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SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

(Issued under Section L24 of the Customs Act, 19621

Smt. Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed Shaikh w/o Hameed Ahmed Mustaq

(hereinafter referred to as the 'passenger'), aged 33 years (DOB: 26.08.1988)

(Mobile Number 98676352341, holding an lndian Passport Number No.

M5498499, residing at 98, Makki Manzil, Room No. 6, 1st floor, Zakarra Masjid

Street, Mumbai - 4O00O9 who arrived at Sardar Vallabhbhai Patel International

Airport, Ahmedabad from Dubai bv Air India Flight No. AI 948 (Seat No. 17G)

on 15.10.202 1 u,as interce pted b1, thc offir:crs of AIU on the basis o[ input

received from DRI and on suspicion that she r,r,as carrying dutiable /con traband

goods. The passenger was found exiting the green channel without any

declaration to the Customs at the Red channel but as her actions appeared

suspicious, personal search and examination of her baggage were felt required

and hence she was intercepted by the Air Intelligence Officers, Customs, SVP

International Airport, Ahmedabad under Panchnama proceedings dated

16.lO.2O2l [RUD No,-Ol] in the presence of two independent witnesses.

2. The AIU officers asked the passenger as to whether she was carrying any

dutiable goods or foreign currency or restricted goods and whether she wish to

declare the same before Customs Authorities. The passenger replied in

negative and informed that she has nothing to declare as she was not carrying

any dutiable goods. The AIU officers offered their personal search to the

passenger but she denied saying that she was having full trust on the AIU

officers. She was required to be checked in the Door Frame Metal Detector

(DFMD) Machine installed near the green channel of the Arrival Hall of

Terminal 2 building, therefore she was asked as to whether she wanted to be

checked/ searched in front of Magistrate or Superintendent (Gazetted officer) of

Customs. In reply the passenger gave her consent to be searched in front of the

Superintendent of Customs. The passenger \.\,,a s then asked to walk through

!



'2

the Door Frame Metal Detector (DFMD) installed near Customs AIU counter in

the Arrival Hall. Prior to passing through the said DPMD, she was asked to

remove all the metallic objects she was wearing on her body. The passenger

readily removed all the metallic substances on her body such as mobite, wallet,

belt etc. and kept it on the table. When the passenger passed through the

DFMD, no sound was heard which indicated that she was not carrying any

metallic objects/items. The passenger was politely asked ii she hacl an]'thing

declarable to Customs, lor which she' rt'plied in negativr'. 'l'he passenger r',':rs

carrying two trolley bags i.e . onc black ancl one red bag, one corrugated carton

box and one blue handbag (with sling). The said bags were checked by the AIU

ofhcers and nothing objectionable was found. On sustained interrogation, the

said passenger, i.e. Smt. Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed Shaikh, admitted and

accepted that she had four capsules inserted inside her body (vaglna) and all

those capsules contained gold paste. She was then taken to the washroom

besides belt no. 5, where she removed 4 capsules of gold paste from her body

and handed them over to the lady AIU official. The images of the four capsules

obtained are as follow:

lmage- 1 knage-2 (thickness ol capsules)

image-3 (length of capsules)

3. The Customs officer called the Government Approved Valuer for testing

and valuing the gold paste recovered from 4 capsules. The Government

Approved Valuer inlormed the Customs ollicer that the tcsting ol the said

material was only possible a1 his r,r'orkshop as gold has to be cxtr:rcred from
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such semi solid/paste form by melting it. Thereafter, the passenger along with

the panchas and the AIU officers left the Airport premises in a Government

Vehicle and reached at the premises of the Government Approved Valuer

located at Shree Ambica Touch, Gold Sook Complex, Near lscon Arcade, C.G..

Road, Ahmedabad to get the gold paste tested and extract the pure gold from

the paste recovered from the passenger.

4. Mr. Kartikey Vasantrai Soni after weighing the gold paste, informed that

the said lour capsules containing paste were of I 143.lOO Grams. Thereafter,

he began the process of extracting the gold from the paste and on completion of

the procedure, Government Approved Valuer, vide Valuation Report no.

52312021 22 dated 16.10.2021 (RUD No. 3) certified that a gold bar weighing

LO78.640 grams is derived lrom the semisolid/paste which is made up of 24Kt

gold, having purity of 999-0, having value of Rs. 46,95,050/ - (Rs. Forty Six

Lakh Ninetr. Five Thousand and Filty'onl1') [Tariff Value] and Rs. 52,59,449l-
(Rupees Filt1 Tu,o Lakh Fiftv Nine Thousand Four Hundred and Forty Nine

only) (Market Value) which has been calculated as per the Notiiication No.

81/2O21-Customs (N.T.) dated 14.1O.2021 and Notilication No. 80/2O21-

Customs (N.T.) dated 07.lO.2O2l (exchange rate). The, image of the gold bar

recovered from the gold paste is shown below:

-5. The method of testing and valuation used by the Government Approved

Valuer was done in a perfect manner in the presence of independent panchas

and the passenger was satisfied and agreed to the testing and Valuation Report

(Annexure-A) and in token of the same, the independent Panchas and thc

passenger all had put their dated signature on the said valuation report of

having seen, read and in the agreement of same.

6, The passenger, Smt. Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed Shaikh produced the

travelling documents like (1) BOARDING PASS showing Seat No. 17G; from

Dubai to Ahmedabad by Air lr-rdia Flight No. AI 948 boarding on 15.10.202 I

(RUD No. 6l and Photocopy of stamped pages of Indian Passport No.
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M5498499 issued at Mumbai on 19.01.2015 and valid up to 18.01.2025 (RUD

Ito. 5).

7. Therefore, the 1078.640 grams of gold bar, obtained from paste of gold

and chemical mixture weighing 1 143. t 00 grams valued at Rs. 46,95,O50/ - (Rs.

Forty Six Lakh Ninety Five Thousand and Fifty Onl_y) lTariff Valuel and Rs.

52,59,449 l- (Rupees Fifty Two Lakh Fifty Nine Thousand Four Hundred and

Forty Nine only) (Market Value) along r.vith the packing material and black

adhesive tape used for covering the gold paste were seized vide Seizure Mem<r

(RUD No. 4l under Panchanama both dated 16.1O.2021 under the reasonable

belief that the same were liable for confiscation under the Customs Act, 1962.

The seized goods had been handed over to the warehouse in-charge for safe

keeping vide Entry No. 2332 dated 16. lO.2O2l.

8. A statement dated 16. 1O.2O2l (RUD No. 2) ol Smt. Tanzrcla Hamid

Ahmed Shaikh u'as recorded under Section 108 of the Customs Act. 1962 aiter

issuing summons to her. The passenger admitted that:

She is agcd 33 1,cars, rcsiding at 9fl, Makki Manzil, Room No.6, 1st

ff,oor, Zakaria Masjid Street, Mumbai Maharashtra.

} She is staying at the said address with her husband. Her parents'

home is at Sami, Radhanpur. She is working in a beaury parlour

run by Fatima Tai and Femida at First Floor, Princess Building,

J.J. Junction, Mumbai since last 3 years. Her family consisted of

her husband and two daughters aged 5 and 3 years. Her husband

was working as driver at Mumbai on call basis. He hou'ever did not

own a personal vehicle. Her parents were residing at Sami,

Radhanpur. Her daughter rs studying at Rehmatbai High School,

Dongri, Mumbai.

F She had passed SSC and could read, write and speak normal

English and Hindi. She can understand Gujarati. She earned Rs

f 5,0OO/- approx per month from her parlour work depending on

the clients.

F Fatima Tai and Femida were the owners of the Beautlr Parlour

named Fems Glamour at Mumbai. Femida was the sister-in-law of

Fatima Tai. They both owned a house and Beauty Parlour in Dubai

which they sold <;if altcr thc dcmise of Femida's husband and
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thereafter shifted to Mumbai and opened a parlour there by the

name Fems (llamour.

i Fatima Tai was a frequent traveller to Dubai in connection with

contracts with organisers of beauty contests and modelling events

for dressing up the models for the events. Her husband Imran Tai

had also accompanied her to Dubai. She invited four ladies

working in her parlour including Tanzeela to Dubai to witness the

events that she was involved in. The names of other three ladies

rvere Sarma Sheikh, Zeenat Khan and Shazia Khan. Fatima Tai

had arranged the air tickcrs for all four ladics. Fatima Tai and her

husband Imran went ahead ol the four ladies, therealter, Tanzeela

and Saima Sheikh departed to Dubai together ort 25.9.2021 [rom

Mumbai and then Zeetat Khan and Shazia Khan arrived in Dubai

after them. Ali of them were told that they would return within a

week. They all stayed together in a room arranged for them.

Tanzeela stayed in Dubai from 25.09.2021 to I5'.1O.2O21

(departure date from Dubai). All the expenses during her stay and

sight-seeing expenses were arranged b1' Fatima Tai. However, the

personal shopping expcnscs ucrc. rrct out fron hcr pockct. Fatima

Tai gave Tanzeela Rs. I u,uOO/ - lirr the services rendered by her in

Dubai. Saima had already returned to Mumbai. They, however did

not book Tanzeela's tickets. When she expressed her desperation

to return, they booked her tickets from Dubai to Ahmedabad

instead of Mumbai as it was cheaper.

) Two days before her flight to Ahmedabad, she received a call from

her husband in Mumbai that a certain person by the name Ismail

would hand over gold which he said she would have to insert in

her vagina, bring to India and hand it over to him for which he had

promised to give her Rs. 1O,OOO/-. Accordingly, Two days before the

day of her flight, a pr:.rson introducing himself as lsmail came to

her room and after conlrrming that she was Hamid's wife, handed

four capsules to her and told her that it was gold in semi-solid

state sealed in transparent plastic sheet and wrapped tightly with

black adhesive tape. He asked her to carry the same four capsules

to Mumbai by inserting it in her vagina. He assured her that shc

would easiiy escape from any detecting device at the airport. After

arriving at Mumbai the capsules had to bc handed over to Harnid,
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her husband. She kept the capsules hidden in her purse and on

the day of her flight, concealed the capsules as planned and

boarded flight no.AI-948 from Dubai and arrived at SVPI Airport on

15.lO.2O2l at the scheduled time. This was her first trip to Dubai.

Earlier, she had madc a trip to Bangkok in 20 17.

F She admitted that she was aware that import of gold without

payment of customs duty u as an offence but as she had intention

to evade customs dutv, she tried to smuggle gold into the countr-\'.

She was to evade payment of customs duty and smuggle the gold

by concealing the same and as such she did not declare the goods

brought by her before any Customs officer. After clearing her

immigration procedure, she collected her check-in baggage and

after she crossed the green channel, she was intercepted by the

AIU officials and was asked to stcp aside.

9. In view of the above facts, the 1078.640 grams of gold bar obtained from

the I i43.10O grams ol gold paste totall,y valued at Rs. 46,95,050/- (Rs. Fortv

Six Lakh Ninety Five Thousand and Filty Only) [Tant] Value] and Rs.

52,59,449 /- (Rupees Fifty Two Lakh Fifty Nine Thousand Four Hundred and

Forty Nine only) (Market Value) carried by the passenger Smt. Tanzeela Hamid

Ahmed Shaikh appears to be as "smuggled goods" as defined under Section

2(39) of Customs Act, 1962. The offence committed is admitted by the

passenger in her statement recorded on 16.1O.2021 under Section 108 of the

Customs Act, 1962. She was thcrcforc hrund to havc r:ornmittt tl o[ft'n,. t's

punishable under Section 135 ( 1 ) (a) &, (b) of the Customs Act. 1962 and

therefore, was found liable to be arrested under Section i04 of the Customs

Act, 1962.

10. The passenger \,vas arrested by the Customs officer as the value of the

gold attempted to be smuggled was more than Rs.20 Lakhs in the light of

Board's Circulars No.394 I 68 I 20 13-Cus (AS) dated l7 .O9 .2O 13 and 2a I 20 l5-
Cus dated 23.10.2015. The passenger was granted bail by the competent

officer in exercise of power vested under Section 104(3) of the Customs Act,

7962 read with CBEC Circular No.38/2013-Cus dated 77.O9.2O13 on deposir

of Rs. 1,60,000/- (Rupees One Lakh Sixty Thousand only) and fulfilling other

statutory conditions (RUD No. 7f .
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11. Summons dated 11.O3.2022, 15.O3.2022 and 19.03.2022 under Section

108 of the Customs Act, 7962 were issued to Shri Hamid Ahmed Mustak whom

Shri Ismail of Dubal had contacted to get the gold smuggled into India through

his wife Smt. 'lanzeela Hamrd Ahmed Sharkh (RUD No. 8). However, Shri

Hamid Ahmed Mustak did not honour the summons and failed to appear

before the AIU Officers, SVPI Airport, Custorns, Ahmcdabad.

12. Legal Provisions Rel3vq4t !o the Casq

As per para 2.26 of Foreign Trade Policy 2Ol5-2O Bona-fide

household goods and personal effects may be imported as part of

passenger baggage as per limits, terms and conditions thereof in

Baggage Rules notified by Ministry of Finance.

As per Section 3(21 of the Foreign Trade (Development and

Regulation) Act, 1992 the Central Government may by Order make

provision for prohibiting, restricting or othcru'isc rcgulating, in all

cases or in spccifie<l classes r.rl r'ascs and subject to such exceptions,

if anr', as may be made by or under the Order, the import or export

of goods or services or technolory.

c As per Section 3(3) of the Foreign Trade (Development and

Regulation) Act, 1992 AII goods to which any Order under sub-

section (2) applies shall be deemed to be goods the import or export

of which has been prohibitcd under secti<>n 11 of the Customs Act,

1962 (52 of 19621 and a-11 the provisions of that Act sha-ll have effect

accordingly.

e As per Section 11(3) of the Customs Act, 1962 Any prohibition or
restriction or obligation relating to irnport or cxport of erny goods or

class of goods or clearance thereof provided in any other law for the

time being in force, or any rulc or rcgulation rnadc or any order or

notification issued thereundcr, shall be executed under thc
provisions of that Act only il such prohibition or restriction or

obligation is notified under the provisions of this Act, subject to

d. As per Section i t ( I ) of the Foreign Trade (Development and

Regulation) Acl, 1992 no export or import shall be made by any

person except in accordance with the provisions of this Act, the

rules and orders made thereunder and the foreign trade policy for

the time being in force.
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such exceptions, modificatiorrs

Government deems fit.

or adaptations as the Central

As per Section 2(22), of Customs Acl, 1962 definition of

includes-
(a) vessels, aircrafts and vehicles;
(b) stores;
(c) baggage;
(d) currency and negotiable instn-.rments; and
(e) any other kind of movable property;

'good s

g. As per Section 2(33) of Customs Act 7962, prohibited goods means

any goods the import or export of which is subject to any prohibitron

under this Act or anv other law f<rr the time being in force.

h. As per Section 2(391 of the Custorns Act 1962 'smuggling' in relation

to any goods, means any act or omission, which will render such

goods liable to confiscation under Section 1 1 1 or Section I l3 of the

Customs Act 1962.

I

j

k

As per Section 77 of the Customs Act

shall, for the purposc of clearing it.

contents to the proper officer.

1962 t}:e owner of baggage

makc a.r dccl;rrat ion oI rt s

I

As per Section I 1O of Customs Act, 1962 if the proper officer has

reason to believe that an-y goods are liable to confiscalron under

this Act, he may seize such goods.

Any goods which are imported or attempted to be imported or

brought within the Indial customs waters for the purpose of being

imported, contrary to any prohibition imposed by or under this Act

or any other law for the time being in force shall be liable to

confiscation under secticrn 1 I 1 (d) of the Customs Act I962.

Any dutiable or prohibited goods found concealed in any manner in
any package erther before or after the unloading therool irre liablt'

to confiscation under Section 111 (i) of the Customs Act 1962.

Any dutiable or prohibited goods removed or attempt ed to be

removed from a customs area or a warehouse without the

permission of the proper officer or contrary to the terms of such

permission are liable to confiscation under Section 1 1 1 [i) of the

m
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Customs Act 1962

As per Section 112 oI the Customs Act 1962 any person, (a) who,

in relation to any goods, does or ornils to do any act which act or

omission would render such goods liable to confiscation under
Section 1 1 1, or abets the doing or omission of such an act, or (b)

who acquires possession of or is in any way concerned in carrying,

removing, depositing, harbouring, keeping, concealing, selling or

purchasing or m any manner dealing with any goods which he

knou or has reason to believe are liable to confiscation under

Section 1 1 1, shall be liable to penaltv.

As per Section I 19 o[ Cusloms AcL 1962 aurl' goods used for

concealing smuggled goods shall also be liable for confiscation.

As per Section 123 of Customs Act L962

(1) u,here any goods to which this section applies are seized under
this Act in the reasonable belief that they are smuggled goods, the

burden of proving that they are not smuggled goods shall be-

(a) in a case where such seizure is made from the possession of any

person -

(i) on the person from whose possession the goods were seized; and
(ii) if an_v person, other thern lltr' pt'rsort I-r'orn s irost' posscssion the

goods were seized, claims to be the owner thereof, also on such

other person ;

(b) in any other case, on the person, if any, who claims to be the

owner of the goods so seized.

(2) This section shali appiy to gold, and manufactures thereof,
watches, and arry other class of goods which the Central
Government may by notification in the Official Gazette specify.

As per Customs Baggage Declaration Regulations, 2013 all
passengers who come to tndia ancl having anything to declare or
are carrying dutiablc or- prohibitcci gcro<ls sltall elcclarc tl-rcir

accompanied baggage in the prescribed form.

P

q
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CONTRAVENTION AND VIOLATION OF' LAUIS

13. It therefore appears that:

af Smt. Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed Shaikh had actively involved herself in the

instant case of smuggling of gold into India. Smt. Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed

Shaikh had improperly imported gold in Lhe paste/semi solid form mixed with

chemical weighing 1 143. 
.l00 grams | 107A.640 grams gold was extracted as bar

form of purity 999.O (24 KTI valued at Rs. 46,95,050/- (Rs. Forty Six Lakh

Ninety Five Thousand and Fifty Only) [Tariff Value] and Rs. 52,59,449l-

(Rupees Fifty Two Lakh Fifty Nine Thousand Four Hundred and Forty Nine

only) (Market Value)l by concealing the same in 04 capsules wrapped u'ith

black adhesive tape inserted in her body (vagina) without dec'laring it to the

Customs. She opted for Green Channel to exit the Airport with a deliberate

intention to evade the payment of customs dutv and fraudulentlv

circumventing the restrictions and prohibitions imposed under the Customs

Act 1962 and other allied Acts, Rulcs and Regulations. The improperly

imported gold was given to her by one person named Ismail to hand over to her

husband Hamid at Mumbai. For thrs he had offered her Rs. 10,000/-.

Therefore, the improperly imported gold by the passenger bv wav ol

concealment without declaring it to the Customs on arrival in India cannot be

treated as bonafide household goods or personal effects. Smt. Tanzeela Hamid

Ahmed Shaikh has thus contravened the Foreign Trade Policlr 20 1 5-20 and

Section 1 1 (1) of the Foreign Trade (Development and Regulation) Act, 1992

read with Section 3(2) and 3(3) of the Foreign Trade (Development and

Regulation) Act, 1992.

bl By not declaring the value, quantity and description of the goods

imported by her, the said p..rsscngcr has violated the pror isions ol' Baggagc

Rules, 20 16, read with the section 77 of the Customs Act, 1962 and

Regulation 3 of the Customs Baggage Declaration Regulations, 2013.

cf The improperly imported gold by the passenger, Smt. Tanzeela Hamid

Ahmed Shaikh, found concealed inside her body without declarinq it to thc

Customs is thus liable for confiscation under Section 1 1 1(d), (1) and fi) read

with Section 2 (22), (33J, (39) of thc Custr.rnrs Act, 1962 iir-rcl ftrrthlr rcarl in

conjunction with Section 11(3) ol Customs AcL, 1962.
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d) Smt. Tanzeeia Hamid Ahmed Shaikh, by her above-described acts of
commission has rendered herself liable to penalty under Section 112 of lhe

Customs Act, 1962.

ef Goods used for concealing the smuggled goods by the passenger Smt.

Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed Shaikh are also liable for confiscation under Section

1 I 9 of Customs Act, 1 962.

0 Sumrnons dated i 1.03.2022, 15.O3.2O22 :rnrl 19.03.2022 undcr Sct tiun

108 of the Clrstoms Act, 1962 u,crc issr,rcd to Shri Hamid Ahmed Mustak whom

Shri Ismail of Dubai had contacted to get the gold smuggled into lndia through

his wife Smt. Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed Shaikh. However, Shri Hamid Ahmed

Mustak did not honoured the summons and failed to appear before the AIU

Ofhcers, SVPI Airport, Customs, Ahmedabad. Shri Hamid Ahmed Mustak

appears to have actively involved and abetted the smuggling of gold by Smt.

Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed Shaikh knowing very well that the goods are liable for

confiscation under Section 11i of the Customs Act, 1962. Thus, Shri Hamid

Ahmed Mustak has rendered himself liable for penalty under Section 112 of the

Customs Act, i962.

d Further, by dishonouring the Summons dated 1 1.O3.2022, 15.O3.2O22

and 19.03.2022 issued to Shri Hamid Ahmed Mustak, he has held himself

liable for penalry under Section 117 of the Cus[oms Act, 1962.

hl As per Section 123 of Customs Act 1962, the burden of proving that the

said improperly imported gold totally weighing 1078.640 grams valued at Rs.

46,95,050 l- (Rs. Forty Six Lakh Ninety Five Thousand and Fifty Only) [Tariff
Valuel and Rs. 52,59,449/- (Rppees Fifty Two Lakh Fifty Nine Thousand Pour

Hundred and Forty Nine onll') (Markct ValLrc) bv wtiv of i oncralment insidc hcr

body without declaring it to thc C ustonrs, i-rlc rrot srnuggled goods, is upon lhc

passenger and Noticee, Smt. Tanzec'la Hamrd Ahmed Shaikh.

14. Now therefore, Smt. Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed Shaikh resident ol 98,

Makki Manzil, Room No. 6, 1st f7oor, Zakaria Masjid Street, Mumbai - 400009

and holding Indian Passport bearing no. M5498499 is called upon to show

cause in writing to the Additional Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad

having his office at 1st Floor, Custom House, Near All India Radio, Old High

Court Lane, Navrangpura, Ahmedabad 380 O09, within 3O days of the receipt

of this notice as to why :
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The seized gold bar (cxLracted l)-om the senu solidT pasrc lbrm

substance) weighing 1O78.640 grams, having value of Rs.

46,95,050/ - (Rs. Forty Six Lakh Ninety Five Thousand and Frfty'

Only) [Tariff Value] and Rs. 52,59,449l- (Rupees Fifty Two Lakh

Fifty Nine Thousand Four Hundred and Fortv Nine onlr') (Market

Value), recovered from the passenger vide Seizure Order under

Panchnama proceedings both dated 16.1O.2027 should not be

confiscated under Section 1 1 1(d), (i) and fi) ol the Customs Act,

1962

11 The seizcd packing material, r.c. blar:k colourcd adhesivc tapt',

used in concealing the gold and seized under Panchnama

proceedings dated 16.1O.2021 should not be conliscirted under

Section 1 19 of the Customs Act, 1962;;

!11. Penalty should not be imposed upon Smt. Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed

Shaikh under the provisions of Section 1 12 of the Customs Act,

t962;

lv Penalty should not be imposed upon Shri Hamid Ahmed Mustak

under thc provisions of Scctrorr I l2 ol th<' Customs At t. )9o2;

Penalty should not be imposed upon Shri Hamid Ahmed Musrak

under the provisions of Section 117 of the Customs Act, 1962;

15. The noticee is further required to state specilically in her written rep.ly

to this notice as to whether she desires to be heard in person. If no reply to this

notice is received within 30 (thirty) days from the date of receipt of this notice

or if she fails to appear for the personal hearing on the date and time intimated

to her, the case is liable to be decided on the basis of merits and evidences

available, without anv l'urlhcr relerence to her.

16. The noticee is further required to note that her reply should reach within

30 (thirty) days or within such extended period as may be allowed by the

adjudicating authority. If no cause is shown against the action proposed above

within 30 days from the receipt of this SCN or il she does not appear before tht:

adjudicating authority as and when the case is posted for hearing, the case is

liable to be decided ex-parte on the basis of lacts and evidences available on

record.

I

v.
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17, The relied upon documents for the purpose of this notice are listed in
the Annexure-A and copies thereof are enclosed with this notice.

18. This Show Cause Notice is issued without prejudice to any other action

that may be taken against him, under this Act or any other law lor the t.ime

being in force, or against any other company, person(s), goods and conveyances

whether named in this notice or not.

19. Department reserves its right to amend, modify or supplement this notice

at any time prior to the adjudication of the case.

ot,otP'
(Abilash K Sreenivasan)
Additional Commissioner

Customs, Ahmedabad

Date: O1.O4.2022

2-2_.-.-.-

F. No. : VIII/ 10-71/SVPIA I o&,Al HQ I 2o2t-22

DIN : 2O22O47 1 MNOOOOSO32 5 D

Bv Reqistered Post AD

Smt. Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed Shaikh,
98, Makki Manztl, Room No. 6,
1st floor, Zakaria Masjid Street,
Mumbai, Maharashtra - 400009

Copy to:

The Deputy Commissioner of Customs (AIU), T-2 Terminal, Sardar
Vallabhbhai Patel International Airport, Ahmedabad-380003
The Deputy Commissioner of Customs (Airport), T-2 Terminal, Sardar
Vallabhbhai Patel International Airport, Ahmedabad-380003
The System In charge, Customs HQ, Ahmedabad for uploading on
fficial web-site i. e. http: / / www. ahmedabadcusto m s. sov.ln

Guard File

d
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Annexure'A'

Relied Upon Documents in case of Smt. Tanzeela Hamid Ahmed Shaikh

Document

Panchnama drawn on 16.1O.2021
International Airport, Ahmedabad

At SVP copy

enclosed

copy

enclosed

crpy
enclosed

copy
cnclosed

3

1-l

Valuation certilicate dated 16. 1O.2O2 1 issued by Shri
Kartikel", Soni, Government Approved Valuer

Seizure memo Order dated 16. lO.2O2l issued under
Section 11O(1) of the Custon)s Act, 1962.

Copv of Passport No. M5498499 issued on 19.01.2015

Copy of Boarding pass seat no. 17G ol Air India FlighL
No. Al 948 from Dubai to Ahmedabad

Sr,
No

Remarks

I

2 Statement dated 16.10.202 1 of Ms. Tanzeela Hamid
Ahmed Shaikh

copy

enclosed

5 copy
enclosed

tl

7 copy
enclosed
copy
enclosed

8

Arrest memo, Bail bond, Receipt of Bail amount

Summons dated 11.O3.2022, 15.O3.2022 and
19 .O3.2022 issued to Shri Hamid Ahmed Mustak

I

I I

I

I

I

I


