F.No. GEN/ADI/COMM/556/2024-Adjn-O/o Pr. Commr-Cus-Mundra-

BRI We e 9191 oD, T4,

G gep A>eH, T 6EE, F9, ToNId- 370421
OFFICE OF THE PRINCIPAL COMMISSIONER OF
CUSTOMS,

CUSTOM HOUSE, MUNDRA PORT, KUTCH, GUJARAT-
370421
PHONE:02838-271426/271423 FAX:02838-271425
Email: adj-mundra@gov.in, commsr-cusmundra@nic.in

DIN: 20241171MO000000A592 Date: 29.11.2024
' SHOW CAUSE NOTICE

The present case pertains to the evasion of export duty by M/s
Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited, (IEC No. 0605003301} having
registered office -at Near Resham Farm, Bhinga Road, Kalpipara, Bahraich Uttar
Pradesh-271801, Branch Office - at 1730, 2nd Floor, Nai Basti, Naya Bazar, New
Delhi-110006, (hereinafter referred to as ‘the exporter’ for sake of brevity), who
were found to have indulged in short payment of export duty by resorting to
undervaluation by claiming abatement of duty from the assessable value. Thus,
export duty was not being paid on the transaction value of the export goods (i.e.
FOB Value) as provided /s 14 of the Customs Act, 1962, instead the same was
being paid on a reduced value by wrongly declaring the same as FOB Value thus
causing short-payment of the appropriate duty of Customs.

2. Iptelligencé was gathered by the officers of the Directorate :of Revenue
Intelligence.(Hdrs.), 7th Floor, Drum Shaped Building, 1. P. Bhawan, 1. P. Estate,
New Delhi (hereinafter referred to as DRI’) which indicated undervaluation in the
export of rice. The intelligence further indicated that after imposition of duty on
export of rice with effect from 09.09.2022, several exporters, including M/s
Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited, having registered office -at Near
Résham Farm, Bhingd Road, Kalpipara, Bahraich Uttar Pradesh-271801,

Branch Qffice - at 1730, 2nd Floor, Nai Basti, Naya Bazar, New De1h1-110006'
havmg IEC No. 0605003301 were found to be indulging in evasion of duty.

2.1 Preliminary analysis of the Intelligence revealed that export duty at the
rate of 20% ad valorem was imposed on export of rice vide CBIC Notification No.
49/2022-Cus. dated 08.09.2022.

2.2 . Sctutiny of thé export data pertaining to the said exporter revealed that
they were evading duty on export of riceé by adopting three different methods i.e.
(i) by claiming wrongful deduction of export duty (either full or partial duty
amount) and/or in some cases by claiming wrongful deduction of packa.ging
charges and profit margins (in addition to the export duty amount} from the
transaction value, (i) by covertly taking reimbursement of export duty from the
ovéfééaé buyer (against-debit notes/separate invoices raised to the overseas
buyer} without even claiming the same as deduction in the shipping bills (iii) by
declaring excess freight amounts.

2.3 _.The exporter used to negotiate a specific price for sale of their export
consignment which was received by them from the overseas: buyer as
‘consideration’ for sale of rice. Thus the ‘consideration/negotiated price’ was
‘the actual transaction value’ for their export consignment on which the
exporter ‘6uight to have paid the 20% export duty. However, to evade duty, the
exporter had artificially bifurcated the afore-said negotiated price/total
consideration, in two parts i.e. (i ‘price of goods’ and (ii) ‘export duty
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amount/export duty amount and packing charges and/or profit margin’.
The exporter had declared the reduced value ‘price of goods’ as their
transaction value and the other part of the consideration which was equal to the
‘export duty amount /export duty amount and packing charges and/or
profit margin’ was not included by them in their ‘transaction value’. Instead,
the same was claimed as ‘deduction’ which was recovered separately from the
buyer and in some case the same was declared in the Shipping Bills under the
Head “Deduct/Deduction”. Thus, a part of consideration, equal to the export
duty amount /export duty amount and packing charges and/or profit
margin’, was not included in the transaction value for payment of export duty
causing short payment of duty.

2.4 In some cases, the exporter had recovered ‘the export duty amount’
separately from the overseas buyer without even declaring the same in their
export invoice and without claiming the same as ‘deduction’. The amounts so
recovered from the overseas buyer were also part of their consideration for sale.
Thus, a part of consideration, was not included in the transaction value for the
payment of export duty in all such export shipments causing short payment of
duty. - .

2.5 In several other cases of export of rice on CIF/CF incoterm basis,
investigation revealed that the exporter had declared excess freight amounts
thah thé actual freight amounts paid by them to the shipping lines/freight
forwarders In such shipments, FOB price is deduced from the CIF/CF pr1ces by
deducj:mg the actual freight amounts paid by the exporter. By claiming ‘excess
freight amounts in the shipping bills, the exporter had wrongly dediicted a part
of the considerafion/transaction value which is equal to the excess freight
amounts claimed by them. Thus, a part of consideration, was not included in
the fransaction value for the payment of export duty in all such export shipments
causing-short payment of duty.

2.6 From the preliminrary scrutiny of the export data, discussed in above
paras, it appeared that the exporter had treated the actual fransaction
value (i.e. actual FOB Value) of their export goods as cum-duty FOB Value
and tﬁé_y have declared the lesser transaction value by wrongly claiming
abatement of duty and packing charges/profit margin (in some cases) from
the actual transaction value and by claiming excess freight amounts in the
shipping bills. By adopting the above-mentioned modus operandji, the exporter
had been. evading the payment of duty on the differential value between the
actmal transaction value of the export goods (i.e. FOB Value) and their declared
reduced FOB value.

2.7  Valuation of the goods is covered by Section 14 of the Customs Act, 1962
which provides that ‘the value of the ... export goods shall be the transaction
value of such goods, that is to say, the price actually paid or payable for the
goods when sold ... for export from India for delivery at the time and place of
exportation. Further, Customs Valuation (Determination of Value of Export
Gdods] Rules, 2007 (CVR, 2007) notified vide [M.F. (D.R.) Notification No.
95/2007-Cus {N.T.), dated-13-09-2007] also provide that value of the export
goods shall be its transaction value. Rule 2 (1) (b} of the CVR, 2007 defines the
term ‘¢ransaction.vahie’ as the value of export goods within the meaning of sub-
section (1) of section 14 of the Customs Act, 1962. Further rule 3(1) of CVR, 2007
also stipulates that subject fo rule 8 (providing for rejection of -the declared
value), the value of export goods shall be the transaction value. CVR, 2007 came
into effect from 10.10.2007.
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.

2.8 This practice of payment of export duty on cum-duty FOB Value was
prevalent prior to the year 2009. CBIC Circular No. 18/2008-Cus. dated
10.11.2008 in this regard stipulated that with effect from 01.01.2009, the
practice of computation of export duty shall be changed; that for the purposes
of calculation of export duty, the transaction value, that is to say the price
actually paid or payable for the goods for delivery at the time and place of
exportation under section 14 of Customs Act 1962, shall be the FOB price of
such goods at the time and place of exportation.

3. Initiation of investigation:

3.1 Pursuant to the afore-said intelligence and apparent undervaluation of the
export goods, investigation was initiated against various exporters of the said
commodity including M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited, registered at
Near Resham Farm, Bhinga Road, Kalpipara, Bahraich Uttar Pradesh-271801
(bearing Importer Exporter Code No. 0605003301), by issuance of siimmons
under the provisions of section 108 of the Customs Act, 1962.

3.2 Vide summons dated 27.10.2023 & 17.11.2023, documents related to-the
investigation were requested from the Director of export firm. In pursuanee of
the siimrmons issued to M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited, Sh. Shrawan
Kumar Agarwal, Director of M /s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited appeared
in the DRI office and vide letter dated 30.11.2023 (RUD-1) submitted documents
in respect of Export of Rice made by them during the year 2023-24.

33 M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited, vide their letter dated
21.12:2023 (RUD-2) made an advance voluntary deposit of Rs. 1,64,38,554
through the following 04 Demand Drafts towards part payment of their
differential duty liability on account of wrongful claim of deduction
amounts in the shipping bills which were on account of reimbursement of
export ‘'duty, packing charges and profit margin on export of rice. i

I i. 240335 dated 20.12.2023 for Rs. 19,04,267/- in favour of RBI AJC
oL Commissioner of Customs Nhava Sheva, payable at Nhava Sheva port
- -ii. 240336 dated 20.12.2023 for Rs. 1,15,32,080/- infavour of Commissioner
of Customs, payable at Mundra port
iii. © 240337 dated 20.12.2023 for Rs. 11,69,5587/- in favour of The
Commissioner of Customs A/c Shree Rameshwar Lal Foods Pvt. Ltd;
payable at Chéhnai port
iv. 240338 dated 20.12.2023 for Rs. 18,32,649/- in favour of RBI A/c
‘ Commissioner of Customs Port, payable at Kolkata Port -

3:4. The aforesaid 04 demand drafts voluntarily deposited by M/s Rameshwar
Lal Foods Private Limited were deposited in the Govt. account vide Challan No.
HC-11 dated 02.01,2024 at Nhava Sheva Port (RUD-3), TR 6 Challan no. MCM—
281246023 dated 28.12.2023 at Chennai Port (RUD-4), GAR 6 receipt no 29
dated 28.12.2023 at Kolkata Port (RUD-5) and Challan dated 25.01.2024 at
Mundra port (RUD-6).

3.5 Subsequently, DRI vide email dated 04.07.2024 and 23.07.2024 (RUD-7)
sought details -of total payment received. by M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private
Limited, in respect of each shipping bill along with details of expenses made by
them towards payrnent of ocean freight and insurarice charges in respect of the
shipments exported by them. In response, vide email dated 20.08.2024 (RUD-
8a), M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited submiitted details of totel
payments received from the overseas buyers (in Foreign Currency) through BRC;
through reimbursement of taxes or in any other manner such as debit
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netej credlt note etc. and details of expenses made towards payment of ocean
fre1ght charges in respect of consignments exported on CF/ CI/ CIF Inco Term
basis. Vide Emails dated 26.11.2024 (RUD-8b), M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods
Private Limited had submitted the details of the actual freight amounts paid by
them to the Freight forwarders / Shipping line

4.1 During investigation, statement of Sh. Shubham Agarwal, Employee
of M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited was recorded u/s 108 of the
Customs Act, 1962 on 17-11-2023 (RUD-9) & 14.11.2024 (RUD-10). In
furtherance of investigation, statement of Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal,
Director of M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited was also recorded on
30.11.2023 (RUD-11) u/s 108 of the Customs Act, 1962,

4.2 In his statement recorded u/s 108 of the Customs Act, 1962 on
17.11.2023, Sh. Shubham Agarwal, Employee of M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods
Private Limited stated that he joined M/s Shree Rameshwar Foods Private
Limited as employee in 2017; that initially, he looked after sale/ purchase work
in their Mill/ factory; that thereafter, he moved to Delhi and started looking after
sale/ purchase of rice, arranging buyers for export and other export related Work
in their company; that M/s Shree Rameshwar Foods Private Limited was started
by his grandfather Sh. Shambhoo Nath Agrawal as a proprietorship concern
about 25 years ago; that currently there were five directors of the said company
who are mainly his family members as given below:

1. Sh Shambhoo Nath Agarwal, his grandfather
ii.  Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal, his father
iii.  Sh. Pawan Kumar Agarwal, his uncle

dv.  Sh. Sumit Agarwal, his uncle
v. Sh. Amit Agarwal, his uncle

4.3 He further stated that, M/s Shree Rameshwar Foods Private Limited is
engaged in the business. of production/milling, trading and export of Rice and
pulses; that'Export and sales related work was handled by he himself, his father
Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal and Sh. Amit Agrawal; that their manufacturing
unit was situated. at Bahraich UP and the same was looked after by his uncles
Sh. Pawan Agrawal, Sh. Sumit Agrawal and Sh. Amit Agrawal; that his
grandfather Sh. Shambhoo Nath Agrawal is 90 years old; that he is not involved
with, the .day to-day business of the company; that he is a namesake director of
the company, that due to his older age, he has guthorized him to appear in DRI
office on 17.11.2023, as all the work related to the exports of Rice was mainly
handled by he himself, his father Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal and his uncle Sh.
Amit Agrawal. He further stated that they were in the process of collating the
documents requested by DRI and undertook to submit the same.

5.1 In his statement recorded u/s 108 of the Customs Act, 1962 on
30.11.2023, Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal, Director, M/s Shree Rameshwar Lal
Foods Private Limited inter alia stated that M/s Shree Rameshwar Lal Industries
was started by his father Sh. Shambhoo Nath Agrawal as a proprietorship
concern. in 1998; that in 2010 a separate company namely M/s Shree
Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited was founded with six directors as given
below:

1

i.  Sh. Shambhoo Nath Agarwal, his father
ii. Sh.Shrawan Kumar Agarwal, himself
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fit.  Sh. Pawan Kumar Agarwal, his elder brother
w. Sh. Sunil Kumar Agarwal, his younger brother
v. Sh. Sumit Agarwal, his younger brother

vi. 8h. Amit Agarwal, his younger brother

5.2 He further stated that his younger brother, Sh. Sunil Kumar Agarwal,
passed away in December 2022; that currently there are only five directors in
the said firm; that M/s Shree Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited is engaged
in the business of manufacturing, trading and export of Rice; that Export and
sales work was handled by he himself, his son Sh. Shubham Agarwal and Sh.
Amit Agrawal; that their manufacturing unit was situated at Bahraich UP and
was managed by his brothers Sh. Pawan Agrawal, Sh., Sumit Agrawal and Sh.
Amit Agrawal.

5.3 He stated that vide his letter dated 30.11.2023, he has subrmitted. all the
documents such as Commercial Invoice, Packing List, Shipping Bill, Proforma
Invoice, Bill of Lading, Expense Invoices in respect of each 70 shipments of
Financial Year 2023-24 of Indian White Rice Non-basmati as per Annexure to
his letter dated 30.11.2023; and undertook to submit the remaining documents.

5.4 Onbeing shown statement dated 17.11.2023 of Sh. Shubham Agarwal,
Employee of M/s Shree Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited and asked to
comment on the same he stated that he has read the statement dated
17.11.2023 of Sh. Shubham Agarwal; that Sh. Shubham Agarwal is his son and
he is actively involved with him in the business of M/s Shree Rameshwar Lal
Foods Private Limited and re-iterated and confirmed the contents of the
statément dated” 17.11.2023 of Sh. Shubham Agarwal.

5.5 On being shown the documents submitted by him vide his letter dated
30.11.2023 (page no 1 to 18) and on being asked to explain the contents of
the same he stated that while filing the Shipping bill a deduction amount was
claimed by them on the said shipment; that this deduction was on.account of
export duty. paid by them on export of rice through said shipment i.e. the actual
FOB was USD 82464 [USD 84864 (CFR) ~ USD 2400(Freight)], however, they
have declared the FOB as USD 64064 after claiming a deduction of USD 18400;
that the duty paid by them was equivalent to 20% of the amount USD 64064 i.e.
equivalent to USD 12812.8 instead of 20% of the USD 82464 i.e. USD 16492.8;
that the short payment of duty was equivalent to USD 3680 (20% of USD 18400}
in said export shipment.

5.6 On being shown the print out of Section 14 and CBIC Circular No.
18/2008-cus dated 10.11.2008 and print out of incoterms from wikipedia
and on being asked to give his comments on the same, he stated that he
has understood that for payment of export duty, transaction value of the goods
has to be arrived at and the transaction value of the export goods is FOB value
thereof i.e. the price of the goods. inclusive of all expenses and costs up to.the
Ioading .of the goods in the vessel after clearance by the customs authority; and
admitted that they have paid the duty on cum duty FOB value instead of
the actual FOB value of the export goods causing short payment of duty on
export of rice; that they have adopted the said practice for exports following
other exporters of rice; that it was. done by them on being advised by some other
exporters of rice and CHA; that he was unable to recall the name of such persons
now; that the CBIC circular also provided that the value for charging export duty
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shall be the FOB value of the export goods and the practice of calculation .of the
FOB value as cum-duty price had been discontinued by the CBIC with effect
from 01.01.2009; that incotermus also indicated that in FOB terms of invoicing,
all costs and expenses till loading of the export goods into the vessel for export
should be borne by the buyer; that FOB meant Free on Board i.e. all charges
upto loading of the export goods in the vessel should be included for calculation
of the FOB value.

5.7 Further he accepted their mistake and stated that he was willing to pay
the differential duty on all such export wherein export duty had been paid by
considering the FOB Value as cum duty price instead on actual FOB value of the
export goods by their company. He undertook to submit the remaining -
documents along with a duty calculation chart indicating the differential duty
payable on export of rice by them as soon as possible and undertook to deposit
the differential duty at the earliest.

6. Vide his letter dated 21.12.2023 M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private
Limited made a voluntary advance deposit of Rs. 1,64,38,554/- toward part
payment of his differential duty liability which were deposited in the Govt,
account at respective port of export.

7.1 During the inveéstigation, statement of Sh. Shubham Agarwal,
Employee, M/s Shree Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited was recorded on
14.11.2024 u/s 108 of the Customs Act, 1962

7.2 On being asked about the deduction claimed by M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods
Private Limited in. respect of SB no. 9020492 dated 01.04.2023, he stated that
they have.claimed a total deduction of USD 18400 in the said shipping hill which
included. the export duty paid amount of USD 12819 as well as packaging
charges & profit margin of USD 5581. He also stated that in respect of 39 other
shipping bills also, they have claimed deduction amount equal to the export duty
paid along with the packaging charges & profit margin and the total deduction
amount claimed in respect of such 40 S/Bs was Rs. 6.73 Cr. (approx).

On being asked about the documents used for reimbursement of dedtction
amonunts, he stated that stated that for receipt of deduction claimed amounts of
Rs. 6.73 Cr. from the overseas buyer, they had only submitted the export invoice
to the buyer wherein the deduction claim amount was specifically mentioned. He
further stated that they had submitted the same invoices (wherein deduction
amount was explicitly mentioned) to. the Customs autharities.and the banks had
also processed the said payment on the basis of same export invoices.

On being asked about the difference in the deduction claimed and
féimbursement received, he stated that the in respect of 40 S/Bs, they Had
claimed deduction of Rs. 6,73,63,451/- and had received Rs. 6,71,46,226/- as
réi'mbh}sément of taxes. He also stated that an amount of Rs. 2,17,225/- was
not paid to them by the buyer on account of quality issues and the said amount
was not payable and had been written off by them in their books of accounts. ™

On being asked about 27 S/Bs wherein the deduction claimed amount was.léss
than the duty.paid amounts, he stated that the deduction claimed amount in
respect of the said 27 S/Bs was on account of packing charges and our profit
margin only. He also stated that the reimbursement of export duty paid amounts
in respect of the said shipping bills was not included in the deduction claimed
amounts mentioned in the shipping bills and the said amount had been
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separately recovered from the overseas buyer which were over and above the
deductions claimed amounts.

On being asked about receipt of deduction claimed amounts in said 27 S/Bs, he
stated that for receipt of the deduction claimed amounts from the overseas
buyer, they had only submitted the export invoice to the buyer wherein the
deduction claim amount was specifically mentioned. He also stated that the
banks had also processed the said payment on the basis of the same export
invoices and the receipt of these amounts was not reflected in the Bank
Realization Certificates prepared by the banks as the same were processed under
different RBI accounting code meant for receipt of taxes (P1306).

On being asked about the manner of receipt of payments from the overseas
buyer, he stated that in respect of 61 S/Bs the payment had only been received
through reimbursement of taxes and no other amount has been received in any
other manner; that in respect of 41 3/Bs, the payment from overseas buyer had
been received through BRC and in another manner such as Debit Note/ Credit
Note etc.; that in respect of 59 S/Bs the payment from overseas buyer had beén
réceived through BRC and through reimbursement of taxes; that in respect of 26
SBs the "payment from overseas buyer had been received through BRC and
through reimbursement of taxes as well as in other manners.such as: Deblt Note/
Credit Note etc: -

On' being shown the actual freight paid amounts in respect of shipping bill no.
9020492 dated 01.04.2023 submitted by them through email dated 20.08.2024
and copy of freight invoice No. C88/23240319 dated 18.04.2023 subuitted by
them’ vide letter dated 30.11.2023, he stated that as per the data submitted
through email dated 20.08.2024, the freight paid amount for SB No. 9020492
dated 01.04.2023 wds Rs. 1,96,680 /- whereas as per the invoice C88/23240319
dated: 18.04.2023 the freight paid was Rs. 60,454/-. With regard to the said
difference in freight amount, he stated that the details submitted vide email
dated 20.08.2024 had. been prepared by their accountant and he would recheck
and resubmit the actual freight amounts,

8. The export documents and details submitted by the exporter dunng
1nvest1gation were analysed and it was revealed that M/s Rameshwar Lal
Foods Prlvate Limited had exporied 188 shipment of rice having description as
‘Indian Brown Rice/ Indian IR 64 Raw Rice/ Indian Parboiled Rice/ Indian Raw
Whlte Rice/ Indian Short Grain 5% Broken Rice/ Indian Swarna Raw White
Rice] Indian White Rice/ Rice Common’ etc. by classifying the same under CTH
10062000, 10063010 & 10063090 which were liable to export duty @ 20% ad
valorem” vide "CBIC Notification No. 49/2022-Cus. dated 08.09.2022 and
494/2023-Custonis dated the 25% August, 2023. In their export documents
{8hipping. Billg), they have declared the following three values {i) Total Value,
{ii) Invoice Value and (iii) FOB Value. The Total Value declared by them was
inclusive..of export duty and indicated the total consideration received by them
from: the. overseas buyer. Invoice Value was declared after deducting from the
Total:Value, an amounts equal to the export duty and other deductions.such as
packirig.charges & profit margin paid by them in respect of the export goods.
FOB-Value was declared after deduction of the ocean freight amounts from the
afore-said Invoice Value. Thus, total amount of deductions of Rs.
7,99,27,450/- were wrongly claimed by the exporter from the actual FOB Value
in respect of their export shipments.
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81 Deduction amounts wrongly claimed in the Shipping Bills which
were more than the export duty amounts:

Scrutiny of the export documents and details submitted by the exporter during
investigation revealed that in respect of the below mentioned 40 shipping bills,
the exporter had at the time of filing of shipping bills claimed the deduction of
total amounts of Rs. 6,73,63,451/-. The export duty paid by them in respect of
these 40 S/Bs was Rs. 4,07,12,774/-. Thus, in addition to the claim of
deduction of duty amount of Rs. 4,07,12,774/-, the exporter had claimed
deduction of an additional amount of Rs. 2,66,50,677/- in these 40 S/Bs. (Rs.

6,73,63,451- Rs. 4,07,12,774= Rs. 2,66,50,677/-).

Table A
1. ! 5572142 19-11-2022 52,58,500 10,51,700 57,05,068 15,51,662 15.42,763
2. | 5802125 | 29-11.2022 53.84,704 10,76,941 57,50,372 15,06,358 14,96,974
3. | 5840529 | 30-11-2022 84,55,668 16,91,134 00,62,418 23,59,044 23,51,925
4. | 5845808 | 01-12.2022 25,87,182 5.17,436 28,04318 | 8,17,899 8.16,443.
5. | 5948034 | 05-12-2022 15,97,167 3,19433 | 17,24,041 4,30,729 T 478963
| 6....|.6146380 | 14-12-2022 62,02,356 1240471 | 73,50,646 19,30,894 19,29,127
7. | 6183375 15-12-2022 54,78,548 10,95,710 65,22 448 17,55,358 17,55,358
8. . |-648194% | 27-12-2022 86,62,865 17,32,573 97,67;165 26,68,725. 26,68,725.
1o~ [ 6583202 |°28-12-2022 39,59 524 591,905 30,00,424 10,85,486 10,83,748"
10. | 6559917 | 30-12.2022 | 59,55,040 11,615,008 | 70,59,340 19,357,024 19,27.235
11. | 6568306 | 30-12-2022 . 59,19,048 . | 11,383,810 . | 63,70,584 17,57,064 17,48,680 _
12776657379 | 03-01-2023- | 61,038,916 12,20,783 68,40,116 19,01,032 19,01,032
[ 13. | 6657428 | 03-01-2023 61,03,916 12,20,783 68,40,116 15;01,032 19,01,032 .
14, | 6658599 | 03-01:2023 | 85,29,736 17,09,947 01,63,236 28,00,014 27,388,071
15. | 6741329 | 06-01-2023 62,325,673 12,47,935 | 66,93,676 13 38,244 13,32,015
16. | 6832222 | 09-01-2023 5970002, . | 11,85,980 63,383,005 16,48,015 16,41,786
"17. | 6874654 | 11-01-2023 62,39,673 12,47,935 66,93,676 13,383,244 13,32,015°
18. | 6912542 | 12-01-2023 22,48,052 4,49,610 24,29,654 7.83,114 7,76,886 . ]
119, ["6915463 | 12-01-2023 53,32,437 10,66,497 ~57,86,490 18,91,406 1838784 ~ v
20- | 6915933 | 12:01-2023 _ | 3265871 6,53,174 35,36,061 10,81,740 10,79,118
21. | 6945934 | 13-01-2023 50,290,902 11,85,980 63,79,889 18,04,539 17,98 516
22. | 6953717 13-01-2023 70,02,464 14,00,493 78,87,524 26,21,089 26,21,089
23. | 7000154 | 16-01-2023 21,77,248 4,35,450 23,58,849 721,160 7,18,538
24, | 7219136 | 24-01-2023 23,31,439 466,288 26,06,598 5,51,284 5,45,162
25. | 7227264 | 24-01-2023 34,97,159 6,99 432 39,09,897 8,26,026 8,20,805
26, | 7682438 | 10-02-2023 58,64,778 11,72,956 63,132,795 28,11,625 28,05,667
27. | 7840042 | 16-02-2023 58,64,778 11,72,956 63,77,095 2745974 37,40,017
28. [-802743¢ | 24.02-2023 - §5,60,188 17;12,038 96,01,956 37,46,925 37,3542
29; -1 -8436852 | 13-03-2023 59,51,400 11.90,280- 63,60,150 25,724,440 25, 14:221~
a0, T 8469024 14-03-2023 26,75,700 5,95,140 30,94,238 13,43,970 13,34:160° -
3% | 860652 - | 21-03-2023 - 61,95,420 12,39,084 64,85,523 27.85,481 27,7F081
-37. |-8672141 | 22-03-2023 20;82,680 5,96,596 31,03,905 13,25,951 13,253,051
33, |-9020492~ |-01-04-2023 52,50,045 10,50,009 54,46,795 15,07,880 14,97,636-
-3~ -| 9064969 | 04-D4-2023 78,75,067 15,75,013 81,67,629 22,61,820 22.50,347
: | 9064970 | 04-04-2023 29,82,980- 5,96,596 31,05,905 13,25,951 13,25,951
| 9064973- | 04:04-2023 32,91,932 6.,58,386 34,14,857 953,079 9,47,342
9087071 | 05-04-2023 32.81,278 6,56,256 33,98.467 9,63,732 9,63 /732
0106185 | 05042023 32,318,664 647,733 33,61,589 11,23,535 11,177,798
09175474 | 10-04:2023 -65,78,832 13,153,766 68,22,132 19,91,816 19,80,462
9194305 | 10-04-2023 32,357,787 6:51.557 33,77,004 943,103 935,651

The exporter-had stated that these excess deduction amounts were in respect of
the Packing Charges paid by them for packing of the export goods and their
profit margin on the sale’ of the goods, which were claimed by them from. the
forelgn buyer. Investigation has revealed that all these packing charges,” proﬁt
margm and export duty amounts (claimed as deduction amounts in the shipping
bills) were also recovered by the exporter from the overseas buyer in their bank
accounts, hence, these amounts were part of consideration received by the
exporter for sale of their goods.

R ) ‘ . Page 8 of 45




F.No. GEN/ADJ/COMM/556/2024-Adin-0/o Pr. Commr-Cus-Muandra

The exporter had received the entire C&F amounts, Export Duty, Packaging
Charges as well as Profit Margin in their bank accounts and thereupon they have
wrongly claimed deduction of Export Duty, Packaging Charges and Profit Margin
and have declared lower FOB Value for the purpose of payment of lesser export
duty. Thus, all these deduction amounts claimed by the exporter alsoc appears
to be liable to be included in the actual transaction value (i.e. FOB Value) of
these shipments.

Further, scrutiny of the invoices in respect of these 40 shipments, submitted by
the exporter revealed that in the Invoice raised by the exporter to the buyer in
respect of these 40 shipments also, the full deduction amount of Rs.
6,73,63,451/- has been claimed from the buyer. The exporter has submitted
that they have received only Rs. 6,71,46,226/- from the buyer towards
packaging charges and profit margin, therefore, it appears that the balance
amount of Rs. 2,17,225/- though have not been paid by the overseas buyer to
the exporter, is still payable to the exporter in respect of these 40 shipments.
Thus, all these deduction amounts claimed by the exporter also appears to be
liable to be. included in the actual transactlon value (i.e. FOB Value) of these
sh1pmen1:s

S.I.j: For ease of reference, photo of SB number 9020492 dated 01-04-2023 is
pastéd below which clearly indicate that the deduction claimed in the
Shipping Bill is more than the cess amount (i.e. Export Duty). The exporter
has also confirmed this fact and submitted that the entire deduction amouat,
which is more than the export duty amount, has been recovered by them
i'rom the overseas buyer of the export goods as reimbursement of taxes,
packagmg charges and profit margin. The screenshot of the Bank Realization
Certificate (BRC) & corresponding Commercial Invoice submitted by the exporter
is alsc pasted below for reference.

-

From the export documents submitted by the exporter in respect of the afore-
§aid consignient, it is also evident that the total amount of USD 84864 CNF
{408/ MT) is mentioned in export invoice along with the value of each comporent
(i.e: FOB Value of USD 64064 + Freight amount of USD 2400 + Other Charge of
USD 18400, thus total CNF Value of USD 84864). In respect of the said
shipment, the invoice amount in the shipping bill has been declared to be at USD
66464 only (which is lessei by USD 18400 from the total invoice value of USD
84864) and the said differential amount of USD 18400 has been mentioned in
the shipping bill uynder the heading ‘deduct’ as shown below. This
deduction/deduct amount is equal to the export duty paid amount of 12812.8
USD (Cess amount in Rs. 105009, exchange rate is Rs. 81.95/USD) and
packaging charges & profit margin of 5,587.2 USD which has been deducted
by the exporter from the actual FOB Value and export duty has not been paid
on the said differential value of USD 18400 (USD 12812.8+USD 5587.2) which
is though part of the consideration received by the exporter from the overseas
buyer for sale of the consignment. Receipt of USD 66464 are reflected in the
BRC and remaining amount of USD 18278 has been received separately in their
bank accounts as shown below in the details submitted by the exporter.

’
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2

B. TRANSACTION

—- T

3

Photo of shipping bill
" [PeriCode ~_SaMNo 8B Date
INDIAN CUSTOMS EDI SYSTEM | _DMUNT | 90057 | 0iAPR73
 CENTRAL BOARD OF [KDIRECT TAXES AND CUSTOMS ‘—-—-—..;Eg,'{?émE Géﬁ;’g\"’f“;mzs {E?:s NU
FREVENUS - WINISTRY IRLER SEAANGSORIFAZS GOSN
ot Of SRRV - MASTRYQFFNANCE I CACODE AARFDSZSIOCHIZ
[T¥E_ | WY _ TEM .~ CONT
] [Hos 1 T 8 | DU
~ WNDRA SEZ PORT, MUNDRA, GUJARAT TPKE Fi6]_|GWT| 1S | 208450 | - S eianaiiies
BART - { - SHIPPING BiLL SUMMARY
g impe
_SEA
“;1_: TZFORTOEL
[i+]
PRIVATE LIATED
33 NEAR RESHAM FARM, BHINGA ROAD RILTURE COMPANY LWITED o
4 KALFIPARA ' 7 HO0MLUAGE 1. EA TIEU COMMUNE, U KU DSTRICT, DAK[AK S
GE BAHRAIC TR prval =y
B RAADCODE . . 1250007 ST
o RBJ\'IANERND.& {7 REX BANIGAIC RO
2 SBNAME -TDAKSHSHI?PINGANDL N tés BANKAICH
| BAEG——— T e
o< | L.EOBVALUE FREIGHT. NS IRANCABISED }. né SELDBICCIAIM Sl e
g‘:g IR '296580 % m 1(!60009
52 [EBEDUCTIONS | ™% wmrc T 78 CSCTEANT.
6B [T 1507880 _
@ _ AWENOT WHAWE DTENG
Q. i
L [ T RO T R 2
B 23?05&&41:392353900 _110-APR-2370 mmam
=4 i a i

. [GHREE RAMESHWAR LAL FOODS PRIVATE UMITEB
NEAR RESHAM FARM, BHINGA ROAD

PARTIES

1840

I ECHANGE

1 USDINR 8195

18430

b

PP BAGS OF 50KG NEF=%,

% Bt
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Photo of BRC (Invoice Value USD 66464 = USD 62220.8 + USD 4243.2)

DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF FOREIGN TRADE
STATEMENT CF BANK REALISATION
1 Fimn's Mame SHREE RAMESHWAR LAL FOODRS PRWVATE LIMITEDR
9 Add NEAR RESHAM FARM, BHINGA ROADKALFIPARARAHRAICH
BAHRAICH UTTAR PRADESH
3 G 565003301
4 Shipping Bl No Bozod492
5 Shipping Bl Date 2023.04-01
) Shipping B Fert INRUNT
7 Benk's Nama RUDHAN BANK
Bank's Filano and
8 Upioaded Dats IDIBAGAGOUEGE0E520230012023-05-11 16:08:07
8 Bl iDno O1108238CO0T0EGE
Hank Regligation
10 Certificate No IDiB0USG014000618282 Dutod 2023056
Date of realisation of 0250504
11_ manay by bank
‘| Rediissd valus In Foreign -
12 Currency 62220.800
13 Cerancy of reciisation gan
14 |Date&imecfprinting  ]2023.44-08 11:58:14 AN
DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF FOREIGN TRADE
; ASTATE.MENT OF BARK REALISATION
' iy} FimsName BHREES RAMESHWAR LAL FOODS PRIVATE LIMITED
! 2 Ad dféss NEAR RESHAM FARM, BHINGA ROADKALPIFPARABAHRAICH
: BAMRAICH UTTAR PRADESH
. 3 IEC 0805003301,
. |2 {stippingBurnG” 5020492
5. }Shipping Bilt Bats 12023.04-01
i |6 | Shipping Bilt Post INMUNT
" 37~ |Bank'sName INDIAN BANK
[ T, N i a - B
Bank's Fiie noand : 5 4
& Uploaded Date HIBp0N0N240420230012023-04-25 11:08:38
i jg  {gifiDno 01198235C6010609
Bank Realisafion
10 | certicate Mo lB!]_BOGOOB‘!#ﬂQOB‘!SSﬁ Dated 223-04-25
t - | Dateof reatisation.of
; 1 | oney by bank Z023-03-28
"{,. iRealised value in Forolgn ot
F 7 Currericy 4243200
13 [Cumencyofreafisation  JUSD
14 Daste &times of printing 202311408 11:59:31 AM

Details showing receipt of USD 18275 from overseas buyer over and above the BRC amo
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Photo of commercial invoice

i INVOICE CUM PACKING LIST
Exporter INVOICE No. & DATE Exporters Ref.

SHREE RAMESHWAR LAL FODDS PRIVATE LIMITED DATE: 01.04.2023 IEC : (605003301
BHINGA ROAD, KALPIPARA Contract No. & Dato
BAHRAICH, UTFAR PRADESH SREGOOVREIVZTS BAYE $5.60,2020
INDIA PROFORMA INVOICE No & Date
S122.23/1114 DATE: 13.03.2

% SDTIEC BARYY
mm-@pm IRTERIATTIONAL AGCRTICULTURE COMPANY{DING RM-GGP VN INTERRATIONAL AGRICULTURE COMPANY
BIMTTED Limreen
IADDRESS: 100 YIIIAGE 1, BA ITED COMMUNE, CU EUIN [BDDRESH: 100 VILIAGE 1, B3 TIEU oOMARE, OF RUIN
DISTRICT, DBK LAK PROVINGE, VIZDNAM PISTRICT, DRK LAK PROVINCE, VIETYWRM
{tax code; O3159075485 {Tzxcode; 0315907555
Hre-camiago Ry Elijce of receip by - "
BY TRAGK MUNDRAINDBIA Terms of Dollvery and Payment
VossclfFlght o, EORT OF LOADING  N—— - J—
HUNDRAINDIA
Port of Disdimege Final Bestination :
[CFR. Bty CHE MINH WTETHAK
HO £HE MINH, VIETHANY HO CHI MINH.VIETHAM
M Rave AIGOURY
Just copel Merks % NOS OF Qeanity
N ODeseripiien of Goods .

INDZA CoNt wr_ luspemry _ usp
ma&mﬁ uBx20' INDIAN WHITE RICE (RON BASMAT) 208000 84864.00
BROVEL S COMISSION £ USD PEANT r

| . sesrvemecion
| (TOTAL 206%5 = USD 2090} 4160 HEV? \WHITE PP BAGS OF SOKGNET o\
e . 23 ‘
TOTAL 1D, OF BAGS 1 4160 BAGS.
IpACKING - « 5 KG RET
p@sm B YOTAL RET WEIGHT 3 DRI MT -
VIETHAMIIO063099 TOTAL GROSS WEIGHT * 208455 MT
FASNOULARE ARADUNT. * 1
—oannab ) 3
e . 3E4on.00
- . TOTAL
AMDUINT Chargeaoie TOTAL | B4855.00

J{in words HST) . EEGHTY FRUR THOUSAND EIGHT HUNDRED SIXKTY FOUR .5, BGLI.ARS
] W£ HERZBY CER‘I'IFY IHAT THE GOODS ARE OF INDIAN QRIGIN

INDI)\N BﬂNK o

Account Nome: SHREE RAMESHWAR LAL
JFOODS WT LD,

Bm B&HRAIC%!-MZ&

: B nraty “
Je dactare thot this Involos shows the actus] price of the
goods described and tat the pacticalors ave true and commart

In respect of the aforesaid shipping bill, the price of goods as per invoice dated
01.04.2023 has been mentioned as USD 84864 (at the unit price of USD 408 per
MT). The same amount has also been declared in the shipping bill as Total Value
(FC) of USD 84864 and rate is‘also mentioned as USD 408 per MT C&EF. However,
in the shipping bill, the exporter had declared the invoice value as USD 66464
which is USD 18400 USD lower than the actual invoice value of 84864. Thus,
the exporter had claimed deduction of USD 18400 in respect of the actual invoice
value which .is equal 6 the deduction of export duty amount of USD 12812.8
and packaging charges & profit margin of USD 5587.2. After deducting the
freight amount of USD 2400 from the declared invoice value of USD 66464, the
exporter had declared the FOB Value at USD 64064 in the shipping bill.

Thus, exporter had claimed deduction of USD 12812.8 for export duty amount
and deductien of USD 5587.2 towards packaging charges& profit margin from
the actual FOB Value. The total deduction wrongly claimed in respect of the
afore-said shipping bill is USD 18400 which is not available to the exporter.
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'The ideal positioh in respect of the afore-said shipping bill should have been.that
after deducting the freight amount of USD 2400, from the CNF Value of USD
84864, the resultant actual FOB Value in respect of the said consignment works
out to be at USD 82464, The exporter should have declared the actual FOB Value
of USD 82464 for payment of export duty. The same is shown in Tabular form
as under ~

Declaration Made by the exporter in the shipping bill-

R, (UISD § |
84864 @ 408 | 18400 (128128 + | 66464 @ USD | 2400 @ | 64064 @ | 12812.8 Actnal FOB Valoe
USD per MT | 5287.2) 319,53 per MT | 11.53 USD 308 in respect of the
for tatal for total | USD for | perMT The said | said shiproent,
quantity of 208 | 12812.8 is equal to the | quantity  of | total amount  has | affer deduction of
MTs 20% export duty paid by | USD 208 MTs | quantity been calonlated | Freight amounnt of
them on the declared of USD @ 20% of the | USD 2400 from
FOB WValue of USD 208 MTs declared FOE | the total vaiue of
64064, Value of USD | USD 84864,
64064 (20% of | should have been |
5287.2 is equal to the 64064=12812.8) | USD 82464,
purported expenses for
packing charges & profit
| margin

As shown in above table an amount of USD 18400 (equal to the deduction
claimed amount) was excluded by the exporter from the actual transaction value
of the export goods for payment of duty. These deduction amounts-are liable to
be included in the declared transaction value (FOB Value) of USD 64064 and the
exporter is liable to pay duty on the actual transaction value of USD 82464
{64064 + 18400).

8.2 Deduction amounts wrongly claimed in the Shipping Bills which were
on account of packaging charges and profit margin only, the export duty
paid amount.also claimed from the buyer by raising debit notes/separate
invoices (thus export duty was not included in the deduction clauued
amount)

In addition té the above, in respect of the below mentioned 27 shipping bills also,
the exporter had at the time of filing of shipping bills claimed the deduction of
total amounts.of Rs. 1,25,63,999/. The export duty paid by them in respect of
these 27 S/Bs was Rs. 2,68,93 ,218/-. The exporter has stated that the
deduction claimed in the said 27 Shipping Bills was on account of Packaging
charges and Profit margin only. The investigation has revealed that out of these
declared .deduction amounts of Rs. 1,25,63,999/-, an amount of Rs:
1,23,41,094/- was recovered by the exporter from the overseas buyer in their
barnk accounts. Further, scrutiny of the invoices in respect of these 27
shipments, submitted by the exporter-revealed that in the Invoice raised by the
exporter to the buyer in respect of these 27 shipments also, the full; deductmn
ameunt of Rs. 1,25,63, 999/~ has been claimed from the buyer. The exporter
has submitted that they have received only Rs. 1,23,41,094/- from the buyer
towards packaging charges and profit margin, therefore, it appears. that the
balance amourit of Rs. 2,22,905/- thotugh have not been paid by the overseas
buyer to the exporter, is still payable to the exporter in respect of these 27
shipments.

The exporter has also stated that that in respect of these 27 Shipping Bills, out
of total duty paid amounts of Rs. 2,68,93,218/- an amount of Rs.
2,62,60,969/- was received from the overseas buyer as reimbursement of taxes
by, way -of raising separate debit notes/inveices. Therefore, it appears that the
balancé duty amount -of Rs. 6,32,250/- is still payable by the buyer to the
exporter. Therefore, in respect of these 27 S/Bs, the total duty amount of Rs.
2,68,93,218/- claimed by the exporter from the buyer is liable to be included in
théir declared transaction value. .
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The details are giveén in table below -

-

_Investlgauon has revealed that all thesé¢ deduction amounts of!
" 1,28,41,094/- {on account of packaging charges &: profit margin) as well -
-;e;1rpbgrsqment of export duty paid amounts of Rs. 2,62,60,963/- which were
._‘ Tgéééveréd;-by; the expoiter from the overseas buyer in their bank accounts ‘were - .’
- partof-consideration received by the exporter for sale of their goods. The balarice
B arounts of Rs, 8,55,155/- (2,22,905+6,32,250) being the amount still payable

Table B
1215902 | 23.05-2023 | 82,12,901 73,01,987 70,45,920 14,09,18¢ | 73,01,987 9,10,914 14,09,184 9,02,555
1394744 _| 30-05-2023 | 78,45,110 69,96,950 67,84,960 13,56,992 | 69,96,990 8,48,120 13,56,992 3,41,188
1457504 | 01-062023 | 54,02,524 51,50,209 49,72,104 9,94,421 51,50,209 2,52,316 9.94.421 2,42,122
1691573 | 15-06-2023 | 39,93.496 35,04,930 33,908,720 6,79,744 35,04,530 4,388,566 6,79,744 4,79,538
1714702 | 13062023 | 23,19.626 22,11,292 21,34,821 4,26,564 22,11,292 1,08,334 426,964 96,079
2001695 | 29-062023 | 37,12,001 33,05,670 34,839,915 6,97,983 35,95,670 1,16,331 5,590,993 1,16,331
2345810- | 10-07.2023 | 7,25,143 6.93,338 5,78.496 1,35,699 693,338 31,305 1,35,699 25811
7532194 | 04-02.2023 | 38,24,750 33,32 371 29,71,293 5,04.259 33,32,371 492,379 ; 4,86.247
9232365 | 12-04.2023 | 37,890,154 33,52,674 32,47.044 6,49,249 33,439,389 4,36,480 549,445 4,30,303
9543578 | 25-04:2023 | 38,20,102 34,07,604 32,30,420 6,356,084 34,07,404 4,12,698 6,56,084 4,07,407
9545112 | 25.04.2023 | 75,13,220 58,78,300 66,66,660 13,33,332 | 68,78,300 _ |.6;34,520 13,353,332 | 621,082
0553759 | 26.04-2023 | 1,16,50,782 | 1,02,22.212 | 98,41,260 19,68,252 | L02,19.851 | 1428570 | 19,68,252 14.22,587
9631639 | 28-042023 | 75,55,548 72,38 088 69,84,120 13,96,824 | 72,38,088 3,17,460 13,96,824 3,12,739
9621640 | 283-04-2023 | 39,04,758 35,13,224 33,86,240 6,77,248 35,13,224 3,91,534 6,77,248 3,84,208
9624190 |- 28 042023 | 78,09516 - | 69,84,120 67,72,480 13,354,496 | 69,84,120 8,25,396 13,54,496 8, 18477
9685106 | 01-05-2023 | 78,94,172 72,38,088 69,84,120 13,9624 | 72,38,088 5,56,084 13,96,824 6,51,200
9688855 | 01.05.2023 | 75,555,548 69,84,120 67,72,480 13,54,496 | 69,84,120 571,428 13,54,49% 5,57,590
9713170 | 02.052023 | 78,94,172 72,38,088 69,384,120 13,96,824 | 72,38,088 6,56,084 13,96,824 646,723
9750759 | 04-052023 | 37.77.774 36,19,044 34,92,060 6,08 412 36,19,044 1,58,730 6,98412 1,54,009
9846076 | 08-052023 | 78,40,833 71,85,182 69,36,930 13,87,386_ | 71,89,182 5.51,651 13,87,386 6,43,485
9847260 | 08052023 | 76.93.686 72,52,345 70,42,035 14,08,407 | 72,52,183 441,441 14,08,407 4,02,876
9897330 | 09-052023 | 73,78,371 71,47,140 69,36,030 13,87,386 | 747,140 2,31,231 13,87,386 " 2,24,359
9915090 | 10-052023 | 38,04,801 35,904,591 34,68,465 6,93,693 35,92,651 2,10,210 6,93,693 207,623
9971065 | 12.05-2023 | 38,04,801 35,04,591 34,68,465 6,93,693 35,92,377 2,10,210 6,93,693 2.00,912
9971066 | 12.052023 | 78,40,333 71,839,182 69,36,930 13,387,386 | 71,89,182 6,51,651 13,87,386 6,47,609
2245989 | 05-072023 | 7,33,232 6,61,131 6,35,750 1,27,150 6,61,131 72,101 1,27,150 66,121
9978513 | 12052023 | 36,36,633 52,79.276 31,53,150 5,30,630 3.51 415
608 9| 26250 9O

Rs.

by the ovérseas buyér to the exporter,. also appear to be liable to be inchuded -in
the FOB. Value of thie said shipment and the exporter appears to be liable to pay
the export duty on the aforesaid total amounts of Rs. 3,24,57,217/- (Rs.
1 23 ,41,094+42,62,60,969+ Rs. 8,55, 155) also.

.8 2 1 For ease of reference, copy of Invoice No. SRF/23- 24/E—0040 dated

,Shlzpme._nt exported v1de SB No. 9750759 dated 04.05.2023 is pasted below,
which indicate that out of the totalinvoice value of USD 46410, the exporter-had
claimed deduction of USD 1950 in the Invoice as well the Shipping Bill on
account of packaging charges & profit margin. The details submitted by the
exporter revealed that the exporter has recovered an amount of USD 1892 out of
total déduction amount of USD 1950.

Apart from the receipt of the Invoice amount through BRC and the above-
mentioned” deduction amount from the overseas buyer, the exporter has
submitted that they have also recovered an amount of USD 8580 “as
reimbufsement of export duty paid amount in their bank account.

It is perfinent to mention here that in the invoice submitted to the Customs
Authorities by the exporter the total invoice value has been mentioned as USD
46410 which indicate explicit mis-declaration on the part of the exporter. Thus

-
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the total deduction claimed amount of USD 1950 as well as export duty paid
gmount of’ USD 8580 is liable to be inchided in the declared FOB Value of the
said sh1pment for thé purpose of calciilation of the expoft duty in respect of the
said shipment.

Copy of Invoice No. SRF/23-24/E-0040 dated 02.05.2023 submitted to Customs Authorities

INVOICE CUM PACKING LIST
SHREE HAMESHIWAR LAL FOUDS PRIVATE LIMITED
BHINGA ROAD, RALPICARA
BRHRAICH, ITTAR PRADESH INDTA
Consiones,

AN Gfh BXPORT IMPORY JOIRT STOCR COMPANY

3dd: Bo, 16 Lane $1 Fein buy Hfung Streeb, Toumy (A5D:THEOR YOS |, X2 THANE LIET, HUYEW THANH TRY,
Hos Wand, Cau Gizy Diwtwiot, Hanei, Vieotnam THANH PHO HR NOI, VIBSHIM
Yax Cadw: 0105952020

.

B P, thrremn

2N GIA EXPORYT IMPORD JOINT STOCR COMPANY
wad: Ho22; Group 83, Ehvong Pruny Wexd, Thanh

. 2ads Mo,.l6 Lane 81 Tean Duy Hung Street, Teusy Soa Ward
{xoan mmec, Ko Nud, VYietnam Can Gigy Diatrict, ¥anoi, Vietnws '
Tox Code GINGA5I344 Poax Code: 0105952020

PrE-CaTi 10 BY Bluce oF Foceip by
BY TRUCK SIGNDRA, INDIA Torms of Delivery and Paynioni
_, —— k7
v TEiGhENS: PO SE T _ m:;ye;;?g;ﬁus@m h?;ﬁemmwalmdmmﬁiamm%am
MUNDRA,INDIA Ls::{z?ﬁmfwhwmmmmummmwmmmme
Portof Dischargs Final Bestination *
AT PHOHS , i THa
HAY BHONG VIETNAM HAL FHONG, VIETHAM = !
HSR CODE| Parks & NOS OF Besdipiion of Goods Quantity Rate | AMOuHE
- CONT. MT USD{PMTY  DSD
10053590] Sweva’ INDIARYBTE RICENNON A
FE NESTTTSS ENON BRSIAT) 130,000 W00 6410.08
£ FER METRIC TON TIF, HUPRIND,
{FOTAL 130%5 = USD 650) 2550 HEW WHITE PP BAGS OF 5046 NET T
TOTAL NG, OF BAGS 3 W00 BAES
1205 L
AR, Lhurgeable TOTAL | 4%,430.00 |
{1n words USBIFORTY sn:musm FOUR HUNDRED m 8.5, DOLLARS

7 Thocommt Nome: SHRZE RAMESHWAR LA
jFoo0s PVT. LTD.

3”&&2 racelvable from Suyer CIF + DUTY # a8
Ve declara that tisky inveice shows the actunl fricy of the
gaods dascaibed sud that the particulies sve ud’and

(T A
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Photo of SB No. 9750759 dated 04.05.2023

Part Gode SBNo - . &S5Date

INDIAN CUSTOMS ED) SYSTEM [ _IWUNL [ ore0ss | GANAYZ |
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IARTMENT O [s] 1: pr-calUiRc e . iz CS.._.....__...._.%Q
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S = M j
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2 G.WT WIS [ 130312 ”Emmﬁ_

A N i T oy R e T T
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w NEAR RESHAI FARM, BHINGA ROAD = QMPANY
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2 SRHRAICH Bypebrivale BN
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] AN > o
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bt
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=~ SN RN L 3 N AT
gig 1 | SREPI24EGD 42480 USD
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=
e
.%E .
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94318 BNV

B, TRANSACTION
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1005050 INAN WRTTE chzmon BASHATY) 2600 NEW
WHITE PP BAGS OF S0KG NEF:
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Copy of BRC and remittance details submitted by the exporter

DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF FOREIGN TRADE
STATEMENT OF BANK REALISATION

1 Firm's Name SHREE RAMESHWAR LAL FOODS PRIVATE LIMITED
2 Address NEAR RESHAM FARM, BHINGA ROADKAL PIPARABAHRAICH
BAHRAICH UTTAR PRADESH
3 {EC 050500330
4 Shipping Bilf No 8750758
5 Shipping Bili Date 2023-05-04
6 Shipping B Port PHRAINT
7 Bank's Name INDIAN BANK
Bank's Fite no and ' . AG
8 Uploaded Date IDIBAGOO0CO200620230012023-06-21 11:48:37
o Bill ID no 0119823800014261 _ _
Bank Reatisation - . .
10 | cortificats No IDIBODGO014000625455 Dated 2023-05~17
Date of reafizstion of
_Iﬁ,l money by bark 2623-08-15
. Reafised value In Foreign
| SEI Py o : 28DBT.000
13 | Currency of reslisation | USD
14 | Date &time of printing 2023-11-07 08:24:23 AM
i
H
i - . . {
RECTORATE GENERAL OF FOREIGN TRADE ‘
- STATEMENT OF BANK REALISATION
:'1'“: | Firin's Naime SHREE RAMESHWAR LAL FOODS PRIVATE LIMITED
-2='-' Addm NEAR RESHAM FARM, BHINGA ROADKALPIPARABAHRAICH
- BAHRAICH UTTAR PRADESH
3 |EC 0805003301 -
4 | ShippingBill No' 9750759
5+ |Shipping Bl Date | 2023-05.04
§ | Shipping Bill Port NN
7" |Bank's Name NDIAN BANK
g = {PanksFilencand IIB0000000300520230012023-05-31 11:19:48
7. .. fuploaded Date )
9 Bill 1D no 61188238C0014251
Bark Realisation
10 | corificate No IDIB0OBC014000622161 Dated 2023-05-26
Date of realisation of o5 04,0
B money by bank 20 7
: { Reslised valus In Fereign
12 T emme oy | _5473.;380
P [T Seoprnmriser ey IT St
14 | Date &time of printing 2023-11-07 be:24:41 AM
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Sa5eed | 02052023 | RE4AG |SRELS-2A/E.0000] £2.05.2023 22164] 24568, 85801 4RG3

8.3 Deductions amounts not claimed in Shipping Bills, however amounts
equal to the export duty paid were received separately as reimbursement
of taxes

In addition to above, in respect of the following 59 shipments of rice exported by
M/s Shree Rameshwar Lal Foods Pvt. Ltd., the exporter had not claimed any
deduction in the shipping bills filed by them, however, the exporter had stated
that in respect of these shipments also, they have separately recovered the duty
amount of Rs. 6,71,86,813/- from the overseas buyers of the export goods, out
of the total duty paid amount of Rs. 7,03,44,710/- claimed by them from the

exporter:

. | INCCUI | 9424966 20-04-2023 70,63,810 14,12,762 72,08,979 - 14,01,40

2. [ INGCU1 | 9424973 20-04-2023 72,74,670 14,54,934 74,64,444 - 14,52,501

3. INCCU1 | 9464594 21-04-2023 36,50,790 7.30,158 37,46,028 - 7,27,716
4 - 5 INGCUL | 9504158 | 24-04-2023. - 33.97,880 7,19,576 37,35,446 - - 709,401
5. | INCCU1 | 9508576 | 24-04-2023 35,97,880 7,19,576 37:35,446 - 7,13,878
L6 . INCCOL | 953314 [.25:04-2023. |  35.97,880 7,19,576 37,3546 | . . L 7I3.878 ...,
~7. | INCCUL | 9534266 |- 25-04-2023 35,97,880 7,19,976 37,35,446 - 7,020,401,
g - INCCUL | 9590803 | 27-04-2023 76,19,040 | 15,23,808 78,88,356 | - ~15,16,889
-4, - INCCUI | 9591567 | 27-04-2023 76,19,040 15,23,808 78,904,172 - '15;16,889 -
10. | INCCUL | 9919494 10-05-2023 35,73,570 7,14,714 37.31,228 - 712,127
CIXL L INCCUL | 9933599 . | 10-05-2023 69,36,830 | 13,87,386 76,09,602 - 13,84,792

12. | INCCUIL | 9933609 | 10-05-2023 69,73,313 13,94,663 71,52,800 - 13,83,344

13. [ INCCUL | 1085830 17-05-2023 '99,63,5954 19,92,791 1,12,50,439 - 15,806,548
-~ | INGCUIL | 1117428 18-05-2023 48,55,851 9.71,170 53,70,866 - 9,64,621

15. [ INCCUI | 1435068 31-05-2023 59,36,840 11,87,368 63,60,800 - 11,79,213

16, | INCCU1 | 1480370 02-06-2023 39,289,770 7,85,954 40,67,843 - 7,80,194

17. | INCCUI1 | 1482879 02-06-2023 39,29,770 7,85,954 40,67,843 - 7,715,537

18. | INCCU1 | 1611523 08-06-2023 35,04,930 7,00,986 39,72,254 - 6,91,939

19. | INCCU1 | 1611536 08-06-2023 35,04,930 7,00,986 38,76,665 - 6,90,774

20. | INCCU1 | 1647791 09-06-2023 79,65,750 15,93,150 81,47,287 - 15,83,509

21, 1 INCCU1 | 1632272 09-06-2023 85,21,640 17,384,328 95,58,900 - 17,77,384
22+ INCCUI- | 1692874 12-06-2023 21,02,958 4,20,592 23,25,99% - 4,09,154

23. | INCCUL | 1924141 22-06-2023 65,79,830 13,95,966 77,83,568 - 13,83,031

24. | INCCUI | 2197525 03-07-2023 81,43,135 16,28,627 83,75,796 - 16,18,458

25. | INCCUT | 2197379 03-07-2023 74,02,850 14,80,570 81,85,437 - 14,69,506

26. | INCCU1 | 2263633 06-07-2023 81,43,135 16,28,627 83,75,756 - 16,18,052

27. [ INCCU1 | 2335700 10-07-2023 81,63,155 16,32,631 83,296,388 - 16,098,063

-28. | INCCUL |- 2347276 4 10-07-2023 37,10,525 742,105 41,98,194 - 7,383,542
-25, | INCCUI1 | 2393940 12-07-2023 34,98,495 6,99,699 38,69,548 - -6,91,952 -
-30. | INGCU1 | 2393549 12-07-2023 34,98,495 6,99.,699 41,76,991 - 6;93,991

31, | INCCUI1 | 2435563 | 13-07-2023 82,69,170 16,53,834 84,581,200 - 16,43;599

3% | INCCU1 | 2431131 13-07-2023 34,098,455 $,99,699 41,76;991 - 6,93,991
-33.--INCCUL { 2431141 | 13-07-2023 35,51,50% 710,301 37,10,525 - 7,02,146 -
- 34 - INMUNI | 2451879 14-07:2023 66,15,336 13;,23,067 67,51,035 - 13,12,8%3

35 | INCCUL [ 2517335 | 17-07-2023 16,53,834 3,30,767 16,87,759 - 3,30,767

36, | INVTZI. | 4714276 18-10-2023 41,97,375 8,39,475 47,12,253 - 8,36:462

37 | INVTZ1 | 4859115 25-10-2023 45,01,770 9,00,354 45,87,513 - 8,94,583

-38. |-INVTZ1 | 4859732 23-10-2023 45,01,770 9,00,354 45,87,518 | = 8,92,027,

39: |-BNVTZ1 4860324 | -25-10-2023 45,01,770 9,00,354 45,87,518 - 894,583 -~
40. | INVTZ] | 4868521 25-10-2023 70,74,219 14,14,843 73,74,328 - 14,09;48%
=41, | INVTZ1, | 4958267 28-10-2023 70,74,210 14,14,842 73,74,328 - - 14,12,36%
-42--+ INVTZL | 4958270 28-10-2023 70,74,210 14,14,842 73,74,328 v 14;08:493- -
43, |-INVTZT | 4998187 30-10-2023 45,01,770 9,00,354 45,66,081 - 8,96,067 - -
44, - INVTZI, | -5116938 03-11-2023 44,99,040 8,950,808 45,63,312 : - 8,95,606 -
-45- INVIZL | 5207112 07-11-2023 44,99,040 899,308 45,84,736 - 8,87,448

46, "INVTZ1 | 5255270 09-11-2023 81,41,120 16,28,224 85,03,350 : 447,762
A7 |-INVTZD | 5424811 18-11-2023 43,18,250 8,63,850 48,49,078 - 8,62,964.
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-48.- | INVTZ1 5533015 24-11-2023 88,85,565 17,77,113 90,14,031 - 17,70,937-
49, -|-INVTZ1 5668263 29-11-2023 88,85,565 17,797,113 00,11,973 - --11,27,783~ - --
50:--|- INVTZ] 5733773 01-12-2023 86,71,455 | 17,34,291 88.,61,684 -{ - ~10,86,526-- -
51 | -INVIZ} | -6002854 13-12-2023 86,92,515 17,38,.503 R8,85,682 - -~ 15,22 222-——
- 52, | INVTZ1 6772937 15-01-2024 81,51,000 16,30,200 84,54,600 | - - 16;20,713 -
53. | INVTZ1 6773034 15-01-2024 81,51,000 16,30,200 84,51,300 - 16,24,013
54. INVTZI 7104133 20-01-2024 87,78,510 17,55,702 89,49,798 - . .17,08,351
55. INVTZ1 7127493 30-01-2024 41,75,145 8,35,029 42,71,495 - 8,30.047
56. | INVTZI 7375716 03-02-2024 85,48,800 17,09,760 86,98,404 - 17,07,952
57. INVTZ1 F471268 12-02-2024 84.41,240 16,88,388 87,41,148 - 16,83,857
58. INVTZ1 TAT2676 12-02-2024 84,41,940 16,88,388 87,441,148 - 16,86,744
50, | INVTZI 7953150 29-02-2024 41,67,540 8,33,508 42,63,714 - 7,97,383
Grand Total
35,17,23,543 | 7,03,44,710 | 36,88,14,939 - 6,71,86,313

In respect of these shipments the exporter had not declared before the customs
authorities at the port of export at the time of making exports, that they would
recover or have recovered the higher amounts from the overseas buyers which
are over and above the declared invoice value of these export shipments,

Qut of these 59 SBs,

a] In respect of 1 -Shipping Bill mentiened at serial no. 35 of table: above: {i.e,
R 'SB No. 2517335 dated 17-07-2023), the amounts received over and ghove
Ca T .the declared inveice value as reimbursement of taxes i.e. Rs..3,30,767 are
", egual to the export duty arhounts paid by the exporter. Therefore, in
respect of the said S/B, the total duty’amount of Rs. 3, 30,767 /- recovered
by the exporter from the buyer is 11ab1e to be included in theIr declared
-transac’don value. '

- b} In respect .of remaining 58 SBs mentioned at Table above, the amounts
received over and above the declared invoice value as reimbursement of
taxes (Rs. 6,68,56,046/-) arc lesser (by Rs. 31,57,897/-) than the export

_ duty amounts (Rs. 7,00,13,943/-) actually paid by the exporter..The

_. balance duty amount of Rs. 31,567,897/~ is still payable by the buyer to
"the exporter. Therefore, in respect of these 58 5/Bs, the total duty amount

o wof Rs: 7,00,13,943/ - claimed by the exporter from the buyer is liable to

be included in their declared transaction value.

8.3.1 AS may be seen from the copy of the Shipping Bill Number 1480370 dated
02.06.2023 pasted below, the exporter had not claimed any deduction amount
in the Shlpplng bill however, as per the details submitted by the exporter, they
have separately recovered an amount of Rs. 7,80,194/- (USD 9550] from the
overseas buyer in the bank accounts which is less than the export duty amount
of Rs. 7,85,954/-. The aforesaid amount of Rs. 7,80,194/- is over and above
their declared invoice value of USD.49790 received by them. from the overseas
buyer, as reflected in the BRC of the said shipment. Therefore, the exporter had
suppref_s"sed' the amount received by them separately from the Jbuyer &s
reimbursement of export duty. They have neither declared the full amount to be
received by them from the overseas buyer in their export invoice nor in the
shipping Bill. Thus they have mis-declared the actual FOB Value in respect of
all such Shlpplng b1lls

Shipping Bill Number 1480370 dated 02.06.2023
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Copy of Invoice No. SRF/23-24/ E-0069 dated 29.05.2023 submitted to the customs:

[ INVOICE CUM PACKING LIST
Exporter INVOICE No, & DATE Exportars Ref,
SHREE RAMESHWAR LAL FOODS PRIVATE LIMITED SRF23-2415-0068 9AT§i29.0§gr023 1EC 1 0605002301
BHINGA ROAD, KALAIPERA Contract No, & Data
HRAICH, UTTAR PRADESH SREZEISO0RUSVIIIE BATESANE Y
IHOIA PROFORMA INVOICE No & Dale
1SRF/2028-2024/1048 DATE:23.06.2023
Consimnes NOUIRYE BARTY \
21 st Conbuvy BR Trade expertise and investwent {21 st Century BsR Trade expertise and investment
compaty livdted conpany Hinited
DRESS: N0.49,23 STREEY, BINE HUNS EOR B ADURESS: NO.49,2% STREEY, BINH HUNG H0A B WARD, BINE T&N
VRRD,BINE AN DISTRICT HO CHI MINH CITY,VIETHEM DISIRICT,ED CHY MDW CITY VIETNNM TAX IDs 0315283866
TAX ID: 0315283866
?re-caﬁiagebv . Placaof raceln by _
‘ %?mucx - " KolkaTA DI Terms of Delivery and Payment
VessalfFight No, PORT OF LOADING b TT 5041 &divanoh as depastsitin & wordog days.
Ramaiting op,
KOLKATA,INDIA ety
Fort 0fDiS£haF§8 | Einal Destination
' LR, 56 CH 0 | VERA
80 CHE HINHNIETN&H RG CHE MINH, VIETNAM
HS& caﬁsl Harks & KOS OF Descintion of doods ' Quantity fate | Amoint
. CONT MT__ lUSh (PHT) _UsD
16063050) 05:20" _ [NBH SWARNA RAWWHITE RICE 130,000 38305 1 4974000
PERNT :
BROKER'S COMISSION 2 4 .
byl G.é.-;ff 260 NEW WHITE §P BAGS OF SOKG NET :
13075 = USD 650) OFR,
HO G NI,
TOTAL RO, OF BAGS 1 2500 BAGS VIERGH
acas £ S0KG HET
TOYAL NET WEIGHT + 130.000 MY
TOYAL GROSS WEIGHTY 1R03ZHT
PARTICULARS | AWOUNT{USD)
£ 48100.00
FREIGHT 168000
. TOTAL 4979080 ~
Anount Chargeabic ' _ TOTAL | 49,790.00
{Inviords (USD} FORTY NINE THOUSAND SEVEN BUNDRED NINTY DS DOLLAR
_ %%‘ﬁﬁREB}' CERHF}’ THAT THE GO0DS ARE OF INDYAN ORIGIN
INDIAH BAﬂif
Account Namu: SHREE RAMESHWAR LAL
FOOLS PYY. LD,
SALARPUR BRANCH, BAHRAICHINDTA
AJCNG: 21215447187
IFSC 1 IDIR000S542
Swilt CodIDIBINBBMAS
Rustra hank: cmussz
Detlaration ~
We dedare that this involeo shows the 2ctual price of the ji‘
isods describied and that the 15 are true and correct : S
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. DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF FOREIGN TRADE
STATEMENT OF BANK REALISATION
i Firm's Name SHREE RAMESHWAR LAL FOODS PRIVATE LIMITED
o Address NEAR RESHAM FARM, BHINGA ROADKAL PIPARABAHRAICH
BAHRAICH UTTAR PRADESH

3 IEC 6605003301

4 Shipping Bill No 1480370

5 Shipping Bili Date 20230802

8 Shipping Bili Port INCCLH

7 8ank's Name INEHAN BANK
Bank's File no and g

8 Uploaded Dat IDIBO0000B0300620230012023-07-01 16:16:0%

g 8ill ID no §11982380C0015672
Bank Regiisation .

i0 Cortificate No IDIBCOOCU 14000627089 Dated 20230827 i
Date of realisation of

} 1 _ L money by bank 20623-08-28 ]
Realiged valus i Foreign

12 ou 1 46820.600

13 | Curmency of realisstion Usp

14§ Date &time of prnting 2023-14-07 09:07:01 AM

-~ : DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF FOREIGN TRADE
g STATENMENT OF BANK REALISATION

1 |Firmis Namé: -  SHREE RAMESHWAR LAL FOODS PRIVATE LIMITED B
5 laddress JNEAR RESHAM FARM, BHINGA ROADKALPIPARABAHRAICH
AERSE § BAHRAICH UTTAR PRADESH

3 IEC . B § 0605003301 ) S

4 | Shipping Bill No {1480370

5 | shipping Bill Date F2023 06-02

6 Shipping Bill Port TINCOUT

7 Bank's Name 1 INDIAN BANK

¢ | Bank's Fife no and 1 e

8 Uploaded Date | 1DIB0000000140620230012023-06-15 12:46113

4" [BiliDno - [01188235C0018672

45 | Bank Realisation 1 IDIB00O0014000624405 Dated 2023-06-12

< | Certificate No 1 ) -

-§ -+ -l Date of realisation of
» .ﬁ . mm_qu__t_;y bank o 20250801
Realised value in Foraign {onam i

2 cumency 2970.000

13 Cumency of realisation ush

14 | Date &ime of printing 2023-14-07 08:07:18 AM

1
1
+
+

§ 7 ULRDgDSRIVATE] Boshondinn | xaehsr0 |Uadisdods| adzb |sReraaEones|2sds20as| OF TI5075 o
L LIFITED.

1

Sépgrate Invoice No. SRF/23-24/E-0069 dated 29.05.2023 submitted to the overseas buyer

! e
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‘Kol 5 SDDEESEEO0

21 =t Century HER Trade expertiae and inveaiment
jeotpany Iimited

MBRBSS‘HDGB,RSW BIRA HONG FIA B
lm,mmnmmmmmmm

ADa9688606
‘3730. 2o Frioor, Rivain, Mo
i Moy Bazar: Lielhl-G
Ko eai‘n*?é?c’gf’z"ﬁw Oy
CEETMT ¢ ﬂammcsasﬁﬁzwizs
el J R LTy m——— . DR, wvess s 0mr rratemsnens
CQMMERGIAL IN! VOI CE
S RAMESHWAR LAL FOUDE PRIVATELBUTER
BRINEE ROAD. KALPIDREA
FAHRAICH, UNTAR FREDESH
Mz PROFORMA INVOICE No-& Date
SRELIZ32024H348 DATE23.05.2023
Ransignss...

21 at Century BEX Trade expertice and invesiment
corpany 1inited

ADNFESS: NU. 49,28 SYRERY, SINH HURC B BOEARD, SINS aw]
immmmmcmvmmzo_ OR15283866

bk o IB. 0315283866

] [Bra-cArtiage iy wigsgiﬁw}n Q
’ W&ENDIA Terms of Delivery and Payment
Yessel/Flight Mo PQR? TF LORDING by TT:2670:50USD Advance s Seposit within 3 wocking days.
- 4. meoumzne KOERATAIHDIA Remaining balance by BF, .
Port: of'ﬂ@m Final Destination
. . ) . CIR.HO CHT M  WIETHAN
HE CHI MINHVIEIHAM HO CHI MYNHLVIETHAM
Viarks BQS OF Déstripbion el Goots ‘Grnidity Rate | Ampunt
asnconal &H0S O ] o gm o oen
16052090 05x26° IRDIAN SWARNA RAW WHITE RICE sa0.008 asrte | ssézbie |
PERMT.
2600 KEW MHITE PP EAGS OF SOKGHET o, .
: HO CH) R,
* ST
TOTAL NG- OF BAGS
L'L’&Si AP
M’ment
: TOTAL | S6:305.50 1
" uso} V.S, BOL  THIRTY NINE®FIEEY CENTS. o T

JE Hsrtsrtz  TUAT THEGODDS ARE OF INDIAN ORIGIS.

‘Account Name: SHREE RAMESHWAR 1AL
FOODSBVEETD,

SALARPUR BRANCH, RAHRAICH-INDIA
AJCHORRIZISFITIET
TFSG £ IIRCADSTA2
SUiiE codgIDIBINRBMAS
Nostriy: bm&scrmszs

w: mm fiis invoice shuws the actual price afthe
otls: described and that fhe pagticulars are dtie'and correct. .

v n

8.4 For reimbursement of the export duty from the overseas buyer, the
exporter had declared RBI Accounting Purpose code No. P1306 which: is for
refund of. taxes, however, the following discussion indicate that the said
purpose code is not meant for.the receipt of export duty and export
proceeds -

gl‘he exporter has claimed that the deduction/ deduct amount claimed by them
in the shipping bill have been received by them from the overseas buyers in the
form .of reimbursement of takxes. They have further informed that the said
travisactions. have been made under the purpose code P1306. ’

E .,

jRBI purpose codes are unique identifiers assigned to various international
transactions, enabling banks and financial institutions to classify and process
remittances aécurately. RBI has notified purpose codes for reporting forex
transactions for Payment and Receipt purposes.

The Purpose codes for reporting forex transactions (for the purpose of Receij_t):i.r of
amounts) are further categorized into 16 different Purpose Group Name’ which

1 " -
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includes.Exports (of Goods), Transportation, Travel, Financial Services, Royalties
& License Fees, Transfers among others.

The following purpose codes pertaining to Export (of Goods) refers to_the receipt
of forex in respect of exports made from India.

Gr. Purpose Group Purpose Description
No. Name Cede
pi Exports (of Goods) | PO101 Value of esport bills negotiated /
purchased/disconnted etc. {covered under
| GR/PD/SOFTEX/EC copy of shipping bills ete)
POIG2 Realisation of export bills (in respect of goods) sent
on collection {full iivoide vaine)

P0103 Advance receipfs against export contracts, which will
be covered futer by GR/PP/SOFTEXYSDE

PO104 Receipts against export of goods not covered by the
GR/PPISOFTEX/EC copy of shipping bill sic.

PO10S Export bills (in: respect of goods) sent on collection:
P010s Conversion of overdite export bills from NPD to
b eoHlecHon mods )
POIO7 | Mssmofm export bills {ﬁ:li valag of bl w .
. !'bersported)

Further, the purpose code P1306 referred by the exporter for reimbursement of
taxes (i.e. export duty) falls under the group Transfer’.

Gr. Purpose Group Purpese Description
- No. | Name Code

13- | Transfers. P1301 Iniward remitéance from Indian non-residents towards

. . family maiatenance and savings

P1302 Personal gifts 20d donations

P1305 Donations to religious and charitable instifutions in

India

P1304 Grants and donaiions to governments and
cizmmhle institations establisked by the

EaTATTIIN ents

From the above, it is evident that the purpose codes under the group “Transfer’
pertains to forex transactions.of personal nature such as personal gifts, family
maintenance, donations etc. and the accounting purpose code P1306 falling
under the said category is. clearly riot associated with the payments received in
respect of exported goods. Thus, the exporter had used wrong purpose for
receipt of the export duty amounts from the buyers. Thus, the experter had
mis-represented the facts before the bank authorities also to process the receipt
of export duty amoumts from the overseas buyer. These amounts are not reflected
in the bank fealisation certificates obt&uned by the exporter from the bank.

8.5 Excéss ocean freight amounts wrongly declared in the Shipping Bills:

During the course of the investigation, the exporter was requested to provide the
details of actual freight paid in respect of 172 consignments exported on CI/ CIF
basis vide email dated 04.07.2024 and 23.07.2024. In response, the exporter
vide email dated 20.08.2024 had provided the actual freight paid details of the
exported goods. However, upon scrutiny of the documents, it was revealed that
the details provided by the exporter were incorrect. Therefore, the exporter was
again requested to provide the correct actual freight payment amounts in respect
of each of their export shiprments. Ih response, the exporter vide emails dated
96.11.2024 had provided the actual freight paid details in respect of 150
corisignments out of the total 172 export consignments. The details in respect of
remaining 22 export consignments were not provided by the exporter. These 22
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shipments pertain to the goods exported by M /s Rameshwar Lal Foods Pvt. Lid.

from Mundra & Vishakhapatnam ports to the buyers based in Vietnam,

Further sci'utiﬁy of the data revealed that out of 150 consignments (for which
actual freight details were provided), 69 shipments were exported by them from
Mundra (46 shipments) & Vishakhapatnam (23 shipments) ports to the buyers
based in Vietnam and actual freight amounts paid in respect of these 69
shipments were in the range of INR 207 to 720 per MT. Therefore, in respect of .
aforementioned 22 shipments also, the actual freight paid amounts have also
been considered at INR 207 per MT.

In view of the above, in addition to the shipments discussed in para 8.2 to 8.6
above, in respect of the following 156 shipments of rice, the exporter' had
declared higher amounts of ocean freight in comparison to the actual freight
amounts paid by them, thus causing short payment of duty on the differential
ocean freight amount in respect of these. 156 shipments also. The total amount
of excess freight declared by the exporter in respect of these shipments stood at
Rs. 3,89,92,929/-. Vide Emails dated 26.11.2024, M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods
Private Limited had submitted the details of the actual freight amounts paid by
them to the Freight forwarders / Shipping line, which clearly indicated that in
these.156.shipments; they have declared. excess freight amounts.

Table D

SN it 5 e

T INCCUI' | 1480370 1 '02.06-2023 | 39,29,770 785,954 1,38,073 71,367 65,706

2. | INCCUI | 1482879 | 02-06-2023 | 39,29,770 7,85,054 1,38,073 71,417 66,656

3. .. INCCUIL |, 1647791 .| 09-06-2023 | 179,65,750 15,93,150 191,178 1,38,191 52987

4. | INCCUL [ 2197525 | 03-07-2023 | 81,43,135 16,28,627 2,32,661 1,34,001 98,660

Y5, | INCCUL | 2263635 | 06-07-2023 | 81,43.135 16,28 627 2,32,661 1,33,544 98,317

6. | INCCUL | 2335700 | 10-07-2023 | B81,63,155 16,32,631 2,33,233 1,33,765 99,468 |
7. [ INCCUT | 2435563 | 13-07-2023 | 82,69,170 16,53 834 2,12,030 132,515 78,115 - |~
| 8. [ INCCUL | 2451879 |. 1407-2023 | '66,15,336 | . 13,23,067 1,35,699 1,06332, | 29367 ...]
9, | INCCU1 | 2517335 | 17-07-2023 | 16,53,834 3,30,767 33,925 26,583 _ 7,342

10| INGCUL - | 4859115 | 25-10-2023 | 45,01,770 9,00,354 75,030 36,032 38,008 -
-1 INCGUT J|°. 4859733 | 25-10-2023 | 45,01,770 5,00,354 75,030 35,952 39,078- -
2. INCCUL | ‘4860324 | 25-10-2023 | 45,01,770 9.,00,354 75,030 36,007 | 39,023 |
15..] INCCUL | 4998187, | 30-10-2023 | 45,001,770 | 5,00,354 53,593 36,007 " 17,586
14_ | INCCU1 | 5116958 | 03-11-2023 | 44,99,040 8,99,808 53,560 36,007 17,553
15, | INCCUL | 5207112 | 07-19-2023 | 44,99,040 8,99;808 74,984 33,765 41,219 -
| 16. | INCCUL | 5553015 | 24-11-3023 | 88,85,565 17,77,113 128,466 53,393 75,073

17. [ INCCU1 | 5668263 | 29-11-2023 | 88,85.565 17,77,113 1,28 466 58,627 69,830 |
18| .INCCDL | 5733773 | .01-12-2023. | . 86,71,455 1734291 .| 1,791,288 58,566 1,12.722

10. | INCCU1 | 5845808 | 01-12-2022 | 25,87,182 5,17.436 2,02,250 92,500 1,09,750
20. | INCCU1 | 6002852 | 13-12-2023_| 86,92,515 17,38,503 1,71,704 58,566 1,13,138
21. | INCCU1 | 6146380 | 14-12-3022 | 62,02,356 12,440,471 11,48,290 11,46,336 1,054

22. | INCCUI | 6199441 | 21-12-2023 | 52,36,972 10,47,394 1,07,315 62,872 4443

23. | INCCUL | 6355180 | 28.13.9623 | 52,46,488 10,49,293 1,07,510 62,343 45,167

24, | INCCUL | 6559917 | 30-12-2022 | 59.55,040 11,91,008 11,04,300 10,51,044 53,256 -
25. | INCCUI | 6772937 | 15-01-2024 | 81,51,000 16,30,200 3,00,300 2.08,554 91,746

26. | INCCUI | 6773034 | 15-01-2024 | 81,51,000 16,30,200 3,00,300 2,09,195 91,105

271 INCCUIL | 6012542 | 12-01-2023 | 22,458,052 449,610 1,63,900 52,880 71,020

28. | INCCUL | 6915463 | 12-01-2023 | 53.32,487 10,66,457 4,09,750 2,33,786 1,75,964-
29, | INCCU1 | 6915933 | 12-01-2023 | 32,865,871 6,53,174 2,45,850 1,359,320 1,06,530 - —
30. | INCCUL | 7000154 | 16012023 | 21,77,248 4,35,450 1,63,900 97,402 56,495
31, | INCCUIL | 7225747 | 24-01-2023 | 6,25,068 125,014 1,60,053 23,348 -~ 1;36,705
32- | INCCUI- | 7852396 | 17-02-2023 | 60,19,978 12,03,996 5,89,680 2.11,932 3,77,748 - -
33, INCCUIL | 7857459 | 17-02-2023 | 67,69,526 |  13,53,905 5,589,680 2,141,024 -3,75,656"
34;-|- INCCUL | 7975966 | 22-:02-2023 | 35,30,373 7.06,175 1,57,248 1,07,239 50,002
35, | INCEH1 | 8009236~ | 23-02-202% | 55,08,266- 11,01,653 2,75,184 1,87,117 88,067

- 36: | INCCUIL | 8099705 | 27-02-2023 | 70,44,710 14,08,942 3,14,496 2,13,848 ¥,00,648
37~ - INCCUL | 8355637 | 15-03-2024 | 1,00,63,040 70,12,608 3.,19,500 2,79,442 40,358

38. |- INCCUT | 9009167 | 09-04-2024 | 57,156,333 11,43.267 724,700 729,304 55,396

39. [ INCCU1 | 9009337 | 09-04-2024 | 57.16.333 11,43,267 784,700 7,28,964 55,736

40; | INCCUT | 9025621 | -10-04-2024 | 58,13,388 11,62,678 743,400 7,02,943 40,452 -
{41, INCCUT | 9140143 | i5:04-2024 | 58,13,388 11,62,678 7 43,400 7.03,275 10,125
|42, [ INCCUL | 9389797 | 05-04-2024 | 1,01,05,040 20,21,188 3,22,530 1,87,756 134,774
43, [~INCCU1 | 9504158 | 24-04-2023 | 35,597,380 7,19,576 1,537,566 1,15,905 21,661 — -
44~ INCCUL | 9508576° | 24-04:2023 | 35,97,330 7,19,576 1,37,566 1,15,905 21,861
457 [-INCCUI | 9533142 | 25:04:2023 | 35,957,380 7,19 576 1,357,568 1,20,424 17:142,
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46. | INCCUI 9534266 | 25-04-2023 | 35,97,880 7,19,576 1,37,566 . 1,20,424 17,142
47. | INccUl 9390803 | 27-04-2023 | 76,19,040 15,23,808 2,75,132 2,32,061 43,071
48. | INCCU1 0501567 | 27-04-2023 | 76,19,040 15,23;808 2,75,132 2,32,061 43,071
49, | INCCUI 9694934 | 07-05-2024 | 49,39,480 9,87,806 2,14,760 94,771 1,19,989
50. | INCCUI 9010494 | 10-05-2023 | 35,73,570 7,14,714 1,365,637 1,17,394 19,243
51. | INMAA] | 4886254 | 18-10-2022 | 66,62,592 13,32,518 8,07,000 2,33,007 5,73,993
52, | INMAAL | 5572142 19-11-2022 | 52,358,500 10,51,700 4,04,500 1,70,468 2,34,032
53. | INMAAIT | 5802125 | 29-11-2022 | 353,84,704 10,76,941 3,23,600 1,80,143 1,43,457
54. | INMAAL | 58340529 | 30-11-2022 | 84,55,668 16,91,134 6,06,750 1,94,324 4,12,426
55. | INMAAL | 5948034 | 05-12-2022 | 1597167 3,19,433 1,20,450 50,765 69,685
56. | INMUNI 1085830 | 17-05-2023 | 99,63,954 19,92,791 12,23, 422 1,13,432 11,09,990
57. | INMUN1 | 1215902 | 23-05-2023 | 70,45,920 14,09,184 2,12,030 61,756 1,50,274
58, | INMUNI 1394744 | 30-05-2023 | 67,284,060 13,56,992 2,12,030 61,706 1,50,324
59, | INMUNI | 1457504 | 01-06-2023 | 4%,72,104 994491 1,48421 43,194 1,05,227
60. | INMUNI 1691573 12-06-2023 | 33,98,720 6,79,744 1,06,210 39,463 66,747
61. | INMUN1 1714702 | 13-06-2023 | 21,34,821 4,326,964 63,726 23,923 39,803
62. | INMUN1 | 2091695 | 29-06-2023 | 34,89,915 6,97,983 1,05,755 39,872 65,883
63, | INMUN1 [ 2343810 | 10-07-2023 6,78,496 1,35,699 10,602 7,980 2,622
64, | INMUNL | 4820995 14-10-2022 | 69,56,340 13,01,268 8,07,000 53,820 7,53,180
65. | INMUNL | 4903629 | 18-10-2022 | 69,56,340 13,91,268 8,07,000 1,68,358 6,38,602
66. | INMUNIL | 5183812 | 01-11-2022 | 14,34,276 2,836,845 1,64,400 33,468 1,30,932
67. | INMUN1 | 6183575 15-12-2022 | 54,78,548 10,95,710 10,43,900 7,40,094 3,03,806
68, | INMUNI | 6513202 | 28-12-2022 | 29,59,524 591,905 40,900 4,364 36,536
60. | INMUNIL | 6568306 | 30-12-2022 | 59,19,048 11,83,810 4,09,000 1,32,618 |, 2,76,382 __
70, | INMUNI | 6658599 | 03-01-2023 | 85,49,736. 17,090,947 6,13500 | 1,79,676 '4,33,824
71 | INMUNIL [ 6741329 [ 06-01-2023 | 62,39,673 12,47,935 4,09,750 1,40,734 2,69,016
72. | INMUNI1 | 6832222 | 06-01-2023 | 59,29,902 11,85,980 4,09,750 1,52,917 2,56,833
~73: | INMUNI | 6874654 | 11-01-2023 [ 62,39,673 12,47,935 4,09,750 1,51,458 2,58,292 -
-4, -] INMUNIL | 6945934 | 13-01-2023 | 59,29,902 11,85,980 4,09,750 1,13,664 2,964,086
75 1 INMUNI | 7219136 | 24012023 | 23,331,439 |  4,66,288 2,57,760 61,167 | 186,593
-76. { INMUNL | 7227264 | 24012023 | 34,97,159 6,99,432 3,86,640 80,571 -3,06;062
-9 INMUDNT | 7532194 | 04.02-2023 | 29,71,293 5,904,259 3,24,200 62,747 2,61,453-
C78. | TNMUN1 | 7682438 | 10-02-2023 | 58,64,778 11,72,956 405250 { 126227 | 2,79,023
50, | INMEINT | 7840042 [ 16-02-2023 | 38,64,778 11,72:956 4,05,250 92,643 3,12,607
B0 | INMUN1 | -8027436 | 24-02-2023 | 85,60,188 17,12,038 10,44,235 80,730 9,63,495
8L~ INMUNIT | 8436852 | 13-03-2023 | 59,51,400 11,90,280 4,08,750 53,820 3,54,930
-B2. | INMUNIL | 8469024 | 14-03-2023 | 28,75,700 5,95,140 1,22 625 26,910 95,715
B3 [ INMUNI | 8640852 | 21-03-2023 | 61,95,42C 12,39,084 2,45,850 55,390 1,89,260
-84, | TNMUNI | 8672141 | 22-03-2023 | 29,82,980 5,96,596 1,22925 | 26,910 - 96,015
-85, | INMUNI -| 9020492 | 01-04-2023 | 52,50,045 10,50,009 1,96,680 60,454 1;36,226"
B6. | INMUNL | 9064969 | 04-04-2023 | 78,75,067 | 15.75,013 2,95,020 84,440 2,10,580 -
87, | INMURNI | 02054970 | 04042033 | 29,82,980 596,596 1,22,925 35284 | 87,641
£8. | INMUNI 0064973 | 04-04-2023 32:91,932 6,58,386 1,22,925 35,330 87,595 -
89, | INMUNI | 9087071 | 05-04-2023 | 32,81,278 6,56,256 1,22,925 37,936 84,989
o0. | INMUNI | 9106185 | 06-04-2023 | 32,38,664 6,47,733 1,22,925 37,739 85,186
91, | INMUNI | 9175474 | 10-04-2023 | 65,78,832 13,15,766 2,43,300 70,325 1,72,975
-02: |-INMUNI | 9194305 | 10-04-2023 | 32,57,787 6,51,557 1,21,650 37,739 83,011
93, | INMUN1 | 9232365 | 12-04-2023 | 32,47,244 649,440 1,05,430 35,162 70,268

- g4: | INMUN1 | 9543578 | 25-04-2023 | 32,830,420 6,56,084 1,05,820 35,381 70,436
95, | INMUNT | 9545112 | 25-04-2023 | 66.,66,660 13,33,332 2,11,640 70,762 1,40:878 - -
06, {-INMUN1 | 9553759 | 26-04-2023 | 98,41,260 10,68,252 '3,17,460 1,06,147 2,11,318
-97- | INMIUINI -| 9621639 | 28042023 | 69,84,120 13.96,824 2,11,640 ] 84,009 1,27,631
68 | INMUNT | 9621640 | 28-04-2023 | 33,36,240° 6;77,248 1,05,820 35,381 70,439~ -
99, | -INMENI | 9624190 | 28:04-2023 | 67,72,480 13,54,496 2,11,640 70,762 1,40,878"
100:] INMUNI | 9685106 | 01-05-2023 | 69,84,120 13,96,824 2,11,640 61,025 1,50,615
-101:| -INMUN1 | 9688855 | 01-05-2023 | 67,72,480 13,54,496 2,11,640 70,762 1,40,878
-102:[ INMUNI | 9713170 [ 02-05-2023 | 69,834,120 13,96;824 2,11,640 61,025 1,50,615
-103-{ -INMUNT | 9730759 | 04-05-2023 | 34,92,060 6,98,412 1,05,820 40,087 63,733
~104:{- INMUN1 | 9846076 | 08-05-2023 | 69,36,930 13,87,386 2,10,210 75,773 4 134437
-105: INMUNIT | 9847260 | 08-05-2023 | 70,22,035 14,08,407 2,10,210 71,140 1,39,070
106 INMUNT | 9897330 | 09-D5-2023 | 69,36,930 13,87,386 2,10,210 61,756 148,454
107. INMUNL | 9915000 | 10-05-2023 | 34,68.465 6,93,693. 1,05,105 42,344 62,761

- 108.| INMUN 9971065 | 12-05-2023 | 34,68,465 4,93,603. 1,05,105 35,570 "§9,535.,
700:| INMUNIL | 9971066 | 12-05-2023 | 69,36,930 13,87,386 210210 [ 75,773 1,34,437
110.J TNINSAY | 2245989 | 05-07-2023 | 635,750 1,27,150 21,151 2,196 18,955
111.[- INNSAT | 5481949 | 27122022 | 86,62,865 17,32,573 11,04,300 10,24,144 80,156
112.] ™NNSAT | 6657379 | 03-01-2023 | 61,03,916 12,20,783 7,36,200 6,96,130 40:050
113 | TNNNSAL | 6657428 | 03-01-2023 | 61,03,916 12;20,783 7,36,200 6,96,150 40,050
~114;] TNNSAL | 6953717 | 13-01-2023 [ 70,02,264 14,00,493 8,835,060 8,22,702 62,358
-115.] FNNSAL 9978513 | 12-05-2023 | 31,53,150 6,30,630 1,05,105 10,963 94,140
116. INVTZI 1117428 | 18-05-2023 | 48,355,851 971,170 4,85,585 86,361 3,99.224
117:] INVTZI 1435068 | 31-05-2023 | 359,36,340 11,87,368 4,24.060 1,65311 | 3,18749
118:| ~INVTZ1 1611523 | 08-06-2023 | 35,04,930 7,00,986 4,67,324 60,733 4;06,591- -
119.[ NVTZ1 1611536 | 08-06-2023 | 35,04,930 7,00,986 3,50,493 65,819 2,84,674
120.) INVTZT -] 1632272 | 0906-2023 | 89,21,640 17,84,328 6,37,260 1,72,026 -4,65.234"
~12L.] TNVTZI 1692874 | 12-06-2023 | 21,02,958 4,20,592 2,10,296 35,908 1,74,38%
-122.|- INVIZL. 1924141 | 22-06-2023 | 69,79,830 15,95,966 8,03,738 1,24,931 6,78;817
123 TNVTZT 2197379 | 03-07-2023 | 74,02,850 14,380,570 7,82,587 1,25,068 6,57,519
- 124&| INVTZL 2347276 | 10-07-2023 | 37,10,525 7,42,105 4,387,669 60834 | 426835
125.] INVTZI 2393940 | 12-07-2023 | 34,98,495 6,909,699 3,49,850 60,834 2,89,016
126:[ INVTZL | 2393949 12-07-2023 | 34,98,495 6,99,699 6,78,496 60,834 6,17,562
127. INVTZI 2431131 13-07-2023 | 34,98,495 6,99,699 6,78 496 62,799 6,15,697
128.] INVTZ1 | 2431141 | 13-07-2023 [ 35,51,503 7,10,301 1,59,023 62,461 06,562
129.] INVTZL 4714276 | 18-10-2023 | 41,97,375 8,39,475 5,03,685 3,27,338 1,76,347 -
_130:{ INVTZ1 4868521 | 25-10-2023 | 70,74,210 14,14,842 2,78,681 71,988 206,693
131 INVEZI | 4958267 | 28:10-2023 | 70,74,210 14,14,842 2,78,681 71988 | 2,06693"
~132.] TNVTZT | 2658270 | 28-10-2023 | 70,74,210 14,14,842 2,78,681 72,005 | 206,676 -
33| INVIZIL, | 5255269 | 09-11-2023 | 8141120 16,28,224 792688 | 58,566 7,34,122 -
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134 —~INVTZT 3255278 09-11-2023 81,41,120 16,28,224 7,92.688 53,820 7,38,868
1350~ INVTZD | 5424811 18-11-2023 43,19,250 £,63,850. 5,18,310 3,52,262 1,665,018
- 136.| INVWTZI 5672168 29-11-2023 32,54, 472 6,50,894 2,891,180 21,528 2,69.662
~137.|- INVTZI 5108180 30-11-2023 81,36,180 16,27,236 7,70,796 - 53,820 7,16,976
138.| INVTZI 6315518 26-12-2023 17,20,160 3,44,032 60,206 11,712 48,494 - -
139.| INVTZI 6671352 11-01-2024 42.80,000 8,58,000 1,71,600 26,910 1,44,690
140, INVTZI 7104116 20-01-2024 42,832200 . 8,56,440 5,08,511 26910 | 4816017
‘141.{ INVTZI 7104118 26-01-2024 85,64,400 17,12 880 10,17,023 53,820 9,63,203
142.{ INVTZI 7104133 26-01-2024 87,78,510 17,55,702 1,71,288 53,790 1,17498
143.| INVTZI 7177363 22-01-2023 59,592,089 11,91,818 18,59,497 55,890 18,03,607
144 | INVTZI 7221478 24-01-2023 30,44,790 6,038,958 8,64,463 27,945 8,36,518
145.| INVTZI 7286761 05-02-2024 85,48,800 17,09,760 11,54,088 53,820 11,00,268
146.| INVTZ] 7287634 05-02-2024 432,74 400 8,54,880 5,07,585 26,910 4 80,675
147.| INVTZ1 7309442 27-31-2023 29,32,020 5,86,404 8,32,484 26,910 8,05,574
148.] INVTZ1 7402973 09-02-2024 85,48,800 17,09,760 13,89,180 53,820 13,35,360
149.| TNVTZ1 7950459 21-02-2023 29,81,160 5,96,232 8,46,437 26,910 8,19,527
150.] INVTZ1 8034827 24-02-2023 32,719,216 6,355,855 10,64,700 26,910 10,37,790
151.] INVTZI 8253380 04-03-2023 32,73,270 6,54,654 10,62,750 26,910 10,35,840
152.] INVTZI 8422059 18-03-2024 44 68.590¢ 8,93,718 1,48,953 33,927 1,13,026
153.] INVTZ1 8755548 25-03-2023 32,59,971 6,51,994 5,69,962 26,910 5,43,052
| 154.| INVTZI 9117736 06-04-2023 32,59,971 6,51,994 11,07,964 93,592 10,14,372
155.| INVTZI 9933599 10-05-2023 69,36,930 13,87,386 6,30,630 1,456,979 4,80,651
9933609 10-05-2023 1,61,700

In respect of these shipments also, the exporter had not declared the tru_e
facts, before the customs authorities at the port of export at the time of effecting
exports They have declared the higher ocean frelght amounts in their- export
documents such: as shipping bills filed by them, in comparison to-the actual
fre1ght amounts paid by them to the freight forwarders/shipping lines. [tisa féct
on; record that the exporter had recovered the higher freight amounts fmm the
overseas, buyers of the export: goods in comparison to the amounts paid by them
fo. the freight forwarders & shipping lines in respect of their export shipments.
These facts have been confirmed, by the exporter in the details of their export
§h1pments, submitted by them under the provisions of section .108 of the
Customs Act, 1962. ! : = S

8.5:1 For ready reference, copy of Shipping Bill Number No. 9713170 dated
02.05.2023 is pasted below. As per the shipping bill the ocean freight amount '
declared in respect of the said shipment is USD 2600, which is equivalent to Rs.
2,11,640 (approx.} (taking exchange rate Rs. 81.4 per USD) whereas during
investigatior),  the document submitted by the exporter vide letter “dated
30.11.2023 revealed that as per the corresponding export Invoice for the said
consighment i.e. Invoice No. C8S/23241112 dated 24.05.2023, the actual freight
amount paid by them in respect of the aforesaid shipping bill is Rs. 61,025/-.
Tli'us_,;excess freight amount declared in respect of the aforesaid shipment works
out to be at Rs. 1,50,615/- The said excess freight amount has also beéd
recovered by the exporter from the overseas buyer of the export goods but the
exporter had not paid duty on the said excess freight amount Wh1ch is part
a.nd parcel of the actual assessable value of the export goods.
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Photo of SB No. 9713170 dated 02.05.2023
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Ii:ih?ge ‘of actual freight amount in invoice or Ietter submitted by the exporter
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9. The aforesaid deduction amounts claimed by the exporter, as detailed;in_
Table A & B above and reimbursement of duty paid amounts taken by them
separately as detailed in Table B & C above as well as the excess freight

amounts declared by them in their

export, documents in respect of the

Shipments as detailed in Tables D above, were not included in the declared FOB
Value of goods in respect of these shipments, as discussed in para 8 above.
Investigation has revealed that these deduction amounts/reimbursement of
duty paid amounts have also been claimed and/or recovered by them from the
pverseas. buyer of the export goods in their bank accounts. Therefore, the
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deduction amounts/reimbursement of export duty amounts taken by the
exporter from the overseas buyer in any manner whether or not by declariﬁg the
same in the export documents or by mis-declaration of freight amounts in the
export documents appears to be forming part of the coasideration received
by the exporter for delivery of the export goods on board the vessel after
clearance of the shipments through the customs authorities at the port of export.
Thus, these excess freight amounts and deduction amounts claimed by the
exporter at the time of filing shipping bills and the amounts recovered separately
from the overseas buyer over and above the declared invoice price as
reimbursement of export duty, as discussed in above paras, also appear liable
to be included in the FOB Value for the purpose of calculation of the export.
duty.

10. Legal Provisions:

10.1 Statutory provisions of the Customs Act, 1962 relevant to this case are
enclosed as Annexure-A to this SCN and the same are briefly discussed below:

10.2 The provisions of section 2(18), section 14 & section 16 of the Customs
Act, 1962, Customs Valuation (Determination of Value of Export Goods) ‘Rules,

2007, -CBIC Circular No. 18/2008-Cus. dated 10.11.2008 are relevatit ‘for
undesstanding various aspects of valuation of the export goods in the context.of
present case:

*".4) The term ‘export’ has been defined in "Section 2(18) of the Customs Act, 1962 as
’ i "'ef;poft" with its grammatical variations and cognate expressions, means taking
~... " out ¢f India to a place outside India.”

b) Section 14 of the Customs Act 1962, stipulates that ‘for the purposes of the
= Customs Tariff Act, 1975 (51 of 1975), or any other law for the time being inx force,
- the value of the .........export goods shall be the transaction value of such goods,

that is to say, the price actually paid or payable for the goods when sold

............ for export from India for delivery at the time and place of exportation,

where the buyer and seller of the goods are not related and price is the sole

consideration for the sale subject to such other conditions as may be specified
., in the rules made in this ‘behalf.

) _ c) In this provision the terms "the price actually paid or payable for. the goods
and "when sold for export from India for delivery at the time and place of
exportatmn" in the context of present-case are very significant. For the process
of export tobe complete the goods need to be taken out of India to a place outside

»India. This event can take place only after goods cross Indian borders. This is
7 Inore so ‘because the price has'to be taken for sale of export goods when sold for
export from India 'for delivery at the time and place of exportation'. The wording

; "for the delivery-at the time and place for exportation" has. to. be legally
tonstrued as "for delivery at the time and place of exportation on board the.foreign
going vessel". Thus, the time and place of delivery of the export goods will be when

. the goods are on-board the foreign going vessel which takes place after the goods
are given a Let Export Order (LEO) by the jurisdictional Customs officer after
examining the compliance to Customs law. By implication, all elements of cost
that are required to be incurred o bring the goods 'for delivery at.the time and
place.of exportation’ to the foreign. going vessel will have to be added to invoice
price to arrive at a correct transaction value of éxport goods as per section 14
notwithstanding the manner as to how the financial transaction is organized by
the exporter and the oveérseas buyer. It is amply clear that without incurring
associated expenses the export goods cannot be simply brought to the place of
exportation at the time of export. Thus, in the impugned case, the price payable
for the export goods for delivery at the time and place of exportation can be arrived
at only after inclusion of associated costs including the amounts equal t6-the
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export duity whlch have been recovered by the exporters from the overseas buyers
of the ‘export goods.

"F'OB value" means the price actually paid or payable to the exporter for goods
when the goods are loaded onto the carrier at the named port of exportation
including the cost of the goods and all costs necessary to bring the goods onto
the carrier at included in the term FOB Value’. The valuation shall be made in
accordance with the World Trade Organisation (WTO) Agreement on
Implementation of rule VII of General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade (GATT),
1994, There cannot be an exception to the well laid down principles of valuation.
This method of calculation of ‘FOB Value’ is prescribed in various trade
facilitation agreements such as ‘Asean India Free Trade Agreement (AIFTA) in a
very clear manner as follows. FOB value shall be calculated in the following
manner, namely:

{a) FOB Value = ex-factory price + other costs

(b) Other costs in the calculation of the FOB value shall refer to-the costs
incurred in placing the goeds in the ship for export, including but not
limited to, domestic transport costs, storage and warehousing, port
handling, brokerage fees, service charges, et cetera.

This in fact lays down the foundation for arriving at the assessable value of the
export. goods whereby various elements of costs, J.ncludmg the export duty,
notmthstandmg it is being paid to the exporter directly by the forelgn buyer or
otherwisé, are required to be added to the invoice price, Costing exercise of
additien of other cost elements in FOB Value is not limited to transit
transportation cost, storage & warehousing alone. Without payment of export
duty, let export order cannot be issued by the jurisdictional customs office and
the goods cannot be loaded on the foreign going vessel to take them out of Indla

 On.this background it is observed that value of the export goods on: whlch duty

g

h)

i)

has been, pa.'Ld by the exporter of rice does not reflect an FOB value i.e. a price
payable for delivery of goods at the time and place of exportation which is a basis
for export assessment.

This practice .of payment of export duty by considering the FOB Value as cum-
duty FOB Value was prevalent prior to the year 2009. CBIC Circular No.
18/2008-Cus. dated 10.11.2008 in this regard instructed that the existing
practice of computation of the export duty by taking FOB price as the cum-duty
price may be continued till 31.12.2008 and all the pending cases may be fihalized
accordingly. It was also clarified that with éffect from 01.01.2009, the practice of
Computation of export duty shall be changed; that for the purposes. of calculation
of export. duty, the transaction value, that is to say the price actually paid or
payable for the goods for delivery at the time and place of exportation under
section 14 of Customs Act 1962, shall be the FOB price of such goods at the. tlme
and place of exportation. . N
In-order to bring in uniformity, transparency and consistency in assessment of
export of Irori Ore,. CBIC vide Circular No, 12/2014 —Customs dated 17.11.2014
directed -the field formations interalia. to monitoring the receipt .of Bank
Realisation Certificates for the purposes of comparison with the final invoices
submitted by the exporter to satisfy the accuracy of the assessed values. It also
indicates that the total consideration received by the exporter from the buyer for
sale of the export goods have to be considered for assessment of the export goods.
In shipments exported on FOB incoterm basis, duty has to be calculated on.the
total conisiderations received by the eéxporter from the buyer whether or not they
are included in the BRC. For shipments exported on CIF/CF/CI inco-term.basis,
FOB Value has to be deduced from.the CIF/CF/CI value by deducting the actual
freight amounts paid by the exporter as the case may be.

Relevance of time of export is further proved as Section 16 of the_ Customs
Act, 1962 which provides for the date for determination of rate of duty: and
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tariff valuation of export goods, stipulate that the rate of duty and tariff
vdluation, if any, applicable to any export goods, shall be the rate and valuation
in force,- (a) in the case of goods entered for export under section 50, on the date
on which the proper officer makes an order permitting clearance and loading of
the goods for exportation under section 51; (b) in the case of any other goods, on
the date of payment of duty. The afore-said statutory provision also indicate that
time of export is relevant for valuation of the export goods.

From the above, it is evident that from 01.01.2009 oanwards, the
transaction value shall be the FOB Value of the export goeds and the FOB
value shall not be treated as the Cum-duty price of the export goods. The
above practice has to be followed for all export commodities irrespective of
the description of the export goods.

11. The investigation into undervaluation of rice shipments exported by M/s.
Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited vide above mentioned Shipping Bills as
discussed in Tables A, B, C & D above, revealed deliberate mis-statemeént and
suppression of facts on part of the exporter, who was actively involved in mis-
declaration of the FOB value of export goods, with an intention to evade
appropriate export duty leviable on ad valorem basis on such goods. As
discussed in above paras, the exporter had mis-declared the ocean. fre1ght
amounts whereas they were very well aware of the actual freight amounts paid
by themirFrespect of these shipments exported vide Shipping Bills mentioned in
Table D aboye. Moreover, in respect of the shipments meritioned in Tables B &
C above, the exporter had claimed/recovered the export duty/packing charges/
profit margin from the overseas buyer without declaring these facts in the export
documents. In respect of the goods exported by them through shipping bills.as
discussed. in Table A above, the exporter had wrongly claimed the deduction in
the shipping bills for export duty amounts and packing charges & profit margin
etc. and in some cases though the exporter had claimed duty amounts by raising
separate debit notes/invoices to the buyer but have not declared the same in the
shipping bills and export invoices submitted to the customs authorities and thus
have m1s—decla.red the actual transaction value. Thus, the exporter had not
declared the actual FOB Values in the shipping bills thereby intentionally
evading " the "applicable duties of customs on such undue deduction
amounts/excess freight amounts and export duty reimbursement amounts
claifned and recovered by them from the buyers of the export goods.

12.1 As discussed in above paras, the valuation of export goods under the
Customs Act, 1962, is governed by the provisions of Section 14 ibid, read with
the Customs Valuation (Determination of Value of Export Goods) Rules 2007
[heremafter referred as ‘CVR (E}, 2007"]. As per the provisions of Section 14 of
the Customs Act, 1962, the value of export goods shall be the ‘transaction
value’ of such goods, that is to say, the price actually paid or payable for
the goods when sold for export from India for delivery at the time and place
of exportation (i.e., the FOB price) when price is the sole consideration. As
such,.the sum total of price paid by the overseas buyer for delivery at the time
and place-.of exportation would be the transaction value’ of such goods.

12.2 Further, for the purpose of charging export duty, the value td ‘be
considered is the FOB. price. This is so because, the terms “for export from India
for delivery at the time and place of exportation” appearing in Section 14 of the
Customs Act, 1962, means to FOB (Free On Board) value only. This has been
clarified also by the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC] vide Circular
No. 18/2008, dated 10.11.2008, wherein it stated that in case of export
shipmerits, for the purposes of calculation of export duty, the transaction value,
that is to say the price actually paid or payable for the goods for delivery at the
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time and. place of exportation under section 14 of Customs Act 1962, shall ,:be' the
FOB price. of such goods at the time and place of exportation.

12.3 In this case the value of the export goods shall be the transaction value
thereof when the price is the sole consideration. As such, for determination of
the transaction value of the export goods, the sole consideration received
by the exporter from the buyer should be taken in to account, then it should
be seen as to which prices are compulsory for delivery of the export goods on
board the vessel. In this case, the exporter is insisting that the export duty is on
reimbursement basis from the overseas buyer of the export goods. By doing so,
the exporter is separately receiving a part of the export proceeds from the
overseas buyer and not including the same in the assessable value of the export
goods. It can be stated that the seller has imposed a condition on the buyer of
the export goods which states that if the buyer does not pay him a fixed amount
(equal to the 20% export duty on their declared lesser FOB value), they would
not sell the export goods to the overseas buyer and would not deliver the same
at the time and place of exportation. Thus, all such agreements wherein the seller
had imposed a condition on the buyer by which buyer has to pay a part of the
payment separately in the bank accounts of the seller on account of sale of the
export goods, such payments are necessarily part of the consideration received
by the seller for sale of the export goods. Likewise, the excess ocean freight
amounts declared by the exporter are also part of the consideration received by
the éxporter from the buyer for sale of the export goods as such excess océan
freight. amounts have not be paid by them to the shipping linesyfreight
forwarders. for the transportation of the export goods. All such amounts which
are equal to the export duty amounts claimed/recovered from the buyer and
excess.ocean freight amounts declared in the shipping bills are liable to be added
in their declared FOB Values for determination of their actual FOB Value for
calculation of applicable export duties thereon.

13.1 The method of calculation of FOB Value has been provided. at the
web51te of various reputed. platforms such as Freightos’, which also support the
contentwn of DRI that export.duty is also includible in the FOB Value if the same
has been recovered by the seller from the buyer.

The description of the said platform as available on their website under the keadmg ‘About
Fretgktos states that

. - » Freightos® (NASDAQ: CRGO) is the leading, vendor-neutral booking and payment. pla;fbrm
Jor international freight, improving world trade. WebCargo® by Freightos and 7LFreight by
. WebCargo form the largest global aiv cargo booking platform, connecting airlines and freight
forwarders. Over ten thousand freight forwarder offices, including the top twenty global
.~ forwarders, place thousands of eBookings a day on the platform with over fifty airlines. These
airlines represent over.2/ 3rds of global air cargo capacity. Alongside ebookings, freight forwarders
use WebCargo and TLFreight to automate rate management, procurement, pricing and sales of
. Jreight services, across all modes, resulting in more efficient and move tansparent, ﬁ'ez ight services,
More information is available at fréightos.com/ investors.

The website of freightos https://www.freightos.com/freight-resources/fob- calcuilator
was visited which provide FOB calculator tools for the ease of international freigth
industory. As per the said website, FOB (Free on Board) Calculator is a tool used in
interational trade to determine the total cost of goods when they are shipped from the seller’s
Jocation to- the buyer’s destination. The FOB price includes the cost of the goods, as well as
various expenses incurred until the goods are Joaded onto the vessel, such as packaging,
loading, and inland transportation to the port of departure. It does not include the freight charges
Jor transporting the goods from the port of departure to the port of destinaiion or any other charges
or taxes beyond the point of loading.

From the above details available on their website, it is evident that all taxes
before the point of loading of the export goods on board the vessel are
included in the term ‘FOB’. In the case of export of goods, loading of the export,
goods starts after issuance of the ‘Let Export Order (LEQO)’ by the propeér officer
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of the Customs. LEO is issued after payment of the export duty. As the éxport
duty is leviable ‘before the point of loading of the export goods on to the vessel
the same is includible in the FOB Value of the export goods.

13.2 The above contention of DRI is also supported by the Inceterms which are
widely used in the international transactions. Incoterm or International
Commercial Terms which are a series of pre-defined commercial terms
published by the International Chamber of Commerce (ICC) relating to
international commercial law. These incoterms define the responsibility of
the importers and exporters in the arrangement of shipments and transfer
of liability involved at various stages of transaction. They are widely used in
the international commercial transactions and procurement processes. These
incoterms rules are accepted by governments, legal authorities worldwide for the
interpretation of most commonly used terms in the international trade. They are
intended to reduce or remove altogether uncertainties arising from the differing
interpretations of the rules in differént countries. As per Wikipedia, the
Incoterms 2020 is the ninth set of international contract terms published
by the International Chamber of Commerce with the first set published in
1936.(RUD-12). As per Incoterms 2020 published by ICC, the term “‘FOB’
has been defined as under-

s FOB =Free'on Board.(named port of shipment)

Under FOB terrms the seller bears all costs and risks up to the point the goods are loaded
- on board the vessel. The seller's responsibility does not end at that point unless the goods are
" - "appropriated to- the contract” that is, they are "clearly set aside or otherwise identified as the
contract goods" ¥ Therefore, FOB contract requires a seller to deliver goods on board a vessel
that is to be designated by the buyer in a manner customary at the particular port. In-this
«case, the seller must also arrange for export clearance. On the other hand, the buyer.pays.. .
.+ 0ost of marine freight transportation, bill of lading jfees, insurance, unloadmg and.
o ‘transpoﬂatzon cost from the arvival port to destination.

As per the alloeation of costs to buyer/seller according to incoterms 2020, in
EQB- terms, all costs related to loading of the export goods at origin, export
custom declaration, carriage to the port of export, unloading of truck in port of
export, loading on vessel/airplane in the port of export have to be borne by the
seller of the goods and other expenses such as carriage to the port of import,
ingurance, unloading in port of import, loading on truck in port of import,
ca.rnage to the place of destination, import custom clearance, import duties and
taxes and unloading at destination have to be borne by the buyer of the goods.
Thus, all cost until the loading of the export cargo on board the foreign going
vessel have 1o be borhe by the seller of the export goods which also include export
customs declaration and cost related to it. Thus, it is evident that the export duty
is 1nc1ud1ble in ‘the FOB Value ‘and the same have to be borne by the seller and
it cannot be, recovered by the seller from the overseas buyer. If the same is
recovexjed it becomes part of the consideration for sale of the export goods and
thus becomes liable to be included in the FOB Value of the export goods.

14. Rejection & Redetermination of the Transaction Value:

14.1 As discussed in the above paragraphs, valuation of export goeds under the
Customs Act, 1962, is governed by the provisions of Section 14, ibid, read with
the Customs Valuation (Determination of Value of Export Goods) Rules, 2007
[here-in-after referred as the CVR (E), 2007]: The export proceeds receivable in
full-consequent to ;negotiai_;-ion and finalization of sale price between the exporter
from India and their overseas buyer form ‘ransaction value’ of such goods: ;The
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export Customs duty is leviable on the actual sale price at which the goods were
sold. Where such sale price has been mis-declared and under-stated by the
exporter, the actual sale price, i.e. the Transaction Value, needs to be taken into
account for the purpose of valuation of the impugned export goods.

14.2 In respect of the shipments of rice covered by the Shipping Bills as shown
in the Tables A, B, C & D above, it appears that M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods
Private Limited negotiated and finalized one price with their ovérseas buyer but
in the contracts, the said price was intentionally bifurcated in two parts. The
amount of duty and packing charges payable by the exporter as well as the profit
margin earned on export of the goods was deducted from the transaction value.
In the shipping bills filed by the exporter, such undervalued and mis-declared
transaction value was shown, which was lesser than the price that was actually
finalized with the overseas buyer as consideration for the export goods. A part of
the consideration was intentionally excluded from the transaction value of the
export goods by adopting different modtis operandi as discussed in para 8 above.
The difference between the actual price finalized with the overseas buyer and the
price shown in the export documents were recovered/claimed by the exporter
from the buyer separately by an.arrangement of the buyer and the seller inr this
regard. The exporter and buyer may enter into any contract (oral or written), they
may sell and purchase the export goods on any terms (such .as FOB, CIF, CF, CI
or ex-works basis) but for the purposes of calculation of the export duty, the
fransaction value in terms with the provisions of Section 14 of the Customs Act,
1962 has to be derived and such transaction value is the FOB Value of the export
goods as discussed in above paras and for the purpose of cdlculation of the FOB
Value of the export goods, abatement of the export duty is not.available as
per Section 14 of the Customs Act, 1962 read with CBIC C:rcular N’o

18/2008 Customs dated 10.11.2008.

14.3 “The receipt of these deduction amounts on account of packaging charges

profit margin & export” duty was apparently never disclosed to the concerned
Customs authorities. The said amounts were received fiom the overseas buyer,
asreimbursement of taxes/duties under wrong RBI Purpose code P1306 which
is not meant for receipt of the export duty. The reduced FOB Value declared in
the export documents was presented as the true Transaction Value being paid
for.thie export goods by the overseas buyer as the deduction amount was not
reflected in "the Bank Realization Certificate (BRC) in respect of these export
shipment. The deduction amount was recovered separately in their bank account
as reimbursement of taxes/packaging charges/ profit margin. Hence, it appears
that the. value. declared by M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited to.the
concerned Customs authorities as the Transaction Value of the export cargo. in
respect of 165.shipments of rice covered by the Shipping Bills as shown in the
Tables A; B, € & D above, is liable to be rejected under Rule 8 of the CVR(E),
2007 and the impugned export goods are Hable to be valued at their actual
Transaction Value as established by the present investigation, in accordance
with the provisions of Section 14 of the Customs Act, 1962, read with Rule 3 of
the CVR(E), 2007.

14.4 The amount wrongly excluded from the FOB price was indeed part.of the
consideration negotiated and finalized between the exporter M/s Rameshwar Lal
Foods Private Limited and their respective overseas buyers and the said amount
which was excluded from the FOB Value was duly claimed /received by the
exporter. from the overseas buyer in their bank account. Therefore, the
differentidl value. (equal to the deduction amount/excess freight amount and the
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amiount claimed/received separately as reimbursement of duty) as shown'in the
Tables A, B, C & D above appear to be includible in the declared value (FOB
Value) of the respective export shipments to arrive at the correct transaction
value at which the said goods were sold for export from India for delivery at the
time and place of exportation and Customs export duty as per the prevailing rate
needs to be charged on the said value. M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited
appears to be liable to pay the resultant differential duty in addition to the duty
already paid by them.

14.5 In view of the above, in accordance with the provisions of Sectionn 14 of the
Customs Act, 1962, the amount of differential customs duty in respect of the
Shipping Bills as mentioned in the Tables A, B, C & D at Para 8 above, wherein
a part of export proceeds was apparently not declared to the concerned Customs
authorities, and the same was not included in the declared transaction value
has to be worked out on the basis of actual Transaction Value of the export goods
revealed during the investigation. "

15. Calculation of Differential Duty:

- As discussed in above paras, the exporter had undervalued their export
shipments-of rice. For this four modus operandi were adopted by the expotter.

15.1 In several export shipments, as detailed in Table A in para 8 above, FOB
price were undervalued and mis-declared by wrongly claiming the deduction of
not only the duty paid amounts but some additional deduction amounts on
account of packaging charges & profit margin in relation to the export goods as
well. These additional deduction amounts along with the deduction of duty pald
amounts are also liable to be included in the actual assessable value of the éxport
goods and as summarized below, differential duty amount of Rs. 1,34,72,690/-
is hable to be recovered from the exporter in respect of all these deduction
amounts also. The detailed calculation of differential duty is shown in Annexure-
I to this SCN.

Table-E

'12,72,26,432 | 2,54,45,288 | 4,32,60,543 | 4,30,97,594 17,04,86,975 | 3,40,97,395 | 86,52,107
2,77,68,236 | 5553,646 | 91,63,237 91,3630 | 3,6931473 | 73,86,295 | 1832649
2,78,73,161 | 55,74,633 | 90,91,878 90,91,878 3,69,65039 | 73,93,008 | 18,18.376.

2,06,96,039 11;69,558:

| 58,47,793 58,20,624 2,6543,832 | 53,08,766

15.2 In some of their export shipments mentioned at Table B in para 8 above;
the FOB price was undervalued and mis-declared by an amount equal.to the
amount of export duty paid by them at the time of export as well as the packaging
charges & profit margin. The deduction amounts claimed in these export
shipmehts-were on account of packaging charges & profit margin and the export
duty paid amounts were separately claimed from the overseas buyer as
reimbursement of taxes by raising separate debit notes/invoices. In such
shipping bills, actual fransaction value of the export goods has to be re-
determined by adding the amounts which were wrongly claimed as deduction in
the shipping bills as well as the amounts which were separately recovered from

Page 36 of-45




F.No. GEN/ADI/COMM/556/2024-Adjn-0/0 Pr. Commr-Cus-Miindra

the Buyer by raising separate debit notes/invoices to the buyer. These deduction
amounts jexport duty amounts claimed from the overseas buyer are liable to be
included in the actual assessable value of the export goods and differential duty
of Rs. 78,91,443/- is liable to be recovered from the exporter in respect of these
shipments as summarized below. The detailed calculation of differential duty is
shown in Annexure- I to this SCN.

Table-F

ik

16,89,47,167

13,06,77,188
37,88,900

2,61,35,438
7.57,730

2,55,03,188
757,780

1,19,23,558 3.37,89433

9,05,228

76,53,995

2,37,448

4,17,536 49,76,138

T ame

3031]. s.an840

|

15.3 In several -export shipments, as detailed in Table C in para 8 above,
exporter had separately recovered the duty amounts from the overseas buyer of
the-cargo. These facts were not declared by them before the customs authorities
at the port " of export. Admittedly, these amounts have also - beeir
glai_méd/ recovered by the exporter from the overseas buyer:on reimbursement
basis.. Had the overseas buyer not paid these amounts to the exporter, they
would not have sold the export goods to the buyer. Thus, these amounts
claimed/recovered from the buyer are also part of the consideration received by
the exporter for sale of their export goods. These amounts separately
claimed/recovered by the exporter from the buyer are also liable to be included
in the actual assessable value of the export goods and as summarized below,
differential duty amount of Rs. 1,40,68,941 /- is liable to be recovered from the
exporter in respect of these reimbursed export duty amounts. The detailed
cleulation of differential duty is showr in Annexure- II to this SCN.

o

INGCU1 | 33 | 20,22,33,850 | 4,045,770 3,86,83,013 24,26,80,620 | 4,85,36,134 | 8089354
JINVTZL | 25, | 13,95,25,739 | 2,79,05,149 2,65,16,952 16,74,30,888 | 3,34,86,178 | 5581029
* INMUN? 99,63,954 19,92,791 19,86,848 1,19,56,745 |.23,91,349 | 398,558

15.4 Apart from the above, in several shipments of rice, as detailed in Table D
in para 8 above, the exporter had declared excess freight amounts in
comparison to the actual freight amounts paid by them to the freight
forwarders/shipping lines for transportation of the export goods to the country
of destination. Only the ocean freight amounts paid by the exporter are eligible
for deduction from the CIF value for calculation of the FOB Value of the export
goods. Therefore, the excess freight amounts declared by the exporter are not
eligible/allowed for deduction as per the provisions of Section 14 of the Customs
Act, 1962. These excess freight amounts claimed by the exporter are also liable
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to be included in the actual assessable value of the export goods and as
summarized below, differential duty amount of Rs.77,98,583/- is liable to be
recovered from the exporter in respect of these excess freight amounts also. The
detailed calculation of differential duty is shown in Annexure- III to this SCN.

Table - H

INVTZ1 41 21,37,55,138 4,27,51,028 2,20,26,487 23,57,81,625 44,005,297
INMUNI 54 28,32,14,479 5,60,42,898 1,13,77,708 26,45,92 187 22,715,539
INCCU1 50 28,43,76,504 5,68,75,302 38,19.431 28,81,95,936 7,63,885
INMAAL 5 2,73,58,631 04,771,726 14,33,594 2,87,92,225 2.86,719
INNSA1L 6 3,16,62,061 63,32,412 3,35,709 3,19.97,770 67,142

% 570

15.5 In view of the above-mentioned four modus operandi followed by the
exporter for evasion of export duty, iheir re-determined assessable value in
respect of total 165 export shipments have been calcilated as shown in below
table. Aceordingly, the differential duty payable by the exporter M/s Rameshwar
Lal Foods Private Limited works out to be at Rs. 4,32,31,658/- as shown in
below Table. The detailed calculation of the differential duty amounts has been
shown in Annexure I, II & III to this SCN.

The port wise summary of differential duty payable by M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods
Private Limited is as under:

’ Table-I [

o

37,81,15,500

7,56,23,100

| INMUNT | 54 | 28,32,14,479 | 5,66,42,898 1,89,80,202
INCCU1 {55 |31,81,51,869 | 6,36,30,375 |37,1581,308 |7,43,16,262 | 1,06,85,887
INVTZ1 |45 |23,9885,528 |4,79,77,106 |2898,17,164 |5,79,63433 |99,86,327
INNSAL [6 | 3,1662,061 |63,32412 4227688 | 84,55377 | 21,22,965 ~
T ImaAlls 27358631 [5471,726 | 34640018 [ 6928004 | 14,55278

16. Obligation under Self-assessment and Reasons for raising duty
demand by invoking extended period:

16.1 The exporter had subscribed to a declaration as to the truthfulness of the
cohtentsof the Shipping Bill in terms of Section 50(2) of the Customs Act, 1962,
in all their export declarations. Further, consequent upon the amendment to
Section 17 of the Customs Act, 1962 vide Finance Act, 2011, 'Self-Assessment’
had been introduced in Customs. Section 17 of the Customs Act, 1962, effective
from 08.04.2011, provides for self-assessment of duty on export goods by the
exporter himself by filing a Shipping Bill, in electronic form. Section 50 of the
Customs Act, 1962 makes it mandatory for the éxporter to make an entry for the
export.goods by presenting a Shipping Bill electronically to the proper officer. As
per 'Reglilation 4 of the Shipping Bill (Electronic Integrated Declaration and
Paperless Processing) Regulation, 2019 (issued under Section 157 read with
Section 50 of the Customs Act, 1962), the Shipping Bill shall be deemed to have
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been filed and self-assessment of duty completed when, after enfry of the
electronic declaration (which was defined ‘as particulars relating to the export
goods that are entered in the Indian Customs Electronic Data Interchange
System) in the Indian Customs Electronic Data Interchange System either
through ICEGATE or by way of data entry through the service centre, a Shipping
Bill number was generated by the Indian Customs Electronic Data Interchange
System for the said declaration. Thus, under the scheme of self-assessment, it
was the exporter who must doubly ensure that he declared the correct
classification / CTH of the export goods, the applicable rate of duty, value, the
benefit of exemption notification claimed, if any, in respect of the export goods
while presenting the Shipping Bill. Thus, with the introduction of self-
assessment by amendment to Section 17, w.e.f. 08.04.2011, it was the added
and enhanced responsibility of the exporter to declare the correct description,
value, Notification, etc. and to correctly classify, determine and pay the duty
applicable in respect of the export goods.

16.2 In view of the discussion supra, it is evident that the Director of the
exporter firm M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited, was well aware about
the actual value of the export goods. They have knowingly got indulged m
preparation and planning of forged / manipulated export documents, which they
used. to forward to. the Customs broker in relation to Customs cleararce of the
said export'goods.at the time of exportation by way of wilful mis-declaration and
intentional suppression of these facts in the Shipping Bills {filed by them and
thus they appear te have evaded the applicable Customs duty on export.of rice.

16.3 In the event of short levy of Customs duty by reason of collusion, any wilful
mis-statement or suppression of facts by the exporter or the agent or employees
of the exporter, such duty .can be recovered by invoking extended period of five
yédrs as provided in Section 28(4) of the Customs Act, 1962. In this case, it
appears that the exporter has knowingly and deliberately mis-declared the
transaction vahlue (i.e. FOB Value) of the export goods. Hence, the extended
period of five years is rightly invokable in this case to recover the differential duty
as detailed in Annexure -1, Annexure -I1 and-Annexure -III of this SCN,
Further, M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited is also liable to pay interest
on their said differential duty liability as per the provisions of Section 28 AA of
the Customs Act, 1962, at applicable rate. Further, M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods
Private Limited is also liable to be penalized under the provisions of Section 1144
of the Customs Act, 1962.

17. From the scrutiny of the documents/ information gathered/submitted
during investigation by the exporter M /s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited,
scrutiny of the export data and statements of Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal,
Diréctor, M/s Shree Rameshwar Foods Private Limited & Shri Shumbam Kumar
Agarwal, employee of M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited involved. in
export of rice from various ports of India, it appears that—

i. Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal, Director, M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private
Limited and his son Shri Shubham Kumar Agarwal, employee of M/s
Rameshwar Lal Foods Pvt. Ltd. were the key persons who on behalf of M/s.
Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited negotiated and finalized the salé
price of rice, exported by M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited to
“vdrious overseas buyers, vide 165 Shipping Bill as detailed in Tables A, B,

C & D in para 8 above.

Page 39 of.45,




Ii.

iii.

F.No. GEN/ADJ/COMM/556/2024-Adjn-O/o Pr. Commr-Cus-Mundra

The declared FOB value in respect of shipping bills listed in Tables A, B,
C & D, did not reflect the correct transaction value of the export goods;

As discussed in above paras, the actual transaction value (i.e. FOB Value)
was not declared by them in their export documents. They have
undervalued and mis-declared their transaction value with intent to evade
applicable duty of customs which is leviable @ 20% ad valorem on the
actual transaction value of the export goods in following manners:

» In respect of Shipping bills listed in Table A above, the FOB Value

was undervalued by them by an amount equal to the amount of
export duty plus additional amounts in the name of expenses
incurred for packaging of the export goods & profit margin earned
on export of rice. These amounts were also wrongly claimed as
deductions in the shipping bills.

In respect of Shipping bills listed in Table B above, the FOB Value
was. undervalued by them by an amount equal to the amount of
export duty paid plus additional amounts in the name of expenses
incurred for packaging of the export goods & profit margin earned
on expart of rice. The amount of packing charges & profit "margfi'_il
was wrongly claimed as deduction in the shipping bills and export
duty paid amount was not even claimed as ‘deductions’ in the
shipping bills, but the full duty paid amount plus packaging charges
& profit margin was recovered/ claimed from the overseas buyer.
Thus, exporter had out rightly mis-declared the actual trangaction
value at the time of export. -
In respect of the shipping bills listed in Table €, above the declared
FOB Value was undervalued by an amount equal to the amount of
duty paid by them on export of rice cargo, however, the said
amountts were not claimed as deductions in the shipping bills, in
fact, they have declared ‘nil’ deduction amount in the shipping bills.
The said amounts were also recovered from the overseas buyers as.
reimbursement of taxes. Thus, exporter had out rightly ‘mi's—decl"are__c_l
the actual transaction value at the time of export.

In respect of the shipping bills listed in Table D, the declared FOB
Value was further undervalued by an amount equal to the excess
freight declared by the exporter in the shipping bills which were over
and ‘above the actual freight amounts paid by them. The ocean
freight amounts actually paid by the exporter are eligible deductions
from the CIF Value. By declaring the excess freight amounts,
exporter had wrongly claimed excess deductions of freight amounts
which are not eligible. Thus, exporter had out rightly mis-declared
the actual transaction value at the time of export. )

Thus, the declared FOB value in respect of all these shipments did not
reflect the correct transaction value of the goods for-delivery .of the export
goods at the time and place of exportation (i.e. on board the foreign going
vessel after clearance from the customs authorities at the port of export).
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.....

Rameshwar Lal Foods Prlvate L1m1ted to the Customs authormes in the
shipping bills filed by them which was supported by their export invoices,
resulting in suppression and mis-declaration of actual transaction value
at the time of assessment of the export goods. As such, the value of export
goods in respect of all these Shipping Bills was mis-represented to be lower
than the actual transaction value, thereby causing evasion of export duty
leviable on rice shipments exported by them;

The value of export goods pertaining to each of these Shipping Bills are
liable to be rejected and reassessed as per their actual transaction value
as ascertained during investigation, by taking into account the amount
which was excluded from the declared value at the time of assessment, as
brought out in above paras;

The balance amount not included in the declared FOB Value and wilfully
suppressed by not declaring to Customs with an intention to misrepresent
the transaction value of the export goods, is liable to be assessed to duty
at the applicable rate as detailed in ‘Annexure-1, Annexure-II .and
Annexure-III’ of this SCN and the same is recoverable a_long with 1nterest
at applicable rate;

The act of undervaluation and mis-declaration of actual transaction Vali.{é
in respect of Shipping Bills listed ih Tables A, B, C & D by M/s Rameshwat
Lal Foods Private Limited has rendered the export goods liable to
confiscation under the provisions of Section 113 (i) of the Customs Act,
1962 and consequently M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited have
rendered themselves liable to a Penalty under the provisions of Sec‘uon
114A and Section 114AA of the Customs Act, 1962;

Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal, Director of M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods
Private Limited and Shri Shubham Kumar Agarwal, employee of M/s
Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited appears to be the persons who
knowmgly or intentionally either made, signed and used or caused to be
made, signed and used, the export invoices, Shipping Bills for export of
rice by M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited, which were incorrect
as regards to the value of export goods for payment of export duty. The
goods covered under Shipping Bills listed in Tables A, B, C & D above,
contained the declarations made by M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private
Limited which were false and incorrect in material particulars relating to
the value of the impugned goods. The contracts with the buyer for sale’and
export of rice as well as the export documents submiited to Customs were
finalized /signed in the overall supervision of Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal
& Shri Shubham Kumar Agarwal, who were handling the day to day
business of the export firm. This fact has been admitted by Sh. Shrawan
Kumar Agarwal & Shri Shubham Kumar Agarwal in their statements
recorded u/s 108 of the Customs Act, 1962. In view of this, it appears that.
Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal & Shri Shubham Kumar Agarwal were the
key persons who have orchestrated the entire scheme of mig—deglhraﬁon
of value of the export goods, with an intention to evade custoris (export)
duty. Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal & Shri Shubham Kumar Agarwal were,
therefore, responsible for wilful acts of mis-statement and suppression of
facts in respect of export of rice by M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private
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Limited. The act of Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal & Shri Shubham Kumar
Agarwal regarding under valuation and mis-declaration of actual
transaction value in respect of Shipping Bilis filed by M/s Rameshwar Lal
Foods Private Limited has rendered the export goods liable to confiscation
under the provisions of Section 113 (i) of the Customs Act, 1962. As such,
Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal & Shri Shubham Kumar Agarwal have
rendered himself liable to penal action under the provisions of Section 114
(ii) and 114AA of the Customs Act, 1962;

18. CBIC vide Notification No. 28/2022-Customs (N.T.) dated 31.03.2022 had
stipulated that in cases of multiple jurisdictions as referred in Section 110AA of
the Customs Act, the report in writing, after causing the inquiry, investigation
or audit as the case may be, shall be transferred to officers described in column
(3) of the said Notification along with the relevant documents. For cases involving
short levy, non-levy, short payment or non-payment of duty, as provided in
Section 110AA (a} (ii), the functions of the proper officer for exercise of powers
under Section 28 of the Customs Act, 1962 have been assigned to the
jurisdictional Pr. Commissioner/ Commissioner of Customs in whose
jurisdiction highest amount of duty is involved. Since, in the present case,
exports have been made from five (05) different ports, as mentioned in Table I
in para 15.7 above, however the highest amount of differential export duty is in
respect of Mundra port. Hence, Mundra port, being the port involving highest
revenue, this Show Cause Notice is being made answerable to the Principal
Commissioner/ Commissioner of Customs, Customs House Mundra, having
jurisdiction.over Mundra port, for the purpose of issuance as well as adjudication
of Show Cause Notice under Section 110AA read with Notification No. 28/2022-
Customs (N.T) dated 31.03.2022.

19.1 Now therefore, M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited, having
registéred office at Near Resham Farm, Bhinga Road, Kalpipara, Bahraich
Uttar Pradesh-271801, Also at 1730, 27¢ Floor, Nai Basti, Naya Bazar, New
Delhi-110006, having IEC No. 0605003301, are hereby called upon to show
cause within 30 (thirty) days of receipt of this Notice, in writing, to the
Adjudicating Authority i.e., the Principal Commissioner of .Customs, Custom
House Mundra having jurisdiction over Mundra Port as to why—

i.  The declared assessable value of Rs. 90,02,72,569/-(Rupees Ninety Crore

~ Two Lakh Seventy Two Thousand Five Hundred and Sixty Nine Only) in
respect of the shipments of rice exported vide Shipping Bills detailed in
‘Annexure-I, II & III’, should not be rejected in terms of Rule 8 of the
Customs Valuation (Determination of Value of Export Goods) Rules, 2007,
read with Rule 3 {1) ibid and Section 14 (1) of the Customs Act, 1962;

ii. The actual assessable value in respect of Shipping Bills detailed in
‘Annexure-I, II & III’, should not be re-determined at Rs.
1,11,64,30,876/- (Rupees One Hundred Eleven Crore Sixty Four Lakh
Thirty Thousand Eight Hundred and Seventy Six Onlyjunder the provisions
of Section 14 (1) of the Customs Act, 1962, by taking into account. — (a)
the amouints claimed as deduction in the shipping bills, which were
equivalent to amount of export duty, profit margin and/or packing
charges paid/claimed by them; {b) excess ocean freight amounts
claimed/recovered and (e} undeclared export duty reimbursement
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amounts - which were claimed/recovered by them from the overseas
buyer of the goods, as discussed in Para 8 & 15 of this Notice;

iii. The differential (export) duty amounting to Rs. 4,32,31,658/-(Rupees
' Four Crore Thirty Two Lakh Thirty One Thousand Six Hundred and Fifty
Eight Only) payable, as calculated and shown in ‘Annexure-I, II and I’
to this Show Cause Notice, in respect of Shipping Bill filed by them at six
different ports, should not be demanded and recovered from them, by
invoking the extended period of limitation available under the provisions

of Section 28 (4) of the Customs Act, 1962;

iv. The interest on the afore-said total differential duty amount of Rs. ,
4,32,31,658/- (Rupees Four Crore Thirty Two Lakh Thirty One Thousand
Six Hundred ard Fifty Eight Only) should not be demanded and recovered
from them under the provisions of Section 28AA of the Customs Act, 1962;

v. The voluntary deposit of Rs. 1,64,38,554/- (Rupees One Crore Sixty Four
Lakh .Thirty Eight Thousand Five Hundred and Fifty Four Only) made
during investigation should not be appropriated against their aforesaid
differential duty lability;

vi. The shipments of rice exported vide Shipping Bills detailed in ‘Annexure-
- L, 1T & IIT’ to this Notice having re-defermined assessable value of Rs.
1,11,64,30,876/- (Rupees One Hundred Eleven Crore Sixty Four Lakh
Thirty Thousand Eight Hundred and Seventy Six Only} should not be held
liable to confiscation under the provisions of Section 113 (i) of the -
Customs Act, 1962;

vii. Penalty under the provisions of section 114 A and Section 114 AA should
not be imposed upon them.

19.2 Now thérefore, Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal, Director of M/s Rameshwar
Lal Foods Private Limited, having registered office at Near Resham Farm,
Bhinga Road, Kalpipara, Bahraich Uttar Pradesh-271801, Also at 1730, 2nd
Floor, Nai Basti, Naya Bazar, New Delhi-110006, R/o 7/335, Sahibabad, Rajendra
Nagar, Sector-2, Uttar Pradesh, having IEC No. 0605003301, is hereby called
upon to show cause withih 30 (thirty} days of receipt of this Notice, in writing, to
the Adjudicating Authority i.€., the Principal Commissioner/ Commissioner. of
Customs, Custom House Mundra, as to why penalty under the provisions of
section 114 (ii) and Section 114AA of the Customs Act, 1962 should .not be
imposed upon them for their acts and omissions in evasion of Customs Duty
amounting to.Rs. 4,32,31,658/- (Rupees Four Crore Thirty Two Lakh Thirty One
Thousand Six Hundred and Fifty Eight Only) on export of rice through their
export firm.
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19.3 Now therefore, Sh. Shubham Kumar Agarwal s/o Shri Shrawan Kumar
Agarwal and Empioyee of M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited, having
registered office at Near Resham Farm, Bhinga Road, Kalpipara, Bahraich Uttar
Pradesh-271801, Also at 1730, 224 Floor, Nai Basti, Naya Bazar, New Delhi-
110006, R/o - 7/35, Sahibabad, Rajendra Nagar, Sector-2, Uttar Pradesh,
having IEC No. 0605003301, is hereby called upon to show cause within 30
(thirty) days of receipt of this Notice, in writing, to the Adjudicating Authority i.e.,
the Principal Commissioner/ Commissioner of Customs, Custom House Mundra
having jurisdiction over Mundra Port, as to why penalty under the provisions of
séction 114 (ii) and Section 114AA of the Customs Act, 1962 should not be
imposed upon them for their acts and omissions in evasion of Customs Duty
amounting to Rs. 4,32,31,658/- (Rupees Four Crore Thirty Two Lakh Thirty One
Thousand Six Hundred and Fifty Eight Only) on export of rice through their
export firm.

20. The noticees are further called upon to intimate in writing as to whether
they wish to be heard in person by the adjudicating authority before the case is
adjudicated within 30 days from the date of receipt of this show cause notice. If
no reply of this notice is received and / or they fail to appear before the
adjudicating authority, when the case is, posted for hearing, the case will be
decided ex-‘parte on the basis of the evidences available on record without any

further notice to them.
N

21. The original copies of the relied upon documents, if required, can be
inspected by the noticee / noticees in the office of the Principal Director General,
Directorate of Revenue Intelligence, 7 Floor, ‘D’ Block, 1. P. Bhavan, I.P. Estate,
New Delhi during office hours on any working day with prior appointment.

22. This Show Cause Notice is issued without prejudice to any other action
that may be taken against the noticee / noticees mentioned hereinabove or any
other persons / firms connected with the case under the Cnstoms Act, 1962 or
any other law for the time being in force.

23. Documents relied upon are detailed in Annexure -‘R’ attached to this
Show Cause Notice. Scanned copy of the Relied Upon documents stored in a CD
is also attached with this Show Cause Notice.

24. Theé Non-RUDs may also be collected, if required, by the notice/ noticees
from the officé of thé Principal Director General, Directorate of Revenue
Inte'lﬁgence, 7th Floor, ‘D’ Block, Indraprastha Bhavan, I.P. Estate, New Delhi .
during office hours on any working day with prior appointment within 30 days
of receipt of this notice.

25 A copy of the Show Cause Notice is also transmitted to M/s Rameshwar
Lal Foods Private Limited, Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal, Director of M/s
Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited and Shri Shubham Kumar Agarwal,
Employee of M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited at their email ids
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shubhamagarwal602@gmail.com and sribahraich@gmail.com, respectively in
terms of clause (c) of sub-section 1 of section 153 of the Customs Act, 1962 so
that such service through email shall be deemed to have been received by the
noticees in terms of clause (c) of sub-section 1 of section 153 of the Customs Act,
1962.

26. The Noticee(s) have an option to make an application under Section 127B
of the Customs Act, 1962 prior to adjudication of the case to the Hon’ble
Settlement Commission to have the case settled in such form and in such
manner specified in the rules.

27. The department also reserves its right to amend, modify or supplement
this notice at any time prior to the adjudication of the case.

\

™A
/:ﬁ \\\\p
(K. ENGINEER)

Pr. Commissioner of Customs, Mundra

Enclosures- Annexure-R & RUD’s
To,

1) M/s Rameshwar Lal Foods Private Limited, Near Resham Farm, Bhinga
Road, Kalpipara, Bahraich Uttar Pradesh-271801; Branch Office - at
1730, 2»d Floor, Nai Basti, Naya Bazar, New Delhi-110006

2) Sh. Shrawan Kumar Agarwal, Director, M/s Shree Rameshwar Foods
Private Limited; R/o: Near Resham Farm, Bhinga Road, Kalpipara,
Bahraich Uttar Pradesh-271801; Also at 7/35, Sahibabad, Rajendra
Nagar, Sector-2, Uttar Pradesh

3) Sh. Shubham Agarwal, Employee, M/s Shree Rameshwar Foods Private
Limited; R/o: Near Resham Farm, Bhinga Road, Kalpipara, Bahraich Uttar
Pradesh-271801; Also at 7/35, Sahibabad, Rajendra Nagar, Sector-2,
Uttar Pradesh

Copy for necessary action to: -

1) The Commissioner of Customs (Port) Custom House, 15/1 Strand Road,
Kolkata-700001 (INCCU1)

2) The Pr. Commissioner of Customs, Visakhapatnam Port Area,
Visakhapatnam-530001(INVTZ1)

3) The Pr. Commissioner of Customs, Nhava Sheva-I Jawaharlal Nehru
Customs House, Nhava Sheva, Tal: Uran, Dist.-Raigad, Maharashtra-
400707 (INNSA1)

4) The Commissioner of Customs, Chennai-IV (Export) Custom House, 60,
Rajaji Salai, Chennai-600001 (INMAA1)

5) The Director General, Central Economic Intelligence Bureau, 6th Floor, B-
Wing, Janpath Bhawan, Janpath, New Delhi-110001
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