F.No. 5/49-43/CUS/AHD/2025-26

Hrargres (erdten) srgaa®T safay, AgUeEe
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS (APPEALS). AHMEDABAD

ﬁ?ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁh Floor,mﬁﬁﬂ HUDCO Building, %’H’\" Hﬁ:lﬂg Ishwar Bhuvan Road,
-'ﬁ?"TQRT Navrangpura, HGIAIG Ahmedabad — 380 009.
GUMHTY SHHID Tel. No. 079-26589281
DIN-20260271MNO000091489A

WIS W& FILE NO.

F.No. S/49-43/CUS/AHD/2025-26

SdTer3Te T H®@IAT ORDER-IN-
APPEAL No. (dum=es sifufeam,
1962 P URT 128F & 3feia)

(UNDER SECTION 128A OF THE
CUSTOMS ACT, 1962):

AHD-CUSTM-000-APP-557-25-26

|
SHRI AMIT GUPTA

uIiawal PASSED BY Commissioner of Customs (Appeals),
AHMEDABAD
f&Hi® DATE 26.02.2026 ;
|
|
Sy ordier Sme 1 . 7 feAie Speaking Order No. Misclassification/AC/ICD |
ARISING OUT OF

ORDER - IN - ORIGINAL NO.

VRNM/ 01/2024-25 dated 26.02.2025 passed by |
the Assistant Commissioner of Customs, ICD- |

Varnama.
srdfter o Tl e R Top
ORDER- IN-APPEAL ISSUED ON: 26.02.2026 .'_‘_ (2 \
‘TM
TR LT M/s. Aakash Décor Lifestyle Products\ 4 / /‘

NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE
APPELLANT:

B-17, Hathikhana Market Yard, Fatepum “““" 4
Vadodara - 3960006. "

T T S AT & 1Tl SUGNT & [o1¢ YU # 41 Wil § (o-d T8 Ug SIIRT (a1 74T 3.

This copy is granted free of cost for the private use of the person to whom it is issued.

arfﬂ‘ﬁmm%zﬂﬂﬂmlwrﬁ‘hﬁ(l)mmmﬁfﬂm%aﬁﬂ:rﬁmﬁ‘ffaa ﬂfﬁnfrﬂ?mn?ﬁai ,

TR H Bie iR 59 e A

B AT HeqH Sl 81 dl 39 AW I Wi ST af@d 3 |

nﬁﬂ%mmaﬁamgaaaﬁa(anaﬁmm = e, Qe v gwe ant. 98
feett &Y gfteror e g F% 9o d 6.

Page 1 of 14




ENo. 5/49-43/CUS/AHD/2025-26

| Under Section 129 DD(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended), in respect of the following categories of
| cases, any person aggrieved by this order can prefer a Revision Application to The Additional
| Secretary/Joint Secretary (Revision Application), Ministry of Finance, (Department of Revenue)
| Parliament Street, New Delhi within 3 months from the date of communication of the order.

- FufafEe gafRa srexorder relating to :

()

aT19 & U | SATITId BIS AT,

| (a)

any goods imported on baggage.

(@)

WIRE H ST B 8 4! aTg & aral 771 Qb HIRA § 7% T=ad WA 0 IaR 7 78 7
a1 39 T3 RITH W IR W11 & e Siféra wra SaR = oM UR 41 39 T AT TR IaR ¢
HTA &1 9T # Srdfére wra @ st ),

(b)

Any goods loaded in a conveyance for importation into India, but which are not unloaded at their place
of destination in India or so much of the quantity of such goods as has not been unloaded at any such
destination if goods unloaded at such destination are short of the quantity required to be unloaded at that
destination.

(T

HHATTe® AU, 1962 & waTa X qUT S TS ¢t g=me MU PRt & aed Yow arusi BT Srernt,

(c)

Payment of drawback as provided in Chapter X of Customs Act, 1962 and the rules made thereunder.

TRIGUT 3MTee U7 T1d Faarae 1 [r1e® URey § YR S 81T orad ol st sia &
St ofiR 3w & wry el e waw g ek

The revision application should be in such form and shall be verified in such manner as may be
specified in the relevant rules and should be accompanied by :

(P)

PIE B Ta, 1870 & A H.6 IR[AT | B U YU [T T TR 3 ST BT 4 TFera,
| ot oo ufar & vary 39 9t =amarers yew Ree s @ IRk,

(a)

4 copies of this order, bearing Court Fee Stamp of paise fifty only in one copy as prescribed under
Schedule 1 item 6 of the Court Fee Act, 1870.

(M)

G GEATAV b SETTaT WY A ATaxT B1 4 WiadT, are o

(b)

4 copies of the Order - In - Original, in addition to relevant documents, if any

(M

| qA&T & frT arrdee B 4 whaat

(c)

4 copies of the Application for Revision.

(&)

| GAXIEOT TG GTAR $Y & [o1g WIHTIew SHTUTTAH, 1962 (@UTAITRI) B FUd B ster
vHle Wi qus sraftely fafdy wet & <fidd ot smar 8 % 200-=ug 3wt 51 yar %.1000/-
(U TS §HR AT ), 5Tt ATt 81% wvafRia Yarars & yariores gar &.97.6 2 g,
e Yew HT 14T ST T 791 68 @) RN FUY U a1 91 IR B 8 ) 0 v F
Y 7 F.200/- SR afe T ara & e 8 9 v & 9 A 9.1000/-

(d)

The duplicate copy of the T.R.6 challan evidencing payment of Rs. 200/- (Rupees two Hundred only) or
Rs. 1,000/~ (Rupees one thousand only) as the case may be, under the Head of other receipts, fees, fines,
forfeitures and Miscellaneous Items being the fee prescribed in the Customs Act, 1962 (as amended) for
filing a Revision Application. If the amount of duty and interest demanded, fine or penalty levied is one
lakh rupees or less, fees as Rs. 200/- and if it is more than one lakh rupees, the fee is Rs. 1000/-.

HgH. z%aﬁ?ﬁmﬁ%mmmﬁmﬁﬂ%aﬁéﬁwmﬁm
HeYH $al &1 df @ e Hfifraw 1962 3 ey 129 T (1) & < Wi w3 # Wurges,
ST I Yewb R AT I ardfter arfiraswor & wwer Praff@e 1w anfte oy wod &

In respect of cases other than these mentioned under item 2 above, any person aggrieved by this order
can file an appeal under Section 129 A(1) of the Customs Act, 1962 in form C.A.-3 before the Customs,
Excise and Service Tax Appellate Tribunal at the following address:
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HHATEP, BRI IATG Yob G §al Y Customs, Excise & Service Tax Appellate
Srftferaarfisor, ufisdt a=g dis Tribunal, West Zonal Bench

ORI Hive, ggaTelt 49, Fee RREIRR | 2" Floor, Bahumali Bhavan, Nr. Girdhar Nagar
e, SHRAl, AGHGIHIG-380016 Bridge, Asarwa, Ahmedabad-380 016

e ATURTH, 1962 B URT 129 T (6) S 9T, STATYE® SATUTTIH, 1962 BT URT 129T (1) &
i onfter & wry PraferfRa goo wow 83 wife-

Under Section 129 A (6) of the Customs Act, 1962 an appeal under Section 129 A (1) of the Customs
Act, 1962 shall be accompanied by a fee of -

3dTel | WG ATet # STgl [l SIHTe® STUSRI gIRT W 4T Yo 1Y o4To qdT ST 147
43 $1 ToH UIY 1 ¥ AT U FH 1 6l Th §WR IUT.

(a)

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of Customs in the
case to which the appeal relates is five lakh rupees or less, one thousand rupees;

St & wraiRrd Ard ® Sigt (el SIHTIe® TSR gRT | 74T Yo 317 SaTsl auT eIy g7
S D1 7HH U AT FUU H U@ g AfeT Ul vary wra 9 oif¥es 9 8 ) Ui g9k $uT

(b)

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of Customs in the case
to which the appeal relates is more than five lakh rupees but not exceeding fifty lakh rupees, five thousand
rupees ;

(M

Ut | wrEa arad | oiel [eat HTRUPBTRI GIRT AT 74T (e 3R TS qUT ST 77T
S B THH TATH A1E ¥ UT A 3if® g1 91, 39 §WR $UT.

(©)

where the amount of duty and interest demanded and penalty levied by any officer of Customs in the case
to which the appeal relates is more than fifty lakh rupees, ten thousand rupees

39 HIGY & favg SHfUHRUT & FHA AN T Led & 10 % ST B IR.961 Yo J1 b T4 &8 adig
HEWETS P10 % SIS P W98l Padl 8 1[9a1E | &, 3dler a1 S|

l
|

(d)

An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on payment of 10% of the duty demanded where
duty or duty and penalty are in dispute; or penalty, where penalty alone is in dispute.

I AHTUTTGH DI YRT 129 (T) F S=d YIS WU & THE GTOR UAS 3Tde UA- (P) AP
e & forg ar refadt @Y YuR= & forg ar frwt oy water & g fvg g andier : - sruar
%;rﬁamanﬁaﬂﬁmmﬁﬁq%ﬁmmm%m%mmﬁﬁﬂﬁmwﬁmaﬁ

Under section 129 (a) of the said Act, every application made before the Appellate Tribunal-
(a) in an appeal for grant of stay or for rectification of mistake or for any other purpose: or

(b) for restoration of an appeal or an application shall be accompanied by a fee of five Hundred rupees,
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ORDER-IN-APPEAL

1. M/s. Aakash Décor Lifestyle Products, B-17, Hathikhana Market Yard, Fatepura,
Vadodara - 3960006 (hereinafter referred as ‘the appellant’ or ‘the importer’) has filed
the present appeal under Section 128 of the Customs Act, 1962, against a Speaking Order
No. Misclassification/AC/ICD VRNM/ 01/2024-25 dated 26.02.2025 (hereinafter referred
to as ‘the impugned order), passed by the Assistant Commissioner of Customs, ICD-

Varnama (hereinafter referred to as the ‘adjudicating authority’).

2, Facts of the case, in brief, are that the appellant has filed a Bill of Entry No. 7576249
dated 02.01.2025 (hereinafter referred to as ‘the impugned Bill of Entry) for import of
various items. Most of the items, for which classification is in dispute, have been declared
as Base Metal Fittings (Sofa Legs) — Material Iron. There are some other items of Base
Metal Fittings like Strips, Buttons, Metal Plate, Clips and Hinges of Iron, for which also the
classification is under dispute. The appellant has classified the disputed items under CTI
8302 4200 by self-assessment. The assessing officer of Faceless Assessment Group
(‘FAG’) was not convinced by the declared classification and so, he gave examination
order in respect of impugned goods. The examiner/inspector of Customs, conducted
examination of the goods, and it was gathered that the items listed from Sr. No. 1 to 59
of the impugned Bill of Entry, were exclusively components of Sofa and so, it appeared
that the correct classification should be under CTH 9403. The FAG pushed the impugned
Bill of Entry to Port Assessment Group (‘PAG’). The PAG also observed that the importer
has misclassified the goods. The importer/appellant was not agreed with the

classification adopted by FAG and PAG, but opted to pay the duty under protest.

3.1  The adjudicating authority has passed the impugned speaking order under the
provisions of Section 17(5) of the Customs Act, 1962. The adjudicating authority
observed that the importer has classified ‘sofa legs’ under CTH 8302 4200; that the
imported goods were in disassembled form, which can be put together with other goods
to assemble a sofa or similar other furniture, which is designed to be placed on floor only;
that the impugned goods appeared to be specifically designed for manufacture/assembly

of sofa or other similar article.

3.2  The adjudicating authority referred Chapter Note 1 of Chapter 83 of Customs
Tariff and observed that any components made up of base metal which are part of a

larger assembly (the ‘parent article’) should be classified under the same egtegc
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main assembly, not separately as individual base metal parts. That in the instant case,
the impugned goods are parts of larger assembly, in particular, Sofa, which are made up
of base metal, are correctly classifiable under the same classification of its parent article,
Sofa. That the images of articles suggest that the sofa legs, made up of base metal, have
the same function as that the sofa legs made up of wood. That the importer has classified
sofa legs made up of wood under CTH 9403 6000, attracting BCD @25%; whereas, the
importer classified similar sofa legs, made of base metal under CTH 8302 4200, which
attract BCD @15%. Thus, the adjudicating authority observed that the importer has
classified the goods merely on the basis of materials used in the manufacturing of the

same and totally ignored the function and purpose of the goods.

3.3 The adjudicating authority has referred the Chapter Note 2 of Chapter 94,
Explanatory Note of Chapter 94 and observed that the impugned goods are correctly
classifiable under CTH 9403 2090.

34 The adjudicating authority relied upon the Customs Advance Ruling No.
CAAR/CUS/ APPL/16/2021 in the case of Steelcase Asia Pacific Holdings India Pvt. Ltd.in
which the importer had imported chairs in disassembled form; and the ruling authority

held that the goods were to be classified under Chapter 94.

3.5 In view of the above position, the adjudicating authority rejected the declared
CTH 8302 4200 for the goods mentioned at item numbers 1 to 59 of the impugned Bill of
Entry and ordered to adhere on re-assessment under CTH 9403 2090 with consequent
duty liability under Section 17(5) of the Customs Act, 1962. He also vacated the protest
in respect of payment of Customs duty by the appellant and held that the duty amounting
to Rs. 14,47,378/- stands appropriated and adjusted.

4. Being aggrieved, the appellant has filed the present appeal, mainly, on the

following grounds of appeal.

4.1  The Chapter Note 1 of Chapter 83 of schedule 1 of Customs Tariff Act, 1975 refers
that,
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‘For the purpose of this Chapter, [parts of base metal are to be classified with their
parent articles. However, articles of other base metal (Chapters 74 to 76 and 78

to 81) are not to be taken as parts of articles of this chapter.’(sic)

4.2  That the documents submitted by the appellant were scrutinized; the detailed
description of the goods covering the actual photographs of the articles, issued by the
supplier, M/s BaiLiSi Hardware Co Limited were also uploaded and submitted. The images
of the articles suggest that the sofa legs made up of base metal, as declared by the
importer, has the same function as that of the sofa legs made up of wood. The
classification is clear for the similar sofa legs, made of base metal, under CTH 83024200,
which attracts BCD@15% at the time of import. Therefore, the goods are on the basis of
materials used in the manufacturing of the same as per the function and purpose of the

goods, in order to pay the correct duty.

4.3 In appellant’s letter dated 05.02.2025, it was stated that, ‘the difference between
furniture fittings and furniture fixtures lies in their function, mobility, and how they are
attached to furniture. That ‘Fittings’ are movable or detachable components that help in
assembling, operating or enhancing furniture such as legs hinges, handles, knobs, drawer
slides, locks, latches, screws, brackets which can be replaced or removed without
affecting the structure of the furniture. Whereas ‘Fixtures’ are permanently attached or
built in furniture components that becomes part of the property, built in wardrobes, wall
mounted cabinets, fitted kitchen units fixed shelves, etc cannot be easily moved or

removed without causing damage to the structure.

4.4  That as per of the Chapter 94 of schedule 1 of Customs Tariff Act, 1975: (Chapter
Note 2)
‘The articles (other than parts) referred to in headings 9407 to 9403 are to be
classified in those headings only if they are designed for placing on the floor or

ground’
The Explanatory Note of the Chapter 94 provides that,

‘This Chapter only coves parts, whether not in the rough, of the goods of heading
94.017 to 94.03 and 94.05, when identifiable by their shape or other specific features

as parts designed solely or principally for an article of those headings.

o~ I-"‘-.
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4.5 That on reading of the legal provisions, interpretive rules, customs tariff, Chapter
Notes and explanatory notes, it emerges that the imported impugned goods are not
correctly classifiable under CTH 94032090 attracting BCD@ 25%.

4.6 That ordinarily, goods are assessed to customs duty in the manner they presented
before the customs officer. It is also a settled position in law that goods would have to
be assessed in the form in which they are imported and presented to the customs and
not on the basis of the finished goods manufactured after subjecting them to some
process after the import is made. The decisions of the Hon’ble supreme Court in cases of
Vareli Weaves Pvt Ltd. [1996 (83) E.L.T. 255 (S.C)] and Sony India Ltd [2008 (231) E.L.T.
385 (S.C.)] have been cited in support.

4.7 To summarize the contentions of the appellant, classification of imported goods

should ordinarily be done as they are presented to the customs officer.

4.8 That the impugned goods, listed from Serial Numbers 1 to 59 were correctly
classified under CTH 8302 4200 in the Bill of Entry 7576249 dated 02.01.2025 and
applicable duties and taxes thereon are paid; that items at Serial Numbers 60 to 74 & 78

were classified under CTH 9403 6000 is also correct.

49 That to merit classification under the heading 8302 4200 which is for sofa legs, it
would be pertinent to examine whether the imported components, taken together, has
the ability to assume the character of Sofa when assembled. Rule 2(a) of the General
Rules for Interpretation of Import Tariff states that any reference in a heading to an
article shall be taken to include a reference to that article incomplete or unfinished,
provided that, as presented, the incomplete or unfinished articles has the essential
character of the complete or finished article. It shall also be taken to include a reference
to that article complete or finished (or falling to be classified as complete or finished by
virtue of this rule), presented unassembled or disassembled. Thus, the HSN Explanatory
Notes make it clear that articles of furniture presented disassembled or unassembled are

to be treat as assembled articles of furniture, provided the parts are presented together.

4.10 In view of the above submissions, the appellant requested that the impugned

’_’-"—;_B__fr;deﬁ_r_:_iﬁé_“‘rg\quired to be set aside with consequential relief.

R
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5. One set of the appeal memorandum has been forwarded to the adjudicating
authority for comments vide this office letter No. S/49-43/CUS/AHD/2025-26/2296 dated
04.07.2025, but no reply/comments has been received. So,Iproceed to decide the appeal

on the basis of documents submitted by the appellant.

6. Along with the appeal memorandum, the appellant had submitted a copy of TR-6
Challan No. 001 dated 23.04.2025 for Rs. 1,08,554/- towards payment of pre-deposit
under the provisions of Section 129E of the Customs Act, 1962.

7- In the Form No. C.A.-1, the appellant has shown the date of communication of the
impugned order dated 25.02.2025, as “26.02.2025”. Whereas, the appeal has been
received in this office on 24.04.2025. Thus, this appeal has been filed within normal period

of 60 days, as prescribed for filing appeal under Section 128(1) of the Customs Act, 1962.

8. In view of the above position, the appeal has been admitted and being taken up

for disposal on merits.

PERSONAL HEARING

9. Personal Hearing in respect of the appeal was held on 20.01.2026, which has been
attended by Mr. Prakash Mirchandani, Advocate, on behalf of the appellant. He reiterated
the submissions made at the time of filing of appeal. He also submitted Synopsis, which

are similar to the Grounds of Appeal, as reproduced hereinabove.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS
10. T have carefully gone through the written as well as oral submissions made by or

on behalf of the appellant viz. M/s. Aakash Décor Lifestyle Products.

11. The issue involved in the appeal is regarding proper classification of imported
goods like Base Metal Fittings of Iron viz. Sofa legs, Strips, Buttons, Metal Plate, Clips and
Hinges, which are undisputedly Fittings of Base Metal and meant for use in sofa/furniture.
The appellant has self-assessed and classified these goods under Customs Tariff Item
(‘CTI’) 8302 4200; whereas, the adjudicating authority has ordered to re-classify the
goods under CTI 9403 2090.

\\\-/ Page 8 of 14
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12. CTH 8302 covers Base metal mountings, fittings and similar articles suitable for
furniture, etc.; and CTI 8302 4200 covers Other mountings, fittings and similar articles

suitable for furniture. Whereas, CTI 9403 2090 covers Other furniture and parts thereof.

Itis undisputed that the impugned goods are suitable for furniture. But, itis to be decided
as to whether they are classifiable as Articles of base metals like mountings, fittings etc.

or as Parts of furniture.

13.  There is no allegation regarding mis-declaration of description of goods in this
case. Vide the impugned order, the declared description has not been changed, but only

classification has been changed.

14. 1 have gone through the description of items, as mentioned in the supplier’s

invoice as well as in the impugned Bill of Entry. The said description and classification are

as follows:
Table-1
Items for which classification has been changed by re-assessment
Sr. Nos. | Description of goods CTI self- | CTI re-
of BoE assessed by | assessed by
appellant Deptt.
1to 45 | Base Metal Fittings (Sofalegs) Material- | 83024200 94032090
Iron (different sizes from 3 to 16 Inches)
46 to 48 | Base Metal Fittings (Strips) 16 CMS 83024200 94032090 |
Material-Iron |
49 to | Base Metal Fittings (Button) Material-Iron 83024200 94032090
51, | |
54 to 56 ‘
52 & 53 | Base Metal Fittings (Metal Plate) 7 Cm * 7 83024200 94032090 ‘
Cm Material-Iron =
57 & 58 | Base Metal Fittings (Clips) Five Hole Clip 83024200 94032090
Material-Iron | s
59 Base Metal Fittings (Hinges) 300 MM | 83024200 @ 94032090
Material-Iron
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Table-2
Items for which classification has been NOT been changed / re-assessed
| Sr. Nos. | Description of goods CTI self-assessed Remarks
of BoE by appellant
60 Wooden Legs 6 inches Material- 94036000 Self-assessed
Iron+Wood classification
61to 71 | Wooden Legs Material-Wood ( 94036000 accepted by
& 78 2 to 10 inches) Customs
72to 74 | Bidding Pipe 04 to 06 MM 94036000 Deptt.
75 & 76 | Webbing Belt 2 & 3 Inches 58063990
77 Plastic Fittings 39263090

15.  While re-assessing classification of the disputed items, the adjudicating authority
has relied upon Chapter Note 1 of Chapter 83 and Chapter Note 2 of Chapter 94, which

are as follows:

15.1 Chapter Note 1 of Chapter 83

“1.  Forthe purpose of this Chapter, parts of base metal are to be classified with
their parent articles. However, articles of iron or steel of heading 7312, 7315, 7317
or 7320, or similar articles of other base metal (Chapters 74 to 76 and 78 to 81)

are not to be taken as parts of articles of this chapter.”
15.2 Chapter Note 2 of Chapter 94

2. The articles (other than parts) referred to in headings 9401 to 9403 are to
be classified in those headings only if they are designed for placing on the floor

or ground.”

15.3 © Though Base Metal Fittings (Sofa Legs) are designed for placing on the floor, the
other articles viz. Strips, Buttons, Metal Plates, Clips and Hinges of Base Metal are not
designed for placing on the floor or ground; and therefore, these items are not covered
under the Chapter Note 2 of Chapter 94 as relied upon in the impugned order. There is
no finding of the adjudicating authority in respect of all items other than Base Metal

Fittings (Sofa Legs).

6. Further, I find that the adjudicating authority has overlooked the statutory

provisions regarding classification of ‘parts of general use’as mentioned in Section Note
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2 of Section XV (Base Metals and Articles of Base Metal) and Chapter Note 1(d) of Chapter
94, which are as follows (emphasis supplied):

16.1 Section Note 2 of Section XV

2. Throughout this Schedule, the expression ‘parts of general use” means.

(a)  articles of headings 7307, 7312, 7315, 7317 or 7318 and similar articles of
other base metal;

(b)  springs and leaves for springs, of base metal, other than clock or watch
springs (heading 9114); and

(c) . articles of headings 8301, 8302, 8308, 8310 and frames and mirrors, of base
metal, of heading 8306.”

16.2 Chapter Note 1(d) of Chapter 94

“1. This Chapter does not cover:

\’ ‘*.(d) parts of general use as defined in Note 2 of Section XV, of base metal (Section

‘;; /XV) or similar goods of plastics (Chapter 39), or safes of heading 8303;”
=/ ]

16.3 In view of the above-mentioned Section Note 2 of Section XV and Chapter Note
1(d) of Chapter 94, it is clear that articles falling under CTH 8302 are covered under the
definition of ‘parts of general use”and they have been specifically excluded from being
classified under Chapter 94. CTH 8302 covers base metal mountings, fittings and similar
articles suitable for furniture. It is undisputed that the impugned goods are
articles/fittings of Base Metal. Once they are classifiable under CTH 8302, they stand
excluded from the purview of CTH 9403 by virtue of Chapter Note 1(d) of Chapter 94.

17. The adjudicating authority has relied upon the Ruling dated 18.08.2021
pronounced by the Customs Authority for Advance Ruling, Mumbai, in the case of
Steelcase Asia Pacific Holdings India Pvt. Ltd. - 2022 (380) E.L.T. 103 (A.A.R. - Cus. - Mum.).
In that case, all components of swivel seats/chairs except seat and castor wheel
assemblies were imported in disassembled form; and so, it was ruled that they would be
classifiable under CTI 9401 9000 as parts of seats, not under CTI 9401 3000 as swivel
seats. I find that the issue involved in the present appeal is different. In the present
matter, entire sofa sets have NOT been imported in disassembled form. The main items

for making sofa like frame, fabrics, form, springs, handles etc. have not been imported in
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this case, but only few items of base metal fittings like sofa legs, strips, buttons, plates,
clips and hinges have been imported by the appellant. In my view, these items do not
consist sofa in disassembled form or sofa in CKD/SKD condition. Therefore, the Advance
Ruling in the case of Steelcase Asia Pacific Holdings India Pvt. Ltd. (supra) is not applicable

in the present case.

18.  Further, I find that no Contract between the supplier and the importer has been
relied upon in the impugned order. Had the importer entered into Contract for supply of
sofa/furniture and the supplier had sent various parts consisting disassembled sofa, such
parts may be classifiable under CTI 9403 as parts of furniture. In absence of any Contract
towards import of Sofa Sets or other Furniture in CKD/SKD condition, it is difficult to hold
that the impugned goods are to be classified as parts of furniture under CTI 9403 2090.

19.  Further, the adjudicating authority observed that the importer has classified the
goods merely on the basis of materials used in the manufacturing of the same and totally
ignored the function and purpose of the goods. In this regard, I am of the view that the
goods are to be assessed in their condition at the time of import, not on the basis of their

end-use, unless the law prescribed end-use based classification.

19.1  In this regard, I rely upon the Judgment of the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case
of Dunlop Indja Ltd. Vs. UOI, as reported in 1983 (13) ELT 1566 (SC). In this case, it has
been held that the condition of the article at the time of importation is a material factor
for the purpose of classification as to under what head, duty will be leviable. Further, it
has been held that the basis of the reason with regard to the end-use of the article is
absolutely irrelevant in the context of the entry where there is no reference to the use or

adaptation of the article.

19.2 Further, in the case of Towa Ribbons Pvt. Ltd. Vs. Collector of Customs, as reported
in 1993 (66) ELT 320 (Tribunal), the special Bench of the erstwhile Hon’ble CEGAT (now,
CESTAT) has observed that Supreme Court’s decision in the case of Dunlop India cited
supra by the learned SDR holds that the condition of the article at the time of importation
is a material factor for the purpose of determining its classification for levy of duty. This
being so, the Hon’ble CEGAT did not consider the case law cited by the learned Counsel

about the primary function and functional character of an article.

\ '-I-"- \ o / #5
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19.3 Ihave also gone through the case law relied upon by the appellant in this regard.
In the case of Vareli Weaves Pvt Ltd. [1996 (83) E.L.T. 255 (5.C)), Hon’ble Supreme Court
has held that Countervailing duty must be levied on the goods in the state in which they
are imported and subsequent processing of imported goods is not relevant. Inthe case
of Sony India Ltd. [2008 (231) E.L.T. 385 (5.C.)j, it has been held by the apex court that Rule
2(a) of the Rules for Interpretation of Tariff is applicable only if all components intended
to make a final product presented in unassembled or disassembled form at the same time
for customs clearance; that goods requiring complicated process to make final product
are not to be considered as goods in unfinished form having essential character of

complete article.

19.4 In view of the above Orders of higher forums, I am of the view that the end-use

based classification adopted in the impugned order is not proper.

20.  Asthe classification ordered vide impugned order is not sustainable on merits, the
declared / self-assessed classification adopted by the appellant is required to be upheld.
Therefore, the impugned order passed by the adjudicating authority is required to be set
aside and the classification declared/self-assessed by the appellant is required to be

upheld.

21.  Inview of the above facts, discussion and findings, I pass the following order.
Order

I set aside the Speaking Order No. Misclassification/AC/ICD VRNM/ 01/2024-25
dated 26.02.2025 and direct the Deputy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs, ICD-
Varnama, to re-assess the items mentioned at Sr. Nos. 1 to 59 of the Bill of Entry No.
7576249 dated 02.01.2025 as per the declared CTI 8302 4200 and communicate the
particulars of re-assessed Bill of Entry to the appellant within 90 days from the date of

receipt of this order.

The appeal is allowed with consequential relief, in accordance with law.

[§7 mm N2\ eﬂﬁ/

_ k :):} Commissioner (Appeals),
,,, / Customs, Ahmedabad
F.No. S/49-43/CUS/AHD/2025-26 Date: 26.02.2026
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By E-mail (As per Section 153(1)(c) of the Customs Act, 1962)

To

M/s. Aakash Décor Lifestyle Products,
B-17, Hathikhana Market Yard, Fatepura,
Vadodara - 3960006.

(email: aakashdecor@yahoo.com )

Copy to:

1. The Chief Commissioner of Customs, Gujarat, Custom House, Ahmedabad.
(email: ccoahm-guj@nic.in )

2, The Principal Commissioner of Customs, Custom House, Ahmedabad.
(email: cus-ahmd-guj@nic.in rra-customsahd@gov.in )

3 The Deputy/Assistant Commissioner of Customs, ICD-Varnama.
(email: icd-varnama@gov.in , icdvarnama@gmail.com )

4. Shri. Prakash Mirchandani, Advocate, Vadodara.
(email: rajendren_mirchandani@yahoo.com )

A Guard File.
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