesh, UAE and
Georgia. The petitioner carefully discharges its liabilities under the various laws and has
contributed huge sums to National Exchequer by way of inter-alia, diligent payment of duties and
taxes.

Page 1 of 10



M/s Salim Winding Works & Uthers
File No.DG(V)Val.Rev/70/111/22022

That the petitioner is seriously aggrieved by the acts of the Respondent Director whereby
the said respondent has unlawfully and arbitrarily, without making a determination and fixed the
values of the aforesaid Metallic Yarns vide Valuation Ruling No. 1706/2022 dated 12-12-2022.

3) That the respondent Director has acted in grave violation and excess of powers conferred
thereupon and has issued the impugned valuation ruling which is patently in conflict with the
express provisions of the Customs Act, 1969.

4) That the issuance of the impugned Valuation Ruling resulted in serious harm and loss to
the petitioner as well as other importers. The actual price paid/payable for the imported goods
remains significantly lower than the value unlawfully fixed through the impugned Valuation
Ruling.

3) That the value fixed by the Respondent without adhering to the principles laid down in
Valuation Cases decided by the Superior Courts as well as Sections 25 and 25 A of the Customs
Act, 1969. This ruling is prejudicial to the petitioner as well as other importers of the said product
as the values determined by the respondent vide the said valuation ruling without considering the
transactional value of the petitioner under Section 25(1) of the Customs Act, 1969.

6) That as per past practice the respondent Director did not conduct any exercise for
the determination of the customs value of Metallic Yarn and the valuation ruling is issued
arbitrarily and illegally.

7)  Keeping in view the above provision of law, the respondent Director has traveled beyond
the law and has tried to use the database to determine the customs value of imported goods
as a substitute value for imported goods, which is not permissible under the law. The value of
imported goods cannot be determined on the basis of data maintained by the department.

8) That the data maintained by the department do not reflect the true transactional
value of the subject goods as the goods were previously assessed under VR 1594/2022 dated 31-
01-2022.

9)  That to demonstrate the values at which the appellant undertakes its imports and the
prices paid/payable for Metallic, the following detailed documents of the petitioner's
imports is filed.

i) Copy of Imports Commercial Invoice.
ii) Goods Declaration.

iii) Bill of Lading.

iv) Debit Invoice.

10)  That since the valuation ruling issued is patently illegal, without any justification,
arbitrary, completely against the law, and in violation of the mandatory provisions of
the Customs Act, 1969, and the directions/interpretations of the Honorable Courts
from time to time and hence the petitioner prefers this review application on the
Jfollowing grounds:

4. GROUNDS

b That impugned valuation ruling has been issued in violation of the provision of
Section 25 of the Customs Act, 1969. The Respondent Director has acted beyond the scope
of Section 25 and as such, the ruling is ultra vires Section 25 of the Customs Act, 1969.
Reliance is placed on 2018 PTD 1746 (Saadia Jabbar Versus Federation of Pakistan and
Others).
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That while issuing the impugned ruling the Respondent Director had acted illegally
and failed to appreciate that Section 254 contemplates and permits a predetermination of
customs value. It is impermissible to apply higher database value in terms of Section 254. The
respondent Director, therefore, had acted beyond the scope of Section 25 A. The ruling is
therefore liable to be stuck down.

C. That the impugned Valuation Ruling was liable to be struck down for the single reason
that the ruling has been issued in violation of the principle laid down by the Honorable High
Court Karachi in case law reported as PTCL 2018 CL 636 (DG Customs Valuation Vs. M/s Al-
Amin Cera), wherein the Honorable Court was pleased to exclude the involvement of
local manufacturers in the issuance of a valuation ruling.

D. That the Respondent Director failed to appreciate that the local manufacturers
cannot intervene or be allowed to ask to particulate in any pending proceedings or be
made a party thereto, whether as a stakeholder or otherwise as in the instant case,
where local manufacturers were invited and participated in the process of
determination of the value of subject goods. Their involvement in the determination of a value
of a product imported renders the ruling illegal and liable to be set aside on this ground only.

E. That the perusal of the valuation ruling reveals that the same has been issued after
consultation with the local manufacturers. The determination of value under Section 25
& 25 A of the Customs Act, 1969 has no nexus with the prices of locally manufactured goods or
the suggested value of the Association/Trade Bodies or Chambers. None of the said
associations had the right to approach Director Valuation for determination of the value of any
imported goods on higher value for benefitting their members or for creating a monopoly.
The act of seeking assistance from manufacturers or the Associations/Trade Bodies or
Chambers for the determination of the value of imported goods or class of goods was
illegal.

F.  That the petitioner was not invited to attend the meeting allegedly conducted by the
respondent no opportunity of hearing was provided to the petitioner, thus the petitioner has
been deprived of his valuable right guaranteed under Constitution of Pakistan, 1973.

That without prejudice to the foregoing the impugned ruling was issued by the
Respondent in terms of sub-Section (9) of Section 25 of the Act, 1969 while unlawfully
refusing to carry out any determination in terms of preceding methods of valuation provided
under Section 25 of the Act, 1969. In doing so the Respondent arbitrarily, unlawfully and
without any lawful excuse fixed customs assessable values.

H. That as can be demonstrated, the price paid/payable for the said Metallic yarns

remains significantly lower than the value unlawful, illegally, and arbitrarily fixed

through the impugned ruling by the respondent Director and the demonstrated value is

the determinable and correct value for the purpose of assessment of consignments of the said
< Metallic Yarns imported by the Petitioner.

I That as evident from the ruling the prices of Japan-origin goods and Sri Lanka and
Bangladesh are almost the same which cannot be, as the goods of Japan Origin cannot be
equated with the goods of Sri Lanka and Bangladesh as the price. This fact alone goes to
establish that the values have been fixed arbitrarily without conducting any exercise for the
determination of the value of impugned goods.

% That the Respondent Director has acted in dire contradiction to and has flouted the

provision of Section 25 of the Act, 1969. The said respondent has given unlawful reasons
while refusing to adhere to the sequentially provided methods of valuation in Section 25
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and has invoked sub-Section (9) thereof only in order to justify values that have been arrived
at in an arbitrary manner which is alien to the Act, 1969.

K That even otherwise they said ruling is in complete violation of the guidelines issued
by the Honorable High Court of Sindh in Judgment of Saadia Jabbar and in a number of other
cases, wherein a number of valuation rulings have been found to be illegal under similar
and identical circumstances and have been accordingly set aside and the respondents have
been directed to act in accordance with law while issuing rulings under Section 254 of the
Customs Act, 1969, therefore, the impugned ruling is also liable to be set-aside on the
touchstone of the said observations of the Honorable Court.

L That although sub-Section 9 of Section 25 of the Act, 1969 permits flexible
application of the preceding method of valuation the respondent has implemented the same
in order to fix arbitrary values which are alien to the prices paid /payable for yarns at
the time of import into Pakistan.

M That in addition to the forgoing it is submitted that due to the unlawful fixation of
values of the said Metallic yarn and non-determination of the actual price paid/payable for
the said Metallic Yarn at the time of import into Pakistan, the process of litigation vis a vis
said Metallic Yarn shall continue unabated.

N. That the price actually paid/payable for the said Metallic Yarn remains significantly
lower than the value unlawful, illegally and arbitrary fixed through the impugned Ruling by
the Respondent.

0. The petitioner craves leave to urge fresh and additional grounds at the time.
o That the petitioner desires to be heard.
3. PRAYER

1L It is therefore prayed that the Honorable Director General Valuation by virtue of
powers vested under Section 25D of the Customs Act, 1969 may be pleased to pass the
orders as follows:

a. Declare that the impugned valuation ruling No. 1706/2022 dated 12-12-2022 is
illegal, unlawful, and is ultra vires the Constitution of Pakistan 1973, the Customs Act, 1969, and
the Custom Rules 2001.

b. Declare that the action of the valuation department by resorting to assessment in terms of
sub-Section (9) of Section 25 of the Act, 1969 without unlawfully refusing the method of
assessment provided under sub-Section (1) (5) (6) (7) & (8) of Section 25 of the Customs Act,
1969 and without associating the petitioner in such exercise is illegal and liable to be set-aside.

e Direct the Department to assess the goods of the applicant strictly in terms of Section
25(1) of the Customs Act, 1969.

d. While granting the above declarations, it is respectfully prayed that the Honorable
Director General Valuation may be pleased to set aside the valuation ruling No. 1706/2022
dated 12-12-2022.

e. Any other or better relief, which this Honorable Appellate Tribunal may deem fit in
the circumstances of the case.”
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e respondents were asked to furnish comments on the arguments submitted by the
oners in the case. Para-wise comments on the petition are given as under:-

“BRIEF OF THE CASE

i) Earlier, the Customs values of Metallic Yarn were determined under Section 254
of the Customs Act, 1969 vide Valuation Ruling No.1594/2022 dated 31-01-2022.
Representation was received from M/s. Pakistan Yarn Merchant Association (PYMA), for
revision/re-determination of Customs values for the subject items. The PYMA argued that
the values of subject goods had drastically gone down in the international market and the
Customs values so determined (vide the afore-referred Valuation Ruling) were not
reflective of prevailing prices in international market, therefore, they requested 1o
undertake a fresh exercise to determine the customs value of the impugned goods.

ii) Meeting was convened on 14.11.2022 which was attended by all the relevant
stakeholders. The issues pertaining to the valuation of subject goods were deliberated
upon in detail in the afore-referred meeting.

iii) The members of PYMA contended that the values — declared by them, along-with
those provided to the Valuation Department through contracts / invoices / Proposal
finalized by them with their suppliers — should be accepted. According to them, the prices
in the international market had decreased up to 30%. So, they made the case that existing
customs values of the impugned goods should be reduced up to 30%. On the other hand,
the manufacturers argued that the decline in prices of the said item in the international
market had not decreased that much. They stated that decrease in values of metallic yarn
in the international market had taken place up to 15%. Furthermore, aspect of
international freights — which have also decreased — was discussed with all stakeholders
and agreed upon accordingly. In furtherance of the exercise 10 determine the customs
values of metallic yarn, Ninety (90) days’ data was also retrieved and the same was
scrutinized. .

iv) Valuation methods specified in Section 25 of the Customs Act, 1969, were duly
applied in their sequential order to arrive at the Customs value of subject goods. The
transaction value method as provided in sub-Section (1) of Section 25 of the Customs Act,
1969, was found inapplicable due to wide variation of values in import data. Moreover,
the requisite information under law was not available to arrive at correct/ transaction
value. Therefore, identical/similar goods value methods provided in Section 25(3) & (6)
ibid were examined for applicability to determine Customs value of subject goods. The
data indicated the range of values, declared by the importers, from US$ 3.60/Kg to US$
4.20/Kg. The difference of freights, prevailing at the time of issuance of Valuation Ruling
No. 1594/2022 dated 31.01.2022 vis-a-vis current one, is evaluated/ compared and
decrease to the extent of 77% is observed in this regard. On the basis of available
data/information collected and exercise conducted the values of Metallic Yarn have been
determined under sub-section (5), read with Section 25 (9), of Section 25 of the Customs
Act, 1969 vide Valuation Ruling 1706/2022 dated 12-12-2022.

PARAWISE COMMENTS

In reply to the contents of the instant Revision Petition, parawise comments on behalf of
Respondent are submitted as under : -
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Para (1) Require no comments as being introductory in nature.

Para (2-5) Denied. It is submitted that the customs value of under reference goods had
been determined strictly in accordance with the provisions of Section 25 of the Customs
Act. 1969. Moreover, It is respectfully submitted that the said Valuation Ruling
No.1706/2022 dated 12.12.2022, was issued after thorough investigation and all aspects
were considered.

Para (6-10)  Denied. Valuation methods specified in Section 25 of the Customs Act,
1969, were duly applied in their sequential order to arrive at the Customs value of subject
goods. The transaction value method as provided in sub-Section (1) of Section 25 of the
Customs Act, 1969, was found inapplicable due to wide variation of values in import data.
Moreover, the requisite information under law was not available to arrive at
correct/transaction value. Therefore, identical/similar goods value methods provided in
Section 25(5) & (6) ibid were examined for applicability to determine Customs value of
subject goods. The data indicated the range of values, declared by the importers, from
USS$ 3.60/Kg to USS$ 4.20/Kg. The difference of freights, prevailing at the time of issuance
of Valuation Ruling No. 1594/2022 dated 31.01.2022 vis-G-vis current one, is evaluated/
compared and decrease to the extent of 77% is observed in this regard. On the basis of
available data/information collected and exercise conducted the values of Metallic Yarn
have been determined under sub-Section (5), read with Section 25 (9), of Section 25 of the
Customs Act, 1969 vide Valuation Ruling 1706/2022 dated 12-12-2022.

Para (11) Denied. The Director Valuation acted within four corners of law to
discharge his duties regarding determination of values of the said item.

GROUNDS

Para (4) It is submitted that the customs value of under reference goods had been
determined strictly in accordance with the provisions of Section 25 of the Customs Act,
969.

Para (B&C) Denied. The worthy Director has taken into account the import of all major
origins for the purpose of determining the customs value of the said goods. Since it is not
practically possible to cater the import of each and every origin, therefore, origins with
almost similar in values or lower in quantum are categorized under the head of Other
Origin for each type of Metallic Yarn.

Para (D&E) Denied. It is not out of place to mention here that the participation of
manufacturers in the exercise regarding determination of Customs values in terms of
Section 25 and 254 of the Customs Act, 1969 is wholly within the parameter of statutory
provisions when viewed in the context of legal meanings attributed to the word “person”
in the act ibid, requisite extract of Section 2(pa) of the Act, ibid is reproduced as under:
“person” includes [a local manufacturer,Ja company, an association, a body of
individuals whether incorporated or not”.

Para (F) Denied. Meeting was convened on 14.11.2022 which was attended by all
the relevant stakeholders. The issues pertaining to the valuation of subject goods were
deliberated upon in detail in the afore-referred meeting.
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ara (G to N) Denied. Valuation methods provided in Section 25 of the Customs Act,
1969 were duly applied in their sequential order to arrive at Customs value of afore-
mentioned goods.

Para (O&P) Requires No Comments.
PRAYER

In view of above, it is respectfully prayed that the said Valuation Ruling may be allowed to
hold in field for assessment being lawful and valid. Further, transaction value cannot be
accepted in absence of any tangible import documents. As such no relief is warranted to
be given to the petitioners and assessments are liable to be made as per said Valuation

Ruling and the under reference petition being not maintainable is liable to be dismissed

and rejected accordingly.”
ORDER

B Hearing in this case was held on 21-02-2023 on which date the counsel for the petitioner,
ie. M/s Salim Winding Works, and the department were heard in detail. The main contention of
the petitioner was that the actual price paid/payable for the imported goods remains significantly
lower than the value unlawfully fixed through the impugned Valuation Ruling (VR). It was
argued that as per past practice, the respondent department did not conduct any exercise
for the determination of the customs value of Metallic Yarn and the valuation ruling is
issued arbitrarily and illegally. The respondent department has traveled beyond the law and
has tried to use the database to determine the Customs values of imported goods as a
bstitute value for imported goods, which is not permissible under the law.

The counsel for the petitioner argued that the data maintained by the department do
¢ reflect the true transactional value of the subject goods as the goods were previously
assessed under VR No.1594/2022 dated 31-01-2022. Moreover, the petitioner was not invited
to attend the meeting allegedly conducted by the respondent and no opportunity of hearing
was provided to the petitioner, thus the petitioner has been deprived of his valuable right
guaranteed under Constitution of Pakistan, 1973. The counsel added that without prejudice
to the foregoing the impugned ruling was issued by the Respondent in terms of sub-Section
(9) of Section 25 of the Act, 1969 while unlawfully refusing to carry out any determination
in terms of preceding methods of valuation provided under Section 25 of the Act, 1969. In
doing so the Respondent arbitrarily, unlawfully and without any lawful excuse fixed
customs assessable values.

3. The counsel for the petitioner also pointed out that as evident from the impugned
valuation ruling, the prices of Japan-origin goods and Sri Lanka and Bangladesh are almost the
same which cannot be, as the goods of Japan Origin cannot be equated with the goods of
Sri Lanka and Bangladesh. This fact alone goes to establish that the values have been fixed
arbitrarily without conducting any exercise for the determination of the value of impugned
goods.
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The counsel for the petitioner further contended that the impugned VR has been issued
feedback/input of local manufacturers, whereas determination of value, in terms of Section 25
& 25A of the Customs Act, 1969 has no nexus with the prices of locally manufactured goods or
the suggested value of the Association/Trade Bodies or Chambers. The act of seeking assistance
from manufacturer or the Association etc. for determination of Customs values of imported goods
or class of goods was illegal. The manufacturers could neither take part in stakeholder
consultations nor could they submit any proposal under the law, she added.

7, On the other hand, the departmental representative (DR) explained earlier, the Customs
values of Metallic Yarn were determined under Section 25A of the Customs Act, 1969 vide
Valuation Ruling No.1594/2022 dated 31-01-2022. Representation was received from M/s.
Pakistan Yarn Merchant Association (PYMA), for revision/re-determination of Customs values
for the subject items. The PYMA argued that the values of subject goods had drastically gone
down in the international market and the Customs values so determined vide impugned Valuation
Ruling were not reflective of prevailing prices in the international market; therefore, they
requested to undertake a fresh exercise to determine the customs value of the impugned goods.
Meeting in this regard was convened on 14.11.2022 which was attended by all the relevant
stakeholders. The issues pertaining to the valuation of subject goods were deliberated upon in
detail in the meeting. The members of PYMA contended that the values — declared by them,
along-with those provided to the Valuation Department through contracts / invoices / proposal
finalized by them with their suppliers — should be accepted. According to them, the prices in the
international market had decreased up to 30%. So, they made the case that existing customs
Jues of the impugned goods should be reduced up to 30%. On the other hand, the manufacturers
ed that the decline in prices of the said item in the international market had not decreased that
= . They stated that decrease in values of metallic yarn in the international market had taken
N2 _/13(' e up to 15%. Furthermore, the aspect of international freights — which have also decreased —
Aas discussed with all stakeholders and agreed upon accordingly. In furtherance of the exercise to
determine the customs values of metallic yarn, Ninety (90) days’ data was also retricved and the
same was scrutinized. Valuation methods specified in Section 25 of the Customs Act, 1969, were
duly applied in their sequential order to arrive at the Customs value of subject goods. The
transaction value method as provided in sub-Section (1) of Section 25 of the Customs Act, 1969,
was found inapplicable due to the wide variation of values in import data. Moreover, the requisite
information under the law was not available to arrive at the correct/ transaction value. Therefore,
identical/similar goods value methods provided in Section 25(5) & (6) ibid were examined for
applicability to determine the Customs value of subject goods. The data indicated the range of
values, declared by the importers, from US$ 3.60/Kg to US$ 4.20/Kg. The difference of freights,
prevailing at the time of issuance of Valuation Ruling No.1594/2022 dated 31.01.2022 vis-a-vis
the current one, is evaluated/ compared and a decrease to the extent of 77% is observed in this
regard. On the basis of available data/information collected and exercise conducted the values of
Metallic Yarn have been determined under sub-Section (5), read with Section 25 (9), of Section
25 of the Customs Act, 1969 vide Valuation Ruling No.1706/2022 dated 12-12-2022.

o

8. Following the petitioner’s discussions/arguments and scrutiny of the case record, it is
apparent that with a view to satisfy the precept of Natural Justice, the department consulted the
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stakeholders when issuing the impugned Valuation Ruling. Furthermore, the petitioners
given the time and opportunity to give their inputs/comments, including documentary
proof/evidence to support their transaction value, but no materially viable documents were forth-
coming/provided. Consequently, the importers have been unable to shed the burden of proof as
envisaged in terms of Rule 109 of the Customs Rules, as well as Section 187 of the Customs Act,
1969.

9. From the foregoing discussion, the departmental recourse to determine the Customs values
in terms of Section 25A of the Customs Act, 1969 has been conducted within the legal domain of
the ibid Act, and the revision petitions being devoid of any material, legal contents are
accordingly rejected. However, the Director of Customs (Valuation) is directed to determine
afresh the Custom values of impugned goods in terms of Section 25 and 25A of the Customs Act,
1969, keeping in view the current prices in the international market. The exercise is to be
completed as per law and after giving a fair opportunity of hearing to the petitioners/stakeholders.

SO S

(Gul Rehman)
Director General

Registered copy to:

S.No. | Petitioners

1 M/s. Salim Winding Works,
C/o Mrs. Fauzia Rasheed, (Advocate),

First Floor, Plot No.7-C, 7" Zamzama Commercial Lane, Phase-V,
Defence Housing Authority, Karachi. Cell: 0333-3757525

2 M/s. Bilal Brothers Industries,

Factory F-211/B, Near Telephone Exchange, S.I.T.E., Karachi. Ph: 021-32560050,

Copy to:

1) The Member Customs (Policy/Operations), Federal Board of Revenue, Islamabad.

2) The Director General, Intelligence and Investigation (Customs)-FBR, Islamabad.

3) The Director General (Reforms & Automation), Customs, Islamabad.

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

5) The Director General, IOCO, Custom House, Karachi.

6) The Director General, Transit Trade, Custom House, Karachi.

7)  The Chief Collector of Customs (North), Custom House, Islamabad.

8) The Chief Collector of Customs Enforcement (Central), Custom House, Lahore.

9) The Chief Collector of Customs Appraisement, (Central), Custom House, Lahore.

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

11) The Chief Collector of Customs, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa, Custom House, Peshawar.

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

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

14) The Directors, Intelligence & Investigation, Karachi / Lahore / Islamabad / Quetta / Peshawar /
Faisalabad.
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Director, Directorate of Customs Valuation, Lahore,

The Collector of Customs, Collectorate of Customs, (Appraisement - West / Appraisement -
East/ Appraisement - Port Muhammad Bin Qasim/SAPT / Enforcement / JIAP), Karachi /
Hyderabad / (Appraisement / Enforcement), Quetta / Gawadar / (Appraisement /
Enforcement / AIIA), Lahore / Appraisement, Faisalabad / Appraisement, Sambrial (Sialkot)
/ Enforcement, Multan / Islamabad / Gilgit -Baltistan / (Appraisement / Enforcement),
Peshawar / Enforcement, Dera Ismail Khan/ Exports (Port Muhammad Bin Qasim / Custom
House), Karachi.

17) The Secretary (Valuation & Audit), Federal Board of Revenue, Islamabad.

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

One Customs & WEBOC Database System.
20) Guard File.
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