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Conccin&dCm ill;;m-hi '1-he Cim ITh;i8ha?tUil;;Ii;.-- Ch-c-libai-1 1 iI ;Ill)irt), Customs
1 louse No. 60, Rajaji Salai, Chennai- 60000 1

SaR Mv N. B.:

1 dha qI@ afQf+m. 1962 dt Errtr 281 #taq-trru (2) b ,wd fbuTmsu aTaqr#tu©
ufat+dfba dr fa:q!,©WTqqjt UTd el
A copy of this order made under sub-section (2) of Scction 28-1 of the (:ustonls Act. 1 962
is granted to the concerned I'rcc of charge.

2. {aafbrfafhhIm& bfatw##T{,ftWltaqaf+hrq©T&&+vn4adTftw
dfa+Tay #ttRtBifQa&t9TfQ@Tt aaRmwaiwqH#t aTmIII 60

Any appeal against this Advance Ruling order shall lie bct’orc the jurisdicti(>nat lligh
Court of concerned jurisdiction, within 60 days from the datc of the communication (>i

such ruling or order.

3. tmr28-1&a6,TtrTfQ@wT{HTqwTqqafh+fafMk+tfhvraa©qr©rFTqauiT
A v€cnd§Hd©.fault aruRqtafh+fafnqqmTqq }. aUtOTT. aT tftvfa6t I

The advance ruling pronounced bY the Authorit\' under Section 38 - 1 shall rclrlail', viliicl
for three years or till there is a change in law or i'acts on the basis ot' which tIle advailcc
ruling has been pronounced, whichever is earlier.

4. a6TyTfQ©wT@tvdrv©ar }fh aTaaT gTqT afb+fafMRI tikgTUgtqauiT dT,Tad
wlrit THT vrqfMr qq VL adv!©ddt&wrqtitf§a®t fDr aTP"TTI

Where the Authority and s; that the advance ruling was obtained by thc applici.url by t'l'aud

or misrepresentation of facts, the same shall be declared void ab i nil io .
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&rfU fBfMhl / Advance Ruling

M/s. Itmm\'cc l':ncrgy Pvt. I.td. (II:C No.: A /\11(:li0928K) (hereinafter referred to as

the Applicant') IIled an application (C /\Al1-1) for advance ruling in the Ofncc of Secretary,
Customs Authority for Advance Ruling (C AAR) Mumbai. -1’he said application was received
in the secretariat of the C AAR, Mumbai on 13.10.25 along with its enclosures in terms of
Section 2811 (1) of the Customs Act, 1962 (hereinafter referred to as the ' Act also’). 'I-he

Applicant is a company incorporated within the laws of India and engaged in the business as

producers/nranufactul'crs. imporlcrs. exporters etc. and deals in all kinds of energy saving
devices. solar cncrg)' products. solar photovoltaic cells / modulcs / wafers/ingots / polysilicon /
systems / acccssorics. renewable energy systems, hybrid energy systems, clean energy systems

and also opcratcs a manufacturing unit for solar photovoltaic modules located at Bcngaluru. 'l'hc
applicant is sccking advance ruling on the issue of eligibility for exemption from duty as pcl

SI.. No. 18 of NotiIlcation No. 25/1999-Cus dated 28.02.1999 in respect of the "l':PI':
cncapsulant (ItV A +-Pol':'+l'IVA)’' inrportcd under Customs Tariff Item 39201099 of the
Customs ’l'ariff Act for spccinc usc in manufacturing of Solar Photovoltaic (PV) Modules.

2, Applicant’s Submissions: -

2.1 ’i-hc Applicant imports various goods and materials for usc in thc manufacturing of its

Solar PV modules in the ai'orcsaid unit situated at 13cngaluru. In this regard. thc Applicant. like
thc other manufacturcrs of Solar PV modules, used to import l£thylcnc-Vinyl Acetate (ItV A)
sheets undcr C'J-1 39201099 and claimed the benefit of exemption from duty as pcr SI. No. 18

ofNotincation No. 25/1999-Cus dated 28.02. 1999. A sample copy of Bill ofllntry No. 761934 ]
dated 04.0 1 .2025 nlcd by the Applicant for imporl of 1 ':VA sheets has submitted.

2.2 1 lo\\-c\'cr. duc to certain technojogjcal limitations and drawbacks associated with the use

o i' liV A sheets for manufacturing Solar PV modulcs, the manufacturers of Solar Modules in India
ha\'c startcd using "liPl! cncapsulant". which is an advanced cncapsulanl manufactured as a

three-layer polymer HIm consisting of two layers ofl':thylcnc-Vinyl Acetate (IIVA) copolymcr
and a core layer of I)olyolcnn lilastomcr (POI!). Consistent with the industry practice, the
applicant has also imported the liPl': cncapsulant for use in manufacturc of Solar (PV) modules,
\’idc 13ill of lintry No. 3608056 dated 31.07.2025. They have produced a summation of the
product i.c.. l;.PI': cncapsulant in comparison with other forms of encapsulants such as "l':VA
shccLs-- and "POli sheets.

3. ’ I-hey submitted that nonc of the restrictions under thc proviso to Section 28-1 (2) are
applicable. in as much as. the questions raised in the present application are not pending or
decided in any proceedings in thc case of the Applicant. In this regard, it is submitted that while
Sunlrnons dated 20.06.2025_ 07.07.2025 and 23.07.2025 have been issued bv SI113. Customs

IIouse, Rajaji Salai, Chennai (hereinafter ''SIIB, Chcnnai"), however the same do not qualify
B:pending_procccdingB” under proviso to scc Lon 28-1 (2) of the Act. 'l'hcrcforc, it is submitted
IhaLlhcprcscnIgEIHiwIion &yghl Lo bc adnlittcd under Section 28-1 of the Act

In this rcgard, thcir rclicd upon the dccision of IIon’blc Authority for Advancc Ruling, '
Ncw I)clhi in the case of IN Rl!: 11.Q. I.AMPS MANUI:AC’I-URIN(; CO. PVT. LTD, rcportcd
in (2023) 4 Cl<N'l-AX 336 (A.A.R.-CUS-DcI. And in Re: Amazon Seller Services, (2023) 5
C:cntax.com 1 86 (AAR-Del). In re: Nikon India Pvt 1.td., (2023) 12 Ccntax 1 14 (A. A.R. - Cus.

- I)cl.) and in rc: Vivo Mobile India Private I.imitcd. dated 13.12.UJJL Cus. - I)cl.).

It
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4. '1-hey claimed that in light of thc statutory frame\,\’ork and thc judicial pl-cccdcnts citccl,
the present application is fully maintainablc undcr Section 281 1 oI- the C''ustonls /\ct. 1 962. ’1-11c

Applicant has raiscd a qucstion qua its eligibility !br claiming reduced I'atc of duty as per thc
Notification No 25/1999-Cus dated 28.02. 1999, and that the said question is not pcnding bel-ore

any officer of customs, the Appellate ’l'ribunal, or any Court and therefore, the present
application of the Appellant is not barred by the proviso to sub-Section (2) of Section 281.

5. 1 Further. the Scizurc Mcmo dated 21.10.2025 is also merejy investigative in nature and

cannot be treated as initiation of any adjudicator), procccdings against the Applicant. In any
case, the said Seizure Memo dated 21.10.2025 having bccn issued much aftcr thc date of illlng,
of the present application by the Applicant, cannot be considcrcd a bar under the proviso tt)
sub-Section (2) of Section 281. Most significantly, in thc present case thcrc has bccn no
confiscation of goods under Section 111 rather. the goods earlier scizcd have bccn duly
rclcascdq thcrcby making it abundantly clear that no adjudicatory procccdings have bccn
initiated against the Applicant.

6. Port of Import and reply from jurisdictional Commissioner, Chennai.

38.1 '1'hc applicant in thcir CAAl{-I indicated that they intend to import the sub.jcct goods

from the jurisdiction of OfI-Icc of the Commissioner ol- C,'usLoms. Chennai II (Inrpol't).

Chennai. The application was forwarded to the ol-ncc of the Commissioner of Customs,
Chennai –II (Import), Chennai for their comments on 15.10.2025. 03.1 1 .2025 and 27.1 1.2025

I'he Import Chennai Commissioncratc vidc their letter dated 03.0 1.2026 submitted as below:

a) M/s. l{mmvcc l{ncrgy Private I.imitcd have illcd an application before the ('ustonrs
Authority I'or Advance Rulings (C AAR), Mumbai. seeking a ruling on whcthcr I'll)I
l;.ncapsulant I film (1 iVA+PO11+1 iVA) imported by them is eligible for exemption under Scrial
No. 18/\ of Notification No. 25/1999-Customs dated 28.02.1999, which grants cxcmption to

l{thylcnc Vinyl Acetate (IiVA) films/sheets used in the manul'acturc of solar photovoltaic
modules.

b) it is obscrvcd that the vcry same issue raised before C AAR is already pending undcl-

investigation by the Special Intelligence and Investigation 13ranch (SI113) in respect ot- inrports

made by the applicant.

At the outset, it is respectfully submitted that the present Advance Ruling Application
is not maintainablc in lawp in terms of Section 281 (2) of the Customs Act, 1962, which clearly

stipulates that an application for advance ruling shall not be allowcd where the question raised

is already pcnding in the applicant's case before any oHlccr of C''ustonrs.

In the present case, the issue relating to:

e

@

e

Nature of the imported goods declared as ’'IIPI*: film" ,
Correct classification thereof, and

Wrong availmcnt of exemption under Serial No. 1 8 A of Notification No. 25/1999-
Customs. is alrcadv under active investigation by the Special Intclligcncc and

Investigation 13ranch (Sl113). Chennai .
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I-he imported goods covcrcd undcr Warehouse 13ill of ltntry No. 2320026 dated

28,05,2025 w'crc detained. examined. sampled, and subjected to chemical testing, and thc

invcstigation has rcvcalcd substantial evidence indicating ineligible availmcnt of exemption.

I-hc applicant has sought an advance ruling on thc very same qucstion which is the subject

matter of invcstigation, thereby attempting to invoke C AAR jurisdiction in a matter already
seized by thc proper officcr.

In view of thc statutory bar contained in Section 281 (2), thc prcscnt application is liable

to bc rcjcctcd in liminc. without going into the merits.

c) '1-he importer. M/s I':mmvcc lincrgy Private I.imitcd, has bccn continuously importing

goods declared as "I IPI! film’' and availing BCD exemption under Scrial No. 18 A of
Notification No. 25/1999-Customs, which is spccincally applicable only to I:thylcnc Vinyl
,'\ccLatc (I'IVA) shccts/Ill nls uscd in the manufacture of solar modules. Investigation revealed

that thc impugned goods are not I==VA films. but co-extruded multilayer I':l)Jlcncapsulant films,
consisting of:

• Outer layers of 1 iVA. and

• A corc laycr of I)olyolc11n lilastomcr (POIt).

I-he imporlcr has already cleared 22 consignmcnts by wrongly availing thc exemption,
rcsulting in short–levy of Customs duty amounting to 7,41,84.433/-. which is under

invcstigation by SI113

d) ’I-hc importer's own technical write-up submittcd to Customs clearly describes the

product as I'IPI! (IIV A + 1)Ol i-+ 1 ':VA) lincapsulant, manufacturcd through a co-extrusion process,
\\,herein

• ItV A laycrs provide adhesion. and

• ’I’hc 1)Oli core provides enhanced moisture barrier and PII) rcsistancc
I’hl IS, even as pcr the impol-tcl"s own submission. the goods are not pure liV A films.

but conrpositc multilayer plastic H Ims. technically and Functionally distinct from liV A shccts.

c) Representative samples wcrc drawn during examination wcrc forwarded to the Custom
llousc I.aboratory (CRCI.), Chennai for chemical analysis. The CRCL test rcporls

uncquivocally connrln that the samples are:

• I)lastic sheets. and

' Composed of llthylcnc Vinyl Acetate and Polyethylene (POII).

Ilcncc thc laboratory Jlndings cstablish that the impugncd goods are composite plastic
nlnls, and not exclusively liVA films, thcrcby conclusivcly disproving eligibility under Serial
No. 1 8 A. which covers only I'IVA sheets/aIms.

D it is a scaled position of law that cxcmption notincalions must be interpreted strictly,
and the benefit thcrcof cannot bc extended by implication or liberal interpretation. The 1 Ion’blc

Supreme (:our1 in Commissioner of (:ustonls (Import) v. I)ilip Kumar & Co. 120 18 (361 ) IiI.’1
577 (SC'-)I held that:
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In case of ambiguity in an exemption notification, the bcncllt must go to the Revenue,

and the burden of proving eligibility lies entirely on thc asscsscc

In the present case, there is no ambiguity whatsocvcr. 'I'he notification explicitly rei’crs

to liVA sheets, whereas the goods imported arc llPl! composite films, which are commercially.

technically, and chemically distinct products. Any attempt to stretch the scope of thc exemption

to cover composite or multilayer products would amount to rewriting the notillcation. which is
impermissible in law.

g) In view of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that:

(a) ’l'hc Advance Ruling Application is barred under Section 281 (2) ol' thc (:ustonls

Act, 1962, as the issuc is alrcady under invcstigation bv SII 13

(b) On merits also, the impugned goods being I':l)I': (leV /\-t Poli+l'iV /\) conrpositc

films, as cstablishcd by technical literature and CRCI. test reports, are not eligible for

exemption under Serial No. 18 A of Notification No. 25/1999-Customs.

(c) '1’hc application appears to be an attempt to pre-empt thc ongoing invcstigation and

regular assessment proceedings.

llcncc, they requested to reject the advance ruling application and pcrmit tIIQ

department to procccd with investigation and adjudication in accordance with law.

7 Details of Personal Ilcaring: -

Mr. Sujit Ghosh, Advocate and Ms. llcna I)utta appeared online for Pcrsonal llcaring
in this matter on 1 0.12.2025. '1'hcy rcitcratcd thc submission filcd with thc application that they
wish to import/imported l:PI': encapsulate under bcncl-icial exemption as per Sr. No. 18 ol
Notification No. 25/1999-cus dated 28.02.1999 as amcndcd. when used for manul’acturinc

solar module. J.d. Advocate Shri Ghosh contcndcd that cxcnlption Notification I'or liVX
(I':thylcnc Vinyl Acetate) sheets is available when it is imported for manufacturing ol’ solal
cells/modules as per sr. no. 18 of the said cxcmption. llc furthcr contcndcd thaI in the present
application thc subject goods are EPI! capsulatc which is a new rcnncd product that is 2 units
of ltVA and 1 unit of POli (Polyolcnn lllastomcr) and that both IiVA and POl': are primarily
composed of cthylcnc monomcr units, required to be same trcatmcnt for cxcmpti on as essential
character is salnc and the intent of the notification is to give cxcluption for spccillc purpose
and to a spccinc industry. ’l'hcy rely upon the case ol' M/s. Mother Superior. ’I-ata I litachi
Construction Machinery Company Pvt. I.td., ll. Q. 1.amps Manufacturing Co. Pvt. 1.td. and

DRI vs M/s. Spraytcc. .llc also submitted that there is one invcstigation going on in which a
Seizure Memo was issued and the subject goods were provisionally released. It was asked to
provide the details of all documcnts pertaining to current investigation and seizure memo copb
Erovisional r clcasc details cIE.

Nobody appeared I’or personal hcaring from tlrc dcpartnrcnt.

8. Discussion and Findings: -

Ongoing through the case records, applicant’s submission and department’s contention

I'ilcd, it is apparent that the issuc is already under investigation by Sl113. '1’he department

submits that the impugned goods being 1':Pl! (1':VA tPOI':-tI':VA) composite alms, as

cstablishcd by technical litcraturc and CRCI. test reports, are not cligiblc

lb
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Scrial No. 18 A of Notification No. 25/1999-Customs and the application appcars to be an

attcmpt to pre-empt the ongoing investigation and regular asscssnlcnl proceedings.

9. In above backdrop and based upon thc facts and circunlstanccs of thc case, I proceed to
pass ruling/order in the instant casc.

1 o. Ongoing through the contention illcd by the applicant and the reply received from the

dcpartnlcnt it is clcar that:

a. The goods/kind of goods for which exemption is sought in this application were
already imported and 13ill of I':ntry was nlcd on 28.05.2025.

b An investigation was initiated vidc issuance of summons to the applicant vidc
summon dated 20.06.2025. 07.07.2025. 23.07.2025

C.

d.

1-hc applicant bled the advance ruling application bcl'orc this authority on

13.1 o.2025 i.c. aftcr a lapsc of approximately 04 months from the initiation ol
the investigation.

As pcr provisions of the Customs Act, 1962 undcl' section 28 Ii(b). Advance
Ruling means a written dccision on any of the qucstions refer to in section 28 II
raised by the applicant in his application in respect of any goods prior to its

importation or exportation

C.

h

1-his provision clearly stipulates and limits the scope of advance ruling to say

only in those cases whcrc importation and exportation has not taken place.

Jlrc mandate of the advance ruling in Customs in terms of WCO as available

uncIcr thc article 'l-cchnical guidelines on advance ruling for classification,
origin and valuation, in introduction section para 4 cach as per 1-allow:

I' lle kev objective of pre entry advance ruling prc>gl'alnme is to provide decision
on the classification. origin and valualion o.f- the commodities prior to their
rntportatron or exportatIon . ......

1. 'l'hc section 28 (1) of the Customs Act, 1962 clearly bars the authority to allow
!J]g_4pplicatiwrw luqduwc}don rai_sigW_n the ajlMLation is.

LI

b

AlreadY pending in the applicant-s casc bel-orc any officer of Customs,
the appcllatc tribunal or any court;

On simplc analysis of the word “pending” it is apparent that it includes “any
invcstigaLion pcnding" irrcspcctivc of its stagc or status in as much as it does

nat_explicit]}’ mcntions "pcnding adjudication only--. This is further supported
bv the stalutc in the other part of the sentence/phrase which specifies the word
''bel-orc any ofllccr”. Ilcrc, thc use of the word “any” is important. It has been
purposefully crafted.

1. Scction 3, 4 and 5 of the Customs Act. 1962 pr

Customs. thcir appointmcnt, and powcr of thc

)vidc classes of the officer of the

Customs c &ctivcl}
REa
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Section 5 explicitly provides that an o1-11ccr of customs may cxcrcisc Lhc pow c:1

and discharge the duties conferred or imposed under this act.

Section 5 (2) provides-

An officer of customs may exercise the power and discharge the duties
conferred or intpose(1 under this act tlr any other (If:fIcer o.f cust( lms \\'ho is
subordilrate to him.

k. 1-hc chapter XIII of the Customs Act, 1962 makes provision for search, inspcct,
examine persons, issue summon to give cvidcncc and produce documents.
Seizures. provision release of the goods. documents: arrests and action
subsequent to inquiry. investigation or audit or any other spccil'icd purposes

1. 1-he section !08 of the Customs Act 1962. cmpowcrs a custom nfl-iccr as pCI

follow:

I. Any Gazetted Officers of Customs shall have power to summon any

person whose attcndancc hc considers ncccssary cithcr to give evidence or to
produce a document or any othcr thing in any inquiry which such olllccr is

making under this act.

4. Every such inquiry as aforesaid shall be deemed to be a judicial
proceeding within the meaning of section 193 and section 228 of the Indian
Penal Code, 1860.

Section 1 10A of the Customs Act. 1962 provides as per follow:

110A. Provisional release of goods, documents and things seized pending
adjudication .

Any goods, documents or things scizcd under scction llC), may, pending thc order ol
the 3 [ adjudicating authority I, be released to the owner on taking a bond from him in the prc)pcr
form with such security and conditions as the 4 jadjudicating authority I may require. I

Similarly. section 1 1 0 AA of the Customs Act. 1 962 provides as per !’oIIow

11 (IAA Action subsequent to inquiry, investigation or audit or any other spcciHcd
purpose-

Where in pursuance of any proceedings. in accordance with chapter

XlIA or this Chapter. if an ofnccr of Customs has reasons to believe that

a) any duty has been short-levied, not levied, short-paid or not paid in a

case where assessment has already been made;

b)
C)

d)

Fc' Adv ,lee BPage 7 of 10



I-hen such offIcer of (:ustolns shall, after causing inquiry,
investigation, or as the case may be, audit, transfer the relevant documents,

along with a report in writing-

i. to the proper officer having jurisdiction, as assigned under section
5 in respect of assessment of such duty, or to the officer who allowed such
refund or dra\\’back; or

11.

and thereupon, power exercisable under section 28, 28AAA or chapter X,
shall be exercised by such proper officer or by an officer to whom the
proper offIcer is subordinate in accordance with sub-section (2) of section
5.1

111 1-he provision made under section 108 (4) is very clcar and purposeful that
procccdings under scction 1 08(4) is a judicial procccdings and it culminates in
propcr investigation or inquiry. which may cvcntuall}- result in issuance of sho\\
cause notice (unless thc investigation/inquiry is dropped).

11 On conjoint readings of provisions of 108 and 110AA, it is clcar that whcrcvcr
an investigation/inquiry is going on (pending), the same may inevitably
culminate in issuance of show causc notice so as to attain logical conclusion

0 . I-Irc applicant itscll- has submitted that Lhc goods where seized and where
rclcascd on provisional basis and that thcy havc submitted bI) 13ond dated
20. 11 .2025 amounting to Rupees 1,25,oo.000/- and a 13ank Guarantee ol
Rupees 29.71.000/- issucd in the favour of assistant commissioner of customs

as provided in 13oard’s Circular No. 35/2017 – Customs dated 16.08.2017.
l-hus, it clearly proves that the investigation is pending in the instant case.

P. I Further. there is no any parallel provision in the Customs Act, 1962 empowering
the Customs Authority for Advance Rulings to take over such proceedings
already initiated by the ofnccrs of customs. Most importantly, it is to underline
that against thc such proceedings initiated by the customs authorities. there is a
well-cstablishcd rcmcdial appellate mechanism is already put in place.

11 . 1 Further. it is trait law that principal of harmonious construction must be kept in mind
while construing any statute. -l'his principal cnunciatcs that while interpreting any law. the

statute must be 1-cad as a whole and all the legal provisions must be rcad harmoniously to give
ct’l'cct IO each \vords ot’ the statute. 'I-hc proviso (a) oF section 28 (1) (2) of the Customs Act.
1962 in clear terms bars the advance ruling authority not to allow the application in a casc

whcrc thc question raised therein is already pending in applicant’s case bcforc any ofnccr ol
customs. It is because. the proceedings under section 108 of the Customs Act, 1962 is absolute
and contain specific procedures. Therefore, bar has bccn imposed on the Advance Ruling
Authority to not to interfere in a particular situation. where any investigation is pending. Any
such intcrfcrcncc would amount to cxcrcising cxccss of jurisdiction which is restricted.

In this context, thc relevant excerpts of subsection (2) of section 28-1 of Customs Act

1 962 arc rcproduccd below:

For Ad\
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'Section 28-1. Procedure on receipt of appliccltion. ( i ) on I'ecct PI o{-tin clpjJliCUiiO}1

the Authority shall cause a copy thereof to be .ft>1-\vcil'ded to the I)I'incipai (*olrrlrris XiOnCI’

of- (:ust ours or Commissioner o'{- Customs and, i.f'necesscll'y, call tIpon him to flirnish I he

relevant records :

Provided that where any records have been called fbI’ by 1 he Authority in any case. st ich

records shall. as soon as possible. be returned to the IPI'incipctl ('onrlnissioner o{
C:usl om:$ or C:onrmissioner of’ (:usl ours

(2) ’1'he Authority may, qf-ter examining the applicalion and the I'ecords culled k)r. bv

order, either allow or reject the application

Provided that the Authority shall not alton’ the application u’het'e the gIles;lion raised
in the application is-

(CI) cllre adv pending in the applicant 's case be{t)I'e any officer (if custonls. 1 he .'\ ppe ii utc
'l'ribuncll OI' c//7 y (_'otll'l.

(b) thc same as in ct mclllel' all'ead)’ decided by the .,\pllellclte ’J’ribrtncl{ OI' ctu\' (’otll'l

Provided fUrther that no application shall be rejected under this sub-section unless an

oppol'!unity has been given to the applicant o.f being heard,

Provided also tllclt \\’here the application is I'ejecled. I'eclsons jt)I' such I'ejecti(in shall
be given in the order

1-hc department has in clear terms emphasis;cd that the application appears to be an

attempt to pre-empt the ongoing investigation and regular adjudication procccdings in
accordance with the I.aw. I concur the view expressed by the department

13. ’1'hc case laws I'clicd upon by the applicants are not applicable in this case. duc to

distInct background of the case, thc observation made and I.cgal provisions discussed herein
above.

14. In view of the I'orgoing facts and records ol' thc case. 1 IInd thaI thc question raised in

this application is clearly pending before the competent oillccr ol' Customs. Accordingjy.
considering the provisions of Section 28-1, sub-scction (2) (a) of Customs Act. 1962 and

binding legal provisions. I am of considered view that ruling cannot be issued in such cases

15. Accordingly, 1 refrain from passing an Advance Ruling in thc case

I'hc application is hc16Lto bc non-maintainablc before this authority and is accordingl\

rejected and disposed oII %f

eM
Adv biIGe

(1)I'abhal K. Ramcshwaralu )
C''usLoms Authority for Advance Rulings

Mumbai
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F. No. CAAiZ/(=US/APPjy/186/2025-C)/o Commr-C AAR-Mumbai Dated: 20-o 1-2026

I'his copy is ccrtilicd to be a true copy of the ruling and is sent to:

1. M/s liMMVlil£ I':Nl<R(iY PI+IVA'FI': I,IMI’I-IiI)
13/1, International Airport Road, Bcttahalasur Post, Bcngaluru, Karnataka, 562 1 57,
111 d in

1 ':mail : infoC@nrmvee.in . hencl.datta(cI,e mm yee'in

I

3

I-he (:olnnlissioncr of Customs. Chennai-ll (llnport).
Customs I louse No. 60. 1iqjaj i Salai, Chcnnai- 60000 1

I'hc Customs Authority for Advance Rulings,
l''irst l"loor. Wing No. 6. West 131ock-8.
R. K. I)uram. Ncbv I)clhi- II C)066

I ':llrai I : cus-ad \-ru lines.del a '.co\'.in

4 I-hc Principal Chief Commissioner of Customs,
Mumbai C:ustoms Zone-1,
13allard itstatc. Mumbai -40000 1. I':mail: ccu-cusmumlranic.in

) i'hc (:onrmissioncr (I.cgaI), C131 C: Ofaces.
1.cgal/CX.8 A, Cell, 51l1 noor. IIu(ico Vishala 13uilding.
C:-Wing. 13hikaji Cama Place. R. K. Puram,
Ncbv I)clhi . 110066. limail: conrmr.legal-cbecf?anic.in

6 I'llc Mcmbcr (Customs). Central 13oards of Indirect ’Faxes & Customs
North 131ock. New Delhi- 1 1 0001. Iimail: membercus.cbicfagov.in

7.

8

!'h c \\,’cbnlastcr. Central 13 oards ol' Indirect ’[axes & Customs
1 ': 111;IiI : \vcblnastcr.cbecliiccuate.gov.in

Guard nIc.

k 1)wi\’edi)

Myak

Dy. Commissioner & Secretary

Customs Authority for Advance Rulings.
Mumbai
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