Report No.15 of 2009-10 (Indirect Taxes-Customs)

[ PREFACE ]

This report for the year ended 31 March 2009 has been prepared for
submission to the President of India under Article 151(1) of the Constitution
of India.

Audit of Revenue Receipts — Indirect Taxes of the Union Government is
conducted under the Section 16 of the Comptroller and Auditor General of
India (Duties, Powers and Conditions of Service) Act, 1971.

The observations included in this report have been selected from the findings
of test audit, during the year 2008-09, while conducting performance audit of
custom duties from ‘Natural or cultured pearls, precious or semi-precious
stones, precious metals, metals clad with precious metal and articles thereof,
imitation jewellery, coin (chapter 71 of Customs Tariff Heading)'.




	Revised PA on Chapter 71.pdf
	Our contention is further supported by the provision that the sale of goods by DTA units to SEZ units are treated as ‘deemed exports’ for the former, who become eligible for matching duty free imports under the exemption remission schemes of FTP.  By the same analogy, procurement from DTA by EOU/SEZ unit should also be considered as ‘deemed imports’ for the SEZ unit. 
	We observed that a similar provision has not been included in SEZ Rules 2006 and FTP.  Consequently, SEZ units have an undue advantage over EOU and DTA units.  We found that nine SEZ units out of the 47 EOU/SEZ units audited by us under SEZ, Chennai, Cochin and Mumbai had exported without minimum value addition.  They had availed of duty exemption of Rs. 89.58 lakh on imports.  Had these exports been made by EOUs, they would have had to pay duty of Rs. 89.58 lakh for not achieving the prescribed value addition.
	We observed that the notification no. 62/2004-cus was applicable only to pure silver in any form including medallions and coins and not to silver plated with gold, which is appropriately classifiable under chapter heading 7106 which covers silver (including silver plated with gold or platinum), unwrought or in semi-manufactured forms or in powder form.  Thus, this incorrect classification resulted in short levy of duty of Rs. 32.51 lakh, which is recoverable.
	Our scrutiny revealed that the goods were classified under chapter 71 in contravention of note 3(b) of the first schedule, which specifies that dental fillings or other goods of chapter 30 are not classifiable under chapter 71.  This resulted in short levy of customs duty of Rs. 5.5 lakh, which is recoverable.




