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Fr. S./ F, No.: VIII/ 10-16/Pr.Commr/OeN2024-25

DtN- 2025027 1MNOOOOOOE6DF

strest 41dttrg/Date of order
qlt o-{i 41 affi'q/ Date of Issue

:21.O2.2025
:21.O2.2025

ffiqlftd/passed by:- Rrag'qrsrcf, cqFI g{rgffi
Shiv Kumar Sharma, Priocipal Commissioner

{d 3{r+{r€Eqr .

Order-Ia-Original No: AHM-CUSTM-OOO-PR.COMMR-64-2O24-25 dated
2L.O2.2O25 in the case of M/s, Corteva Agriscience ladia Private Liaited' V-
Ascendas, Atria Block, 12th Floor, Plot No.17' Software Units Layout,
Madhapur, Hyderabad, Telaagana- 5OOO81.

1 fus efrd)o] qo sfr rH qrfr e, g-t qRtta e+l & fr( fr,gc6 uelr 61 qlfr
tr

1 . This copy is granted free of charge for private use of the person(s) to whom it is sent.

2. {s snaqr t rN-dE frt€ f q.R {s r{recl d Hfr t fic qr6 }. ln-d{ frql {-cs',
$dnd {@ q-d +drf,{ orfi-frq arqf*6-q, srilrfl-dr( fra +1 fs qH A ff€g 3tfid
qd {FFaT Br erfro uol{o sBr{R, Sql {-tr, ts-dr-( {@ qri +drfl Brtrffq
qr+tfD-o-*q, g{fr cB-d, e5.crd rrfi, FtfttR c,R gd b Erg i, ffitn +tR, q-qrqT,
3fgilEr(-38oooo61 qSlta 6tfi srFsl

2. Arry person deeming himself aggrieved by this Order may appeal against this Order
to the Customs, Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribuna-1, Ahmedabad Bench
within three months from the date of its communication. The appeal must be
addressed to the Assistant Registrar, Customs, Excise ald Service Tax Appellate
Tribunal, 2nd Floor, Bahumali Bhavan, Nr. Girdhar Nagar Bridge, Girdhar Nagar,
Asarwa, Ahmed.abad - 380004.

3. tsrkr s{fid qr€q q. S.q.a fr ErEfd 61vr{ qrBsr sqw frqr T@. (o{fiq frqcr{d,
1e82 +' fiqq e b sq frqq (2) fr frfrtfu qfuil gnr E€TqR frC qrgtr sw qfrd
ol qir qM" C ErBd fuor urq d?n fus s{reqr b tr€g €{fi-d o1 .ri d, ss+l fi
B-frfl A qftEfi rids o1 qr( tsri t oq t o.c gfi qfr qqrDtd A+ qGq c{fid t
snifn-d qS ffirtq fi sR qM" fr sritrd fus qri qGsr

3. The Appeal should be frled in Form No. C.A.3. It sha.ll be signed by the persons
specifred in sub-rule (2) of Rule 3 of the Customs (Appeals) Rules, 1982. It shall be
filed in quadruplicate and sha-ll be accompanied by an equal number of copies of the
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order appealed agarnst (one of which at least shall be certifi,:d copy). All supporting
documents of the appea,l should be forwarded in quadruplicate.

4. G{frf, ffi 661 m,r E-d{ur (r.i o{fid t- .rnqR srft-d e, qR qfrfr fr arfud e1 qrsn
dqr sqh qp{ fr-s Gaaqr S fuE-d qfrd +1 'r{ d, ss61 rfr 3-d-fi fl lFrqi €-d,t{ +1
qtqrfr F-{f t oc t 6-c g6'

4. The Appeal including the statement of facts and the grounds of appeal sha,ll be filed
in quadruplicate and shall be accompanied by an equal numtrer of copies of the order
appealed against (one of which at least shall be a certified copy.)

5. etfto 6T IItr,{ gid} Gr.rET Rd fr d'n CE {A €Etq q?i frffi dd; 3flrdl ft-fiq b
B-{r srfid } 6nuil & sE qfrfr } oialfd iqn or-+ qtES \r.r tt flilit +1 m+rgwn
fficifu-d 6{r-r ilRql

5. The form of appea-1 shall be in English or Hindi and should be set forth concisely and
under distinct heads of the grounds of appeals without anv argument or narrative
and such grounds should be numbered consecutively.

6 +Eq S+t {-s .ilfl0ftqc,rsoz o1 tru 12e t } sqffifr b iddrla Fqfkd sts fu'€
R{rq q-{ fi-d Rfi t, rO b E fi fi qr$q-fa d'o +1 qntqr * qrqrlq-f,-iur fr1 fi-d }.
rOq-o rEVn &'flc w tqtfu-d dq ErE & qftq cfir E1lTSrfr aur W eYrr grw
orfrd # qq-{ +'sru €oe fu-q1 qrqrl

6. The prescribed fee under the provisions of Section 129A o{ the Customs Act,1962
shall be paid through a crossed demald dra-ft, in favour of the Assistant Registrar of
the Bench of the Tribunal, of a branch of any Nationalized Bank located at the place
where the Bench is situated and the demand draft sha-Il be :rttached to the form of
appeal.

7. {€ o{fi-dq q-qrlq-f,iur i {-@, t7.s r.rar q{cr.;Tr w6t efr6 q{cFT }.
Elt Br

7. An appeal against this order sha.ll lie before the Tribuna-l on pa5ment of 7.5o/o of the
duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or pena-lty, where
penalty alone is in dispute".

8. qrqrf,q {-tr srftHqc, 1870 +' .]rf,rfa HqfFd fuq oEsR trms fus rq s{reqr d qR
qr 3q9fr1 qqltrir {@ Efi-e oq +{ srFsl

8. The copy of this order attached therein should bear an appropriate court fee stamp
as prescribed under the Court Fees Act, 1870.

Sub: Show Cause Notice F.No. VIII/ 10- 16 /Pr.Commr / O&A/ 2024-25 dated 11.O9.2024

and corrigendum dated l7.12.2024 issued by the Principal Commissioner, Customs,
Ahmedabad to M/s. Corteva Agriscience India Private Limited, V-Ascendas, Atria Block,
12th Floor, Plot No.17, Software Units Layout, Madhapur, Hyderabad, Telangana-

500081.

1. Specihc intelligence was received by Directorate of Revenue I)ltelligence, Dzu(MZU)'

Mumbai that an importer M/s Corteva Agrlscience Iadia Prlvate Llmited (IEC No.

05960206511 lpreoiouslg knoum as Dl/s E.I. IhtPont India Prtuatz LtmltcQ
(hereinafter to be refereed as "CAIPL'or 'the importer'for the sr <e of brevity), having

their registered office situated at 'V-Ascendas, Atia Block, lTh Floor, Plot No.17'

Sofiware lJnits Lagou| Madhapur, Hgderabad, Telangana- 500O81'atd M/s FMC India
Private Limited (lEC No. 0300037830) (hereinafter to be refereetl as "the FIPL" for the

sake of brevity), who is engaged in the business of import alrd manufacturing of
chemicals including various insecticides, pesticides, herbicides t:tc., is importing from

Brief facts of the case:
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their related supplier, by resorting to under-valuation and, thereby, evading the

applicable customs duty.

1.1. Intelligence suggested that the said importers had changed their billing practice

for their imported goods and thereby evading pa]'ment of appropriate duty. They

changed the basis of billing practice of the product from actual purity (actual

concentration) to standard purity (flxed concentration) in respect of certain active

ingredient in the product. Initially, the billing was done on the basis of the actual
concentration of certain active ingredient in the product, however, later the practice was

changed and billing was being done on the basis of a fixed concentration of certain active
ingredient in the product. The hxed concentration of active ingredient chosen for the
purpose of valuation was generally less than the actual concentration of active

ingredient, which decreased the actua-l va-lue of the imported product.

1.2. For instance, in one such product 'Rynaxypyr Technica,l' also known as

Chlorantraniliprole Technical, company used to bill to its buyers on the basis of actua-1

concentration of 'Chloraltraniliprole' which is tl:e active ingredient in the product but
this method was changed and the company fixed the price of its product on the basis of
certain fixed concentration of 'Chlorantraliliprole', which was less than actual
concentration, thereby decreasing the assessable value of the product which 1ed to
revenue loss. This is illustrated under Table-O 1 below:

Table-Ol
In Rs.

1.3. For illustration purpose, the va,luation that the importer had adopted at the time
of import and the valuation that the importer had to adopt as per actual purity is
illustrated as below:

1.3.2. The unit price of Chloraltraniliprole Technica-l was taken as Rs.32,017/- per
kgs at 97.5%o Standard Purity i.e. one kilogram of Chloraltraniliprole
Technical o197.5%o purity is priced at Rs.32,017/-. That means, the price of
goods having purity more t}:,ar, 97.5"/o will be accordingly higher. However,
the CAIPL valued the goods at Rs.32,01,71,1701- 132,017" 10,000) without
considering the actual purity of the imported goods.

The batch wise actual purity of the goods imported under said BE are listed
under Table-O2 below. Batch No. SEP1TSHRG9 having 650 Kgs of said
goods had actual purity of 98.72o/o. However, the goods were valued at
Standard Purity of 97.5O% at Rs. 32,017/- per kg i.e. 650 kg of said batch
was valued at Rs.2,08,1 1,126 f -. However, the actual purity of the said batch

Port Code: INBRC6 ICD Dashr

I{o. 4982159 dated 20.09 2019Bills of

Product: RYNAXYPYR TECHNICAL CHLORANTRANILIPROLE TECHNI
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1.3.3

Amount

1.3.1. The CAIPL had imported 10,OOO kgs of Chlorantraniliprole Technical (also

known as Rynaxypyr) having declared unit price of $493.33 (Rs.32,017/-)
per kgs at ICD Dashrath (INBRC6) through Home Consumption Bill of Entry
No. 4552392 dated 26.12.2017 having Invoice No. 7727360953 dated
77.t2.20t7.
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ls 98.72ok, hence, the purity difference that had not being considered in
va-Iue is 0.62% which turns out to be 4.03 kgs of active ingredient that has
not being considered in value. Therefore, the va-lue of quantity based on
purity difference is Rs.1,29,029/- at Rs. 32,077 / - per kg. Consequently, the
re-determined value of 650 kgs of said goods in Batch No- SEP1TSHRG9 is
Rs.2,09,40,155/- ard not Rs.2,O8,1 1,126/-. Similarl'y, the value of quantity
based on purity difference for a.11 the batches imported under subject BE are
as listed in Table-O2 below. As evident be1ow, there is under-valuation of
Rs.77,67,3441- in the subject BE.

Table-O2

Value
of Qt5'
based
on
Purity
DiIf (Irr
Rs.

129021)

14855!)

33297t\

261260

16905()

I 17 82:\

8645
11,67,?'

44

1.4 Accordingly, an investigation was initiated by the Directorate of Revenue
Intelligence (DRI), Mumbai ZoraJ. Un\I (MZU), 13, Sir Vitha.ldas 'Ihackersey Marg, New
Marine Lines, Mumbai-400020 (hereinafter referred to as DRI), against the importer
CAIPL through summons on 13.09.2022. This Show Cause ltlotice pertains to the
imports made by CAIPL.

1.5 Another investigation was initiated by the Directorate of Revenue Intelligence
(DRI), Mumbai Zond. Unit (MZU), against the importer FIPL. The importer paid full duty
along with Interest and pena,lty under Section 28(5) of the Customs Act, 1962 during
investigation for conclusion of matter.

2 Action taken on intelligence

2.1, Based on above intelligence, summons was issued to person associated with the
company and the statements were recorded as discussed below:

Recording of Statements

2.2 Statement dated 22.09.2022 and O7.O2.2O24 of Shrl Sandeep Bansal, Tax
Manager of CAIPL, was recorded under Section 108 of the Custc,ms Act, 1,962 wherein
he, inter alia, stated that:

(a) CAIPL is engaged in light processing of Agri Chemicals, sales, marketing
and distribution of crop protection chemica.ls. The raw materials were imported
and/or procured domestically too. The imported raw rnaterial was used for
manufacturing various formulations etc.
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(b) CAIPL used to import various goods i.e. various grade technical of
pesticides/insecticides/herbicides manufactured by E I Dupont USA and China
through Dupont Singapore and Switzerland.

(c) Til1 31s October,2077 the crop protection manufacture was under Dupont
and thereafter Dupont sold part of its Agrichemical business to FMC. From
November, 2077 ar,d onwards the malufacturing of certain crop protection
products was taken over by FMC in USA and China. CAIPL continued to import
such products in India on behalf of FMC India as the necessary licenses for
import and malufacture were yet to be trarrsferred in the name of FMC India.
The imported product was used to make formulations by CAIPL on beha-lf of FMC
India and was sold to FMC Entities on cost to-cost basis. Such import of
Technicals were done by CAIPL on behalf of FMC ti11 late 2079 i. e. to say for the
duration from November 2077 lill December 2019 FMC & Group company were

the original se11er of the goods arrd FMC India was the frna-l beneftciary of the
goods but due to the reasons (license requirement), as stated above, EI Dupont
was acting as an importer on record. The effective control regarding pricing,
production, purchase orders during this duration was resting with FMC on1y.

(d) On being asked he stated that CAIPL was importing various technical
grade for itself ti11 Oct2Ol7. The import price was determined by globa1 Transfer
Pricing team, in Spain and, accordingly, the import price was hnalised and the
product was imported in India as per that. The methods being used for
determining import prices was Transactiona1 Net Margin Method (TNMM)

according to which the Transfer Price (TP) is determined, keeping in mind the
Transfer Pricing policy after due consideration of function, asset and risk arralysis
of the importing entity and importing entity is entitled to a margin around fixed
cost + 4570 + distribution rr,argin of 2-4o/o.

(e) On being asked whether the imported Technical was sold in domestic
market directly or after making formulation of the same he stated that he is not
sure whether CAIPL imports technical and se11s them as such. To the best of his
understarrding CAIPL import technical and formulate the same and se11 the final
product. A very small/negiigible quantity of the imported Technica-1 may be sold
in domestic market.

(0 On being asked about the License requirements for import of various
technical grades of insecticides, fungicides and herbicides, he stated that for the
import of various insecticides, fungicides and herbicides there was mandatory
registration requirement to be registered with the Central Insecticides Board
(CIB), then only one could import such products.

(g) On being asked whether there was any quality standard like minimum or
maximum purity prescribed by the CIB Registration for the import of various
Technicals of insecticides, fungicides ald herbicides ald their significalce, he
affrrmed and stated that there were distinct minimum or maximum purity
standards prescribed by the CIB Registration for the import ofvarious Technicals
of insecticides, fungicides and herbicides. It is based on the quality of technical
produced by the plant from where the technical is being sourced. By prescribing
such standards CIB tried to regulate the quality of product imported into the
country.

(h) On being asked about the active ingredient and how does its purity
influence the value and output ofthe goods, he stated that the active ingredients
are the chemicals which controls the pest or disease in any ofthe crop protection
products i.e. insecticides, fungicides and herbicides. Higher the purity of
technical means higher the content of active ingredient in any insecticides,
fungicides and herbicides. Relatively the material with higher purity will have
higher available technical for use and hence, will possibly have higher value and
possibility a higher output yield in formulation.
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(il On being asked to explain how CAIPL was deterrnining the price for the
imported goods, he stated that the prices of products are cletermined considering
the arm's length principle which was based on the functions performed, asset
deployed, and risks assumed by the tested party of each of those transactions.
In general, Transfer Prices (Import Prices) of products were set to allow Corteva
India Private Limited (formerly known as E.I DuPont Intlia Private), as routine
manufacturer / light processor and distributor, to cover its costs- alrd earn an
arm's length profrt for its functions performed, assets deployed ald risks
assumed- The basis for the calculation was the Averagt: Selling Price to loca-1

customers of the distributor entity. The costs recovered rvere those attributable
to the functions performed, including but not limited tc manufacturing cost,
selling expenses, Freight and Distribution Expense, Genera-1 ald Administration,
etc. Idea1 Transfer Price is set/reviewed at the beginning :f the year and revised
as required to ensure that arm's length remuneration is n:et for the hscal year.

0) Further, on being shown the copy of statement dated 06.09.2022 of Shri
Anurag Srivastava of M/s FMC India Private Limited (FIPL) wherein it had been
admitted by FIPL that it traditionally followed a practice of billing on the basis of
actual active ingredient as stated above. Therefore, the pricing for import made
by CAIPL, formerly known as EI Dupont India Pvt. Ltd., pa:ticularly for the period
from November 2017 tlll December 2019 wherein, CAIPL lras importing goods on
behalf of FIPL, the imported products like Chlorantraniliprole have been valued
at uniform prices per kg but should have been done basec- on the Purity of active
ingredient i.e. to arrive at the actua-l quantity of active ingredient on the basis of
purity. For example, if a technica-l of 1000 Kg was imported with the purity of
98.5%o then the actual content of active ingredient would be 985 Kgs and the
val.ue of such 1OOO Kgs Technical would be arrived at valt.ing the 985 Kgs actual
content of active ingredient with price of 1OO% pure active ingredient per Kg.

(k) He stated that it appeared that billing in case of imports done by CAIPL
during the period of November, 2017 ttll December, 2019 on behalf of FIPL, has
not been done as per the traditional practice as fo1lowed by FIPL arrd as an
importer, they had a responsibility to do the billing correctly arld the same should
have been reflected in overall value declared to the cust()ms. He further stated
that they will contact the concerned team in FIPL regar,ling the same and get

back to the department with an explanation regarding the same. He further
stated that duty loss to the exchequer, if any, due to the a-bove mistake in billing
was totally un-intentional and CAIPL as a responsible and honest tax payer will
discharge any liabilities i. e. duty, interest or pen4ty aris;ing out of the same to
the government once they get the detailed explanation regarding the same from
FIPL.

(1) On being asked that CAIPL had voluntarily deposited duty along with
interest amount of Rs.9,1 1,37,421 / - for the product Chloraltraniliprole a-lso

known as R},naxypyr, that was imported on behalf of FIP[,, towards their liability
for differential percentage of Active Ingredient over and above startdard reference
percentage in imported insecticide and asked about the liability arising due to
differential percentage of Active Ingredient over and above standard reference
percentage in other imported insecticides for FIPL he stated that the aforesaid
amount of Rs.9,1 1,37,427 / - was paid by CAIPL as per their Globa1 Agreement
with FIPL. CAIPL had paid it once it was confirmed by F'IPL that they sha-Il re-
imburse the same. The said payment should not be construed as acceptance of
any position by CAIPL. Further, in relation to products other thal Ryarurypyr
imported on beha1f of FIPL, he stated that if there was anl/ liability arising due to
this, if any, they would deposit it along with interest after discussion with FIPL
as they had imported the product on their behalf and ifthey agreed to re-imburse
the same, they shall consider it paying as per their Global agreement with FMC.
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Relevant provisions of law relating to import of goods in general, the policy artd

rules relating to the import under the provisions of the Customs Act, 1962 and other

laws for the time being in force are summarized as under:

3.1 The Custoas Act, 1962:

il Section 2.
requtres-

Definltionsl In this Act, unless the context otherutise

(2) "assessmcntD mean s determination of the dutiabilitA of anA goods ond the

amount of duty, tax, cess or ang other sum so pagable, if ang, under this Act or
under the Custom.s Tailf Act, 1975 (51 of 1975) (hereinafier refened to as the

Customs Taiff Act) or under ang other laut for the time being in force, u.tith reference

to-
(a) the tunff classification of such goods a,s determined in accordance u.tith

the prouisions of t?e Customs Toiff Act;
(b) the ualue of such goods as detennined in accordonce uith the prouisions
of this Act ond the Customs Taiff Act;
(c) exemption or concession of dutg, tox, cess or ang other sum, consequent

upon ang notifrcation issued therefor under this Act or under the Customs
Taiff Ad or under ong other laut for the time being in force;
(d) the quantitA, ueigh\ uolume, measurement or other specifics uhere such
dutg, tax, cess or anA other sum is leuiable on the basis of the quontitg,

uteight, uolume, measurement or other specifics of such goods;
(e) tLe origin of such goods deterrnined in accordonce u-tith th.e proubions of
th.e Custom.s Taiff Act or the ntles made thereunder, if the amount of dutg,
tax, cess or ang other sum is affected bg tle origin of such goods;

(f) ang other specific factor uthich affects the dutg, tax, cess or ang otter
sum pagable on such goods, and includes prouisional assessmenl, self
assessmenr, re-@ssessmen, and ang assessment in uhich the dutg
assessed is nil;

(36) 'rules'means the tules mode bg the Central Gouernment under ang prouision
of this Act;
(47) "ualue", in relation to ang goods, means the ualue thereof d.etertnined in
acardance uith the prouisions of sub-section (1) or sub-section (2) of sedion 14;

(26) "inlgrot'tr,r", in relotion to any goods at ong time between th.eir importation
and the time ulen theg are cleared for home consumption, includes ang ou)ner,

beneficial ouner or anA person holding out to be the importer.

iil Section 14. Valuation ofgoods.

(1) For the purposes of the Custom-s Tariff Ac[ 1975 (51 of 1975), or ang otter
latu for the time being in force, the ualue of tle imported goods and export goods

shall be the transaction ualue of such goods, that b to sag, the price actuallg paid
or pagable for the goods uhen sold for export to India for deliuery at tLLe time ond
place of importation, or as the cose mag be, for export from India for deliuery at
the time and place of exportation, uthere the buger and seller of the goods ore not
related and pice is the sole consideration for the sale subject to such other
conditions as maA be specified in the rules made in this betnlf:

Prouided that such transaction ualue in the case of impofted. goods shall
include, in addition to the pice as aforesaid, anA amount paid or pagable for costs
and seruices, including commissions and brokeroge, engineering, design work,
rogalties and licence pes, cosfs of transportation to tLLe place of importation,
insuronce, loading, unloading and hnndling chnrges to the ertent ond in the
manner specified in the rales made in thi.s behalf.

3 Legal Provisions
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Prouided further that the rules made in this beLnlf mag prouide for,-
(i) the circumstances in u.thich the buyer and the seller shall be deem,ed to be
related;
(ii) the manner of determination of ualue in respect of goods uthen there is no sale,
or the buyer and the seller are related, or pice is not the sole considerotion for
the sale or in an11 other case;
(iii) the manner of acceptance or rejection of ualue declttred bg the importer or
exporter, as the case mag be, u.there the proper olficer t:as reason to doubt the
ttath or accuracg of such uolue, and determination of uo,lue for the purposes of
this section:
(iu) the add.itional obligations of th.e imporler in respect of anA class of imported
goods and the checks to be exercbed, including the circunstances and manner of
exercising thereof, as the Board mag specifg, u.there, the Board hns reason to
belieue that the ualue of such goods mag not be declared truthfully or accuratelA,
hauing regard to the trend of declared ualue of such goocls or anA other reLeuant
citeia.

iii) Section 17. Assessment of Duty:

(1) An imporier enteing ang imported good.s under section 46, or an exporter
enteing ang export goods under sedion 50, slnll, saue as othenise prouided in
section 85, selfassess the dutg, if ang, leuiable on such goods.

(2) The proper offtcer maA ueifg the entries nade under section 46 or section
5O ond- the sefassessment of goods refened to in sub-section (1) and for this
purpose, exomine or test anA imported goods or exporl goods or such part ttereof
as mag be necessary-

Prouided. that the seledion of cases for ueiftcation shall pimarilg be on the
basis o/ nbk eualuation through appropiate selection citeria.

(3) For the purposes of ueiJication under sub-section (2'), the proper officer mag
reqtire the importer, exporter or anA oth.er person to produce ang document or
infonnation, wherebg the dutg leuiable on the imported gc,ods or export goods, as
the case mag be, can be ascertained and thereupon, the intporter, exporter or such
other person shall produce such document or furnish such infonnation.

(4) Where it is found. on ueification, examination or testing of tLrc goods or
otheruke that the self assessment i.s not done correctlg, the proper officer mag,
tuithout prejudice to onA oth-er action which mag be taken under this Act, re-assess
the dutA Leuiable on such goods.

(5) Wh.ere ang re-assessmen, done under sub-sed,ion (4) is contrary to the self-
assessment done bg the ifiLporter or exporter and in cases other ttran ttnse uhere
the importer or exporter, as the cose mog be, confirms hi^s acceptance of the said
re' assessment in utriting, the proper ofJicer shnll pass a speaking order on the re-
assessmenf, utithin ftfteen dags from the date o3f re-asses.sment of the bill of entry
or the shipping bill, as the case mag be.

iv) Section 18. Provisional assessment of duty. -

(1) Notutitlstanding angthing contained in this Ac't but utir hout prejudice to the
prouisions of section 46 2 [and section 50],-

(a) uthere the importer or expofter is unable to make self-assessment under
sub-section (1) of section 17 and makes a request in witing to the proper
olJicer for assessment; or
(b) u-there the proper olftcer d.eems it necessary to subject ang impofted
goods or export good.s to ang cLemical or other test: or
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(c) tuhere the importer or exporter has produced all the necessary documents
and fumished full information but the proper officer deems it necessary to

make further enqtiry; or
(d) uthere necessary documents laue not been produced or information has
not been furnbhed and the proper officer deems it necessary to make further
enquiry,
tLrc proper ofJicer mng direct tlwt th-e dutA leuiable on such goods be

assessed prouis ionallg if thc importer or th.e eryorter, as the case mog be, fumishes
such secuitg as the proper officer deems fit for the paAm.ent of the deficiencg, if
ang, between the dutg as mog be finally assessed or re-assessed as the case mag

be, and the dutg prouisionallg assessed.

(1A) Where, pursuqnt to the prouisional assessment under sub-section (1), if ang
document or information is required bg the proper offtcer for ftnal assessment, the

importer or exporter, as the case mag be, shall submit such document or
informotion uithin such time, and the proper officer shall finolise the proubional
assessment within such time and in such manner, as mog be prescibed.

(2) Wlrcn the dutg leuiable on such goods is assessedfnallg or reassessed bg the
proper officer in acard"ance uith tLrc prouisions of this Act, then -

(a) in the case of goods cleared for lame consumption or exPortation, the
amount paid shnll be adjusted against the dutg finallg ossessed or re'
assessed, as the case mag be, and if the amount so paid falls short of, or b
in excess of the duty finally assessed or re-assessed, as the case mng be,

tLrc importer or th.e exporter of the goods sholl pag the deficiencg or be

entitled to a refund, as th.e case mag be;

(b) in the case of warelroused goods, the proper officer mag, uhere tlrc duty

finallg assessed or re-assessed, as the case mag be, is in excess of the dutg
prouisionallg assessed, require the importer to execute o bond, bind.ing
himself in a sum equol to tuice the amount of tlte excess dutg.

(3) The importer or exporter shall be liable to pag interest, on ang amount pagoble
to the Central Gouemment, consequent to ttLe final assessmenl order or re-

assessmen[ order under sub-section (2), at ttrc rate ftxed bg the Central
Gouernment under section 11 [28AA] from the first dag of the month in uhich the

dutg b proubionallg assessed till the date of pagment thereof.

(5) The amount of dutg refundable under sub-section (2) and the interest under
sub-section ft), if ang, slnll, instead of being credited. to the Fund, be paid to the
importer or the exporter, as the case mag be, if such amount is relatable to:

(a) the dutg and interest, if ang, paid on such dutg paid bg the importer, or
the exporter, as the cose mag be, if he had not passed on the incidence of
such dutg and interest, if any, paid on such dutg to anA ottLer person;
(b) the dutg and interest, if ang, paid on such dutg on imports mode bg an
indiuidual for lis personal use;
(c) the dutg and interest, if any, paid on such dutg borne bg the buger, if he
had not passed on the incidence of such dutg and interest, if ang, poid on
such duty to ang otLer person;
(d) the export dutg o.s specified in section 26;
(e) drauback of dutg pagable under sections 74 and 75.

(4) Subject the sub-section (5), if ang refundable amount rekned to in clouse (a) of
sub-section (2) is not refunded under that sub-section u.tithin three montLs from the
date of assessment, of dutg finallg or re-assessmen, of dutg, as tLte case mag be,

there shall be paid an interest on such un+efunded amount ot such rate faed bg
the Central Gouentment und.er section 27A till the date of refund. of such amount.
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v) Section 28. Recovery of dutles not levied or not paid or shost-levied

or short-paid or erroaeously refunded

Prouided that before issuing notice, the proper olficer sLnll hold pre-notice
consultation tuith the person chargeable u-tith dutg or interest in such manner as
mag be prescribed;

(b) the person chargeable uith the dutg or interest, maA paA before seruice
of notice under clouse (a) on tlrc basis of,-

(i) his outn oscerlainment of such dutg; or
(ii) the dutg ascertained by the proper officer,

the amount of dutg along uith the interest pagable. thereon und.er section
28AA or tle amount of interest uthich hns not been so paid or part-paid.

Prouid.ed that the proper olficer sLnll not serue such sLtoul cause notice, uhere the
amount inuolued is less than rupees one hundred-

(2) Tle person uho has paid the dutg along u.tith interest or amount of interest
under clause (b) of sub-sedion (1) slnll inform the proper officer of such pagment
in uriting, utho, on receipt of such information, slnll not serue anA notice under
clause (a) ofthat sub-sedion in respect ofthe dutg or interest so paid or ang penaltg
leuiable under the provisions of this Act or the rules mnde thereunder in respect of
such dutg or tnterest:

Prouided tltat u.there notice under clause (a) of sub-sedion /1 ) Lns been serued ond
the proper olficer is of the opinion that the amount of dutg along uith interest
paAoble thereon under section 28AA or the amount of interest, as the case mag be,

as specified in the notice, lns been paid in full within thiny dags from the date of
receipt of the notice, no penaltg slnll be leuied and the pt oceedings against such
person or other persons to uhom tle said notice is serued under clause (a) of sub-
section (1 ) shall be deemed to be concluded.

(3) Where the proper offtcer is of the opinion that the amount paid under clouse (b)

of sub-section (1)falls short of the amount octuallg pagable, then, he shall proceed
,o rbsue the notice as prouided for in clause (a) of tllat sub-section in respect of such
amount uhich falls slnrt of the omount actuallg pagable in the manner specijled
under thot sub-section and the peiod of tuo Aears stnll be computed from the date
of receipt of tnformation und.er sub-section (2).

(4). Where anA dutg lns not been leuied or not paid or hns been sfnrt-leuied or
erroneouslg refunded, or ang interest pagable hz"s not been paid, part-paid or
erroneouslg refunded, bg reason of -

a) collusion; or
b) ang tuilful mis-stotement; or
c) suppression of facts

(1) Where anA dutA has not been leuied- or not paid or shari-leuied or short-paid or
erroneouslg refunded, or ang interest pagable has not been poid, part-paid or
erroneouslg refunded, for ang reason other than the reosons of collusion or ong
u-tillful mis-statement or suppression of facts,-

(a) the proper olficer shnll, uithin tuto years from the releuant date, serue
notice on the person cLrorgeoble u-tith the dutA or interest Luhich hc"s not been
so leuied or paid or uhich has been short-leuied or short-paid or to u.tlnm
the refund has erroneouslg been mad.e, requiring him to show cause uhg he
should not poy the amount specified in the notice;



bg the imporler, the proper officer shall, tuithin ftue gears from th.e releuant d.ate,

serue notice on the person chargeable uith dutg or interest u.thich has not been so

leuied or uhich has been so short-leuied or short-paid or to uthom the refund has
erroneouslg been made, requiing him to shotu cause uhg he should not paA the
amount specified in the notice.

(5) Wlere ang dutg hns not been leuied or not paid or has been slnrt-Ieuied or short
paid or the interest has not been clnrged or has been part-paid or the duty or
interest hns been enoneouslg refunded bg reason of collusion or ang utilful mis'
statem.ent or suppression of facts bg the importer or th.e exporter or the agent or tLe

emplogee of *E importer or the exporter, to ulnm a notice has been serued under
sub-section (4) bg the proper officer, such person maA poA the dutg in full or in part,
as maA be accepted bg him, and the interest pagable tllereon under section 28AA
and the penaltg equal to ftfteen per cent of the dutg specified in the notice or the

dutg so accepted. bg that person, u-tithin thirtg dags of the receipt of the notice and
inform tle proper officer of such pagment in utriting.

(6) Wh.ere tlrc importer or th.e exporter or the agent or the emplogee of the importer
or the exporter, as the ccrse mag be, has paid dutg uith interest and penaltg under
sub-section (5), the proper officer sholl detennine the amount of dutg or interest ond
on detennination, if the proper officer is of tlrc opinion-

(i) that the dutg ruith interest and penaltg hns been paid in full, then, the
proceedings in respect of such person or other persons to wlam the notice

is serued under sub-section (1)or sub-section (4), shall, without prejudice to
the proubions of sections 135, 135A and 14O be deemed to be conclusiue

as to the matters stated tLrcrein; or

fiil t@t tle dutg ttith interest and penaltg that has been paid falls short of
the amount actuallg pagable, then, the proper olftcer sLnll proceed to issue
th.e notice as prouided for in clouse (a) of sub-section (1) in respect of such
amount uhich falls slnrt of tLe amount actuallA pagable in the manner
specified under that sub-section and the peiod of two Aeors slnll be

computetJ from the date of receipt of information under sub-section (5).

vif Sectioa 28AA. Interest on delayed Paytneat of duty

(1) Notu-tittstanding angthing contained in ang judgmen| decree, order or direction
of ang court, Appellate Tribunal or ony authoitg or in ang other proui,sion of this
Act or the rules made thereunder, the person, uLho is liable to pag dutA in
accord.ance uith the proukions of section 28, sholl, in addition to such duty, be

lioble to pag interest, if ang, at the rate frxed under sub-section (2), ttthetter such
pagment is made uoluntailg or after detennination of the dutg under that section.

viil Section 46. Entry of goods on importation:

(1) Tle importer of ang goods, other than goods intended for transit or
transhipment, shall moke entry thereof bg presenting electronically on the
anstofits automoted sAstem to the proper officer a bill of entry for home

consumption or warehousing in such form and manner as mog be prescibed:

Prouided that the Prtncipal Commissioner of Custotls or Commissioner of
Custonts mag, in crtses tahere it is not feasible to make entry bg presenting
electronicallg on th.e c:;stoms automated sgstenl. allow an entry to be presented
in ang otter mannet

Prouided further that if the imporler makes and subscribes to a declaration
before the proper officer, to the effect that he is unoble for want of full information
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to furnish all the particulars of the goods required. under thb sub-section, the
proper officer mag, pending the production of such in-formation, permit him"
preuious to the entry thereof:

(a) to examine the goods in the presence of an olfic,zr of custonts, or
(b) to deposit the goods in a public u.nrehouse appointed under section 57

tuithout u.torehou sing tte same-

(2) Saue as otherauise permitted bg the proper olficer, a ttill of entry shall includ.e
all the goods mentioned in tte bill of lading or otter receipt giuen bg the carrier to
the consignor.

Prouided tlnt tLLe Board mag, in such cases as it nag deem fit, prescribe
different time limits for presentation of the bill of entry, which shall not be later
ttnn the end of the dag of such arriuol:

Prouided. further thnt a bill of entry maA be presented. at ang time not
exceeding thirtg dags pior tol the expected arriual of the aircraft or uessel or
uehicle bg uhich the goods laue been shipped for importotion tnto India:

Prouided also that uhere the bill of entry i.s not ptesented uithin the time
so specified and the proper offtcer is satisfied that there was no sufficient cause

for such delag, the importer stroll pag such chnrges for late presentation of the bill
of entry as moA be prescibed.

(4) Tle importer while presenting a bill of entry sha.ll noke and subscribe to a
declaration as to the truth of the contents of s-uch bill of entry and sLnll, in support
of such decloration, produce to the proper offtcer the inuoice, if ang, and such other
documents relating to the impofted goods as may be pres;cribed.

ftA) The importer who presents a bill of entry shall ensurc the follou-ting, namelg:
(a) the ocanracg and completeness of the information giuen therein;
(b) the authenticitg and ualid.itg of ang doa)ment su pporttng it; and
(c) compliance uith the restriction or prohibition, if ang, relating to the goods
under this Act or under ang other lau.t for the time being in force.

(5) If the proper officer is satisfied that the interests of reuenue are not
preludiciallg affected and thnt there uas no fraudulent intention, he mag permit
substitution of a bill of entry for home consumption for a bill of entry for
uarehousing or uice uersa.

viii) Section 111. Confrscation of improperly importled goods, etc.

Tlrc follouing goods brought from a place outside India shall be liable to
confiscation:

(m) ang goods uthich do not correspond in respect of ualue or in ang other
particular uith tlrc entry made under thb Act or in the case of baggage uith the
declaration made und.er section 77 in resped tlereof, or it the case of goods under
transhipment, utith the declaration for transhipment refened to in the prouiso to
sub-section (1) of section 54;

ix) Section 1 12. Penalty for improper lmportation of goods, etc:

Ang person,

(a) u.tla, in relation to ong goods, does or omits to do ang act u-thich act or omission
u.tould render such goods liable to conftscation under section 177, or abets the
doing or omission of such an act, or

(3) TLrc importer slnll present the bill of entry under sttb-section (1) before the
end of the dag (including holidags) preceding the day on u.thich the aircraft or
uessel or uehicle carrying the goods arriues at a custotru; station at uhich such
goods are to be cleared for home con-sumption or u.tarehousing:
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(b) utn acquires possession olFor js in ang utag concemed_ in corrying, remouing,
depositing, hnrbouing, keeping, concealing, selling or purctnsing, or in ang other
manner dealing uith ang goods tuhich he knouts or Lr,'s reason to belieue are
liable to conftscation under section 1i 1, shall be liable, -

(i) in the case of goods in respect of tohich any prohibition is in force under this
Act or ang other la ut for the time being in force, to a penaltg not exceeding the
ualue of the goods or fiue thousand rupees, uthicheuer is tLLe greater;

(ii) in the case of dutiable goods, other than prohibited. good.s, subject to the
prouisions of section 114A, to a penolty not exceeding ten percent of the duty
sought to be euaded or jiue thousand ntpees, uthicheuer is higher:

Prouided that ulhere such dutg as determined und.er sub-section (g) of section 2g
and the interest pagable thereon under section 2BAA i,s paid u'ithin thirtg d-ays
from tLrc date of communication of tLrc ord.er of the proper offi.cer d.etermining such
dutg' tLrc amount of penatty liable to be poid. bg such person under this section
shall be tu.tentg-fiue percent of tlle penaltA so d.etermined_;

(iii) in the case of good.s in respect of tahich the ualue stated in tLrc entry made
under this Act or in the case of baggage, in the declaration mad.e under section
77 (in either case hereafi.er in thb section refened to as the declared" uotue) is
higher than the ualue thereof, to a penaltg not exceeding the difference betlueen
the declared ualue and the ualue thereof or fiue thousand- rupees, u.thicheuer is
the greater;

(iu) in the case of goods falling both under clauses (i) and (iii), to a penaltg [not
exceeding the ualue of the goods or the difference betrueen the declared. ualue and
tlrc ualue thereof or fiue thausand rupeesl, uthicheuer is the highest;

(u) in the case of goods falling both under clauses (ti) and (iii), to a penaltA not
exceeding the dutg sought to be euaded on such goods or the difference bettaeen
the declared uolue and the ualue thereof or fiue thousand rupeesl, u.thicheuer is
tlrc higLrcst.

x) Section 114A. Penalty for short-levy or non-levy of duty ln certaln
cases3

Where the dutg has not been leuied or tro,s been start-leuied or the interest
Lrts not been clutrged or paid or hr-s been port paid or the dutg or interest has
been erroneouslg refunded bg reason of collusion or ang u.tilful mis-statement or
suppression of facts, the person u.tho is liable to pag the dutg or interest, as the
cose maA be, as detennined under sub-section (8) of section 28 stnll also be
liable to pog o penaltg equal to th.e dutg or interest so determined:

Prouided that uhere such dutg or interest, as th,e case mag be, as determined
under sub-section (8) of sedion 28, and the interest poyable thereon under
section 28AA, is paid uithin thirtg dags from the dote of the communication of
the order of the proper olficer determining such dutg , the amount of penaltg lioble
to be paid by such person under this section shall be tuLentg-fiue per cent of tLrc

dutg or interest, as the case maA be, so determined.

xi) Section 114AA. Pcnalty for use of false and lncorrect material:

If a person knouinglg or intentionallg makes, signs or uses, or couses to be
made, signed or used, ang decloration, statement or document uhich is false or
incorrect in ang material particular, in the transaction of ang business for the
purposes of this Ad, slnll be liable to o penaltg not exceeding fiue times tLe
ualue of goods.



Section 124. Issue of show cause notiee before <:onfiscation ofgoods,xii)
etc.

3.2

No order confiscating ang goods or imposing ang penaltg on anA person

slntl be mad.e under this Chapter unless the outner of the goods or such

person-

(a) is giuen a notice in utiting tt-tith the pior approuol of the officer of Customs

not belou-t the rank of an Assistant Commissioner of Customs, informing him of

the grounds on uhich it is proposed to confiscate the goods or to impose a

penaltg;

(b) is giuen an opportunitg of moking a representation in utriting within such

reasonable time as mag be specified in the notice Qgoinst tlrc grounds of

confiscation or imposition of penaltg mentioned therein' and

(c) is giuen a reasonable opportunitg of being heard in the mattet

Prouidedthottlrcnoticereferredtoinclause(alandtherepresentotion
referedtoinclause(b)maa,ottherequestofthepe-rsonconcernedbeorol'

Prouidedfurtherthatnottaitltstandingissueofnoticeunderthissection,
the proper officer mag i-ssue a supplementa:ry notice under such

circum.stances and in such manner as mog be prescibed'

CustomsValuatlon(DeterminationofValueoflmportedGoods}Rules'2oo7:

i) Rule 2. Definltions:

(2) For the purpose of these ntles, persons shalt be deemed to be "related"

ontg if -

(i) theg are officers or directors of one another's businesses;

(ii) theg ore legallg recognised partners in bttsiness;
(iii) they are employer and emplogee;
(iu) ang person directly or indirectlg ouns' a)ntrols or holds ilue per

cent or more of the outstanding uoting stock or shores of both of
them;
(u) one of them directlg or indirectlg antrols the other;

(ui) both of tLrcm are directlg or iidirectlg corttrolled bg a third
person;
(uii) together theg directlg or indirectlg control a third person; or
(uiii) theg are members of the same fomilg.

iD Rule 3. Determlnation of the method of valuation:

( 1 ) Subject to rule 1 2 , the ualue of imported goods shall be the transaction ualue

adjusted in occordance uith prouisions of rule 1O;

(2) Value of imported goods under sub-rule (1) shall be accepted:
Prouided that -

(a) there are no restictions as to the disposition or use of the goods bg the
buger other than restictions uhich

(i) are imposed or reqtired bg lau.t or bg the public authoities in
India; or
(ii) limit the geographical area in u.thich the goods mag be resold; or
(iii) do not substontiallg affect tte ualue of the goods;

(b) the sale or pice is not subject to some condition or consideration for u-thich

a ualue cannot be detennined in respect of tLe goods being ualued;
(c) no port of the proceeds of ang subsequent resal-e, disposal or use of the
goods bg the buger uill accrue directlg or indirectll4 to the seller, unless an
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appropiote odjustment can be made in accordance tuith the provisions of
rule 1O of tlrcse rules; and
(d) the buger and seller are not related, or wh.ere tle buger and seller ore

related, that tra n-saction ualue is acceptable for custottLs purposes under the

proubions of sub-rule (3) belort-t.

(3) (a) Where the buger and seller are related, the transaction ualue shall be

occepted prouided that the examination of tlrc circumstances of the sale of
the imported goods indicate that the relationship did not inJluence the price.

(b) In a sale betttteen related persons, tlrc tra nsaction ualue sLnll be

accepted, toheneuer the importer demonstrates that the declared ualue of
the goods being ualued, ctoselg opproimotes to one of the follouing ualues

ascertained at or about the same time.
(i) the transaction ualue of id.entical goods, or of similar goods, in

sales to unrelated bugers in India;
(ii) tlrc deductiue uolue for identical goods or similar goods;

(iii) the computed ualue for identical goods or similar goods:

Provided th.at in applging the ualues usedfor comparison, due account sltoll
be taken of demanstrated difference in commercial leueb, quantitg leuels,

adjustments in accordonce uith the prouisions of rule 7O and cost inatrred
bg the seller in sales in which he and the buger are not reldted;

(c) substitute ualues sLall not be established under the prousions of clause

(b) of this sub-ru\e.

ft) if the uolue cannot be determined under the prouisions of sub-rule (1), tLrc

uolue shall be deterntined bg proceeding sequentiallg through rule 4 to 9.

iii) Rule 11. Declaratlon by the importer

( 1) Th.e importer or his agent slnll furnish -
(a) a dectaration disclosing full ond accurate details relating to the ualue of
imported goods; and
(b) ang otler statement, information or document including an inuoice of the

manufacturer or producer of the imported goods uhere the goods are

imported from or tLvough a person other than the mnnufacturer or producer,

as considered necessory bg the proper oJficer for detennination of the ualue

of imported goods under tLrcse rules.

(2) Nothing antained in these rules slnll be con-stnted as restricting or calling

into question tte ight of tle proper oJficer of crtstoms to sati-sfg himself as

to tlrc truth or occuracA of ang statement, informntion, document or
declaration presented for ualuation purposes.

P) fhe prouisions of tlrc Customs Act, 1962 (52 of 1962) relating to

conftscation, penaltA and proseqfiion shall applg to coses u.th-ere u'trong

declaration, information, statement or documents are furnish.ed under
tlrcse rules.

4 Discussion and Findin ES of InvestiEation

SaDmtsslon made bg tlv lmpot't'er CAIPL

4.7 Further, the importer vide letter dated 22.09.2022,27.12.2022,26.10.2023 atd
07 .O2.2O24 interalia submitted that:

4.1 . I The method of valuation and billing of various grade chemicals imported

regarding the prices were standard without considering the volatility of purity
percentage and determined independently considering the arm's length principle
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and the functions performed, asset deployed, and risks assumed by the tested
party of each of those transactions.

4.7 .2 ln general, Transfer Prices (Import Prices) of products were set to allow their frrm
as routine manufacturer/light processor and distributor to cover its costs and
earn .rn arm's length profit for its functions performed, assets deployed and risks
assumed. The basis for the calculation was attributable to the functions
performed, including but not limited to manufacturing cost, selling expenses,
freight and distribution expense, general and administration, etc.

4. 1.4 After discussion on the matter with FMC for the period whr:n Corteva Agrisciences
India Private Limited ("Corteva India") imported the said product for FMC India,
FMC India asked them also to pay on similar lines, tht: custom duties which
might arise, factoring in the 7o purity of the product being imported. Basis the
same, tl-re differential duty along vrith interest up to 31!t December, 2022 }ras
been paid.

4.1.5 Further, they clarifred that Corteva India had sold a portion of its Crop Protection
Business to FMC India on November L, 2077, and owing to certain regulatory
restrictions, Corteva India was required to carry on business acttvities on behalf
of FMC, India for a period until it obtains the Central Insecticides Board
registration. Consequently, Corteva lndia and FMC Inclia had entered into a
workaround agreement wherein Corteva India was obligaled to carry business on
behalf of FMC and recover from FMC India, its expenses cn cost-to-cost basis. As
a part of this arrangement, the said product was importecl by Corteva India. After
formulating the product, using the imported technical in India, the frna-1 product
was sold to FMC India without any profits. So far as import prices of various
products are concerned, they were being guided by FMC only, and CAIPL being
importers on record for them.

4.1.6 CAIPL is not privy to FMC policies as to product pricing. Corteva has its own
Transfer Pricing Policy. They had made payment without prejudice and to purely
buy peace and because of the fact that Corteva was proviiing a logistics and sa.les

services to FMC, for an FMC active and sha1l be indemnified by FMC as per the
Work around arrangement.

Inuestigatlon bg Special Valuation Branch (SVE/ Jor CAIPL and. FIPL

4.2 The Assistant Commissioner, Special Valuation Brarch (SVB), Import-Il, New
Custom House (NCH), Mumbai vide File No. CUS/SVB /MLIMl877 /2O21-SVEi-O/o
COMMR-CUS-IMP-I-ZONE-I-MUMBAI having DGOV REGN Nc. DOV00O6O71 issued
lnvestigatron Report No. 182/AC/SVB/SI<B/2022-23 dated 18.11.2022 regarding
determination of assessable value of goods imported by M/s Corteva Agriscleoce India
Private Limlted (Previously known as M/s E.I. Dupont India Itivate Limited) from its
related suppliers accepting the transaction value of import till present method of
Invoicing or the condltions of sale etc. remains unchanged.

4.3 The Deputy Commissioner, Special Valuation Branch (SVB), Air Cargo Complex
(ACC), Bengaluru vide File No. C. No. S-44 lO3/4812016 SVB,BNG having DGOV No.
0011804 issued Investigation Report (New Case) No. 10/2019 dated 18.02.2019
regarding determination of assessabie va-lue of goods imported by M/s FMC India Private
Limited from its related supplier and held that the price declared by the importer in the
invoices may be accepted as the Transaction Va1ue under Rule ii (3) (a) of the CVR, 2007
for the purpose of Customs Valuations. Houteuer, tf there is an-n chg;noe in the
method of lnuolcinq. terms of 

"eldtlonshlp 
or ang other material facts d.Ifecting

the va.luation oJ goods under the CVR, 2OO7 read ulth: Section 74(I) of the

4.1.3 Ideal Transfer price was set/reviewed at the beginning of rhe year and revised as
required to ensure that arm's length remuneration met for the fiscal year.
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Customs Act, 7962, the importcr sho,ll iniorrn the so,rne to the Special Vaktation
Brrlnch lmmediatelg so rrs to en&k the revieut oJ the decision in Jotce.

TransJer Pricing (TP)

4.4 M/s FMC India Private Limited, vide letter dated 07.O9.2O22 and email dated

14.06.2024, submitted Transfer Pricing (TP) List for the year 2Ol9 to 2023. The said

transfer priclag list is based on staadard Purity of active compound Present in the

product and is listed under Table-03 be1ow.

Table-O3

4.5 As submitted by importer CAIPL that they sold a Portion of its Crop Protection
Business to FIPL on Ol.7l.2Ol7 and owing to certain regulatory restrictions, the CAIPL

was required to carry on business acLivities on behalf of FIPL for a period until it obtains
the Centra-l Insecticides Board registrations. Therefore, both the firms entered into a
workaround agreement wherein CAIPL was obligated to carr5r business on behalf of FIPL

arrd recover from FIPL its expenses on cost-to-cost basis. As evident above, the foreigrt
suppliers of FIPL from 01.1 1.2017 becomes related to CAIPL in terms of Rule 2(21 of t}re
CVR,2OO7. The goods supplied by the related foreign suppliers should be on the basis
of transfer price arrangement as per FIPL. The transfer pricing of FIPL was fixed based

on Standard Purity of acLive compound/ingredient of the Insecticide of Technical grade

(Technical'for short), which meals the actual value of imported goods was decided

based on actual percentage of the active compound/ingredient based on rate frxed on

Standard Purity. However, FIPL itself has discontinued the practice of fixing the price

based on actual purity arrd made the tralsfer pricing rates as actual rate per unit
without considering the actua-1 purity of the active compound/ingredient.

4.6 The said investigation was initiated as the method of invoicing was chalged
which rendered the transaction value determined by transfer pricing questionable

between related parties. Tralsfer pricing is the method used to determine the arm's

length price by related parties, which becomes transaction value for customs purposes.

During the investigation, it was unravelled that though CAIPL was importing initially
from DuPont Singapore, and then FMC Singapore, the pricing was not being determined
by GAIPL as they had entered into cost-to-cost basis arrangement to import on behalf

Year 2019 2020 202L 2022 2023
TEC}INICAL

NAME
Purit
YYo

TP
Price in

Rs.

Purit
v"h

TP Price
in Rs.

Purit
Y "/.

TP
Price in

Rs.

Purit
Y "/"

TP
Price i!

Rs.

Purity TP Price
itr Rs.

BIFENTHRIN 97 .6
o

2458.38 97 .6
0

97 .6
0

97.6
o

97 .60

CARBOSULFAN 90.8
0

lo47 .30 90.8
0

1003.85 90.8
o

1033.60 90.8
0

1o46.70

CLOMAZONE 93.8
0

1249.78 93.8
0

t237 .51 93.8
o

t274.19 t290.34 93.80

CLOTHIANIDIN 98.O
o

98.00 2460

FLUTHIACET
M ETHYL

36903.3
5

98.8
0

38489.98 98.8
0

98.8
0

31130.6
1

98.80

METAMIFOP a527 .at 98.5
0

9002 98.5
0

98.s
0

METSULFURON
METITYL

100 100 100 3964.45 100 4227.74

RYNAXYPYR
(CHLORANTRANI

LIPROLE)

97.5
0

97 .5
o

23406.52
(Reuision-

1)
23905.20
(Reui-sed-

2)

97 .5
o

245t2.O
5

97 .5
0

23462.5
4

97 .50

CYAZYPYR
(CYANTRANILIPR

oLE)

97 .O
0

97.O
0

37797.43 97 .O
0

38918.0
o

97 .O
o

30934.7
0

97 .OO 31977.32
(Reuision-

1)
32986.87
(Revision-

2)
SULFENTRAZONE 92 2533.8 92.O

o
92.O

o
92.O

0
92.OO

1375.92

I

I

I 
eo.80 | 

r5s7.8s
I

93.8
o

I

98.8
0

98.5098.5
0

loo 
I

I

I

I
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of FIPL by acting as importer-on-record for them. In a separate investigation initiated
against FIPL, FIPL had agreed that the change in invoicing practioe by them have caused
evasion of Customs duty and voluntarily paid the dues. The same invoicing practice was
adopted by them for those transactions in which CAIPL have acted as importer-on-
record. This resulted in a unique situation where though transactions were happening
between related entities, the transaction va-lue was determined by third entity, in this
case FMC, which rendered CAIPL's SVB Investigation Report No.
182/AC/SVB/SKB/2022-23 dated 18.11.2022 irrelevant in this case.

4.7 CAIPL had agreed during investigation that goods were imported on behalf of
FIPL, a:nd thus they would deposit any short-paid duty amount that resulted due to
change in invoicing practice as suggested by FIPL. During in.restigation, CAIPL had
voluntarily ca-lculated and deposited duty, interest and penalty with regard to imports
done by them on behalf of FIPL. This includes imports where sr-rpplies had made both
by Dupont Singapore and FMC Singapore. But since the imports were happening on
behalf of FIPL, CAIPL had voluntarily calculated and deposited customs dues also for
the earlier period for the transactions where the supplier was FMC Singapore by
adopting the same invoicing mechanism, even though the entities were technically
unrelated. CAIPL had voluntarily paid the amount of Rs.4,05,511,962 /- lor the imports
from supplier FMC Singapore.

4.8 During the course of investigation, CAIPL also had vohrntarily calculated and
paid Customs dues for the transactions where the supplier wasi DuPont Singapore, its
related entity and FMC Singapore, by adopting same invoicing mechanism. CAIPL have
paid the amount of Rs.5,05,83,460/ - (inclusive of duty, inr-erest and penalty) as
determined by them towards their liability under Section 28 of the Customs Act, 1962
for the relevant period from December,2077 to October, 2019.

Non-applicabiltfu of SVB order oJ CAIPL Jor the so;id imports

4.9 During the invesLigation, it was unravelled that though CAIPL was importing
initially from DuPont Singapore, and then FMC Singapore, tht: pricing was not being
determined by CAIPL as they had entered into cost-to-cost basis arrangement to import
on behalf of FIPL by acting as importer-on-record for them. The change in invoicing
practice by FMC had caused evasion of Customs duty. The same invoicing practice was
adopted for those transactions in which CAIPL have acted as irnporter-on-record. This
resulted in a unique situation where though transactions were happening between
related entities, the transaction value \Mas determined by third entity, in this case FMC,
which rendered CAIPL's SVB Investigation Report No. 182/AC/SVB ISKB/2O22-23
dated 18.1 1 .2022 irrelevant in this case.

Change oJ method oJ lnvoicing

4.10 During the investigation, it was unravelled that though CAIPL was importing
initially from DuPont Singapore, and then FMC Singapore, the pricing was not being
determined by CAIPL as they had entered into cost-to-cost basls arrangement to import
on behalf of FIPL by acting as importer-on-record for them. where the invoicing was
done on the basis of a fixed concentration of active ingredient 11 the product. The fixed
concentration of active ingredient chosen for the purpose of valuation was generally less
than the actual concentration of active ingredient, which decreased the actua-1 value of
the imported product. However, as per pricing policy of FIPL the actual value of imported
goods should be decided based on actual percentage ofthe actir.,e ingredient based. It is
clear that after CAIPL had sold a portion of its Crop Protection Business to FMC India
on November 7, 201,7, the method of invoicing should be as per FIPL pricing policy.

Ground Jor lnrnklng extended pertod Jor recotEry oJ dutg under Sectlon 28ft) oJ
the C\tstoms Act, 7962

4.ll As evident from above, it is clear that CAIPL had acted as Importer on behalf of
FIPL. The FIPL had become the owner of Crop Protection business of CAIPL after
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01.1I.2017. The said fact had never been disclosed/informed to concerned SVB

Authority. Though ttre imports had happened on behalf of FIPL, but it was responsibility
of CAIPL to disclose any change in pricing practice, which may result in short payment

of customs duty. Also, by frlling B/E from its related entit5r, DuPont Singapore, CAIPL

made those imports appear to look like imports from related pa-rty, when tl.ey were only

acting as importer-on-record. Similarly, GAIPL had also imported same goods from FMC

Singapore, making it appear to like tralsactions from unrelated party, when he was

only acting as importer-on-record for FIPL. The said transactions would have been

transactions between related entities if FIPL would have imported. The act of changing

the method of invoicing which resulted in under valuation of the actual price of imported
goods whereby resulting in short payment of customs dues is clear case of intentional
act. These facts were never disclosed at the time of clearance. Therefore, it appeared

that CAIPL has suppressed the materia] fact resorting to mis-declaration in value i.e.

under-valuation and cleared the goods without the applicable duty payment. From the

facts a]ld circumstances as detailed in Para: 4.1 to 4.10, it is felt that M/s corteva
Agriscience India Private Limited had violated section 17 of tlie customs Act, 7962,

wherein it is envisaged that, an importer entering any goods under section 46 of the

Act, is bound to self-assess the duty, if any, Ieviable on such goods. The importer in the

instant case, made an assessment of the duty of Customs by changing the billing
practice which led to loss of revenue by way of Import Duties to the Government

Exchequer. Had not the department initiated enquiry against the importer, the said act

of suppression as discussed above on the part of importer in order to evade the duty of
Customs 1iab1e to be deposited to the Government Exchequer would not have come to

light and remained un-noticed. Hence, the extended period was invokable and the duty
was liable to be recovered under the provisions of extended period in terms of Section

28 (41 of the customs Act, 1962 along with interest in terms of Section 28AA of the

Customs Act, 7962 apart from imposition of penalty.

Valuation of lmporaed goods bg CNPL on beha$ of FIPL

4.L2 As evident from above discussion, from 01.11.2O17 the foreign suppliers of bottt

FIPL and CAIPL are related to each other. Therefore, the pricing policy of the import
made by GAIPL should be based on the price arrangement of FIPL. The pricing of FIPL

was fixed based on Standard Purity of active compound/ingredient of the Insecticide of
Technical grade (Technical'for short), means the actual value of imported goods was

decided based on actua] percentage of the active compound/ingredient based on rate

hxed on Standard Purity.

4. 13 From December, 2Ol7 to September, 2018 CAIPL has imported goods on beha-lf

of FIPL from foreign related supplier M/s Dupont Company (Singapore) Pte (Dupont

singapore) of GAIPL. The details of these imports are listed in Annexure-A. At that time,
these bills ofentry were provisionally assessed for supplier Dupont Singapore and hnal
for FMC Singapore. Consequent to SVE}, NCH, Mumbai Investigation Report No.

l82lAC/SVB/SKB/2022-23 dated 18.11.2022these bills of entry were finalized in year

2023 and 2024 (b:il of entry frled at INNSA1 were finalized on21.o2.2o23,INBOM4 were

fin dizr:d. on lO .OS .2024 and INBRC6 were finalized ot 03 .06.2024 / 06.06.2024\. As

submitted by GAIPL vide their letter dated 27.11.2022 and various statements that the

said goods were imported on behalf of FIPL as FIPL did not have mandatory CIB

registrations and GAIPL acted as importer on record, therefore GAIPL was liable for
palrment of differential duty along with interest and penalty for imports from its supplier
Dupont Singapore as listed in Annexure-A.

4.14 From November, 2018 to October, 2019 CAIPL had imported goods on behalf of

FIPL from foreign related supplier of FIPL i.e. M/s FMC Agro Singapore Pte Ltd. (FMC

Singapore for short). At that time, the bills of entry were assessed final on record as the

FMC Singapore and cAIPL were unrelated. In this period the GAIPL had already sold his

Crop Protection Business to FIPL and hence they were related at that time. Therefore, it
appears that FIPL influenced the pricing directly to their favour causing loss to the

exchequer. The GAIPL submitted that after their discussion with FIPL who agreed on
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the matter, FIPL asked CAIPL to pay the differentia.l duty along wirh interest and penalty.
Therefore, CAIPL voluntarily also paid the differentia-l duty along q/ith interest and
penalty for imports from supplier FMC Singapore which is related supplier of FIPL.

4.15 Therefore, in view of above, the imports made by CAIPL on behatf of FIPL should
have pricing based on actual purity of active compound/ingredi,:nt of the Insecticide of
Technical grade (Technical'for short), means the actual value of imported goods had to
be decided based on actual percentage of the active compound/ingredient based on rate
frxed on Standard Purity.

4.76 For illustration purpose, the valuation that the importer has adopted at the time
of import and the valuation that the importer has to adopt as per actual purity is
illustrated as below:

4.16.1 The CAIPL had imported lO,O00kgsof Chlorantraniliprolt: Technical (a1so known
as Rl.naxypyr) having declared unit price of$493.33 (Rs.32,0I7l-) per kgs at ICD
Dashrath (INBRC6) through Home Consumption BiIl of Entry No. 4552392 dated
26. 12.20 17 having Invoice N o. 7 7 21 360953 dated ). t. 12. 20 t7 .

4.16.2 As per Pricing Policy of FIPL which should be adopted by CAIPL, the unit price of
Chlorantraniliprole Technical is Rs.32,017/- per kgs at 97.5%o Standard Purity
i.e. one kilogram of Chlorantraniliprole TechnicaT of 97 5% purity is priced at
Rs.32,017/-. That means, the price of goods having purity more than 97.5o/o will
be accordingly higher. However, the CAIPL valued the goo(ls at Rs.32 ,O7,71,17O /-
(32,017- 10,000) without considering the actua.l purity ol the imported goods.

4.16.3 The batch wise actual purity ofthe goods imported under said BE are listed under
Table-O4 below. For Batch No. SEP1TSHRG9 having 650 Kgs of said goods had
actual purity of 98.12o/o. However, the goods were va-lueC at Standard Purity of
97.5oo/o at Rs.32,017/- per kg i.e. 650 kg of said batch was valued at
Rs.2,08,11,126/-. However, the actual purity of the said batch is 98.127o, hence,
the purity difference that has not being considered in value is 0.627o which turns
out to be 4.03 kgs of active ingredient that has not bei:g considered in value.
Therefore, the value of quantity based on purity differer-rce is Rs. 1,29,029/- at
Rs.32,O17/- per kg. Consequenfly, the re-determined v.alue of 650 kgs of said
goods in Batch No. SEP1TSHRG9 is Rs.2,O9,40,155/- and not Rs.2,08,11,126l.
Similarly, the value of quantity based on purity difference for all the batches
imported under subject BE are as listed in Table-O4 below. As evident below,
there is under-valuation of Rs.11,67,344/- in tllLe subjecl BE.

Table-O4

Vatue of
Qtv
based
on
Purity
Diff lln
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97.50
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0.33 5.2n 320t7 51227347 51396438

6 SEPlTSHR
H4
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Calc-ulation of dutg dnd other llabitities:

4.17 Tlne consignments imported in the past by CAIPL as detailed in Annexure-A from
its related supplier Dupont Singapore were cleared by adopting method of invoicing
where the goods were valued as per Standard Purity arrd not as per Actual Purity of
active compound. Therefore, it appeared that CAIPL cleared the goods with short duty
paJrment that is liable for recovery.

4.18 For the consignments imported in the name of CAIPL through bills of entry
detailed in Annexure-A, it appeared that the va]ue declared for the consignments

imported by CAIPL were based on invoices where the Unit Price of product was as per

Standard Purity whereas the unit price of product should be based on actual purity
wherever it was higher than the Standard Purity. Hence, the declared value in past

consignments was not the correct value of the goods. Therefore, the invoices submitted
at the time of the import of the goods appeared to be incorrect document in terms of
Rule 11 of the Customs Valuation (Determination of the value of Imported Goods) Rules,

2OO7 (CVR, 2OO7).

4.19 Accordingly, the value of the impugned goods, as declared in respective biils of
entry and as detailed in Annexure-A to the Show cause Notice, imported into India in
the name of CAIPL from its related foreign suppliers, on the basis of which the said

goods were assessed and allowed clearance, did not appear to be the true and actua-l

Transaction Va-lue of the said goods, in terms of the provisions of Section 14(1) of the

Customs Act, 1962 read with provisions of Rule 3(1) of the Customs Valuation
(Determination of the Value of Imported Goods) Rules, 2007 (hereinafter referred to as

cvR, 2oo7). In terms of the Rule 3(1) of cvR, 2oo7, it was apparent that the actual
value of the said goods imported by CAIPL was the value determined by them taking
into account the actual purity of the compound which they had submitted during the

investigation. Further, Shri Sandeep Bansal, Tax Manager of CAIPL, in his statement
dated 22.O9.2022 arrd,07.O2.2024 recorded under Section 1O8 of the Customs Act, 1962

has admitted that the value of goods imported by GAIPL on behalf of FIPL should be on

the basis of actual purity.

4.20 Tlr,e correct Trarsaction Va-lue of the consignments, as detailed in Annexure-A to
the Show Cause Notice, for the purpose of Section I4(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 read

with provisions of Rule 3(1) of the CVR, 2007, is as per Actua-l Purity of active compound

of the product and not as per Standard Purity. The Transaction Value is required to be

re-determined by adopting the methodolory as illustrated above under Table-04 atrove

i.e. it has to be re-determined as per Actual Purity of active compound of the product
arrd that shall be the value for the determination of actual assessable value of goods

imported.

4.21 Therefore, CAIPL was liable to pay duty on the value of quantity based on purity
difference. The duty liability was ascertained on the basis of redetermined assessable

value as iliustrated above. Consequently, the amount of differential duty i.e. duty not
levied or not paid on account of the above stated mis-declaration in val.ue were as

calculated in Annexure-A. The duty was liable to be recovered under the provisions in
terms of Section 28 (4) of the Customs Act, 1962.

4.22 For the past consignments imported through bills of entry as detailed in
Aanexure-A to the Show Cause Notice, the declared assessable value was

Rs.13,99,45,9 8,4(J7 l -. The redetermined assessable value is Rs.14,08,31,90,7261"
Therefore, the dllferential duty llabiltty is Rs.2,74,45,9O1/- on the va.lue of quantity

of actual purity whose value was not considered in invoice as detailed in Annexure-A to

the Show Cause Notice.

4.23 On the said differentia.l duty, the interest was ca.lculated from the date of bill of
entry to the date of actua-1 payment made during the course of investigation as detailed

in A.Daexure-A. The total itrterest liabilty was Rs.1,9O,2O,6751'. As submitted by

CAIPL vide their letter dated 27.1I.2022 and vaio:us statements that the said goods
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were imported on behalf of FIPL as FIPL did not have mandatorj. CIB registrations and
CAIPL acted as importer on record, therefore CAIPL was liable for pal,rnent of differential
duty along with interest and pena.lty for imports from its supplier Dupont Singapore.
Under Section 28(5) of the Customs Act, 1962, penalty at the ratc of 15% of the demand
of differential duty of Rs.2,74 ,45,9071- as detailed in Annexure-,{ is Rs. 41,16,885/-.

4.24 Further, the CAIPL submitted that they discussed the matter with FIPL in respect
of imports from supplier FMC Singapore who is related to FIPL and the FIPL asked them
to pay the differential duty a,long with interest and penalty rbr imports from FMC
Singapore voluntarily. Therefore, CAIPL voluntarily also paid the differentia-l duty along
with interest and penalty for imports from FMC Singapore which is related supplier of
FIPL.

Summ,ary

4.25 T}:e CAIPL had acted as importer on behalf of FIPL during the said period. The
import pricing followed by CAIPL was in contravention to the method of invoicing
followed by FIPL. The invoicing was done on the basis of a frxed concentration of active
ingredient in the product which decreased the actual value of the imported product.
However, the actual value of imported goods should be decided based on actual
percentage of the active ingredient based.

4.26 Consequently, CAIPL vide letter dated 27.12.2022 agreed that they had acted as
importer on beha-lf of FIPL and subsequently voluntarily deposiled the differential duty
along with interest arrd penalty ascertained as per correct method of invoicing.

4 .27 CAIPL vide letter dated O9.O9.2O24 submitted that, as they had made the
necessary payments of dues voluntarily therefore requested for closure of proceedings
without issuance of show cause notice.

4.28 T}re present case is covered under clause (a) of Section l 1OAA of the Customs
Act,l962 as the goods imported have been cleared from multiple jurisdictions. The port-
wise duty liability is tabulated under Table-O1 below. The differr:ntial duty is highest in
respect of ICD Dashrath 0NBRC6), which falls under the jurisdiction of the Principal
Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad. Therefore, in terms of Section 1 lOAA read with
Notification No. 28 /2022 Customs (NT) dated 31.03.2022 t1-e proper officer in the
instant case is 'the Principal Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad'.

TABLE.Ol

Contranpntions

5 Thus, from the evidence on record, statements of the various persons and legal
position in the matter, as discussed above, it appears that:

5. 1 The goods imported in past by CAIPL vide bills of entry as detailed in
Annexure-A to the Show Cause Notice, are liable to conflscation under Section
111(m) of the Customs Acl, 1962, for making false entries in the Bills of Entry by
mis-declaring the value of goods.

Sr.
No.

Port
Code

Port/ACC/ICD
Name

Declared
Assessable
Value

Redetermined
Assessable
Value

Amount In Rs.
Differential
Duty

1 INBRC6 ICD Dashrath 11,90,10,74,838 2,2A,t4,925
2 INNSAl Nhava Sheva t,56,t1,42,7a6

11,97,47,1A,882
1,57,:t7,77,457 39,t4,221

53,23,80,783 53,46,94,387 7,t6,754INBOM4

Total

3 ACC Mumbai

L3,99,45,98,4O7 2,74r45,gOL

I

I r+.oe.sr.go.zze I
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5.2 The declared assessable value of Rs.13,99,45,98 ,4O7 /- ol the goods

imported vide bills of entry as detailed in Annexure-A to the Show Cause Notice,
is liable to be re-determined as Rs. 14,O8,3 1 ,90 ,726 / - as detailed in Annexure-A
to the Show Cause Notice, under the provisions of Seclion 1a(1) of the Customs

Act,7962 read with Rule 3(1) of the Customs Valuation (Determination of Value

of Imported Goods) Rules, 2O07.

5.3 The differential duty amount is Rs.2,74,45,9OU -, as detailed in Annexure-

A to the Show Cause Notice, should be demanded and recovered from CAIPL who

acted as importer on behalf of FIPL under the provisions of Section 28(4) of the

Customs Act, 7962, along with appropriate interest under the provisions of
Section 28AA, ibid.

5.4 On the said differential duty, the interest is calculated from the date ofbill
of entry to the date of actual paJment made during the course of investigation as

detailed in Annexure-A. The interest liabilty is Rs.1,90,20,675l-.

5.5 The importer is liab1e for penalty under Section 7 72(al atd/ot Section

114A of Customs Act, 1962 for imports made under bills of entry as detailed in
Annexure-A. Under Section 28(5) of the Customs Act, 7962, penalty at the rate

of 15"/. of the demand of differential duty of Rs.2,74,45,901/- as detailed in
Annexure-A is Rs. 41,16,885/-.

5.6 The demand of differential duty along with interest and penalty as per

Annexure-A of Rs.5,05,83,460/- is liable to be appropriated from the voluntarily
pa1rment made by CAIPL towards their liability under Section 28(4) of the

Customs Act, 1962.

6. In view of tJre above, Show Cause Notice No. Vfi/10-16l Pr.Commr/O&A/2024-
25 dated 71.o9.2024 issued to M/s corteva Agriscience India Private Limited (IEC No.

0596020651) (previously known as M/s E.I. Dupont India Private Limited) v- Ascendas,

Atria Block, 12th Floor, Plot No.17, Software Units Layout, Madhapur, Hyderabad,

Telangana- 5OOO81 ' calling upon them to Show Cause in writing to the Principal
Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad having his Offrce at Custom House, Nr. All India
Radio, Income Tax Circle, Navrangpura, Ahmedabad -380009, as to why:-

(a) The declared assessable value of Rs.13,99,45,9E,4OU - (Rupees One Thousand
Three Hundred Nbety Niae Crore' Forty Five Lakh, Ninety Elght Thousaad'
Four Huadred & Sevea Only) should not be rejected and the same should be re-

determined having assessable value of Rs' 14,08'31'90'726/ - , (Rupees One

Thousaad Four Huadred & Etght Crore, Thirty Oae Lakh, Ninety Thousand,

Seven Hundred & Twenty Slx only) under the provisions of Section 14(1) ofthe
Customs Act, 1962 read with Rule 3(1) of the Customs Valuation (Determination

of Value of lmported Goods) Rules, 2OO7, and SVB IR No. 10/2019 dated

la.O2.2ol9 as discussed from Para 4.1 to 4.4 above;

(b) Subject goods having assessable va-lue of Rs.14,O8,31,9O,7261- (Rupees One

Thousand Four Huadred & Eight Crore, Thlrty One Lakh, Ninety Thousaad'
sevca Hundred & Treaty Six oaly) imported through various Ports, shall not

be held liable for confiscation under Section 111(m) of the customs Act, 7962 for

making false entries in the Bills of Entry by mis-declaring the value of goods, as

discussed from Para 4.1 to 4.4 above;

(c) The differential Customs Duty amounting to Rs.2,74,45'9OL I ' (Rupees Two

Crore, Seveoty Four Lakh, Forty Five Thousaad, Nine Huadred and One

onlyt as mentioned in Para:4.10 (Table-S), short paid by them on the said goods,

should not be demaaded and recovered from them under Section 28(4) of the
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Customs Act, 1962. The differential Customs Duty amounting to
Rs.2,74,45,9O1/-(Rupees Two Crore, Seveaty Four Lakh, Forty Five
Thousand, Nine Hundred and One onlyf paid by them (as per details in Para:
5.5(i)) should not be appropriated against the above mentioned differential duty
liability;

(d) Interest should not be demanded and recovered from them under Section 28AA
of the Customs Act, 1962 on the Customs Duty demartded at (a) above. The
Interest amounting of Rs.9O,2O,675/ - (Rupees Ninety Lakh, TVenty
Thousaad, Slx Hundred & Seventy Five only) paid should not be appropriated
towards the above mentioned Interest liability;

(e) Penalty should not be imposed upon them under Section 112(a) of the Customs
Act, 7962;

(f) Penalty should not be imposed upon them under SecLiorr 114A of the Customs
Act, 7962;

(g) Penalty should not be imposed under Section 114AA ofthe Customs Act,7962;
(h) Penalty of Rs. 41,16,885/- (Rupees only) already paid should not be

appropriated.

6.1. Further, as the amount of interest was inadvertently menlioned as Rs.
90,20,675/- in the para 6(d) of the Show Cause Notice dated I7.O9.2O24, therefore,
corrigendum to the show cause notice was issued on I I .12.2024 and following
correction was made:

In the said Show Cause Notice at para 6 (d) in place of words & hgures "The Interest
amounting of Rs. 90,20,675/- (Rupees Ninety Lakh, Twenty Th,tusand, Six Hundred &
Seventy Five only) paid should not be appropriated towards; the above mentioned
Interest liability" may be read as "The Interest amounting of Rs. 1,90,20,6751- (Rupees
One Crore, Nlnety Lakh, Tbeaty Thousaud, Six Hundted & Seventy Flve only) paid
should not be appropnated towards the above mentioned Intere:st liability".

DEFENCE SUBMISSION:

7, The importer vide letter dated 07.10.2024 submitted that the proceedings with
DRI had been going on for more than 2 years and they had ftLlly cooperated with the

authorities. They further submitted that the importer is a law-abiding entity and have

supported the investigation in all possible ways and always submitted all the releval'rt

information. They had voluntarily (under instructions from FIPL) made the necessar5r

payment of taxes, based on discussion with DRI amounting to INR 9,11,37,422 /-. They

further submitted that during the investigation, on instruction of FIpL, they have paid

differential duty of Rs.2,74,45,901 /- along with interest of Rs. 1,90,20,625/- and.

Penalry@ls% Rs. 41,16,885/-. They have also mentioned that Che request of closure is
made under instructions of FIPL and should not be construed as an acceptance of the
allegations made in the scN. Further, they have submitted that they have paid entire
dues along with interest and penalty before the issuance of iihow cause Notice arrd

amount thus paid has been examined and confirmed in the Show Cause Notice. They

further requested that since they have paid all dues under SrrcLion 2s(5) of customs
Act,l962 the proceeding initiated against them are liable to be closed under section
28(6) of customs Act,1962 arrd issue may be treated as closed with the provisions ofthe
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Customs Act, 7962 and they further confirmed that aforesaid amounts are paid

voiuntarily and they do not wish to litigate or adjudicate the said payments and the

amount thus paid may be duly appropriated as mentioned in the Show Cause Notice'

PERSONAL HEARING:

8. The importer vide letter dated 07.10.2024 reiterated that as they have already

paid the duties along with interest and penalty as per Section 28(5), even before the

Show Cause Notice is issued, therefore, under the provisions of Section 28(6) of the

Customs Act, 1962, the proceedings are liable to be considered as closed and not liable

for further adjudication.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS:

9 I have thoroughly reviewed the Show Cause Notice dated 11.09.2024 &

corrigendum dated 11.12.2024 and written submission dated 07.10.2024 made by the

importer as well as compilation of statutory provisions.

9.1 I find that the present case carne into tight when on the basis of specilic

intelligence, an enquiry was initiated against M/s Corteva Agriscience India Private

Limited (CAIPL in short), who were engaged in import of goods on behalf of FIPL from

its related party and have altered its billing practice of imported goods from actua.l purity

(actual concentration) to standard purity (fixed concentration) in respect of certain

active ingredients in the product arld thus by resorting to under-valuation thereby,

evading the applicable customs duty. The fixed concentration of active ingredient chosen

for the purpose of valuation was generally less than the actual concentration of active

ingredient, which decreased the actual value of the imported product which led to

revenue loss. M/s Corteva Agriscience India Private Limited has acted as a.rr importer

on beha.lf of M/s FMC India Private Limited and imported goods for them and changed

invoicing practice as suggested by FIPL. Consequently, it appeared that M/s Corteva

Agriscience India Private Lirnited was liable to pay the duty not paid/short paid under

Section 28(4) of the Customs Act, 1962 (hereinafter referred to as "the Act") along-with

applicable interest under Section 28AA of the Act. Further, it appeared that the subject

goods were being imported by reason of making false entries in the Bills of Entry by mis-

declaring the va-lue ofgoods, the subject goods were liable for confrscation under Section

111(m) of the Act and M/s Corteva Agriscience India Private Limited had rendered

themselves liable to applicable pena-lty under Section 112 (a), 114A and 114AA of the

Act.

10. From the facts ofthe case and submissions ofthe CAIPL, I have to decide whether

the declared assessable value of Rs. t3,99,45,9E,4O7/- is liable to be rejected and re-

determined at Rs. 14,O8,3L,9O,7261- and the importer is liable to pay the differential

custom duty of Rs. 2,74,45,9O1/- (Rupees Two Crore, Seventy Four Lakh, Forty Five

Thousand, Nine Hundred ald One only) alongwith applicable interest of Rs.

L,9O,2O,6751 - (Oae Crore, Ninety Lakh, Twerty Thousand, Six Huadred aad
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Seventy Five Only) in terms of Section 28AA of the Customs Ar:t, 1962. I have also to

decide whether the importer is liable for penalty under Section 112 (a), I14A & 114AA

of the Customs Act, 1962 and the Impugned goods imported vide Bills of Entry as

mentioned i.n Annexure-A to the Show Cause Notice having assessable value of

Rs.14,08,31,90,7261 - (Rupees One Thousand Four Hundred & Eight Crore, Thirty
One Lakh, Ninety Thousaad, Seven Huadred & Twenty Six oaly) imported through

Various Ports are liable to confiscation or otherwise.

1 1 From the facts and submission made by the importer, I note that the importer is

engaged in the activity of light processing of Agri Chemicals, sales, marketing and

distribution of crop protection chemicals. These raw materials are either imported or

procured domestically and are used for manufacturing variou s formulations. CAIPL

used to import various goods i.e. variou s grade technical of

pesticides/insecticides/herbicides manufactured by E I Dupont USA and China

through Dupont Singapore and Switzerland. I further note that CAIPL India had sold a

portion of its Crop Protection Business to FIPL on November l,2017, and owing to

certain regulatory restrictions, CAIPL India was required to carry on business activities

on behalf of FIPL for a period until it obtains the Centra-l Insecticides Board (CIB)

registration. Consequently, CAIPL and FIPL had entered into a'workaround agreement

wherein CAIPL was obligated to carr5z business on beha-lf of FMC and recover from FIPL,

its expenses on cost-to-cost basis. As a part of this arrangement, the said product was

imported by CAIPL. After formulating the product, using the imported technica.l in India,

the final product was sold to FIPL without any profrts and so far as import prices of

various products are concerned, they were being guided by FMC only, and CAIPL being

importers orl record for them.

11.1 From the above, I further observe that the foreign suppliers of FIPL from

07.11 .2017 became related to CAIPL in terms of Rule 2(21 of t}rt: CVR, 2007. The goods

supplied by the related foreign suppliers should be on the basis of transfer price

arrangement as per FIPL. The transfer pricing of FIPL was fuled based on Standard

Purity of active compound/ingredient of the Insecticide of Technica-l grade (Technical'

for short), which means the actual value of imported goods was rlecided based on actua-l

percentage of the active compound/ingredient based on rate fixed on Standard Purity.

However, FIPL itself has discontinued the practice of fixing thr-' price based on actual

purity and made the transfer pricing rates as actual rate per unit without considering

the actual purity of tle active compound/ingredient.

1 1.2 I further obsen'e that during the investigation, it was unravelled that though

CAIPL was importing initially from DuPont Singapore, and then FMC Singapore, \Mithout

having any control over pricing, as they acted as importer-on-iecord for FIPL on cost-

to-cost basis. I frnd that in a separate investigation initiated against FIPL, they

acknowledged that the chaage in invoicing practices 1ed to customs duty evasion and

they voluntarily paid the evaded duty alongwith applicable intorest and penalty. I ftnd

that the same invoicing practice was adopted by FIPL for those transactions in which
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CAIPL have acted as importer-on-record which resulted in a unique situation where

though transactions were happening between related entities, the transaction value was

determined by third entity, in the present case FIPL, which rendered CAIPL's SVB

Investigation Report No. 182lAC /SVB /SKB /2022-23 dated 18.11.2022 irrelevant in

this case.

11.3 I observe that although CAIPL initially imported through DuPont Singapore, then

through FMC Singapore, the pricing was not being determined by CAIPL as they have

entered into cost-to-cost basis arrangement to import on behalf of FIPL by acting as

importer-on-record for them, where the invoicing was done on the basis of a fixed

concentration of active ingredient in the product. The frxed concentration of active

ingredient chosen for the purpose of valuation was genera-lly less thal the actua-l

concentration of active ingredient, which reduced the actual va-lue of the imported

product. However, FIPL's pricing policy specifred that the actual import va-lue of

imported goods should reflect actua-1 active ingredient concentrations, and the value of

imported goods by CAIPL on behalf of FIPL should be as per FIPL pricing policy, but

CAIPL's invoicing did not follow this method post the sale of its crop protection business

to FIPL on November 7, 2077 .

11.4 I find that by declaring the va.lue of goods on standard pricing rather than on the

basis of actual concentration of chemicals in tl:eir Bill of Entry during the period

December 2Ol7 lo October 2019 has resulted in underva-luation of the products

imported by them. The underva.lutaion of the product has resulted in short pal.rnent of

duty on the goods imported into india by t1.e importer. Further, the DRI alleged that the

Trarisaction Value of the consignments imported in the name of CAIPL, declared in

respective bi1ls of entry and as detailed in Annexure-A to the Show Cause Notice, are

mis-deciared, and is required to be ascertained under the provisions of Section 1a(1) of

the Customs Act, 1962 read with provisions of Rule 3(1) ofthe CVR,2OO7.

11.5 I further frnd that the correct Transaction Value of the consignments, as detailed

in Annexure-A to the Show Cause Notice, for the purpose of Section 14(1) ofthe Customs

Act, 1962 read with provisions of Rule 3(1) of the CVR, 2007, is as per Actual Purity of

active ingredient of the product and not as per Standard Purity. I frnd that the DRI has

by adopting the methodolory as illustrated under Table-04 of para 4.16.3 above has re-

determined the transaction value as per Actual Purit5z of active ingredient of the product

and that is the value for the determination of actual assessable value of goods imported.

I find that for tJre past consignments imported through bills of entry as detailed in

Annexure-A to the Show Cause Notice, the importer has mis-declared assessable va.lue

of goods as Rs.13,99,45 ,98,4O7 /-, however, the re-determined assessable value was

Rs.14,08,31,90 ,7261 -. I further hnd that the differential duty Iiability on differential

assessable value amounting to Rs. 8,85,92,3L9/- was cal.culated as Rs.2,74,45,9O1/

based on the value of quantity ofactual purity whose value was not considered in invoice

as detailed in Annexure-A to the Show Cause Notice and the same was demanded from

the importer under the provisions of Section 2a@l ol tt-e Customs Act,7962, along with

appropriate interest under the provisiols of Section 28AA, ibid.



Page 28 of 32

11.6 I lind that as per Section 17 of the Customs Act, 7962,.vherein it is envisaged

that, an importer entering any goods under Section 46 ofthe Act, is bound to self-assess

the duty, if any, leviable on such goods. In the instant case, CAIPL has acted as Importer

on behalf of FIPL. FIPL has become the owner of Crop Protection :usiness of CAIPL aJter

O7.77.2077.I find that the said fact has never been disclosed/ informed to concerned

SVB Authority. Though the imports have happened on behalf of FIPL, but it was

responsibility of CAIPL to disclose any charrge in pricing practice, which may result in

short payment of customs duty. Also, by fi11ing B/E from its related entity, DuPont

Singapore, CAIPL made those imports appear to look Like imports from related party,

when they were only acting as importer-on-record. Similarly, CAIPL have aLso imported

same goods from FMC Singapore, making it appear like transactions from unrelated

party, while they were only acting as importer-on-record for FIPL. The said transactions

would have been tralsactions between related entities if FIPL wortld have imported such

goods. The act of changrng the method of invoicing which resulted in under valuation of

the actual price of imported goods whereby resulting in short pa.,rment of customs dues

was clear case of intentional act. These facts were never disclosed at the time of

clearance. I further Iind that the importer in the instalt case, made an assessment of

the duty of Customs by changing the billing practice which led to loss of revenue by way

of lesser paJrment of Import Duties to the Government Exchequer. Had the department

not initiated enquiry against the importer, the said act of suppression on the part of

importer to evade the duty of Customs liable to be depositt:d to the Government

Exchequer would not have come to light and remained un-noticed. Hence, I hold that

the extended period is rightly invoked and the duty is liable to l>e recovered under the

provisions of extended period in terms of Section2S $l of the Customs Act, 1962 along

with interest in terms of Section 28AA of the Customs Acl, L962 apart from imposition

of penalty.

LL.7 I flnd that on being pointed out, the differential duty liabillty of Rs. 2,74,45,90L / ,

the importer, on instruction of FIPL, agreed to the objection of the Dzu and voluntarily

paid the differential duty amountin g to Rs.2,7 4,45,901/- during Lnvestigation and same

is liable to be appropriated against the demand of differentia.l duty under Section 28 (4)

of the Customs Act, 1962.

11.8 I frnd that on the above differential duty of Rs. 2,74,45,907 / -, the importer has

also paid interest amounting to Rs. 1,90,20,675/- voiuntarily during investigation arrd

amount thus paid is liable to be appropriated against the demand of interest under the

provisions of Section 28AA of the Customs Act, 1962.

11.9 I frnd that the Importer has a.lready paid the penalty amounting to Rs.

41)6,a85 /- (15% of differential duty amount of Rs.2,74,45,9O1/ 'l voluntarily and same

is liable to be appropriated against the penalty as demanded under section 28$l of

Customs Act, 1962.

L2 I hnd that in reply to the Show Cause Notice dated 11.09.i2024, the importer vide

their letter dated 07.10.2024 submitted that they had acted as an importer on behalf of

FMC India Private Limited ald on instruction of FIPL they agreed witJl the contenlion

raised by the department and before issuarrce of show cause notice i.e. during the
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investigation, they have paid differential duty of Rs. 2,74,45,901/- along with interest

of Rs. 1,90,20,675/- and, pena-Ity of Rs. 41,16,885/- (l5o/" of differential duty amount of

Rs.2,74,45,901/-). They further submitted that they have voluntarily made the payment

of differential duty along with interest a:nd penalty as specified in section 28(5) of

customs Act, 1962 and they do not want any further litigation in this matter. I note

that the importer also requested to close the proceedings by issuance of appropriate

order as provided under Section 28(6) of the Customs Act, 7962.

13. I find that in the instant case, Show Cause Notice was issued to the importer,

M/s Corteva Agriscience Ind.ia Private Limited, for the demand of differential duty under

Section 28$l of the customs Act, 1962, along with applicable interest under section

28AA, and for the imposition of penalties under Sections ll2 lal, 114A, arrd 114AA of

the Customs Acl, 1962. Additionally, the goods imported were proposed to be

confiscated under Section 1 1 1(m) of the Customs Act, 1962, with a corresponding

penalty under Section I 12(a) of the Act, on the grounds that the importer had mis-

declared the assessable value of the imported goods, resulting in short payment of

customs duty for several Bills of Entry frled during the period from December 2017 to

October 2O19. The importer, however, on ilstruction of FIPL has already accepted the

re-determined assessable value of Rs. 14,OE,31,9O,7261- and acknowledged that the

differenlial duty of Rs.2,74,45,901/- arose due to change in pricing by FIPL. During

the investigation, and prior to the issuance of the Show Cause Notice dated 11

September 2024, the importer voluntarily paid the differential duty of Rs. 2,74,45,901I ,

along with the applicable interest of Rs. 1,90,20,675 / - and a penalty of Rs. 4 i,16,885/-

(15% of differential duty amount of Rs.2,74,45,90I /-), I frnd that proceeding initiated

vide Show Cause Notice No. VIII/ 10-16 / Pr. Commr /O&A/2024-25 dated 17.O9.2024

& corrigendum dated 1 1. 12.2024 needs to be concluded in terms of the provision of

Section 28 (6) (i) of the Customs Act,l962 without prejudice to the provisions of Section

135, 135A and 140 ofthe Customs Act, 1962.

13.1 I find that once the goods are held liable for confiscation, penalty under Section

112 of the Customs Act, 7962 are attracted. Penal provisions under Section 1 12 of the

Customs Act,1962 in the case ofdutiable goods, other tharr prohibited goods are subject

to tJre provisions of Section 114A of the Customs Acr,l962 and as per fifth proviso to

Section 1144 of the Customs Act, 1962, where any penalty has been levied under

Section 1 14A, no penalty shall be concurrently levied under Section 1 12 of the Cu stoms

Act, 1962. In the present matter, the differential customs duty amounting to

<2,74,45,901/- in relation to the imported goods, which bear a total differential

assessable value of Rs. 8,85,92,319/-, has been duly demanded and conhrmed under

the provisions of Secilon 28(4) of the Customs Act, 1962. This is to be levied alongside

the applicable interest under Section 28AA ald the imposition of penalties under

Section 114A of the Act. Consequently, ttre invocation ofpenal action under Section 112

(a) of the Customs Act, 7962, becomes inapplicable and non-invocable in the present

circumstances. Additionaily, tJre importer has voluntarily discharged the differentia-1

duty liability, along with the accrued interest and a penalty quantified at 15%o of the

duty, as delineated in the Show Cause Notice, prior to its formal issuance. In view of the
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entire factua1 matrix stated above, I f-rnd that the proceeding against the importer under
Section 28 (4)., 28A4, Section 111(m), Section ll2 lal, Section I 14A and 114AA of the

Customs Act, 1962 are deemed to be conclusive as per the provision of Section 28 (6) (i)

of the Customs Act, 1962.

13.2 Regarding the issue offine in lieu of confrscation, I frnd tha: as per Section 125 (1)

of the Customs, Act, 1962, it is mandatory for the officer adjudl;ing confiscation of the

goods, other than the goods the importation or exportation whereof is prohibited under

the Customs Act,7962 or under any other law for the time being in force, to give to the

owner of goods, or where such owner is not known, the person tiom whose possession

or custody such goods have been seized, arl option to pay in lieu of confrscation such

Iine as the said oIficer thinks frt. However, flrst proviso to Section 125 (1) of the Customs

Act, 1962 provides that where the proceeding are deemed to be concluded under

provision to sub- section (2) of Section 28 or under clause (i) of sub-section (6) of that

section in respect of the goods which are not prohibited or restrir:ted, no such frne shall

be imposed. From the DRI letter dated 02.72.2024 issued from F.No. DRI/MZU/F/lNT-

83 /ENQ-72 /2022, I note that M/s Corteva Agriscience India Prir ate Limited (previously

known as M/s E. I. Dupont India Private Limited) has valid Ce:tificate of Registration

issued by the CIB & RC (Central Insecticide Board & Registratior-r Committee) to import

the impugned goods. Thus, in the present case, I find that the goods having assessable

val.ue of Rs. 1408,31,9O,726/- held liable for confiscation is neither prohibited nor

restricted and the proceedings are deemed to be concluded under Section 28 (6)(i) ofthe

Customs Act, 1,962 and therefore, I am not inclied to impose any fine in lieu of

confiscation.

14.1 M/s Corteva Agriscience India Private Limited (IEC No. 0596020651) having

their registered ofhce situated at V- Ascendas, Atria Block, 12th F1oor, Plot No. 17,

Software Units Layout, Madhapur, Hyderabad, Telanganer 500081 has declared

assessable value of Rs. 13,99,45,94,4071- lRupees One Thousand Three

Hundred Nlnety Nine Crore, Forty Flve Lakh, Niaety Etght Thousaad, Four

Huadred & Seven Oaly) for goods imported by them vide various bill of entries

during December 2017 to October 2019. I order to reject the value assessed by

the importer and conhrm the re-determined assessable value of Rs.

14,08,31,90,726l- (Rupees Oae Thousaad Four Hundred & Elght Crore,

Thtrty 6ne Lakh, Ninety Thousaad, Sevea Hundred & Tveaty Slx onlyl under

the provisions of Section 1a(1) of the Customs Act, 7962 read with RuIe 3(I) of

the Customs Va.luation (Determination of Value of Imported Goods) Rules, 2007,

and SVB IR No. 10/2019 dated 18.02.2019.

L4.2 M/s Corteva Agriscience India Private Limited has already paid the

differential duty alongwith interest demaaded under Section 28 $) and Section

28AA, respectively of the Customs Act, ),962 vide the Show Cause NoLice No.

v lll / lO - I 6 / Pr.Commr/ O&A / 2024 - 25 dated 1 1.O9.2024 and corrigendum dated

14. In view of the foregoing discussion and findings, I pass the f,:llowing order.

::ORDER::
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77.72.2024 and they have also paid the penalty equal to fifteen percent of the

duty demanded in the notice as provided under Section 28 (5) of the Customs

Act, 7962. I order to confirm the demand of duty of Rs' 2'74,45'9O1/' under

Section 28(a) of the Customs Act alongwith appLicable interest of Rs.

L,9O,2O,6751- under Section 28AA of the Customs Acl, 7962 and order to

appropriate the total amount of Rs. 5,05,83,461/- (Rupees Five Crore, Five Lakh,

Eighty Three Thousald, Four Hundred and Sixty One only) paid by the imPorter

against duty of R.s. 2,74,45,901l-, Interest of Rs. L,9O,2O,6751' atd
Penalty of Rs. 41,16,885/-. Hence, the proceeding in respect of Show Cause

Notice No. vl]il/10-16 /Pr.Commr/o&A/2024-25 dated 11.O9.2024 and

corrigendum dated 1 1.12.2024 is hereby treated as concluded in terms of the

provision of Section 28 (6)(i) of the Customs Act, 1962 without prejudice to the

provisions of Section 135, 135A and 14O of the Customs Act, 1962.

14.3 I hold that the imported subject goods having assessable value of Rs.

14,O8,3L,9O,726 / - imported through Various Ports vide various Bills of Entry

are liable for conflscation under Section 1 11 (m) of the Customs Act, 1962.

However, in view of the frrst Proviso to Section 125 (1) of the Customs Act, 1962

and deemed conclusion of the proceeding under Section 28 (6) (i) of the Customs

Act, 1962,I do not impose any hne in lieu of conhscation under Section 125 (1)

of the Customs Act, 1962.

14.4 I refrain from imposing any penalty on M/ s. Corteva Agriscience India

Private Limited under Section 1 12(a) of the Customs Act, 1962;

14.5 I refrain from imposing any penalty on M/s. Corteva Agriscience India

Private Limited under Section 114AA of the Customs Act, 1962.

15. This order is issued without prejudice to any other action that may be taken under

the provisions of the Customs Act, 1962 and Rules/Regulations framed thereunder or

aly other law for the time being in force in the Republic of India.

16. The Show Cause Notice No. VI[/ I0- 16/Pr.Commr/O&A/ 2024-25 dated 1 1.09.2O24

& corrigendum dated 1 1. 12.2024 is disposed off in above terms.

RECE IVED :3'
cusToMS (l-io), A' AD, a\

ATE
(Shiv Kumar Sharma)

Principal Commissioner,
Customs, Ahmedabad

li

tttv

IGN.

'AME c,+
F. No. VIII/ 10- 16 /Pr.Colr,mr /O&A/2024-25 Date:21.O2.2025

DtN : 2O25O27 1 MNOOOOOOE6DF
BY SPEED POST A.D.
To,
M/s Corteva Agrisclence ladia Private Li.mited (IEC No. 05960206511 lpreuiouslg
known as lrt/s E.I. Dupont l",dTa Pritnte Limitedl, V-Ascendas, Atria B1ock, 12th Floor,

Plot No.17, Software Units Layout, Madhapur, Hyderabad, Telangana- 500081'

L/
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Copy To:

1. The Chief Commissioner of Customs, Guj arat Customs Zone, Ahmedabad;
2. The Additiona-l Director Genera-l, Directorate of Revenue Intelligence, Mumbai

Zond Url\t, Mumbai;
3. The Deputy Commissioner, ICD Dashrath, Nahavasheva Port, ACC Mumbai;
4. The Deputy/ Assistant Commissioner, HQ Systems, Customs Ahmedabad, for
uploading on the official website;
5. The Deputy/ Assistant Commissioner, HQ Recovery Cell, Customs Ahmedabad;
6. Guard File.


