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the case of M/s.Netaflm Irrlgatlon India Prt. Ltd.

1 trs q-RFl o1 qo qR rl-S qfr t, cA qm'ra q+q t frq fr,Eo q-qH o1
qrft tr

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

aow?vr€ur:

2. {s rne{r t rrrrgg ot€ rfr 6qR {s B{rt{r 61qrR t fi+ cr6 }. rfl_ilt SH {-@,
B-flK {@ \rd +dr6{ r{fidq qHrEr{q, srds{rqE fid o1 {s rfltcl } ff,w
.rfi-o or ss-dr Br orfi-o vorq-o ftER, Sqr {-ff, ts-drr{ {@ q?i +drsr G{fi-frq
qqrltroiur, ggt1 rimo, d-gcrfr rrfi, Frt'ftrt TrR g-d &. Erg t, Frfttn +rn, irsn-dr,
sErfldrq-s8o oo4 irl qdfD-d *fr qrFqr

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

3. BtkT qfid qrs'q €. S.s.s C qrBd 61 qr$ srBsl ssq{ Sqr {-tr 13{frd)lM, te82 &-Fqq 3 &. Bq ftqq (2) q frfrffg qffi gRr ERrqR fuq qrqtr
ts-ffi sffi-f, o1 qrc qMfr ErR{d frqr W dqr frs strtqr e fts-g rrfi-d 61 ,r{
d, ss+l tfr sdrfr fr qfilqf qw o1 qr( F-{q t o-q I o-c q6-uR ccrFn il+
qGqr qfid t Htifld qm ffirilq fi sR qffiq srnBd fus wi srFst
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3. The Appeal should be filed in Form No. C.A.3. It shall be signed by the persons
specifred in sub-rule (2) of Rule 3 of the Customs (Appeals) Rules, 1982. It shal1
be filed in quadruplicate and shall be accompanied by an equal number of
copies of the order appealed against (one of which at least shall be certifred
copy). A1l supporting documents of the appeal should be forwarded in
quadruplicate.

4. qfif, frr+fr 6q11 6r E-d{ur qti srftd fr' erun {nfud t, qR qfrril t ErRrd o1
qrwft aq ssb qlq fus orra{I e fuse s{fid 61 G d, ue-+1 lft sfrS fr qFdqf

€drn afr qrEfrtd-{q t o-c t ir-c gs'qqrDrd qfr dOl
4. The Appeal including the statement of facts and the grounds of appeal shall be

filed in quadruplicate ard shall be accompanied by an equal number of copies
of the order appea-led against (one of which at least shall be a certihed copy.)

s. r{fi'd oT qq;{ .}i}S srrqr ftFfr fr d.n cE {t €R{w \rq frrfr ,16 GrtrEr fud{ur }
ft-{r qfrd }. o.R!il &. g.E sftff fr. offirld iqn o-r+ qrBs qd t$ 6Rnil 6l
F-rrgvn F-ci6u 6r{r sTBql

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

a. }Eq SEr E-tr e1foftqq,1e62 sfi ERI rzg t a strd-4if + q-d'fd Bqflld qtfl
fus ern q{ fid Rrd e, T6t }. ffi m tt$q-+.-d to afl qntsr A qrqrfho-rq o1
fid &. vdrr+. iFwil e rrc rr tsifu-d cYfr Elw e ufts Gr{r st qrEt au qo
cir grw orfi-d b qq{ }'qrq €er fu-ql qrqrnr

6. The prescribed fee under the provisions of Section l29A of the Customs
Act,l962 shall be paid through a crossed demand draft, in favour of the
Assistant Registrar of the Bench of the Tribuna-l, of a bralch of any
Nationa-lized Bank located at the place where the Bench is situated and the
demand draft shall be attached to the form of appeal.

7. qd +dr6-{ s{fi-frq qqrfu-oqq fr E-e*. &
fd-drd f o{trdr qw'Hr q-dr {fr6 6-+r+ &
qr qr+-fi BI

7. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Tribunal on paJrment of 7.5o/o oI
the duty demanded where duty or duty and penalty are in dispute, or penalty,
where penalty alone is in dispute".

8. qlqff,q {-ffi srEFqc, 1870 +'effi qqftd fuq eEsR €dfr fu! rrq ena{I En
qft w gq$tr qrmrq Eeo. tro-e qq ++ aFer

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

Subject: Show Cause Notice No.VI[/ 10-78 lCornrnr.lO&,Al2Ol9 dated
16.03.2010 issued by Commissioner, Customs, Ahmedabad in case of M/s
Netafim Irrigation India Pvt. Ltd., 268-271, 271-8, GIDC Manjusar, Tal. Savli,
Vadodara.
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BRIEF FACTS OF THE CASE:

M/s Netafrm Irrigation India Pvt Ltd,268-271,271 -8, GIDC Manjusar,
Tal. Savli, Vadodara, (hereinafier refened to as the 'Noticee' for shorf), a holder
of Import Export Code No. O397O8O999, have been importing Micro Irrigation
Parts claiming classification under Customs Tariff Heading No. 84249000 at
ICD, Dashrath (INBRCO6) declaring the imported goods as "Equipments of
Micro Irrigation System".

2. The Noticee had claimed the beneht of Notifrcation No. 50/2017-Cus
dated 30.06.2017. The relevant extract of Notilication No.50/2017-Cus dated
30.06.2017 is reproduced as under:-

SNo Cfulpter or
Hedd.iag or

sub-heading
or tailf item

Desdlption of goods Standdrd
rate

Integrated
Goods qnd

Seruices Tax

Cofldition No.

456 8424 TtLe folLouing good.s, ftanlelA:-
(A) Spiruklers and dip itrigation sastefis
for agriatltural and. hartia)Itural purposes;

lB) Micro lriqatioft equipment

3. During the course of scrutiny of Bills of Entry filed by the Noticee, it
was found that they had imported goods such as Dripnet, Labyrinth, Cap for
button dripper, Silicon for OCJ 60 SHOR APC, Needle Valve etc. by classifying
them under 1temNo.82249000 of the first Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act,
1975 as 'Parts' of Mechanical appliances (whether or not hand operated) for
projecting, disbursing or spraying liquids or; fire extinguishers, whether or not
charged; spray guns and similar appliances; steam or sand blasting machines
and similar jet projecting machines and self-assessed their Bills of Entry under
Section 17(1) of the Customs Act, 1962.Scrutiny of the import invoices revealed
that they contained following description of goods:

(a) " supplg of manufactuing itenls for dip/ sprinkler irrigatton sAstens for
agricLtlture/ horticuLfitre crops Jolling und.er CTH 8424900U
'supply of components for dip,/ spinkler irrigation sgstems for
agiculture/ hortrculture crops falling under CTH 84249000", etc

(b)

4. Invoice No. 15071868 dated 2.lO.2Ol8 is scanned herein below for
reference:

>aarvEz: FrM

!;{.i.}ir!1it:-ii+:li ijr:"'.'^"'

5. Bill of Entry No. 872 1012 dated 03. 1 1.2018 corresponding to Tax Invoice
No. 15O71868 is scanned herein below for reference:
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6. It was seen from the invoice that the imported goods namely'Dipnet PC
as Dripper 1.0 L/H 0.26 GPH andAies Dipper 1.0 L/H 0.26 GPH' had been
described as 'manufacturing items for drip/ sprinkler irrigation systems for
agriculture/ horticulture crops, falling under HCCC No. 84249000" whereas
the corresponding Bill of Entry No. 8721012 dated 03.11.2018 mentioned the
said goods as ,Dipnet PC as Dipper 1.0 L/H 0.26 GPH (Micro lrrigation
Eqipmentl .

7 . It was the case of the department that the manufacturing items and
components of drip / sprinkler irrigation systems cannot be termed as 'micro
irrigation equipment'. Oxford dictionary describes the word " equipmen{ as "the
necessary item for a parTicular purposd whereas the particular purpose of
import of the said items viz; Dripnet, Labyrinth, cap for button dripper, silicon
for OCJ 60 SHOR APC, needle valve, etc. was to manufacture/ assemble an
irrigation equipment/ micro irrigation system. Therefore, the said imported
goods cannot by themselves be used as 'micro irrigation equipment'. The goods
imported by the Noticee, are therefore, manufacturing items and components
for drip/sprinkler irrigation systems for agriculture / horticulture crops and
appropriately classifiable under Tariff Heading No. 84249000 of the frrst
Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. Thus, it appeared that the importer
had merely added the word "micro irrigation equipment" in the description of
Bills of Entry to avail the benefit of Sr. No. 456 (B) of Notification No.50/2017
Cus dated 3O.O6.2Ol7to pay lower rate of 57o Basic Customs duty in place of
applicable duLy 7 .5'/o.

8. Further, Interstate supply of goods attracts integrated tax at six different
rates for the goods notified under six different schedules in Notihcation No.
I l2Ol7 -Integrated Tax (Rate) dated 28.06.2017. In Schedule II therein,which
specifies a rate of l2Vo adv, the Serial No. 195 B notifies "Sprrnklers, drip
irrigation systems including Internals and mechalical sprayers". It appeared
by wrongly giving the description in the Bills of Entry and claiming the
concessional rate for the products listed at 1958 of the said Schedule II, the
noticee appeared to have claimed the concessional rate of IGST at the rate of
72%o adv, instead of the applicable rate of L8o/o, while discharging IGST on
subject imported goocls.
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S.No Chapter or
Heading
or sub-

heading or
taiff item

Desciption oJ goods

1958 8424 Spinklers; dip irigation sgstem including laterals; mechanical
sprauers;

9. During the course of investigation, the Directorate General of Revenue
Intelligence, Regional Unit, Noida sought clarifications/ expert opinion from
Bureau of Indian Standrads who vide letter Ref: FAD 17/T dated 07 .O4.2O14
informed that based on the samples of drippers and pictures related to drip
system as shown to him were parts. The BIS also informed that all these parts
cannot be utilised as system/ equipment. The scanned image is reproduced
for ease of reference please:-

z.€\ ffi .-!fu €s.rr
:: BuFEAu oa ra.Drar atarrDAnos

siH:;H

10. The Directorate of Water Management, Bhubaneshwar in their letter
dated 07 .O4.2O14 informed that the officers from Directorate of Revenue
Intelligence had visited them and shown samples of drippers and picture
related to drip system. Except for two items (Sr. No. 16 & 23) all were parts of
irrigation system and all these parts can not be utilized as system/ equipment
individually. The scanned image is reproduced for ease of reference please:-

:sfEr rr*€ir=r Cr+grr-rrr
t-r n €6aq-me6! NT

e ---r* r _a t:

Yo6 Aa6turry-
\-**

1 1 . The Assistant Commissioner of Customs, ICD Dashrath, vide
Order No. 02l2Ol3-2O14 dated 03.10.2014 rejected the exemption benelit of
Sr. No. 402A & 4O2B of Notihcation No. 12l2Ol2-Cus dated 17.03.2012 on the

5lPage

a*r#s



AHM-CUsTOM,00GPR COMMR-49-2024-25 dated 04 10 2024

imports covered under B/E Nos. 3026932 dated 19.08.2013; 3O31684 dated
19.08.2013; 3O3O3l6 dated 19.08.2013 and 3202849 dated 06.09.2013
imported by the Noticee and held that the imported goods were parts of Micro
Irrigation System and the same cannot be utilised as system/ equipment
individually and were liable for paJ,'rnent of basic customs dury at the tariff rate
of 7.5o/o for Tariff Heading 84249OOO to the Customs Tariff Act, l975.Aggrieved
by the said Speaking Order No. 02l2Ol3-2O14 dated O3.1O.2O14, the Noticee
filed appeal before the Commissioner of Customs (Appeals), Ahmedabad who
upheld the said Speaking Order vide Order-in-Appeal No. AHM/CUSTM-000-
APP-309-14-15 dated 07.lO.2OI4. Consequently, the noticee started paying
BCD @.7.5 o/o of assessable value without availing benefit of Sr. No. 4O2B of
Notification No. l2l2O72-Cus dated 17.O3.2O12 and continued to pay BCD @
7.5o/o till Notification No. 12l2Ol2-Cus dated 17.O3.2O12 was operational.

12. The Noticee stopped payrng BCD @ 7.5Vo and started paylng @ 5o/o of
assessable value immediately when Notification No. 50/2017-Cus dated
30.06.2017 [re-produced in earlier para] was issued. It appeared that Sr. No.
456 (B) of Notification No.5O/2017 Cus dated 30.06.2017 provides exemption
benefit to 'micro irrigation equipments'. The strict mention of the words "micro
irrigation equipment" clearly reflects the intention to exclude the
remaining/ items other than micro irrigation equipments falling under that
CTH. The goods imported by the importer are parts/ components and not
micro irrigation equipments. Hence the exemption benefits available to micro
irrigation equipment under Sr. No. 456 (B) of Notification No.50/2017 Cus
dated 30.06.2017 was not available to the goods, which are parts/ components
of micro irrigation system.

13. In view of above, it appeared that the Noticee had rightll' classified the
imported goods under Tariff Heading No. 84249000 of the first Schedule to the
Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as both equipments and parts of Micro Irrigation
System are classifrable under CTH 84249000, however, the exemption benefit
of Sr. No. 456 (B) of Notification No.50/2017 Cus dated 30.06.2017 was not
applicable to the Noticee and they were required to pay tariff rate of duty @
7.5%o for the import of 'parts of Micro Irrigation Systems' under Tariff Heading
No. 84249000 of the first Schedule to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. The
Noticee therefore, short paid Basic Customs Duty and Social Welfare
Surcharges (SWS in brief) of Rs. 9,27,88,596/- (Basic Customs Duty Rs.
8,43,53,269 l- and SWS Rs. 84,35,327l-) during the period from 22.03.2018 to
31 .03.2020 by wrongly availing the exemption benefit of Sr. No. a56 (B) of
Notification No. 50/2017 Cus dated 30.06.2017. Therefore, it appeared that the
Noticee evaded duties of Customs by resorting to wilful mis-declaration and
suppression of facts with intent to evade pa]'rnent of duty, Basic Customs Duty
and Social Welfare Surcharges (SWS in brief) amounting to Rs.9,27,8a,5961-
(Basic Customs Duty Rs. 8,43,53,269 l- and SWS Rs. 84,35,327 /-\ during the
period from 22.O3.2O1a to 31.03.2020 and was recoverable by invoking the
extended period for duty demand under section 28$l of the Customs Act,
t962.

14. The Government vide Notihcation No. 27 12017 - Integrated Tax (Rate)
dated 22.09 .20 17 inserted Sr. No. 195A in Schedule II to the Notification
No.l l2Ol7- Integrated Tax (Rate) dated 28.06.2017 and vide Notification No.
07 l2Ol8 - Integrated Tax (Rate) dated 25.01.2018 inserted Sr. No.1958 in the
Schedule II to the Notification No.l l2Ol7 - Integrated Tax (Rate) dated
28.06.2017.3r. No. 195A and 195El of the Schedule -ll of the amended
Notification No.ll2Ol7- Integrated Tax (Rate) d.aled 28.06.2O17 are reproduced
as under: -

chapter / Hed.ling / tuEhEaai^g / TdnfriE^
1

195A Nozles for dnp inigatio^ .qipme^t ot hozl.s lor spnnklers)
195D
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15. The plain reading of Sr. No. 195El of Schedule-Il to Notification
No.l l2Ol7- Integrated Tax (Rate) dated 28.06.2017, as amended makes it clear
that Government of India prescribed 12% IGST for sprinklers, drip irrigation
system including laterals, mechanical sprayers.

16. Central Board of Indirect Taxes & Customs (CBIC) vide Circular
No.81/55/2018-cST dated 37.12.2018 issued from F. No. 35ala08l2018-TRU
issued clarification regarding GST Tax rate for Sprinkler and Drip Irrigation
System including laterals. The relevant portion of the said circular is
reproduced herein below for reference:

"3. The motler ha's been examined. IrutiallV, u)ith ellect from 1.7.2017, all good.s folling
under HS 8424, namelg, Mechanical applionces fuilether or not h.and-operated) for prcjecting,
dispercing or spraging ti.quid,s or powders; sprqg guns and. srmilar applian@s; steam or sonl
blastitg mc,chines and similar jet projecting machines (otler than rtre ertngwislers, whether or
not charged), uere placed und.er 187o slab. SubsequentlA, on th.e recommendation oJ the GST
CounciL, ttle item namelA,'Nozzles for d.rip ittgation eqvipment or nozzles for sprinkler ua.s
placed under 12o/o GST slab (EnW No- '195A' uith effect from 22.09.2017)- Upon reui,siti/Lg tlle
issze o/ GS? rate on micro itrigation induding dnp irngation sgstem, including laterals tlle GST
Council reammended 12o/o GST rate on micro irigation sgstem, namelg, sprinklers, dnp
inoo on sgstem, including latera.ls. Acaordinglg, ttte said entry 1958 we.s inserted in tlle
notification No. 1/2O17- Centrat T@(. (Rate)."

3.1 The micro irrigahon, sometimes called 'locoJised irrigation', 'low uolume irrigation', or 'trickle
irrigatron' is a sgstem wlLere uater i.s di,stibuted under low pressure through prped network, in a
pre-delermined pattern, @rtd applied as a small disclarge to each plant or o.djacent to tt. The
traditional drip itrigation u.sing indiuidual emmitters, subsurfaces dnp irrigations (SDI), micro-
spray or rnicro-spinHer urigation, and mini bubbler irrigation all belong to tle category of mirro
irrigatton method.

4. Therejore, tlle term "spinklers", in the said entry 1958, couers spir*ler irigotion
sAstem. AccordingtA, spinkler sgstem cpnststing oJ nozztes, laterqt and. other components uould.
attracl l2ok GST rdte."

17 . It was thus evident from the above that micro irrigation system is a
system where water is distributed under low pressure through piped network,
in a pre-determined pattern, and applied as a small discharge to each plant or
adjacent to it. Sr. No. 195Et of Schedule-ll of Notification No. ll2Ol7-
Integrated Tax (Rate) as amended extends IGST rate of duty @ l2Vo to the
goods (i) sprinklers, (ii)sprinkler system consisting of nozzles, lateral and other
components, (iii) drip irrigation system including laterals and (iv) mechanical
sprayers. The parts of Micro Irrigation system or the equipment of Micro
Irrigation system are not covered under Sr. No. 195E} in Schedule II to
Notification No.l l2Ol7- Integrated Tax (Rate) dated 28.06.2O17, as amended.

18. It was observed that the Noticee imported Drippers and Filters, etc. by
classifying them as 'parts' under Tariff Heading 8a249OOO. The imported goods
were neither Sprinklers, Sprinklers System nor Drip Irrigation System
including laterals or mechanical sprayers. The description mentioned in the
invoices and Bills of Entry did not match with the description of the goods
mentioned in Sr. No. 1958 of Schedule II to Notification No.1/2017- Integrated
Tax (Rate) dated 28.06.2017, as amended. The description of the subject
imported goods does not fall in any of the given category of Schedule I, II, IV, V
or Vl of Notification No.l l2Ol7- Integrated Tax (Rate) dated 28.06.2017 as
amended but would fall under Sr. No. 453 of Schedule III of the Notification
No.l l2Ol7- Integrated Tax (Rate) dated 28.06.2017, as amended, and thereby
attracting IGST @ 18%.

19. Thus, the Noticee had willfully, deliberately and knowingly mis-
declared their imported goods as 'equipment of Micro Irrigation System' and
wrongly availed benefit of Sr. No. 1958 of Schedule II to Notification
No.l /2017- Integrated Tax (Rate) dated 28.06.2017, as amended with intent to
evade payment of IGST. The Noticee short paid IGST of Rs. 23,02,84,4251- for
the period frorn22.03.2018 to 31.01.2O2Oby wrongly availing benefit of Sr. No.
1958 in the Schedule II to the Notification No.l l2Ol7- Integrated Tax (Rate)
dated 28.06.2017 as amended.

TlPaBe
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(ii) Confirming demand of Additional duty of Customs (IGST) Rs
23,02,84,425/ - not paid / short paid, for the imports made during the
period from March, 2018 to January, 2020, under Section 28 (8) of the
Customs Act, 7962 and ordered to pay interest on IGST not paid/ short
paid, as mentioned above, under Section 28 AA of the Customs Act,
t962.

(iii ) Imposing penalty of Rs 32,30,73,021 l- on the noticee under Section
114A of the Customs Act, 1962.

2I. Aggrieved by the OIO No.AHM-CUSTM-000-COM-015-20-2 1 dated
09.O2.2O21 issued by the Principal Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad, the
Noticee preferred an appeal before the Hon'ble CESTAT, WZB at Ahmedabad.
The Honble CESTAT, WZB at Ahmedabad, vide Final Order No.A/llll2-
l1ll3l2o22 dated 08.09.2022 passed the following order. The operative
portion is reproduced as under:-

4. We have carefullg considered. the submission made bA both sides alvi perused the records.
We find that the learned counsel i.s conect. In his submission as much as Board Circular
No.155/11/2o21-GST dated 17.06.2021 u.ns issued afier po-ssing of the orders bA the Loloer
Authorities. The lower authoities had. no occasion to <nnsider the ciranlar. We f.nd that the circular
i.s uery uitat and. it ts on the sam.e goods. Therefore, it has a strong beaing Jor decidrng the present
ca,se. Accordingtg, ue are of the uiel.u that the Adjudicating Authoritlj should re-look the entire case
not orlA on the basis of Ciratutr No.155/ 11/2021-GST doted 17.06.2021 but also on all the points
raised. bg the appellant. Accordinglg, ue set a.side the imlrugned order and remand the motter to the
AdJudicating Autharitg for passing a fresh order. All the issues are kept open. Appeals are allowed
by wag of remand to the Ad.judicating authoitg.

PERSONAL HEARING

22. A personal hearing was granted to the Noticee on 12.08.2024 ,

which was attended by Shri Manish Jain, Advocate on behalf of the noticee.
The noticee filed written submissions during the course of the personal hearing
and submitted that they would be hling further additional submissions within
1 5 days. The noticee vide their letter dated 12.09 .2024 fi1ed additional
submissions with regard to the instant case.

DEFENCE REPLY AND SUBMISSIONS

23. The noticee filed defence submissions vide letter dated 12.09 .2024 as
under:-

(i) The issue is settled in the favour of the noticee vide Order-in-Appeal C.
Cus No. lO48l2Ol2 dated 27.O9.2012.The relevant part of the Order-in-
Appeal dated 27 .O9 .2012 is extracted below for the ease of reference:

'The department opted for ctassirtcation oJ the imptgned goods under CTH 8481 wherein taps,
cocks, ualues and similar appliances for pipes and more specificatlg check ualues (non return) and
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20. Accordingly, M/ s Netafrm Irrigation India Pvt. Ltd., 268-270,27 l-B,
GIDC, Manjusar (Tal-Savli), Dist-Vadodara, India was issued a show cause
notice F.No. VIllllO-78lPr Commr/O&Al2Ol9 dated 16.03.2020, and the
same was adjudicated by the Principal Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad
vide OIO No.AHM-CUSTM-000-COM -O I 5-2O -2 I dated 09 .O2.2O2 7, by :

(i) Confirming demand of Customs Duty of Rs 9,27,88,596/- (Basic
Customs Duty Rs. 8,43,53,269 l-, Social Welfare Surcharge (SWS) Rs.
84 ,35,327 I -) not paid/ short paid for the imports made during the
period from March, 2018 to January, 2020, under Section 28 (8) of the
Customs Act, 1962 along interest on duty confirmed above, under
Section 28 AA of the Customs Act, 1962.
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safetA u reli.ef ualues, industrial ualues etc. The goods urLder this heading indud.e such deuices
d.esigned to regtlate the presstre or the Jlow uetocitA of a hquid or a gas. Here also, I lrld Oat the
HSN explanatory notes to chapter 8481 come to our resq)e in rtndtlg a corect clo.ssirtc,,tion of the
impugned. goods a.s belou:

"mechanical sprinkler heads for anti-fire ictallatiotrs, meclanical garden sprtnkler heod.s and tlw
like are exduded" (headirq 84.24)'

The impugned- goods utilized in irrigation sgstens would. aptu rtt intp the clouse "anA the tike"
aboue and uouw be do.ssifed under CTH 8424 os noted. oboue. It is noa in dispute tlnt the
impugned. goods are Dripper hgryr tgphoon-s u,sed tn the micro-trrigotion sysrerns. Il s seen ttrat
these are emission d.euices to deliuer water tn dip mode. Tle d.rippers transmit the llquid (w@ter) to
the ground- bg almost Zero flow out or no pressure cases arul the above lou i.s gouemed bA tLe
ORIFICE or bg Laut of Frbtion tlvough long uag capiltary pipes ot switch-back (ciranlar flou
envtroament) to decrease the pressure bg fiction. Hgper ryphoon i,s an integral drtpper wherein
water Ls dralan into tle dnpper Irom the stream cente\ preuentirlg tlv entrancE of sediments into
the d.ippers, inlection molded. dripper @nsttuctian, ensuring untJorm drqpers. On tle other haruJ,
taps, uq.lues etc. under the heading 8481 e.Ltou the flow of ltqtid or stop the same Luh.etller be it
pressure reducing or tlermostatiiallA @ntrolled. ualues and it reguk)tes the low of uater:

The lou-'er at tthoitA ha.s faited to qppreciqte that the perfomance of the impugned item s being
enabled bg the grq.uitational force: wlike th.e ualues fallng under CTH 8481. Hence, q.s rightlg
pointed. out bg the appellant ttlese are a pan of the "Mirro irrigation sgstem". TLLe said sAstem
would fall und.er single dash entry other appliances' under the main Heading 8424 and the
impugned goods being pans' of the other appl tnces ulvler 8424, tuoutd d.efnitelg be dassified
und.er CTH 84249OOO oniq."

(ii) The above mentioned order of Commissioner Appeals, Chennai has
not been challenged before the Appellate Authority and has attained
finality. It is submitted that as the necessary proceedings were not
taken to get the said order quashed or otherwise upset, it will remain
effective for its ostensible purpose and thus, the same is binding on
the department. The said order has been accepted by the department
and same has attained finality. Reliance in this regard is placed on
the following decision:

. CCE., Mumbai v. Bigen Industries Ltd. 2006 (197) E.L.T. 305
(s.c.).

. C.C.E., Chennai Vs. I.T.C. Ltd., 2006 (2O4) E.L.t. 363 (SC)

. M/s. MTR Foods Ltd. Vs. CCE, Bangalore vide Final Order No.
137 I I 2OO9 dated 12. 1 l.2OO9

(iii) CBIC Circular No. 155/11/2021-GST dated 17.06.2021 states that
laterals and parts of the 'sprinklers or drip irrigation system'are covered
by Entry 195E} of Notification No. 1/2017-IT (Rate) dated 28.06.2Ol7.The
relevant part of the Circular is extracted below for ease of reference:

'3. The matter is examined. The intention of thi-s entry tto.s been lo couer laterals (pipes to
be used solelg with spnnklers/ dip irugatton sgstem) and such po].ts that are suitable Jor
use solelg or pinctpgllg uLith'spinklers or dip inigation sAstem', o,s cla.ssifable urlder
heading 8424 as per Note 2 (b) to Section XW to th.e HSN. Hence, laterals/par7s to be u.sed
sotetg or prhcipallg uith spinklers or dip trigation sgstem.s, uhich are classifiable under
heading 8424, would ottrqct o GST of 12o/., even if supphed separatelA. Howeuer, ang part
of general use, uhich gets classified in a heading oth.er than 8424, in te.llls of *ction Note
dnd Chapter Notes to HS,IV, shall attract GST os appticable to the respectiue heorling.'

(i") The subject goods imported by the noticee were correctly classifiable and
they were eligible for the benefit of the concessional rate of duty at 5%
(BCD) under Entry 456E} of the Notification No. 5O/2017-Cus and l2o/o
(IGST) under Entry l95B of Notifrcation No. I l2Ol7- IT Rate. Imported
goods even if they are classified as Parts under Tariff Item 84249000, the
assessment sought by the noticee is correct.

(v) The meaning of the word "equipment" as per Oxford Dictionary is "the
necessary items for a particular purpose'. Thus, the term "equipment" is
to be interpreted relatively and in the context of the exemption. For
instance, in case of project imports, pipes are classilied as equipment.
Reliance in this regard is placed on the case of Steel Authority of India
decision reported in 2015 (325) ELT 901, where steel plates were held to
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be equipment, as it was to be fabricated for supplying to the Delhi Metro
Project.

(vi) The Drippers, Injectors, and Filters are the equipment having
independent functions and can be used only in the Drip Irrigation
Systems. Reliance in this regard is placed on the Indian Standards for
Irrigation systems which include sprinklers, pipes, emitters, hlters,
accessories, and fittings as the equipment for Drip Irrigation Systems.

(vii) Reliance in this regard was also placed on the Certificate issued by
Director, Acharya N.G. Ranga Agriculture UniversiW, College of
Agriculture and Water and Land Management Training & Research
Institute, Irrigation and CAD Department, Govemment of Andhra
Pradesh state that emitters, filters, valves, drippers come under
equipment and are used in micro irrigation systems.

(viii) Further, Rule 44 of SEZ Rules, 2006 lists the individual components of
the drip irrigation system as equipment. Thus, it is a statutory
recognition of the fact that individual goods viz., sprinkler, dripper, filter,
etc. (involved in the present case) are indeed equipment. The relevant
part of the SEZ Rules is extracted below:

"4. Contract Fanning.- A Unit engaged in production or processiryl of agicttlture or
horticllltltte products, mag, on the bq.sis oJ annuq.l permi.ssion from tlLe Specrrted Officer,
remoue to a farm in the Domestic Tailf Area , inpls, namelA, seeds, fertiluers an<l
chemicals for pre and postharuest treatment, micro nutrients, ptant dnd grouth rerylators
and othq organrc and inorganic substonces used. for plant nutntion, insecttcides,

fungicides, ueedicid.es, herbicides and the follouing eqipments, nomeft1:'

(o.) Filters;

(b) Dipliers, Diplines and Drtp-fittings;

(c) Micro spnnkkrs and misters;

(d ) Agnc-ulture sprink)er s ;

(e) Fertilizer Tanks;

(h) Crates, drums and preseruatton media (Such as acetic acid and vrnegar);

(i) Grading Tabtes;

(l Arcen House equipnenl" a@ssori.es, hedted rooting tables, propogation traAs, seeding
mochines;

k) Plants or parts there oJ seeds, saplings, tubers, bulbs, rhizomes, root cufiings, aLl tApes
oJ grarts, tissue cultute iateial @nd other uegetatiuelg propagated matenql utilzed fot
sowing or planting;

0 Grouing media such as Peot Moss (includirq peat litres whether or not ogglomerated),
Pearlite/ uemiqtlate, rockllool, coca peat, hAdro(nrn, foam based medium qnd other
cultiuation m.edium:"

(ix) It is submitted that the items imported by the noticee were highly
technical instruments that were specifically designed to achieve a
designated purpose. The items are equipment having independent use.
Reliance in this regard is placed on the case of Elgi Ultra Appliances Ltd.
V.CCE reported in 2001 (134) E.L.T. 245 (Tl, wherein the parts such as
spray nozzles, sprayer heads, etc. which would form components of an
irrigation system and pipes (distribution & branch lines and surface
network used to convey the water from the control sation to be irrigation
zone and thereafter into the drippers) would be classifiable under
Heading 84.24 and would be entitled to the benefit of exemption
contained in Notification 56/95CE. A similar view is taken in the
following decisions:

l0 lPa ge

U) Values;

(g) Fertilizpr punps and. ch.ernial injections;
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. Flow Tech Power v. CCE -2001 (130) E.L.T. 541(T)

. EPC Irrigation Ltd v. CC.E. -2OO2 (139) E.L.T.84 (T)

. Phoel Industries Versus Commissioner Of Centra-l Excise, Jaipur-I,
2005 (r83) E.L.T. 192

. Jain Irrigation Systems Ltd v. CC - 2013-TOIL-1279-CESTAT-MUM

(x) It is submitted that Note 4 of Chapter 84 states that where a
combination of machines intends to contribute to a common function
then ttrey all are to be classified according to the common function.
Additionally, Note 5 states that the expression machine also includes
equipment. The relevant part is extracted below for ease of reference:

"4. Wlere a machine (inctuding a combination of mo,chines) consisrs o/ individual
components (uh.ether separate or inter@nnected. ba ptping, bA transmission deuices, bg
electric cables or bV other deuices) intended to contribute togetlLer to a clearlg defined
lwnction couered bg oie of th.e headtrlgs in Chapter 84 or Chapter 85, then tte uhole falls
to be classirted Ln th.e headng appropriate to that function.

5. For the purposes of these Notes, tlLe expression "mtzchine" meons ong machine,
machinery, plant, eq..ipnent, q)parqtus or applionce cited in the h.eo.dings of Chopter 84 ot
85."

(xi) In the instant case, imported goods were appliances that were
organized together to make a drip irrigation system, and the Heading
8424 specifically covers agriculture or horticulture appliances that are
used for projecting, dispersing, or spraying liquids. Thus, the function
performed by all these appliances together is specifrcally provided in
Heading 8424 and the said goods are classifiable under Tariff Item No.
84248200 of Custom Tariff as agriculture appliances. Reliance in this
regard was placed on the following decisions:

. Elgi Ultra Appliances Ltd. v. CCE 2001 (134) E.L.T. 245 (T) afhrmed in
2000 (120)E.L.T. A119 (SC).

. Commissioner of Central Excise Nasik, v. Jain Irrigation Systems Ltd.,
2OOB (2271 E.L.T. 587 (Tri. -Mumbai).

. Jain Irrigation System vs. CC - 2013 (9) TMI 104 (T)

(xii) The above submissions were equally applicable to the demand of
IGST. In addition, on the basis of the representation made by the
appellants through the Association, Circular No.155/ 11/2021-GST
dated 17.06.2021 was issued by the Board, clarifying that individual
goods (components) forming part of the drip irrigation system would
also get the lower rate of IGST. lt is submitted that the IGST
notification OOl l2ol7 has to be read along with the Explanation given
at the end of the notihcation according to which rules for the
interpretation, including the Section and Chapter Notes and the
General Explanatory Notes of the First Schedule shall, so far as may
be, apply to the interpretation of this notification.

(xiii)

(xiv)

Without prejudice to the above, it is submitted that the subject goods
were sub-systems eligible for a concessional rate under Notification
No.l l2Ol7 dated 28.06.2017 at Serial No. 195 B. Reliance in this
regard is placed on the following decisions:

. Sun TV Network LTD v. CC - 2OO9 (238) ELT 31O

. Andhra Sugar Ltd. v. CC - 2OOS (l92lELT 493

It is submitted that claiming an exemption notification or
classifrcation does not amount to mis-declaration attracting the wrath
of Section 111(m), especially, in this case, there is an appellate order.
Reliance is placed on Northern Plastic Ltd. v. CCE 1998 (101) E.L.T.
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549 (S.C.). Thus, the penalty is liable to be set aside. It is submitted
that the demand of duty is not sustainable, hence interest is also not
applicable and is liable to be set aside.

DISCUSSION AND FINDINGS

24. The current proceedings are being conducted on the directions of
the Hon'lrle CESTAT, WZB, Ahmedabad Final Order No.A/ 11112-1 1ll3l2022
dated 08.09.2022, wherein the entire case covered under OIO No.AHM-
CUSTM-000-COM-015-20-21 dated 09.O2.2021 passed by the Principal
Commissioner of Customs, Ahmedabad was remanded back to the original
adjudicating authority on the grounds to re-consider on the basis of the
Board's Circular No.155/11/202I-GST dated 17.06.2021 and also on all the
points raised by the appellants. Accordingly, I, take up the entire case afresh
for adjudication.

25. I have carefully gone through the records of the case and
considered the written and oral submissions made by the noticee. The short
point for determination in this case is:

(i) Whether the imported goods are eligible to the beneht of
Notification No.50/2017-Cus dated 30.06.2017 as amended by
Notification No.6/ 20 I 8-Cus dated 02.O2.2O I 8?

(ii) Whether the imported goods are covered under Notification
No.6/201S-Central Tax (Rate) dated 25.01.20f8 read with
Notifrcation No.l I 2Ol7 -Central Tax (Rate), dated 28.06.2017 in
light of Board's Circular No. 155/ 11/202I-GST dated 17.06.2021?

26. I proceed to take up the first issue. I find that the noticee has
imported the following major items, like 'Drippers' and 'Filters' under various
Bills of Entry, during the period from March, 2018 to January,2O2O'.-

(i)
(i,
(iii)
(iv)
(u)

(vi)
(vii)
(viii)
(ix)

"DOROT 2" PLASTIC AIR VALVE.
DRIPNET PC AS DRIPPER,
SILICON FOR rcJ 60 SHOR APC,
STRAMLINE DRIP 2.20lH O.58 GPH BLACK (MICRO),
AzuES DRIPPER 2.O L/H O.53 GPH, TECHLINE CV DB 16012 2.3LlH 0.30M 405M,
LABYRINTH FOR PqJ 4LlH,
ARKAL 2' DUAL LITE FILTER 120 MESH-IND,
GREEN BASE FOR PCJ 8LlH INDIA.B, CAP FOR BUTTON DRIPPER,
ARKAL 3'TWIN LITE FILTER 12O MESH-IND, MIC CONN. MALE/MALE GRAY

27 . I find that there is difference in the description of goods mentioned
in the bills of entry and the corresponding invoices. For example, in case of Bill
of Entry No. 8721012 dated 03.11.2018, the goods were mentioned as " Dipnet
PC as Dripper 1.0 L/H 0.26 GPH (Micro lrrigation Eqtipmentf, however, from the
relevant invoices of the imported goods, the description of goods were
mentioned as'Dripnet PC as Dipper 1.0 L/H 0.26 GPH and Aies Dipper 1.0
L/ H 0.26 GPH' and had been described as 'manufacturing items for drip/
sprinkler irrigation systems for agriculture/ horticulture crops, falling under
HCCC No. 84249OOO'.

28. I find that the Noticee had claimed the benefrt of Notification No.
50/2017-Cus dated 30.06.2017 and paid duty @5o/o. The relevant extract of
Notification No.5O/2017-Cus dated 30.06.2017 is reproduced as under:-

S.No Ch4pler or
Head.ing or

sub-hedding
or tarilr iten

Desciption of goods Slandard
tote

Integrated
Goods aftd

Sennces Tctx

Cofldition No

456 8424 The follouing goods, namelV:-

(A) Spinuers and drip itigatio^ sqslems
for agria)Itural atud. hbaia)lturdl
wrposes;

(B) Micro ltigation equipment

5a/o

5%
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29. However, the case of the Department is that the noticee is ineligible
to the benefit of Notification No.50/2O17-Cus dated 30.06.2017 as amended by
Notification No.6/2018-Cus dated 02.02.2018, and, thereby were required to
pay Customs duty @ 7 .5o/o of Tariff rate, instead of @5% as per the said
Notification. For the purpose of convenience, it would be pertinent to the
reproduce the relevant extract of HSN:-

TaifJ ltem Desciption oJ goods Unit Rate of dutu
Standa
rd

Prefere
ntial
Area

8424 Mechantcal appliaaces (wlether or nat hand-
operqted) for projecting, dispersing or
spraArng ltqurds or powders; rtre
extinguislers, whether or not ch.arged.; sprag
guns and. similar appliances; steam or sand
bto.stirLg machines oru) simitar jet projecting
machines
Other applirlnces:

8424 81 Aq icultur ql o r ho rticultur o.l u 7.50/.
8424.89 Other
8424.90 Parls 7.50/o

(i) Commissioner(Appeals), Chennai vide Order-in-Appeal C.Cus
No.1048/2012 dated 27.O9.2O2L2, classified, the impugned goods,
'Dripper Hyper Tlphoon' used in Micro Irrigation System under
Customs Tariff Heading No.84249000, however, the adjudicating
authority/ Department classified the goods under 84810. The said
order of Commissioner (Appeals) has not been challenged before any
Appellate authority and, therefore attained frnality.

(ir) The imported goods are micro irrigation equipment and that they
could be used only in the Drip Irrigation system and that they rely on
the Certifrcates issued by Agriculture Universit5r, Irrigation and CAD
department, Government of Andhra Pradesh.

(iii) Rule-44 of SEZ Rules, 2O06, the Filters, Drippers are termed as
'equipments' for production or processing of agriculture or
horticulture products.

(iv) They relied on M/s Elgi Ultra Appliances Ltd., V/s CCE reported in
2001(134) ELT-245(T| & other similar such judgments wherein the
parts such as spray nozzles, sprayer heads form components of an
irrigation system and therefore were eligible for exemption
Notification.

(v) The imported goods are appliances that are organized together to
make a drip irrigation system.

31 . Before venturing to ascertain the eligibility to exemption
Notifications mentioned above, it would be appropriate to discuss the profile of
the noticee. The noticee is engaged in the manufacture of the following items
and also irrigation systems as a whole:-

(i) Agriculture Drip, DripNet PC Thick Walled Dripper lines, DripNet
PC Thin and Medium Walled Dripper lines, DripNet PC as Thin and
Medium Walled Dripper lines, Aries Integral Non PC Dripper lines
and Streamline Integral Non PC Dripper Lines;

(ii) Complementary products like Automatic Screen Filters, Disc
Filters, Manual Disc Filters, Pressure valves

(iii) Sprinklers like Micro Sprinklers, Meganet Sprinklers
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30. Therefore, the differential Customs duty of 2.5o/o (7.5o/o - 5%o as
claimed by the noticee), culminates into a total Customs duty of
Rs.9,27,88,596 for which a show cause notice was proposed for recovery under
Section 28$l of the Customs Act, 1962. The noticee, has primarily, argued on
the following grounds:-



(iu)
(v)

Polyethene PE Pipes
[,ow Pressure Systems

AHM-CUSTOM{OO pR COMMR-49-2024 25 dated 04 10 2024

50/2017-Cus dated 30.06.2017

systems for agricultural and

32. In the instant case, the noticee has imported goods like 'Dripper'
and 'Filters' under various bills of entry and has specifically mentioned 'Micro
Irrigation equipment', in the description of goods so as to suggest that these
goods are parts of 'Micro Irrigation Equipment. As is evident, Drippers' and
'Filters' are integral parts of Irrigation system and not an equipment as a
whole. The words 'Micro Irrigation equipment', seems to have been specifically
mentioned by the noticee in order to accommodate within the parameters of the
Notification No.5O/2017-Cus dated 30.06.2017 as amended, and enjoy the
concessional benefits. Further, the noticee also claims that even though the
imported items are classihed as parts, they are equipment in their own right
and hence were covered within the ambit of Sr.No.456 of Notihcation
No.50/20 17-Cus dated 30.06.20 17.

33. In order to understand the components necessary in Drip or Micro
Irrigation systems, I would like to take a reference frorn WTkipedia'.-

"Components used in drip ioigation incfude:

Pump or pressurized w@ter source

Water filte4s) ot filtration sgstems. s@nd se4rdtor, Feftigatiott sastems Nentui injector) and
ch.emigation eq..ipment (optionai)

Backwosh d)ntroller (backflout prevention device)

Pressure control value U)ressure regulator)
Distribution lines (main larger diameter pipe, magbe seandary smaller, pipe filtings)

Hdnd-operated, electronic, or hVdmulb cantrol values and sofetg ualues

Smallet diametet polyethgLene tube (ofren colleit "Iatera|s")

PolA lttings dnd ac@ssories (to nake @nnections)

Emitling deuies at plants (emiaet or dripper, micro sprag heod inline dripper or inline drip tube)"

From the above reference, it is clear that Drip Irrigation system carry
components like Pumps, filters, control valves, emitting devices like
drippers/ sprayers, tubes and pipes etc. I lind that the imported goods, viz.,
Filters/ Drippers are merely individual parts/ components of the entire
Irrigation System and as such these goods cannot, individually, carry out the
functions of Drip/Micro Irrigation system.

34. I find that the Notification No
covers the following goods, namely:-

(A) Sprinklers and drip irrigation
horticultural purposes;
(B) Micro Irrigation equipment

On plain reading of the goods under (A) and (B) above, it is abundantly
clear that the beneht of the said Notification is extended to a specific category
of goods, i.e. Systems or Equipment as a whole, and not intended beyond its
scope, or in short, not extended to its parts. Had it been so, the Legislature
would have clearly included ?arts or components or accessory', as is the case
in many other exemption Notifications issued by the Government of India. It
would be pertinent to quote the Hon'ble Supreme Court's judgment in case of
M/s Saraswati Sugar Mills reported in 2Oll(27O1 ELT-465(SC)held in
paragraph No. 7 that "an exemption notification has to be strictly construed.
The conditions for taking benefit under the notification are also to be strictly
interpreted. When the wording of notification is clear, then the plain language
of the notification must be given effect to. By way of an interpretation or
construction, the Court cannot add or substitute any word while construing
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the notillcation either to grant or deny exemption", which is reproduced as
below:

"7. "Ihe Tailf Ad prescribes ttLe rate of dutA for each chapter head and sub-head.
The Taiff Act ha.s auttorized the Centtal Gout. to modify tlle rates/ dutg bg iss-uirlg
notifco'tions. Since exemption notirtcations are issued. under delegated legislative
power, tlleq lave full skttutary force. The Nofifcation No. 67/ 95-C.8., dated 16-l
1995 specificallg exempts capitol goods a.s defined. in Rute 57Q of the Rules. The
othet condition thot is enuisaged in lhe Notification is th.at the "capital good.s' should
be manuJactured. in a factory ond u.sed uihin tle Joctory of production If these ir.,in
conditions are sati.sfed, tle capital goods are exenlpt from pagment of exq.se dutg. A
partg claiming exemption h.a-s to proue tlnt Le/ it ts ehgble for exemption anteined in
the twtification. An exemotion notification lws to be strictlu construed. The conditiotts

uordinqs of notification is clear, then the olain lanwuaae of the notification musl be
ql uen effect to. Bg utag of an interpretation or construction, the Coutt cdnnot ad.d or
substitute anA word while constn)ing th.e rwtificotion eithet to gront or deng
exemption. Tle Coufts are also ttot expected. to stretch tlle words of notification or
od.d. or subtract uord.s in ord.er to grant or denV the benefit of exemption notification .

In BombaA Ch.emiLals (P) Ltd. u. CCE - (1995) Supp (2) SCC 64 = 1995 (17) E.L.T. 3
(5.C.), a three Judge Bench of thi.s Court h.eld that an exemption notification slauld
be construed. strtctlg, but once on article i.s found to sansfg the test bg which it Joll.s
in tl@ twtifcatian, then it connot be excluded from it bA con-stuirlg such ttotification
nanrowlg".

(Emphasis supplied)

"14. We haue gone through the letter/ memo oJ the Ministry of Agriqiture reLted upon bA the fwst
appellate quthoritg tn the impugned order. This onlg mentions that tLLe benertt of Notification No.
12/ 2O12-Cus. (supra) auailable to Rotary Tiller, mag also be extended to power tilter ortd requested.
the Under Secret@ry of tLleir oun Depattment, to take up the mattet with the Ftuance Minisw in
regard to eligibilitA of exemption notification or cla.ssif.cotion. We oJso note that the Ministry of
Agriculture is not experl in cla.ssification oJ goods und.er the Custonls Act, ualuation, d.etemination
of dutg or avanlabilitg of benefit of exemption ratification. Th.eg haue righ g dpplied tleir mind from
tleir point of uiew qlui felt ttat the exemption nodrtcadon must be auailable to pouer tiller a1so. This
uielu of tlLe Mini.stry of Agria,Llture, cannot detemine the ehgibilitg or othenDise of tte exemption
nohlcation to power tiLler. It must be determined solelA bosed on the waA exemption notification as
it is drafied. A bare pentsal of the exemption nottfcation, shous that it is auoiloble, inter alia., ta
rotary tiller/ueeder. It does not swgest directiA or indirecllg tLnt it is auailable to pouer tillers qlso.
ThereJore, in our consrdered uiew, the beneft of expmptton notificatbn i.s not availoble ta th.e pouer
tillers tmported by the appellant:

36. The noticee has also relied on various judgments to press the fact
that parts such as spray nozzles, sprayer heads, etc., would form components
of an irrigation system:

(t) EIgi Utra Appliances Ltd. V.CCE reported in 2001 (134) E.L.T. 245
(T) Hallmark Industries u. CCE - 2000 (122) E.L.T. 54O and followed
in the said judgments

(iil Flou Tech Pouer u. CCE -2001 (130) E.L.T. 541(I:)
(iit) EPC lrrigation Ltd u. CC.E. -2002 (139) 8.L.7.84 G)
(iu) Join Irrigation Sgstems Ltd u. CC - 2013-TOIL-1279-CESTAT-MUM
(v) Commissioner of Central Excise Nasik, Vs Join hrigation Sysrems

Ltd., 2O0B(227) E,L.T. 587 (Tri.-Mumbai)

On going through the judgment of Elgi Ultra Appliances Ltd. V.CCE,I find
that Notification No. 56/95-CE was for "Mechanical appliances of a kind used
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35. The noticee has relied on some certificates issued by the Director,
Acharya N.G. Ranga Agriculture University, College of Agriculture, Water
Technolory Center, Rajendranagar, Hyderabad and Director (CA&R), Water and
Land Management Training & Research Institute, Irrigation and CAD
Department, Government of Andhra Pradesh. Himayat Sagar, Hyderabad,
wherein Drip Irrigation Emitters and Filters and Valves were considered as
equipment in the Drip Irrigation technologr. I do not lend any credence to such
certiflcates, in as much as the benefits of Notilications envisaged by the
Legislature are to be accorded to the claimant within its given parameters. In
this context, I find ttrat the ratio of the decision by Hon'ble Kolkata Tribunal
rendered in case of Commissioner of Customs (Port), Kolkata Vs. Chirag
Corporation reported in 2O2O (37 4l ELT 444 (Tri. Kolkata) is squarely
applicable to the case on hand wherein it has been inter-alia held as under:
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in agriculture or horticulture", as appearing at serial number 17 therein. Such
a general description would mean a large number of mechanical items getting
included in the exerrption list, whereas in Notifrcation No. 50/2O17-Cus dated
30.06.2017, the general description was changed and specific description was
introduced. Admissibility of exemption under each notification depends on the
terms mentioned therein. The above notification 56/95-CE cannot be equated
to the Notification No. 50/2017-Cus dated 30.06.2017 as the items for which
the exemption is given are completely different. The noticee has also cited the
case of Jain Irrigation Systems Ltd, reported as 2008 (2271 ELT 587 (T-
Mumbai), which had dispute of exemption under Notification 46/94 dated
01.03.94 as is evident from para 2. In this notifrcation also, the exemption at
serial no. 20 was for "mechalical appliances of a kind used in agriculture or
horticulture", which is a general term compared to "micro irrigation system"
which is specific.

"It cotulot be too uehemendg empho.si.sed thal it is of utntost importance that, in di-sposing oJ the
qidsi-judicial issues before tlem revenue offcers are bound bg the decisions of the appellate
autlorities. The ord.er of tfe Appllate Colkclor is bin-ding on ,he Assrb,ant Collectors wotking
u)ithin his yrisdiction qnd th.e order of tle Tribuul i.s bin-ding upon rhe Assrst@n, Collectors and- the
Appellate Collectors uho function utlder the jurbdiction of the Tibunal.'

On the basis of the said judgment, I am not liable to follow the judicial
discipline in this case, as the Commissioner (Appeals) Chennai OIA C.Cus
No. 10a8/2012 dated 27.O9.2012, relied by the noticee, is beyond jurisdiction.

38. The noticee has also relied on Rule-44 of SEZ Rules, 2O06, which
lists the individual components of the drip irrigation system as equipment.
However, I find that the eligibility of any Notification is governed by its
parameters or the conditions mentioned therein and not by way of any SEZ
rules.

39. Notwithstanding the above, I l-rnd that the 'burden of proof is upon
the taxpayer/noticee claiming the benefrt of exemption or exception clause to
prove the applicability of such exemption. By merely mentioning the imported
goods, i.e. Drippers and hlters as (Micro lrrigation Equipment) does not make
them eligible to avail the benefit of concessional Notihcation No.50/2017-Cus
dated 30.06.2017 and also for the fact that these imported goods are only parts
and not system or equipment as a whole. Therefore, I find that the noticee is
ineligible to claim the benefrt of concessional Notification No.50/2017-Cus
dated 30.06.2017 and, consequently, would be liable to pay the differential
duty of Rs.9,27,88,596/- under the provisions of Section 28 of the Customs
Act, 1962 along with interest.

40. Now, I take up the issue of the noticee's eligibility of concessional
benefit @ 12% under Notification No. 1/2017-IT (Rate) dated 28.06.2017. The
relevant extracts of the said Notification is as under:-

s.,,vo Chdpter or
Heoding or

sub-
heading or
tanff item

Desciption of goods
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37 . The noticee has also heavily relied on Commissioner (Appeals),
Chennai OIA C.Cus No.1048/2012 dated 27.O9.2012, u'herein the imported
goods, viz., Dripper Hyper fiphoons were classified under CTH 84249000 and
were granted the benefit of concessional Notification No.12/2012-Cus Qtai
mateia) to Notification No.50/2017-Cus dated 30.06.2017 and submitted that
the said Commissioner (Appeals) order had attained finality as no
Departmental appeal had been filed and, therefore, the sho',r' cause notice
should be dropped. However, in this context, I rely on the Hon'ble Supreme
Court's judgment in case of Kamlakshi Finance Corporation Ltd. reported in
1991(55) ELT-433(SC), wherein it has been held-
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1958 8424 Sprinklers; dip irigation sVstem includw Iaterols; mectani.cal spragers;

47. It is the case of the Department that concessional benefrt of
Notification No.1/2017-IT (Rate) dated 28.06.2017 could be enjoyed ONLY in
case of Sprinklers, Drip lrriqetion svstem including laterals and mechanical
sprayers.

42. In the instant case, the imported goods, viz. 'Drippers' and 'Filters'
are not covered, and therefore, are ineligible to the concessional benefit of
Notilrcation No.l /2O),7 -lT (Rate) dated 28.06.2017 and are to be taxed under
Sr.No.453 of Schedule III of the Notification No. 1/2O17-IT (Rate) dated
28.06.2017 @ I8o/o. The differential Customs duty as a result of the said
Notification culminates into a total Additiona-l Customs duff of
Rs.23,O2,84,4251- for which the incumbent show cause notice was proposed
for recovery under Section 28 of the Customs Act, 1962. The noticee, has
primarily, argued on the following grounds:-

(il The noticee has contended that the description of concessional
Notification has to be interpreted in consonance with the description provided
under Heading 8424 and sub-heading and tariff entries thereof and under the
Customs Tariff, goods are classified as per the General Rules for Interpretation
of the Customs Tariff. As per Rule 1, the goods under consideration should be
classified in accordance with the 'terms of the heading' or the relevant 'Section
or Chapter Notes'. The Section or Chapter Notes and Sub-Notes give detailed
explanation as to the scope and ambit of the respective Sections and Chapters
under the Customs tariff. The noticee also referred to Note 2 and Note 5 of
Section XVI of the Customs Tariff Act which laid:

(2) SubJect to Note 1 of this Section, Note I to Chopter 84 arld Note I to Cho.ptet 85, pa,rls oJ
mqrhines (not being po,rls ofthe articles of Heading Nos. 84.84, 85.44, 85.45, 85.46 ot 85.47) qre to
be classified acarding to th.e following rutes:

l4 @ttler thon
He@dtng Nos. 84.09, 84.31, 84.48, 84.86, 84.73, 84.85, 85.03, 85.22, 85.29, 85.38 orld 85.48)

qlt be Ln tle UC

(5) For the purposes of these Notes, the expression 'machine' neans anu nachine. macfuneru.
plant, eauipment. apoaratus or apohance cited in the headings of Chapter 84 or 85.

(ii) The noticee also referred the judgments of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in
multiple cases have ruled that HSN Explanatory Notes are also dependable
guide for interpretation of Customs Tariff. Some of the judicial pronouncements
wherein this proposition was affrrmed, upheld and followed have been
enumerated below:

(i) CC vs. Gujarat Perstorp Electronics Ltd., (2005)7 SCC 1 18;
(ii) CCE vs. Phil. Corporation Ltd, (2OO8l 223 E.L.T. 9 (S.C.);
(iii) Hindustan Unilever vs. CCE, (2OO8l 228 E.L.T. 374 (CESTAT-

Mad);
(iv) CCE vs. Wood Craft Products Ltd., (1995) 77 E.L.T.23 (S.C,); and
(v) CC vs. Business Forms, 2OO2 (1421 E,L.T. 18 (S.C.)

(iii) The noticee also relied on the extract of HSN to Heading 8424, wherein
the Irrigation systems consists of various components like mesh filters,
metering valves, pressure regulators, pressure gauges, dripper lines etc. and
these imported goods are individual systems and not parts. In this connection,
they relied on the following judgments:

(i) Keihin Automative Systems India Pvt. Ltd. V/s CC l2O2O (3711
ELT-737 (Tri.-Delhi) l

(ii) Belectric Photovoltain India Pvt. Ltd. V/s CC\2OI9 (21) GSTL-
31e(MPl

lTlPage
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(iii) Commissioner v. Hutchisoir Essar South Ltd
240(SC)

201s (324) ELT-

(iv) The noticee also contended that the nctification' does not cover a drip
irrigation system as a whole but also to all the parts; Irrigation systems
consists of various components linked together, which include a control station
(mesh filters, fertiliser injectors, rrietering valves, non-return valves, pressure
regulators, pressure gauges, air vents, etc.); an underground network
(distribution lines and branch lines which carry the water from the control
station to the irrigation zone); and a surface network (dripper lines
incorporating the drippers) and that these are all parts which are eligible under
the Notilrcation No.l l2Ol7 -Central Tax (Rate) dated 28.06.2017.

(v) The Drippers are like nozzle wl:.icl:^ was specifically provided in sr. no
195 (a) of notifrcation r.o. I l2O|7-IT (rate) dated 28.06.2017 .

(vi) The situation is revenue neutral as IGST is available as input tax credit
under law. The Noticee relied upon the decision in the case of Mafatlal
lndustries Ltd v. CCE Daman - 2OO9 (90) RLT 238 (Tri.) which was upheld by
the Hon'ble Supreme Court in 2010 (255) E.LT A77 (SC). The Noticee also reiy
upon the decision of the Hon'ble Tribunal in CCE v. Special Steel Limited -
2010-TIOL-1176- CESTAT-MUM : 2Ol5 (3291 EIT 449 (Tri.) wherein the
Hon'ble CESTAT dismissed Revenue's appeal on the ground that demand is not
maintainable when it is a revenue neutral situation. This judgment of the
Hon'ble CESTAT has been affirmed by the Hon'ble Supreme Court reported as
Commissioner vs. Special Steel Ltd. - 2016 (334) ELT A123 (SC).

(vii) The noticee has also cited Board's Circular No.155/11/2O2 1-GST dated
17.06.2021, '"vherein a clariiication regarding GST rate on laterals/parts of
Sprinklers or Drip Irrigation system was issued. I reproduce, the relevant
extracts:

"Representations haue been receiued" seeking claification regarding GST rate on pans oJ
Sprinklers or Drip lrigation SAstem, uhen theg are supptied separqtelA ( i e. not along ulth
entire spinklers or dip irigotton sgstem). This issue u.ras examined in the 43rd meetirq of
GST Council held on the 28th Mag, 2O21 .

2. The GST rute on Sprinklers or Drip Irrigation System along uith their laterals/ parls are
gouemed bg S.No. '1958' under Schedule II of nottfication No. 1/2017' Central To-x (Rate),
dated 28th June, 2017 which has been inserted uide notirtcafion No. 6/2018- Centrol Tox
(Rate), dated 25th January, 2018 and reads os below:

Clapter Headiag/
Sh-hedding/Tailf
Item

Description oJ Goods CGST rate

1958 8424 Spriftklers; dip lrflgalion sgstems
i^cluding laterdls ; tuech aticdl s prall er

60i

43. I have carefully gone through the above Board's circular and find
that the Sr.No. 195El to the concessiona-l Notihcation No.1/2o17-Central Tax
(Rate) dated 28.06.2O17 caters to ONLY Sprinklers and drip irrigation systems
including laterals and mechanical sprayer. From the description of goods
mentioned in the Bills of Entry in this case, I frnd that the noticee has imported
the following parts by mentioning it as (Micro Irrigation equipment), viz.,

(i) ARKAL 3" TWrN LrTE FTLTER 120 MESH-rND (MTCRO TRRTGATTON
EQUIPMENT)

(i1) ARIES DRIPPPER (MICRO IRRIGATION EQUIPMtrNT)
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S No.

3. The matter is examined.. The intention of this entry ho,s been to couer laterals (pipes to be
used solelg uith spnnklers/ dip irrtgation sAstem) and such pafts that dre suitable for use
solelg or pincipatlg tDith'spinklers or dip itigqtton sAstem', as clossifiable under h.eading
8424 c$ per Note 2 (b) to Section XVI to the HSN. Hence, laterols/ parts to be used solelA or
pincipatlg uith spinklers or drip irrigation sAstem, uhich are clo-ssifiable under heading
8424, would attrqct a GST of 12o/", euen if supplied sepdratela. Howeuer, anA part of
genetal use, uthich gets classified in a heading other than 8424, in teflns of Section Note
and Chapter Notes to FIS,IV, shall atlract GST as opplicable to the respectiue heading."
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It is on record that there is difference in the description of goods
mentioned in the bills of entry and the corresponding invoices issued by the
noticee. For example, in case of Bill of Entry No. 872lOl2 dated 03.11.2018,
the goods were mentioned as'Dipnet PC as Dipper 1.O L/H 0.26 GPH (Micro
Irrigation Eqtipmentl', however, from the relevant invoices of the imported
goods, the description of goods were mentioned as'Dipnet PC as Dipper 1.0
L/H 0.26 GPH and Aries Dipper 1.O L/H 0.26 GPH' and had been described as
'manufacturing items for drip/ sprinkler irrigation systems for agriculture/
horticulture crops, falling under HCCC No. 84249000'.It appeared that the
noticee has added the words, " (Micro lrrigation Equipmentl to the description of
goods in the relevant documents like bills of entry and invoices, seemingly, in
order to avail the beneht of concessional Notification No.1/2017-lT (Rate) dated
28.O6.20t7.

44. I lrnd that the Notification No.1/2017-lT (Rate) dated 28.06.2017
clearlv mentions that the concessional rate applies to laterals/parts to be used
solely or principally with sprinklers or drip irrigation system, ONLY, and not to
Micro Irriqation system. I hnd that the Drip Irrigation System and Micro
Irrigation System are two separate and distinguishable items. Even the
concessional exemption Notification No.50/2017-Cus dated 30.06.2O17,
differentiates Drip Irrigation Systems for agricultural and horticultural
purposes and Micro Irrigation equipment, separately under (A) and (B)
respectively. Since the concessional Notification No.1/20l7-Central Tax (Rate)
dated 28.06.2017 grants benefit ONLY to such parts that are suitable for use
solely or principally with 'sprinklers or drip irrigation svstem', the beneht of
the concessional Notification No.1/2017-Central Tax (Rate) daled 28.06.2017
cannot be extended to 'Micro Irrigation equipment/ systems'.

45. Therefore, it is apparent that the imported parts, viz. Drippers and
Filters (MICRO IRRIGATION EQUIPMENT) are not eligible for the benefit of
concessional Notification No.1/2017-Central Tax (Rate) dated 28.06.2017. I am
again inclined to rely on the Hon'ble Supreme Court's judgment in case of M/s
Saraswati Sugar Mills reported rt 20ll(27O) ELT-465(SC) held in paragraph
No.7 that "an exemption notification has to be strictly construed. The
conditions for taking benefit under the notification are also to be strictly
interpreted. When the wording of notification is clear, then the plain language
of the notihcation must be given effect to. By way of an interpretation or
construction, the Court cannot add or substitute any word while construing
the notification either to grant or deny exemption". Hence, I hold that what is
expressly not mentioned in the Notification, cannot be permitted on the
grounds of larger cause. Further, the onus is also on the noticee to prove that
they are eligible for any exemption Notification. In this connection, the Hon'ble
Supreme Court of India in the case of Commissioner of Central Excise, New
Delhi V/s Hari Chand Shri Gopal reported in 2O1O (260) ELT 3 (SC) has laid
down as under :- (releuant extr@cts reproduced)

"Tle laut ts ueLl seftled tlat o person wla c)aims exemption or concession l,ds to establish that he
i.s enfitled to that exemptton or concession A provision prowding Jor an exemption, concession or
exception, as the case mag be, ha.s to be o)nstrued stictlA utth certain exception-s dependittg upon
the sefiings on which the prouisrcn llo.s been placed. in the Statute and the object and purpose to be
achieved.'
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I find that the noticee has failed to prove the eligibility to the
concessional Notification No. No. 1/2017-lT (Rate) dated 28.06.2017, as the
imported goods, viz. 'Drippers' and 'Filters' of micro irrigation equipment is not
specified therein.

46. As regards noticee's point (i & ii), I find that the rules for the
interpretation of the First schedule, Section Notes, Chapter Notes and General
Explanatory notes are meant to correctly identify the tariff classification of
products. In the present case, there is no dispute as far as tariff classifrcation
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of the impugned imported goods, therefore this submission does not seem
relevant.

47. As regards noticee's point (iii and iv), I already have concluded that
the noticee had imported, 'Drippers' and 'Filters' that are parts of Micro
Irrigation System (as declared by the noticee themselves in the description of
goods mentioned in the bills of entry in question) in my earlier paras, therefore
the question of eligibility of Notification No. f /20l7-Central Tax (Rate) dated
28.06.2017 to such parts does not arise, as they are beyond the scope of the
said Notification. I frnd that there is no ambiguity regarding the classification of
the imported goods, regarding the parts of Micro Irrigation System, which are
beyond the scope of Notification No.l/2017-Central Tax (Rate) dated
28.06.20t7.

48. As regards noticee's point (v), I find that the parts that are suitable
for use solely or principally with 'sprinklers or drip irrigation system' are only
eligible to avail the benefits of concessional Notification No. l/20l7-Central Tax
(Rate) dated 28.06.2017 and the noticee's equating 'Drippers' to 'nozzles' is
irrelevant as the imported goods were parts of Micro Irrigation system'as per
the description mentioned in the bills of entry and such parts are outside the
purvieu' of concessional Notification No.l/2017-Central Tax (Rate) dated
28.O6.20t7.

49 . As regards noticee's point (vi), revenue neutrality cannot be a
pretext for not paylng duty. I lind that the Hon'ble Supreme Court in the case
of Star Industries v. Commissioner reported as 2015 (3241 E.L.T.656 (S.C.) has
held as under:

"35. Il was submined bg the leamed counsel Ior the assessee that the enttre
exercise is Reuenue neutal because oflhe reasoa t/rat theosse.ssee would, tn any
case, get Cen'dt credit of the dutA paid. It that ls so, thls argur^ent l4 the
lnst(I,nt c(I,se rq.ther goes qgal'tst the qsress€e. Slnce the dssessee {s ln
appeal and.ltthe exerclse ls Reoenue neut"al, the th€re sas no aeed
cvca to file the appeal, B€ thet as lt may, lf that 18 Eo, lt ls altrays open to
the eEseasee to cleln such a crodlt."

Relying upon the above decision of the apex court, the CESTAT,
Chandigarh bench in the case of Vogue Textiles Ltd. Versus Commissioner of
Central Excise, Delhi-lll, reported at 2Ol7 (351) E.L.T. 310 (Tri. - Chan.), held
that:

'9.As Jot lhe plea of lhe retenue nelJtrdlitu, that cannot be an araumeti to iusttfu urona
classification and auailino the betvfit o! an exemption notification. . . . . . "

Further, in the case of Forbes Marshall Pvt. Ltd. Versus Commissioner Of
Central Excise, Pune-I, reported at 2015 (38) S.T.R. 843 (Tri. - Mumbai), the
Hon'ble CESTAT observed that:

6. .................., slmplg bec.Iuse a situatlon leads to revenue neutralltg does 
^ot 

lmplg

time specifed. It cannot be said thqt the Couemment l]'p,s nol lost interest betueen
the tuo dates, nohuith,standing the Jact thdt Cenuat credit could. have been auotled on the scLme
date if dutg had been pqid on time. ............. I hold that interest is paljabLe under Section 75 of the
Finance Act.

50. Accordingly, I conclude that noticee is ineligible to avail the
benefits of concessional Notification No.1/2017-Central Tax (Rate) dated
28.06.2017 and is required to pay the differential duty of Rs.9,27,88,596/-
under the provisions of Section 28(pl of the Customs Act, 1962 along with
interest.
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Therefore, in view of these judgments, I do not accept the concept of
revenue neutrality raised by the noticee. Be that as it may, by raising the issue
of revenue neutrality by the noticee, there is an implicit presumption that duty
was required to be paid in the instant case.



51. I hnd that the onus was on the noticee to prove that they were
eligible to the benefits of both the concessional Notification No.50/2017-Cus
dated 30.06.2017 and Notifrcation No. 1/2017-Central Tax (Rate) dated
28.06.2017. The language and description of the goods mentioned in both the
concessional Notilications are lucid and unambiguous, where there is no scope
of mis-interpretation. Notilication No.50/2017-Cus dated 30.06.2017, clearly
provides the benefits of concessional rate of duty ONLY to Sprinklers; drip
irrigation system including laterals; mechanical sprayers and not to any parts
of the said system. In case of Notification No.l l2Ol7 -Central Tax (Rate) dated
28.06.2017, the beneht of concessional rate of duty is extended to ONLY
Sprinklers and drip irrigation systems for agricultural and horticultural
purposes and not to any parts of Micro lrrigation system. I hnd that that there
was a difference in the description of goods mentioned in the bills of entry and
the corresponding invoices issued by the noticee, for example, in case of Bill of
Entry No. 872LOl2 dated 03.11.2018, the goods were mentioned as " Dipnet
PC as Dripper 1 .0 L/ H 0.26 GPH (Micro Irrigation Equipmentf , however, from the
relevant invoices of the imported goods, the description of goods were
mentioned as'Dripnet PC as Dripper 1.O L/H 0.26 GPH and Aries Dipper 1.0
L/ H 0.26 GPH' and had been described as 'manufacturing items for
drip/ sprinkler irrigation systems for agriculture/ horticulture crops, falling
under HCCC No. 84249000'. I frnd that the noticee had, wilfully or deliberately
added the words, " (Micro Irrigation Equipmentl to the description of goods in
the relevant documents like bills of entry and invoices, in order to avail the
benefit of both concessional Notification No.50/2O17-Cus dated 30.06.2017
and Notification No. 1/2O17-IT (Rate) dated 28.06.2017, despite being fully
aware that they were ineligible to the benefits of the above mentioned
Notilications. Therefore, I find that the noticee has resorted to wilful mis-
statement of facts in the statutory documents in order to avail the beneht of
both concessional Notihcation No.50/2017-Cus dated 30.06.2017 and
Notification No.1/2O17-IT (Rate) dated 2a.O6.2OI7. In view of the above, I am
inclined to impose penalty on the noticee under the provisions of Section 1l4A
of the Customs Act, 1962.

52. In view of the above, I pass the following order :-

(i) I confirm demand of Customs duty of Rs.9,27,88,596/- (Basic Customs
Duty Rs.8,43,53,269 l- + Social Welfare Surcharge (SWS) Rs.8a 35,327],
[Rupees Nine Crore, Twenty Seven Lakh, Eighty Eight Thousand Five Hundred
and Ninety Six only] not paid/ short paid for the imports made during the
period from March, 2018 to January, 2020 under Section 28$l of the Customs
Acl, 1962 and order the noticee to pay forthwith.

(ii) The noticee is ordered to pay interest on duty confirmed at (i) above,
under Section 28AA of the Customs Act, 1962.

(ii! I confirm demand of Additional duty of Customs (IGST)
Rs.23,O2,84,425/- [Rupees Twenty Three Crore, Two Lakh, Eighty Four
Thousand, Four Hundred and Twenty Five onlyl not paid/ short paid for the
imports made during the period from March, 2018 to January, 2020 under
Section 28$) of the Customs Act, 1962.

(iv) The noticee is ordered to pay interest on duty confirmed at (iii) above,
under Section 28AA of the Customs Act, 1962.

(v) I impose a total penalty of Rs.32,3O,73,O2 1 / -[Rs.9 ,27 ,88,596 +

Rs.23,02,84,425/-l{Rupees Thirty Two Crore, Thirty Lakh, Seventy Three
Thousand and Twenty One only) pius penalty equal to the applicable interest
under Section 28AA of the Customs Act, 1962 payable on the duty demanded
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and confirmed at (i) and (iii) above under Section 114A of the Customs Act,
1962. However, in view of the first and second proviso to Section 114A of the
Customs Act, 1962, if the amount of Customs Duty confirmed and interest
thereon is paid within a period of thirty days from the date of the
communication of this Order, the penalty shall be 25%o percent of the Duty,
subject to the condition that the amount of such reduced penalty is also paid
within the said period of thirty days.

53. This order is issued without prejudice to any other action that may
be taken under the provisions ofthe Customs Act, 1962 and rules / regulations
framed thereunder or any other law for the time being in force in the Republic
of India.

54. The Show Cause Notice issued from F.No
Commr/O&A/2019 dated 76.03.2020 is disposed offin above terms.

vmltO-78lPr

-zOL+
4 .\o

(sHrv KUMAR SHARTUAI
Principal Commissioner

F.No. MII/ lO-7 I I Pr Commr/O&A/2019 Date:- 04.7O.2024

DrN- 2024 107 1MNOOOO999AA9

To,
M/s Netafim Irrigation India Pvt. Ltd.,
268-270,27t-8,
GIDC, Manjusar (Tal-Savli),
Dist.- Vadodara, Gujarat

The Chief Commissioner, Customs, Gujarat Zone, Ahmedabad.

The Additional Commissioner, Customs, TRC, HQ., Ahmedabad

Deputy Commissioner, ICD Dashrath, Vadodara.

The Superintendent (Systems) Customs HQ (in pdf format), for uploading
the Order on the website of Ahmedabad Commissionerate.

5. The Guard file.
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Copy for information & necessary action to:-


